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

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

regarding the Napthine Liberal government’s intention to
build an $8 billion tunnel. In particular we note that:
1.

the Napthine Liberal government is trampling on the
rights and homes of local residents;

2.

the Premier has failed to present a business case for this
tunnel which will do nothing to fix traffic congestion for
most Victorian motorists; and

3.

the $8 billion tunnel will mean there is no funding
available for other desperately needed transport
infrastructure.

Notices of motion
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 9 to
18 will be removed from the notice paper unless
members wishing their notices to remain advise the
Clerk in writing before 6.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

1407

Petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly
calls on the Napthine Liberal government to see a mandate
from the people of Victoria before spending $8 billion of
taxpayers money on this tunnel.

By Mr WYNNE (Richmond) (22 signatures).

Yan Yean Road upgrade

Bus route 451
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the proposal by
Public Transport Victoria to change bus route 451.

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the state government’s refusal to
fix Yan Yean Road including VicRoads’ decision not to
‘declare’ the central section between Kurrak Road and Bridge
Inn Road as a state government-funded road.

The petitioners note the importance of bus route 451 in
servicing the needs of the community and express their deep
concerns at plans to remove bus 451 route, which will
significantly reduce local bus services.

In particular we note:
1.

Yan Yean Road services some of the most rapidly
growing areas in Australia;

2.

the road is recognised by the RACV as one of the worst
in Victoria, with over 30 000 users daily;

3.

despite a plan to upgrade the southern section, this has
not been given funding nor a timetable of when funding
may be expected;

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

4.

This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly Denis Napthine’s
$8 billion tunnel. In particular, we note that:

VicRoads’ decision not to ‘declare’ the central section
cost-shifts ongoing maintenance to hard-pressed local
ratepayers;

5.

the upgrade of the road continues to be a top priority for
local residents and both Whittlesea and Nillumbik
councils;

6.

failure to upgrade Yan Yean Road is not simply an issue
of resolving congestion, but is critical to ensuring the
community can seek safety on code red days.

The petitioners therefore request that the minister for
transport, Hon. Terry Mulder, intervenes to reject the proposal
to discontinue route 451.

By Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) (1476 signatures).

East–west link

1.

Denis Napthine is trampling on the rights and homes of
local residents;

2.

the $8 billion tunnel won’t do enough to fix congestion
and isn’t a priority for Victoria.

Petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly
calls on Denis Napthine to take this $8 billion tunnel to an
election and let the Victorian people decide.

By Mr WYNNE (Richmond) (532 signatures).

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 Legislative Assembly recent news

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urges the Liberal state government to fund the
upgrade of Yan Yean Road.

By Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (598 signatures).

City of Whittlesea police resources
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the need for a new 24-hour police

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
1408
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station to serve the fast-growing suburbs of Mernda and
Doreen and for increased numbers of police in the area.

4.

Wednesday, 7 May 2014
failure to upgrade Epping’s roads is now not simply to
resolve congestion, but to save lives due to traffic
gridlock during the recent grassfires.

In particular, we note:
1.

the population of Mernda and Doreen, which is now
estimated to be 31 867, is expected to be 51 093 by
2031;

2.

at present the Whittlesea township police station, which
covers the suburbs of Doreen and Mernda, is only open
during business hours with police responding from
Epping and Mill Park after hours;

3.

the ongoing population growth in the city of Whittlesea
is putting increased pressure on the two nearest 24-hour
police stations in Epping and Mill Park, meaning that the
fast-growing suburbs of Doreen and Mernda are getting
a worse service.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urges the Napthine state government to fund a new
24-hour police station to cover the policing needs of the
growing suburbs of Mernda and Doreen.

By Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (2150 signatures).

Respite care
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The humble petition of the undersigned residents of the city
of Whittlesea, their families and friends in the state of
Victoria show our concern at the failure of the state coalition
government to provide overnight facility-based respite beds
located in the municipality sufficient to meet the need of
residents aged under 12 and over 24, despite repeated requests
to do so since 2010.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urges the Liberal state government to fund and
commence work on both upgrading Epping Road and
building on-ramps from O’Herns Road to the Hume Freeway
as a matter of urgency.

By Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (248 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Yan Yean be considered on next day of
sitting on motion of Ms GREEN (Yan Yean).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Kororoit be considered on next day of
sitting on motion of Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Richmond be considered on next day of
sitting on motion of Mr WYNNE (Richmond).

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Financial and performance outcomes 2012–13
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) presented report,
together with appendices.
Tabled.

We humbly request that the government allocate funding for
these respite beds in the next state budget.

Ordered to be printed.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

DOCUMENTS

By Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (110 signatures).
Tabled by Clerk:

Epping roads
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the Liberal state government’s
refusal to fund upgrades to Epping Road or on-ramps from
O’Herns Road to the Hume Freeway in previous state
budgets.
In particular we note:
1.

Epping Road services some of the most rapidly growing
areas in Australia;

2.

the intersection of Epping, O’Herns and Findon roads is
recognised by the RACV as one of the worst in Victoria;

3.

the upgrade of both roads continues to be a top priority
for local residents of the city of Whittlesea;

Environment Protection Act 1970 — Order declaring Waste
Management Policy (Storage of Waste Tyres) (Gazette S139,
30 April 2014)
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 19,
22.

GAMBLING AND LIQUOR LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (MODERNISATION)
BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Received from Council.
Read first time on motion of Mr O’BRIEN
(Treasurer).
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Northern Victoria health facilities

Standing orders

Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — Can I say how absolutely thrilled the
people of Boort were with yesterday’s announcement
of $40 million to redevelop the hospital in Boort. After
sending a number of delegations to the Minister for
Health in the last few years they are absolutely chuffed
that this has happened. It will enable the development
of a site where the aged-care facility and the acute
facility will be in one building. This will allow for
staffing efficiencies in that facility. The aged-care
facility section is in a poor state of repair. It has moved
after the drought and there are large cracks in the walls.
This is an opportunity to have all that rebuilt.

Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — By leave, I
move:
That so much of standing orders be suspended so as to allow
ministers’ second-reading speeches, in relation to the bills
listed on the notice paper for today or Thursday, 8 May 2014,
to be incorporated into Hansard.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Samantha Jackel
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — Congratulations to
Ferny Creek resident Sam Jackel, who was presented
with the Barnardos Mother of the Year 2014 Victoria
award. The Barnardos Mother of the Year is the largest
and most recognised of the national awards celebrating
motherhood. I will read from the citation:
… Sam, as her friends and family know her, is a 45-year-old
mother of five teenage kids aged 14–18 years and has been
like a mum to Beverley, 35 years old. Sam and her husband
took Beverley, a teenager at the time, into their home when
they had four children all under the age of three. Without the
love and kindness from Sam, Beverley would have been
forced to live on the streets. Beverley is the first to admit that
she wouldn’t be the person she is today without Sam’s
guidance, love and support over the years.

Congratulations, Sam.

Reverend Andrew Smith
Mr MERLINO — I welcome Reverend Andrew
Smith, who is the new Anglican vicar for the parish of
Mount Dandenong, which covers St Michael’s in
Kalorama and St Matthew’s in Olinda. I also welcome
his wife, Beth, and their children, Amy and Ethan, who
have all spent 10 years in the UK. I know they will
make a fantastic addition to the parish of Mount
Dandenong in the hills. I welcome them.

Basketball Victoria
Mr MERLINO — I was very pleased to attend the
Basketball Victoria annual awards dinner on Tuesday,
29 April, along with 300 other people. Congratulations
go particularly to my home association, Kilsyth
Basketball, for receiving the Junior Program of the
Year award. Official of the Year — Male was Chris
Reid from the Knox Basketball Association. Well done
to both associations.

This follows on from some other great announcements
in the health system in that region in recent times with
the building of a new Charlton hospital; a new Echuca
hospital, which was sought by the member for Rodney;
the great facility that is being built in Bendigo; and the
new hospital at Numurkah. There have been some
really substantial investments in health in northern
Victoria by this coalition government.

Kerang Technical High School
Mr WALSH — The people of Kerang, particularly
students and staff at Kerang Technical High School, are
also thrilled to have had $2.8 million allocated in the
budget for facility upgrades. That follows on from
$700 000 of maintenance money the school received
last year. It had absolutely no money through the
11 years of Labor government, so it was a substantial
investment from the coalition government. I am very
proud, as the local member, to see money going into
schools in my electorate.

Midland Highway pedestrian crossings
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — In a week when
regional Victorians have discovered their true worth
under the Napthine Liberal-Nationals government,
receiving only 4 per cent of the infrastructure funding
provided in the budget this year, I raise the needs of two
local communities in my electorate.
First, I would like to bring to the attention of the house
the petition circulated by the Huntly community, which
received 249 signatures. I have spoken in this place
about the need for the Huntly community to have a
safer pedestrian crossing on the very busy Midland
Highway. It is a very busy road servicing the
communities of Bendigo to the south and Echuca to the
north. I was pleased to join previously with the
community organiser of the petition, Kathryn
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Stanislawski, and the principal of Huntly Primary
School and others who are concerned about the lack of
a safe crossing. In addition to presenting this petition
and the case in favour of a pedestrian crossing to the
house, I have also written to the Minister for Roads
urging him to consider the needs of the Huntly
community.
Similarly, I present to the house today the need for the
Elmore community to have a safer pedestrian crossing
in its main street, which is also the Midland Highway
between Bendigo and Echuca. As I have already said, it
is a very busy road. The petition was signed by around
160 people from that community. The petition has the
support of the Progress Association, and recently I had
the opportunity, with the federal member for Bendigo,
Lisa Chesters, to meet with local residents. I am very
pleased to take up the calls for both those pedestrian
crossings on behalf of those communities.

Hastings Football Netball Club
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — It was a great pleasure
to attend the official opening of the Hastings Football
Netball Club’s new netball courts on 5 April. The new
courts are a significant and ongoing investment in the
health, wellbeing and enjoyment of our local youth. I
pay tribute to the persistence and patience of all
involved with the Hastings Football Netball Club and
congratulate them on this wonderful achievement. I
also thank the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council for
its assistance with this worthwhile project.

Langwarrin sports pavilion
Mr BURGESS — I would like to thank the
Minister for Sport and Recreation for officially opening
the new $1.03 million sports pavilion at Lloyd Park,
Langwarrin on 17 April. This well-planned,
high-quality pavilion has marked the start of a new era
for sport in Langwarrin. The pavilion features male and
female changing rooms, a new meeting room for social
functions, a kitchen and kiosk facilities, as well as
plenty of room for storage. Football, netball, tennis and
cricket teams and the local scouts are already
benefitting from a pavilion that provides much-needed
convenience and space in which clubs can expand their
activities. The Victorian coalition government is proud
to have helped to deliver this new pavilion as part of a
$300 000 commitment that I made to the Langwarrin
community before the last election. The cricket club
president, Robbie Prosser, and the football and netball
club president, Graham Pryde, were the driving forces
behind this wonderful Langwarrin project.
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Harry Firth
Mr BURGESS — I wish to pay my respects to the
family of the late Australian motor racing legend and
Hastings icon, Harry Firth, who passed away late in
April at 96 years of age. As one of Australia’s great
racing car drivers during the 1950s and 1960s, Mr Firth
won the Australian Rally Championship and the
Southern Cross Rally. He also won Australia’s greatest
V8 race, the Bathurst 500, four times. Mr Firth, who
was nicknamed The Fox, was a team manager for the
Ford and Holden dealer teams and also a highly
talented engineer. Those closest to Harry Firth say he
was not only a truly great racing car driver, he was a
truly great man.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Footscray electorate funding
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — Yesterday was a
very sad day for the people who live in the Footscray
electorate. We have lost the opportunity of having a rail
tunnel that would link people in the west to Parkville, to
the city and to the south and south-east. There is no
funding for hospitals, which have desperate waiting
lists and inadequate facilities. Education is underfunded
and underresourced by this government. We have seen
underfunding of Sunshine Secondary College. We have
seen a lack of commitment to fund domestic violence
services to the level needed. The figures for referrals to
Women’s Health West have increased from 708 in
2006–07 to 4025 currently and yet there are not
adequate services to look after these women to ensure
their safety and that of their children.
This government has brought down a sham of a budget
which delivers nothing for the people in the west. It
delivers nothing for those most in need, particularly
those in need of affordable housing. There is no real or
significantly increased commitment to public housing
and developments in the west. The population in the
west is exploding, and there is no recognition of that by
this government. In fact all it has done is break its
promises. Bernie Finn, a member for Western
Metropolitan Region in the other place, made a promise
to create a park on the site of the former Sunvale
Primary School, and the government has not even met
that commitment. It is a sham of a budget, and it is a
sham of a government.

Benambra electorate sporting facilities
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — It has been a busy time
in the Towong shire. Local clubs, including the
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Corryong Football Netball Club and the Federal
Football Netball Club, no longer have to play on tired
old courts thanks to the installation of two new fully
compliant netball courts in Corryong, which I proudly
and officially opened on 23 April as the representative
of the Minister for Sport and Recreation. The former
minister, the member for Lowan, is here today, and I
thank him also for his efforts. The project also included
the installation of competition court lighting and an
umpires and timekeepers shelter.
The new Cudgewa Community Centre also opened on
23 April. It will provide a great new base for hometown
favourites, the Cudgewa Football Netball Club. It is the
perfect venue for members of the local Country Fire
Authority brigades, Cudgewa Tennis Club and many
other community groups to come together, host
meetings and stage events. The new centre replaces the
old sports pavilion and includes female change rooms,
public toilets and disability access to all amenities,
ensuring that even more people in the community can
now enjoy the facilities at the reserve.
Earlier this month I was thrilled to open the new
$1.85 million Tallangatta multisport precinct at Rowen
Park Recreation Reserve in Tallangatta. New facilities
at the park feature an accessible multipurpose pavilion,
a new compliant netball court and swimming pool
upgrades. The addition of this high-quality
infrastructure opens up a range of new sport and event
opportunities for local clubs like the Tallangatta
Football Netball Club and local cricket and swimming
clubs, as well as local schools and the community
generally.

BAPS Shri Swaminarayan Mandir
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I am pleased to
inform the house of a very special event held in my
electorate on Sunday, 6 April, at the BAPS Shri
Swaminarayan Mandir in Mill Park. The event
celebrated the second anniversary of the centre, which
is the only one serving the spiritual needs of BAPS in
Melbourne. BAPS is a global, non-government
sociospiritual organisation with consultative status with
the United Nations Economic and Social Council.
BAPS is involved in more than 160 humanitarian
programs, including blood donation camps, tree
plantation drives and prayer assemblies for victims of
natural disasters.
Essentially the event also marked the second Patotsav
of the Mill Park mandir, which is a traditional sacred
ritual of reconsecration of the mandir. I was honoured
to have been greeted by leaders and volunteers of the
Mill Park mandir, who kindly explained to me the key
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fundamental principles and functions of the BAPS
faith. I especially wish to acknowledge His Holiness
Pramukh Swami Maharaj, the Mill Park mandir’s
spiritual guru, and temple volunteers Mr Sitesh
Bhojani, Jigar Patel and Pulin Amin.

Mill Park electorate funding
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I take this opportunity to
also put on the record the failures of the Napthine
government in its budget, which has failed to deliver
yet again important infrastructure such as the O’Herns
Road interchange and bus services to Wollert. It has
failed to fix congestion such as that which exists on
Epping Road and no outer suburbs infrastructure has
been completed. There have been further cuts to TAFE,
which once again shows that under Premier Napthine
and the Liberals, people in my community are on their
own. Shame on this government for its dereliction of its
responsibilities and duties. It is a big fail for this
government.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Anzac Day
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — On Anzac Day I joined
over 2000 members of the local community in
Ringwood to honour our fallen and those who fought
and served for the very freedom we enjoy today. It was
a moving service. I offer my thanks and support to the
Ringwood RSL for organising the service at the
Clocktower Park cenotaph and for the breakfast it
served to so many. Given the numbers, this was a huge
logistical exercise and one that was delivered very well.
On behalf of the community, I offer my appreciation
for the fantastic work our RSL does, in particular the
support, friendship and comradeship it provides.

Mitcham Junior Football Club
Ms RYALL — Mitcham Junior Football Club used
a grant from Youth Central to present a youth forum for
the club’s teenagers. It was titled Consider the Risk.
The forum covered drugs, alcohol and driving. It was
centred around not only understanding and considering
the risk for yourself but also looking out for your mates.
The room was packed, and I commend the club on its
innovative thinking and the importance it places on the
young people growing up through the club.

Ringwood Ladies Probus Club
Ms RYALL — It was wonderful to join the
Ringwood Ladies Probus Club to celebrate its
30th anniversary. The club was the first of the ladies
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Probus clubs and provides an avenue of friendship,
mutual support, fundraising and activities for women.
The birthday celebration was a huge success, and I
congratulate the committee on its organisation.

Alan Lyons
Ms RYALL — Recently I attended the Heatherdale
Recreation and Bowls Club annual general meeting to
award Alan Lyons with a Victoria Award for his years
of service as a volunteer to the club. Alan’s contribution
as an unsung hero in our community has seen him
provide leadership, encouragement and representation
to the club for many years. I congratulate Alan on being
a very worthy recipient and for his nomination by his
peers at the Heatherdale bowls club.

Anzac Day
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — On Anzac Day I was
once again proud and privileged to attend a number of
ceremonies within my electorate of Geelong. Unlike
most services, the Geelong RSL branch kicks off
proceedings with a 4.15 a.m. service at the Geelong
Peace Memorial in Johnstone Park. Having attended
every such service since 2000, apart from last year
when I was at Gallipoli, I can say that this year’s
service had the biggest attendance I have seen. The
service was once again very moving, and I commend
all of those who participated, including the Geelong
RSL president, Andrew Hanns, speaker Major James
Blackwell, Reverend Brian Giddings and bugler
Christina Bowden. Well done to all.
From there we progressed to the 9.30 a.m.
wreath-laying service at the Geelong RSL, followed by
the main service at Johnstone Park at 11.00 a.m., where
thousands of people from Geelong were proud to
gather. I commend the City of Greater Geelong and the
RSL for their efforts.
Prior to Anzac Day I was pleased to attend a
commemorative service at Geelong Hospital’s garden
of remembrance. It was another moving service, and I
commend the following people for participating in it:
Flight Lieutenant Stacey Bowling, Milton Hoe, Brenton
Pulleine, Maree Jane, Reverend Rosemary Maries and
Geelong Christian College students Deborah Wates,
Craig Sayer and Stefan Demur.

Dr Rodney Syme
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — Today I stand in support
of Dr Rodney Syme, who has had the courage to stand
up for people who are dying of terminal illnesses and
suffering intolerable pain, both physically and mentally.
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Rod Syme has said that he provided Nembutal to a
person, Steve Guest, who was suffering from
oesophageal cancer, a terminal and very painful
condition. He is seeking a police investigation which
may finish up in the courts. This may lead to a decision
for people who are suffering and who want the right to
die with dignity.
In 2007 I was a co-sponsor of a ‘physician-assisted
dying’ bill to allow terminally ill people the right to die
with dignity. The bill was debated in the upper house
because the Labor Premier at the time, John Brumby,
did not have the courage to debate the bill in the
Assembly. The bill was defeated in the upper house
because of the lies and scaremongering of religious
zealots from both sides of the house.
Dr Rod Syme and I, along with Dying with Dignity
Victoria, want the Victorian Law Reform Commission
to give guidance on this issue. The latest survey shows
that 82 per cent of Victorians want to see legislation
that will allow people who are suffering intolerable pain
and terminal illness the right to die with dignity. I had
the pleasure of speaking at two rallies on the steps of
Parliament House on Steve Guest day. I heard about the
suffering he went through because of the people who
would not allow people like him to die with dignity.

Alkira Secondary College
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — It was with great
pleasure that last Monday morning, with my colleague
the member for Narre Warren South, I attended the
commemoration of Anzac Day at Alkira Secondary
College. I congratulate the staff and students of the
college on putting this great initiative together and
acknowledge those who played a major role in the
commemoration. They are Matthew Rivera, Amanda
Larcombe, Jamie Mascuilli, Cathrina Yasin, De’anah
Burgess, Danielle Hanley, Corrina Emery, Madelyn
Johnson, Taylah MacDonald, Ashleigh Espinoza,
James Carmody, Ben Collins, Mitchell Black, Lochlan
Imms, Harrison O’Brien-Grieves, Aimee Janetzki,
Tessa Rere, Fatima Bozdag, Amber Davidson and
Nicole Scott.
I also acknowledge the following veterans who were in
attendance: Mr Ersel Ozdemir, Vice-Consul of the
Consulate-General of the Republic of Turkey; Bill
Shepherd; John Boothroyd; Phil White; Kirk Barnett;
and Rachael Byrnes A special thanks goes to college
principal, Ian McKenzie.
I found the students of the college to be very disciplined
and attentive to the proceedings, which took over an
hour. Initially Anzac Day was commemorated as a
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mark of respect for those who served and sacrificed
their lives in the First World War — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Sandringham railway station
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I welcome the
induction of protective services officers at the
Sandringham railway station, where they commenced
operation from 8 April. Over time they will greatly
improve the sense of security for railway commuters on
the Sandringham line.

Anzac Day
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to the executives
and organisers of Anzac Day commemorations within
the Sandringham electorate, including members of the
Beaumaris RSL, the Hampton RSL, the Mentone RSL
and the Highett RSL. I also pay tribute to the good
work of Cheltenham Football Club with its Anzac Day
lunch on 26 April.

Yarra Street Pastors
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to Yarra Street
Pastors, who are endeavouring to organise a street-level
response to street-level issues in a night-time project to
make the streets safer within the city of Yarra.

Mad Paddle
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to Felicity
Frederico and friends on the recent Stand Up Paddle
Victoria Mad Paddle across Port Phillip Bay, which
raised $35 000 for Sandringham Hospital.

Minister for Education
Mr THOMPSON — I acknowledge the great
contribution of the Minister for Education during his
recent visits to Sandringham College, Sandringham
East Primary School and Mentone Primary School.

Kids Like Us
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to the work of
Kids Like Us, a social enterprise established in 2013
that offers a support structure for gifted students with
learning differences through the provision of learning
and emotional support, advocacy, peer-to-peer support
and a sense of belonging.
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Budget
Mr LIM (Clayton) — This budget is the biggest
smoke and mirrors trick that I have seen over the past
18 years. It pretends to be based on massive
infrastructure projects that will fix the problems and
build the future, but the reality is that when you read the
nitty-gritty, the vast majority of these pending projects
are years away and may never see the light of day, let
alone completion.
The former Premier, the member for Hawthorn,
promised to match Labor’s promise to build the
Monash Children’s hospital by 2014, yet the tender has
only now been finalised for completion into the future.
The budget shows only a disgraceful $47 million
allocated to the project in this financial year, with
another $184.5 million to be allocated in later years.
Labor promised to have this children’s hospital for the
south-east opened in this term of government.
However, with only $47 million allocated for this year,
it is clear this project will be on a drip-feed whilst the
government ploughs money into its marginal seats prior
to the state election.
Education has been totally ignored in regard to funding
for school renewal projects in my electorate. Not one
dollar has been allocated, yet former school sites in
Monash are being sold off to the highest bidder for
inappropriate high-density housing whilst the Liberals
strip away residents’ planning appeal rights. This
budget is a disgrace, and residents will be outraged.
Under the Liberals, you really are on your own.

Bentleigh electorate infrastructure
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — Yesterday the
Treasurer handed down the Victorian state budget with
a number of announcements that demonstrate how the
Napthine government is building a better Victoria by
creating more jobs, encouraging growth and providing
opportunities for all Victorians. As the state member for
Bentleigh, I am working hard to build a better
Bentleigh and plan for the future: Coatesville Primary
School will receive up to $7.8 million for major works,
Valkstone Primary School will receive $3.5 million to
redevelop the school, the construction of a new
$21 million station at Southland shopping centre is fully
funded and the removal of the North Road, Ormond,
level crossing has been fully funded. In addition, the
removal of level crossings at Murrumbeena Road,
Murrumbeena; Koornang Road, Carnegie; and Clayton
and Centre roads, Clayton, has also been fully funded,
with $8 million provided to upgrade the Moorabbin
Reserve.
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These infrastructure improvements facilitate job
creation across Victoria, which will also benefit job
seekers in the Bentleigh community. The Bentleigh
community has been the benefactor of these
announcements, and these improvements go towards
building a more prosperous and vibrant Bentleigh
electorate.
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Strathmore Secondary College choir providing the
accompaniments to the hymns alongside the Moonee
Valley Brass ensemble, while students from Lowther
Hall Anglican Grammar School read the Anzac
Requiem. Commendations and well done in
commemorating and paying tribute to our brave
servicemen and servicewomen.

Father Maurice ‘Lou’ Heriot

Jason Ball

Ms MILLER — Last week I farewelled a
much-loved family friend and prominent member of the
Bentleigh community, Maurice Bernard ‘Lou’ Heriot.
Father Heriot was the parish priest at Bentleigh East
from 1973 to 1993. He touched many lives with his
kindness, compassion, empathy and understanding. As
I said about him in my inaugural speech, Father Heriot
was a significant role model, mentor and family friend.
It was an honour to represent my family and the
Bentleigh community to present Father Heriot’s jubilee
candle at the service. I was privileged to be able to pay
tribute to a man who gave so much of himself to his
community.

Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — An individual can
make a difference, and Jason Ball of Yarra Glen has
done just that. In 2012 Jason spoke out about the
difficulties of coming out as gay in a football
environment. At the time Jason encouraged the AFL to
take a stronger stance against homophobia. On
Saturday, some 18 months later, Yarra Glen and Yarra
Junction football clubs competed in the inaugural Pride
Cup, with the AFL on board. The game, which was
initiated by Yarra Glen coach Dean de Munk and
supported by the club to show its support for Jason, was
a first. I was amazed that this groundbreaking event,
which has raised awareness in AFL ranks, was driven
by a small country football club and very much at the
grassroots level. The support on the day by the football
community, gay and lesbian organisations and mental
health and human rights groups was great. The local
shire painted the 50-metre line in rainbow colours,
adding flair to the ground. Say no to homophobia.

Anzac Day
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I rise to thank William
Laker and Kevin Millman, respectively president and
secretary of the Keilor East RSL, and their committee
for inviting me to participate in the Anzac Day
commemoration services this year. The Keilor East
RSL annual Anzac commemoration march and service
was held at the cenotaph at the Neil Heinze Reserve in
Essendon, opposite the RSL clubrooms, on Sunday,
13 April. On this day I had the added honour of
participating in the march past salute as the marchers
and dignitaries passed by along Hoffmans Road,
Essendon. It was also an honour to lay a wreath in
memory of the servicepeople who served our country in
times of war and to extend thanks to the brave men and
women who continue to do so. I also had the pleasure
of attending the Anzac Day dawn service followed by
the traditional gunfire breakfast on 25 April, again
laying a wreath in appreciation and recognition of those
brave men and women who have made the ultimate
sacrifice for our nation. Well done to Keilor East RSL
on its annual Anzac Day commemoration service.
I take this opportunity to thank members of the
Essendon RSL and the City of Moonee Valley for their
moving Anzac commemoration service held at the
cenotaph in Queens Park, Moonee Ponds, on Sunday,
13 April. In particular I thank president John Griffiths
and secretary Ange Kenos of the Essendon RSL as well
as Cr Jan Chantry, mayor of the City of Moonee
Valley, for their contribution to the event. It was great
to see so many local schools out in force, with the

Marysville art installation
Ms McLEISH — The people of Marysville never
cease to amaze me with the remarkable resilience and
drive they have shown in rebuilding their community
and re-establishing Marysville as a key tourist
destination following the fires. It was an honour to be in
Marysville with the Minister for Bushfire Response
recently as he launched the 1000 Hands artwork
installation project. Driven by the Triangle Arts Group,
the project not only provided a means of community
strengthening following the fires but has also resulted in
a display of amazing public art in Gallipoli Park. It was
great to have preschool and primary students from
Marysville and Buxton in attendance at the launch.
Clay impressions of handprints of people who
contributed to the rebuilding of Marysville have been
captured in colourful tiles. These tiles have been
attached to long benches that line the pathways of the
park around the lake. It is wonderful and a great asset to
the town. I acknowledge the Triangle Arts Group for its
great work and particularly Lisa Nolte for her
work — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
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Bendigo West electorate school funding
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — The
Liberal-Nationals government is attempting to play
catch-up after having failed on education for the last
three years. This government has spent an average of
only $278 million a year on school capital compared to
Labor’s average investment in its last term of
$467 million a year. Sadly this means that schools in
Bendigo West like Newstead Primary School, which
has a growing number of students, and Baringhup
Primary School — both of which are in need of urgent
maintenance and upgrades — have been left off the
Premier’s list.
The Castlemaine community has been betrayed by the
Liberal-Nationals government in the budget, with
Castlemaine Secondary College to get a paltry
$1.1 million this year for its new school. This will
barely cover the cost of planning for stage 2 of this vital
project and will mean taking shortcuts and reducing the
number of classrooms. The forward estimates allocate
just $4.4 million for stage 2 of the project. This is well
short of the $8 million needed to complete stage 2,
which is the amount Labor has committed to. This will
put the completion of the new school on the
never-never with no completion date even for stage 2.
At this rate of drip-feed funding from this government,
Castlemaine Secondary College students and families
will not see a new school for at least 12 years. This is a
real slap in the face for the Castlemaine community,
members of which were anticipating full funding for
their new school. All the cuts by the Liberal-Nationals
government — including cuts to the education
maintenance allowance, cuts to the School Start bonus,
cuts to Reading Recovery, cuts to specialist support
teachers and the cut of 100 staff at the Bendigo regional
education office — are impacting families, students and
teachers across my electorate.

Sale Specialist School
Mr BULL (Minister for Local Government) — It
was a delight to join the Deputy Premier last week to
announce the purchase of land for the Sale Specialist
School and $4 million towards the development of
stage 1. The new facility will provide huge benefits in
funding for families in my electorate in the Heyfield,
Maffra, Stratford, Boisdale, Briagolong and Dargo
areas.

Maffra and Stratford kindergartens
Mr BULL — The people of Maffra and Stratford
had cause to celebrate recently with the official opening
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of expanded kindergarten services. These facilities will
offer over 50 new places for four-year-old kinder kids.
This will have a very positive effect on the surrounding
small communities, such as Boisdale, Briagolong,
Munro and Tinamba, and will encourage young
families to stay in the area.

Anzac Day
Mr BULL — I acknowledge the families of East
Gippsland who paid their respects on Anzac Day, with
large crowds turning out at Paynesville, Bairnsdale,
Lakes Entrance, Orbost, Stratford, Heyfield, Maffra and
Metung. It was great to see the younger generation
acknowledging the deeds of all of the brave men and
women who have served our great country in times of
conflict. I attended the dawn and 11.00 a.m. services in
Bairnsdale, and I estimate that there were around
1500 people at the dawn service — a remarkable
turnout.

Bairnsdale Library
Mr BULL — On Thursday, 10 April, the Bairnsdale
community officially welcomed the redeveloped,
state-of-the-art $3.93 million Bairnsdale Library. I
congratulate the Shire of East Gippsland for listening to
its community and developing such a wonderful asset.
It will benefit everyone in East Gippsland, including
residents of Paynesville, Metung, Lindenow and
Bruthen. Special mention is due to the Bairnsdale
friends of the library group, which advocated for a long
period to see the plans for the new library come to
fruition.

Northern suburbs infrastructure
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The coalition’s
budget has yet again dudded the people of Melbourne’s
north — a booming region soon to top 1 million people
and one of Victoria’s economic engine rooms. This
compounds historic neglect, which is most
symbolically exposed by the fact that I have not found
one plaque in Broadmeadows, the capital of
Melbourne’s north, with the name of a Liberal Prime
Minister or Premier on it for a Liberal-funded project.
Political bias and systemic failure through the lack of a
coordinated strategy remain the biggest obstacles to
prosperity and a fair go. Tony Abbott’s stated ambition
is to become Australia’s infrastructure Prime Minister,
yet despite months of attempting to secure the
attendance of the Deputy Prime Minister and Minister
for Infrastructure and Regional Development, Warren
Truss, the Premier or Victoria’s Minister for Planning
at the launch of the Northern Horizons infrastructure
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strategy, not one minister from either coalition
government attended the release of this forensic
analysis in the countdown to their budgets.
Snubbing Melbourne’s north echoes historic neglect
and reflects a cruel cynicism in politics. Funding is too
often gifted to marginal seats ahead of communities
with greater need, even when that investment would
generate a bigger return. The eight councils in
Melbourne’s north have called for cooperation with the
Victorian and federal governments concerning
infrastructure, but the coalition governments have
clearly rejected that opportunity. This is an ongoing
disgrace. It means that the people of Melbourne’s north
are on their own as far as this government is concerned.
The federal and state coalition governments promise to
govern for all, but continue to choose political
expediency concerning billions of dollars of
infrastructure — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Hawthorn-Monash University Cricket Club
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — It was a
pleasure to attend the Hawthorn-Monash University
Cricket Club season presentation on Friday, 4 April.
The club has continued to rebuild and grow under the
leadership of Mr Petar Ivetic and the club committee. I
thank Petar, the committee and all its supporters for
their efforts this season and for the opportunity to
support the club wherever possible. I wish the club the
best of luck for next season.

Anzac Day
Mr GIDLEY — I congratulate the Waverley RSL
for organising both the Anzac commemorative
ceremony on Sunday, 20 April, and the dawn service
on Friday, 25 April. These services fully
commemorated the enormous service and sacrifice of
Australians and allied forces during times of war. I give
special thanks to the Waverley RSL sub-branch
president, Mr Neil Slaughter, RSL committee members
and members of other service organisations who put so
much time and effort into organising and preparing
these events. Lest we forget.
The Rotary Club of Monash recently held its annual
Anzac schools commemoration service at the original
World War I cenotaph in Glen Waverley to recognise
the sacrifice and service of Australians and allied forces
during times of war. The service provided a unique
opportunity for schools throughout Monash to be
involved in the ceremony through the laying of wreaths
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and participating in other aspects of the service. This is
a wonderful event, providing a unique opportunity for
students to commemorate the service and sacrifice of
those who fought for our freedom and liberties. I want
to recognise and thank the Rotary Club of Monash,
including the club committee and president, for its
ongoing efforts in organising and undertaking this
special event.

Member for Pascoe Vale
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — To my
wonderful husband, Kevin, I say, ‘Thank you’. This
week we celebrate our 37th wedding anniversary, 18
years of which I have spent as an MP. I look forward to
our next anniversary — out of Parliament!

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Midfield Meat matter and party political
fundraiser
The SPEAKER — Order! I have accepted a
statement from the member for Lyndhurst proposing
the following matter of public importance for
discussion:
That this house calls on the Premier and Minister for Racing
to immediately make a full statement to the Parliament
outlining:
(1) the full details behind the Midfield Meat scandal; and
(2) the appropriateness of a licensed person promoting a
party political fundraiser.

Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — The Premier must be
shocked by this matter of public importance (MPI),
because he is demanding an apology. He expects the
opposition and the media to cower in the face of his
attempts to intimidate, his abuse and his reputation for
vindictiveness. But we will not be intimidated or
deterred by his abuse or his phoney outrage; instead it is
the view of the opposition that the Premier ought to
make a full explanation to the house.
The Premier bases his demands for an apology on the
decision by IBAC not to pursue opposition requests for
an investigation. All we can say about that is, ‘Don’t
you reckon that Barry O’Farrell, Chris Hartcher and
Michael Gallacher wish that they had a Victorian-style
IBAC?’, because IBAC has itself said quite clearly that
it has insufficient investigative powers to deal with
anything but the most heinous examples of corruption.
In a nutshell, unless IBAC is provided with a brief of
evidence that contains videorecordings and a signed
confession and photographs, all wrapped up with a
purple ribbon, there is nothing it can do. It has no
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powers to investigate, so let us not be demanding
apologies on the basis of IBAC declining to investigate
Labor’s complaint.
This matter might have been a blip on the radar screen
other than for the fact that the Premier’s story changed
on a daily — sometimes hourly — basis. That is what
drew attention and suspicion, and the Premier has
nobody to blame for that but himself. The matter has its
genesis in a story in the Warrnambool Standard in
October and November of 2013, when it was revealed
that Gai Waterhouse, a trainer licensed in Victoria, was
the star attraction at a Liberal Party fundraiser to be
held at the Warrnambool May races this year. The
question of conflict was raised at the time. It was
dismissed by Denis Napthine, with his usual arrogance,
as absolute and utter nonsense.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will refer to
members by their correct titles.
Mr PAKULA — Sorry. It was dismissed by the
Premier as absolute and utter nonsense. ‘There is no
conflict of interest whatsoever’, he said. Interestingly, at
the time there was no suggestion made that Gai
Waterhouse had offered to attend the fundraiser; that
claim emerged some time down the track. At that time
there was no suggestion that she had offered.
It might have ended there had the Minister for Racing
not then decided to wade into the issue of whether or
not Gai Waterhouse’s husband, Robbie Waterhouse,
ought to be given a rails run at the Warrnambool
races — whether or not the decision by Racing Victoria
not to give Robbie Waterhouse preferential treatment
ought to be overturned. The Premier, who is the racing
minister, weighed in publicly and said that decision
ought to be overturned. The argument he made was that
having that particular bookmaker on a different part of
the racecourse would bring more patrons through the
gate. Seriously!
At the May races, the biggest event in Warrnambool,
the Premier tried to tell us that more people would
come if Robbie Waterhouse had a better position on the
rails. If it were not unbelievable before the carnival, it
was utterly disproved during the carnival by the
thousands of people who rolled through the gates
regardless of where Robbie Waterhouse carried his bag.
So the matter became murky and I should say that
Racing Victoria Limited (RVL) should be applauded
for resisting the very public pressure it was put under
by the Premier to do a special deal for Robbie
Waterhouse.
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Then the questions began, and that is when the Premier
got himself into all sorts of trouble. His instincts to
dissemble, fudge and attack — instincts that the
opposition and the media know about — were put on
full public display for the entire Victorian community.
His first story was, ‘We didn’t ask Gai Waterhouse; she
offered’. To back up — or not — that claim it is worth
going back to the original story by Tim Auld in the
Warrnambool Standard of 29 October, in which the
Premier is quoted as saying:
I’m grateful for Gai and her husband Robbie that they have
indicated they will be at the fundraiser.
…
I felt it was a good idea to hold the fundraiser at the
Warrnambool May racing carnival as it showcases everything
that racing offers.

In the same article Gai Waterhouse is quoted as saying:
I was surprised but delighted when I was asked if Robbie and
I would attend the function.
It’s a great honour that Denis wants us at the event.

When confronted with that contradiction the Premier’s
story became, ‘Well, it was an offer. It wasn’t me; it
was a third person — a go-between’. It turns out that it
was Mr Auld himself, the author of the story and a
journalist at Warrnambool’s biggest newspaper. He
wrote the story, he appeared in the flyers, he was the
master of ceremonies at the event and apparently was
also the go-between. So it got murkier.
Then the Premier was asked whether Warrnambool
Racing Club provided the marquee for free. This is the
same Warrnambool Racing Club whose chairman
approached RVL over Robbie Waterhouse and the
same Warrnambool Racing Club whose chairman
emotionally defended the Premier and attacked his
critics when presenting the Warrnambool Cup last
Thursday. It is the same Warrnambool Racing Club
whose ground announcer at the Warrnambool races last
Wednesday was trying to flog tickets for the Premier’s
fundraiser over the public address system at the races.
The Premier first told us that there was a discount on
the marquee, and half an hour later his media office
rang the media and said, ‘No, actually we’re paying full
tote odds’. Then the Premier told the media, ‘Actually,
it’s only half a Liberal fundraiser. Some of the money is
going to the local cancer charity, Peter’s Project’.
However, the charity did not know anything about it;
nobody had told it. Its name did not appear on the
fundraising flyer, and no-one had ever heard about it.
Then we were told, ‘It was going to be a surprise. We
were going to unveil the fact that it was for charity on
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the night of the fundraiser’. That makes Warrnambool
the only place in the world where you raise more
money for charity if you tell people the money is really
for a political party.
The Premier was already becoming entangled in his
own web of deceit when the Midfield Meat story broke.
Again, when confronted with the uncomfortable
evidence of the connection between the $1.5 million
grant to Midfield, his relationship with Colin McKenna
and co-ownership of Spin the Bottle, the Premier’s
instinct was to attack and dissemble, because the first
thing he asked us to believe was that when he bought
his share in the horse he had no idea who the other
owners were. Let us consider that. The Minister for
Racing buys a share in a horse and has no interest in
who the other owners are. We are expected to believe it
is credible for him to say. ‘It could have been anybody’.
It could have been me, or it could have been Tony
Mokbel. Is it credible for him to say, ‘It didn’t matter. I
wouldn’t have checked. I didn’t bother because I don’t
check these things, even though I’m the Minister for
Racing’?
Then the Premier said the grants decision was all the
Deputy Premier’s — only that of the Deputy Premier
and his department and nothing to do with him, the
Premier. There was no input from the Premier is what
his office said. But then on 29 April we were treated to
the story about the Premier’s private office being in the
loop with a memo from his private office about the
grant to Midfield Meat. The response to that was,
‘That’s an unsigned brief, so the Premier did not see it’.
Seriously, that old chestnut is like Alan Stockdale being
resurrected.
On 30 April, the next day, there was the revelation that
the Department of Premier and Cabinet was one of the
departments that recommended the project for
ministerial approval. Again the Premier claimed no
involvement. Now we have the Premier’s private office
involved, the Department of Premier and Cabinet
involved and then the leaked report from Warrnambool
City Council which talked about the Premier’s direct
involvement in the matter. The Premier being directly
involved in city council matters? It sounds a bit like
Ballarat.
The story kept changing. It kept changing until
eventually the Premier told the Warrnambool Standard,
‘You bet I vigorously advocated for jobs in my
electorate’. By the end he tried to make a virtue — in
the local media at least — of his involvement because
the Sergeant Schultz ‘I know nothing’ defence had been
comprehensively demolished. It went from he knew
nothing to his office was involved to his department
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was involved to the Warrnambool City Council knew
of his involvement, so he tried to make a virtue of it. He
tried to make a virtue of it because his original version
of the story simply did not stack up. The opposition’s
very simple question is this: if the Premier did nothing
wrong, if it was all kosher, if it was all aboveboard,
why did we not get the unvarnished truth in the first
place? Why did we get all these different daily versions
of the truth until the real story had to emerge?
We should have taken the hint when we saw how
viciously the Premier and his ministers reacted to the
story. We saw the member for Polwarth calling the
Leader of the Opposition a ‘disgraceful individual’ and
we had the Premier calling me a mud-slinging gutter rat
on national TV. I say to both ministers: we are not in
the thrall of your Western District cronies now — your
actions can actually be scrutinised. I have to say that I
find the accusation from the Premier particularly
amusing, because if members want to know what a
mud-slinging gutter rat looks like and how one acts,
they should go and find some state rounds journalists
from 1999 and ask about the calls they received
suggesting that the Labor candidate for Burwood
should be questioned about why he left the seminary.
And they should ask those journalists who made those
calls.
They should speak to Dayle Brown, the executive
general manager, integrity services for Racing Victoria
Limited, who was subjected to an unprecedented smear
campaign. I will read from the Australian of 27 June
2008, where this was described as:
An unfettered campaign to bring down one man, to ruin his
reputation. Fuelled by leaks, driven by gossip and sustained
by mischief.

That campaign was run by the then shadow Minister for
Racing, the current Premier, under parliamentary
privilege — a shadow minister who refused to repeat
the allegations outside Parliament when challenged to
do so by Dayle Brown’s lawyers. If the Minister for
Racing wants to know what a mud-slinger looks like,
he need go no further than his bathroom mirror.
This saga has revealed a web of Liberal cronies in
western Victoria, with the Premier at the centre. We
saw his mates in the racing industry jump to his
defence. We saw Mr McKenna go to ground. We saw
the Liberal mayor of the City of Warrnambool not
dealing with the question of the Premier’s involvement
but instead commencing a leak investigation to try to
ascertain who dropped the Premier in it. There is
probably no better example of the mates culture
fostered in the Premier’s electorate than the
Warrnambool City Council CEO, Bruce Anson, having

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 7 May 2014

ASSEMBLY

his ticket to the Waterhouse-Napthine Liberal Party
fundraiser paid for by ratepayers.
I quote from the Age of 3 May:
Asked if he understands how cosy such relationships might
appear to outsiders, Anson takes some seconds to respond. ‘I
can probably understand that’, he says after some time. ‘But
in Warrnambool that’s what we do.’

‘In Warrnambool that’s what we do’! That is exactly
the kind of culture that is being fostered by the Premier,
the member for South-West Coast and the Minister for
Racing, in his crony heartland. Perhaps that is the way
the Premier and his mates do business, but the political
boss of Warrnambool is also the Premier of Victoria,
and more is expected of him than that.
The Premier needs to answer for the conflict-of-interest
questions that are raised, not with abuse, not by
dissembling, not with invective or threats but by
addressing the very real contradictions that exist in
every single day of his story as this saga unfolded. He
needs to answer for the details of his web of
relationships, and he needs to answer for the ongoing
contradictions in his story that we have seen from the
day this saga began.
Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) —
This is quintessential Labor Party behaviour. Here we
are in budget week, a day after a magnificent budget
was delivered by this government led by the member
for South-West Coast, the Premier of the state, and
Labor is doing what it does best: it is down in the
gutter, casting slurs and using innuendo. In coward’s
castle you can say and do what you will. I tell you
what — I do feel some sympathy for the member for
Lyndhurst, strange as it may seem. Here he is, the
Crouching Tiger, hoping and aspiring to occupy the
no. 1 chair for the Labor opposition. Here he is, sitting
here by his leader, who has been mouthing off about
these issues in the public arena, and he has been given
the job. His heart is clearly not in it, but he has got the
gig. It is all to do with what is the quintessential Labor
approach.
Let the record show, let the people of Victoria see and
hear for themselves, that here we are in budget week
with Labor’s first opportunity over a period of some
21/2 hours of debate to control what the topic is to be,
yet do we hear anything about the budget? Do we hear
anything about jobs? Do we hear anything about the
future of Victoria and what the shape of this great state
is going to be over the years and decades to come? Do
we hear any of that from Labor members? No, it is
straight back into home territory — straight back into
the gutter. It is typical, quintessential Labor.
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Let me deal with some of the elements that have been
raised by the member in the course of his diatribe. First,
what a magnificent company Midfield Meat
International is. Led by Colin McKenna it employs
something in the order of 1000 people in the
south-west, most of them in Warrnambool. It has done
a magnificent job, and it continues to do it, on behalf of
that region, on behalf of the state of Victoria and
indeed, in an export sense, on behalf of Australia. It is a
magnificent example of what private enterprise can do
to foster employment and grow our exports as our
economy continues to flourish.
That is well recognised by the Labor Party. As we
know, in June 2004 Midfield Meat received a
$100 000 grant from the Bracks Labor government for
staff training. That was approved by then Minister for
State and Regional Development, John Brumby. In
February 2008 Midfield Meat received $295 000 as a
grant from the Brumby Labor government. It was
approved by the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development at the time, the member for Bendigo East.
In January 2009 Midfield Meat received $990 000 by
way of a grant from the Brumby Labor government for
its energy cogeneration project. It was approved by the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development of the
day, and that again was the member for Bendigo East.
This company has been lambasted by Labor
members — though not today; they are all being very
careful about it and treading around it very gently —
and the implication is that this company should never
have received the grant. In fact Labor has made three
previous grants to this company; we have now granted
them $1.5 million.
The second thing is the proposition that this project was
influenced in some way by the Premier, let alone
unduly influenced. The first point to make about this
second element is that there are two distinct projects
here. One of them is worth $1.5 million, and that is
development on the footprint of the company as it now
exists, regardless of other land. That $1.5 million has
been developed as part of a $20.7 million capacity
upgrade project, and that includes $3.4 million for the
coproduction facilities, which has to do with issues of
treatment of water and waste at the site and the like. We
as a government are contributing $1.5 million to that
project. The other $17.3 million is for the meat
processing plant. That is what that project
contemplates. As a second aspect of this issue, there is
the land adjoining the meat processing plant.
Heads of agreement have now been signed, a
proposition first agreed to by the Bracks Labor
government in 2003. Here we are now, 11 years later,
seeing the fulfilment of what was contemplated then.
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The Crown land which adjoins the existing site and on
which the council works depot is located is managed by
the council. The Department of Treasury and Finance is
selling that land to the council at a valuer-general
figure, the council will then sell the land on to Midfield
Meat and in times to come the company will use it for
the purposes of its future operations. That is the
structure of the arrangements with regard to this whole
process.

was recommended to me; and I ticked off on it — I
signed it — on 25 February 2014. Then, in his role as
the local member, the member for South-West Coast,
the Premier of the state, had the great honour of being
able to announce it. That is the process that actually
happened, that is the process that applied and the only
task that the Premier had was to announce that
initiative, just as our local members do. Members
announce them, and that is what the Premier did.

The next thing is this: the process around this grant has
been absolutely impeccable, and I want to relate it to
the house. I want to begin this aspect of my
contribution by saying that to this day, as I stand here as
the minister ultimately responsible for the approval of
this grant, the Premier of this state in his role as Premier
and the member for South-West Coast has never
spoken to me about this program. In February 2013
Midfield Meat first went to Regional Development
Victoria (RDV) in regard to this project. Through
October and November there were further discussions
between RDV and Midfield Meat. In November 2013
the Premier met with Midfield Meat and told them to
continue dealing with RDV in relation to this project.

The next thing to be said about this aspect of it is — —

In January 2014 an application was actually lodged
with RDV on behalf of the enterprise. I might say I had
made it very clear to the departmental personnel that as
these projects are worked through and as they are
brought to RDV, it is important that the agency actually
work with the applicant so that we do not run into this
age old problem of applicants getting some months into
the program only to find that there is some impediment
which could have been dealt with at the outset. In
February this year RDV received the formal
application, having been working with the company
over a period of literally months.
In February the regional economic infrastructure
committee of RDV met to consider this particular
funding application. At that committee are
representatives of the Department of Treasury and
Finance, the Department of Premier and Cabinet, the
Department of State Development, Business and
Innovation, which is my department, the Department of
Transport, Planning and Local Infrastructure and
Regional Development Victoria. This is the structure
which carefully examines the applications which come
before it, particularly those which are of such major
proportions.
This is no news to Labor, because this is exactly the
same process which has existed for 10 years. For
10 years this is what has happened, and that is what
happened in relation to this particular application. The
committee’s members considered it and approved it; it

An honourable member interjected.
Mr RYAN — In the light of all the garbage being
thrown around by the other side it is interesting to have
a look historically at what Labor has done. I refer to a
report by the Auditor-General regarding a project
undertaken in 2005 by the former government and the
former minister. This was the Provincial Victoria
Growth Fund, which comprised $100 million and was
divided into two parts. Some $78-odd million was
initially allocated to specific programs and initiatives;
and another $22 million was set aside to respond to
‘emerging issues’. It is interesting to read what the
Auditor-General — someone with some authority in
this whole exercise — had to say about it. When he had
a look at all of this, the Auditor-General said:
There is little supporting evidence to substantiate how the
$21.64 million unallocated portion of the funding was
distributed. DBI —

the then Department of Business and Innovation —
advised that initiatives were assessed, prioritised and
approved by the fund’s —

internal committee, to which I have just referred —
… as required before seeking ministerial approval. However,
DBI does not have documentation to verify how the
assessment and prioritisation of initiatives occurred. As a
result, RDV cannot demonstrate that the selection of projects
was soundly based …

He went on to say:
There is no documented evidence that the —

committee established to oversee this fund —
… adequately carried out its assessment, prioritisation and
evaluation responsibilities.

I wonder why. Was it because this lot over the other
side were up to their necks in making sure that the slush
fund that they had established could be used as they
saw fit?
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A further aspect is that the Auditor-General’s report
also states:
There is no single, comprehensive source of public
information on overall —

fund —
… expenditure disaggregated by funding recipient, initiative,
program and project … This lack of transparency limits the
ability to scrutinise —

the fund’s —
… performance.

And on it goes! We only need to compare all that with
what members of the coalition government have done.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr RYAN — The member for Lyndhurst can look
it up on the website and see for himself. He will be able
to see the $1.5 million that we have granted in relation
to this project.
What do members of the opposition actually complain
about? What are those on the other side whinging
about? The first thing is the issue of influence, and
indeed it is said to be undue influence. What a load of
absolute rubbish! The Premier of the state met with the
company, as I have outlined, and the Premier, who is
also the local member, is of course going to make sure
that his electorate is able to do as much as it can do to
contribute to its own economy, its economic
development and that of the state of Victoria, and quite
rightly he steers them to the agency which has
responsibility for that. An honour which I happen to
have in the course of the government’s duties is to
make sure that these programs are delivered
appropriately. It is said that the Premier has exercised
undue influence. What utter and complete rubbish! It is
like the sort of rubbish that was advanced yesterday
over the business in Ballarat, which has since been
rejected wholeheartedly. It is more of the same from
those opposite — slur, innuendo, and no basis or
foundation for it.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RYAN — Look at them over there, pointing
their fingers and shouting. They are hopeless —
absolutely hopeless. It is all absolute rubbish!
The second complaint is that this matter is about
funding a mate. What a load of old cobblers! As the
Premier has said, he has never even been to Colin
McKenna’s house, nor has Colin McKenna ever been

1421

to his house. Those over there refer to them as mates.
What a load of absolute rubbish.
We on this side of the house know, as the Premier
knows, that many people in our electorates who do
magnificent work in the private sector try to ensure that
they also do everything possible to advance the interests
of their communities. That is how the Premier knows
Colin McKenna. I have met Colin McKenna, and I
venture to suggest that those over the other side have
probably met Colin McKenna.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RYAN — The member for Lyndhurst shakes
his head. I am telling the member for Lyndhurst that if
he wants to meet someone who really has a go, who
really knows what makes private enterprise tick, he
should go and meet Colin McKenna. It would do the
member for Lyndhurst the world of good to get out of
Melbourne for a while and go and have a chat to him.
On this notion of ‘mate’, Labor members jumped to the
sorts of conclusions they jump to because in their
murky and dirty world the notion of ‘mate’ and its
definition is in an entirely different form to what we are
talking about here. Apart from anything else, Labor
members in government gave three grants to this bloke
whom they now accuse the Premier of having been
associated with in a manner that somehow is
inappropriate. They are doing this now, but when in
government they gave three grants to the same man and
to the same company. Talk about pathetic! It is just slur
and innuendo.
What are members opposite otherwise complaining
about? A conflict of interest? It is bulltish — absolute
bulltish, as the 3AW Breakfast boys would say. Others
will deal with issues around the allegations over the
racing aspects of all of this, but I will just say that there
has never been a more passionate advocate for the
racing industry than the Premier of Victoria, who also
doubles as the Minister for Racing. I suggest the
member for Lyndhurst, who also loves the sector — I
grant him that — would have heard it too amongst the
people in the industry. They reckon the Premier is the
best Minister for Racing there has ever been.
As for the issue raised about the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission, the
Attorney-General will deal with that issue very
comprehensively, but let it be said that IBAC says there
is no foundation for the allegations that have been
made.
This is quintessential Labor — Labor at its best. It is
what Labor members do when they have nowhere else
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to run, because they know in this budget week that
members of the coalition government are focused on
the future interests of the great state of Victoria.
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — Fancy the
government’s defence of the Premier’s involvement in
this scandal coming from the Deputy Premier, the
greatest beneficiary of the nobbling of IBAC. The
commission was deliberately nobbled to save the skin
of the Deputy Premier when he and his office were up
to their neck — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, I take
personal offence at that assertion, and I ask that the
allegation be withdrawn.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Monbulk to withdraw.
Mr MERLINO — I withdraw. When it was found
that those in the Deputy Premier’s office were up to
their necks in the undermining of the independent
office of the Chief Commissioner of Police, to have the
Deputy Premier on his feet defending the Premier in
this scandal says a lot about those opposite.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, I take
offence at that assertion. That was not a finding that
was made at all, and I ask that that allegation be
withdrawn.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Monbulk to withdraw those comments.
Mr MERLINO — The Deputy Premier has a glass
jaw. I have no idea what he is taking offence at.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk knows very well. He will withdraw the
comments.
Mr MERLINO — I withdraw. I suggest the Deputy
Premier have another read of the Crossing the Line
report. There is a line for those of us in public office
between appropriate and inappropriate behaviour —
between appropriate processes and corrupting
processes. For most of us — maybe not for some, but
for most of us — that line is perfectly and abundantly
clear. The Premier is either unaware of this line or
wilfully disregards it. Either way, such crossing of the
line does not befit anyone in this house, particularly
when we are talking about the Premier of this state.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to standing order 118, which makes it
clear that imputations of improper motives and personal
reflections on members of the Assembly are disorderly
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when made other than by substantive motion. I submit
that the honourable member is infringing that standing
order by making personal reflections against the
Premier. I further submit that the matter of public
importance is not a substantive motion for the purpose
of that standing order. I therefore ask you to bring the
member in line with the requirements of standing
order 118.
Mr Eren interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Lara is
very aware that points of order will be listened to with
respect and in silence. Regarding the point of order, I
was becoming concerned at the language being used by
the member for Monbulk. I ask him to be very careful
and more considered in the words he is using. I uphold
the point of order.
Mr MERLINO — What a bunch of glass jaws
opposite! This matter of public importance is about the
Premier’s role in the Midfield Meat International
scandal and the inherent conflict of interest arising from
the Minister for Racing involving a licenced person in
party political fundraising. These are serious issues,
serious questions need to be answered, and the Premier
should do just that.
Let us lay some facts on the table. A $1.5 million grant
was given to a millionaire mate of the Premier — Colin
McKenna, the sole owner of Midfield Meat. Colin
McKenna is a close personal friend of the Premier.
Colin McKenna is a partner in a racehorse with the
Premier, who also — as we know — happens to be the
racing minister. Colin McKenna supports Liberal Party
fundraisers. There he was — his mug! — spruiking a
$100-a-head Liberal fundraiser at the Warrnambool
races. This is a classic case of a conflict of interest — a
conflict of interest that the Premier did not declare.
The whole defence of those opposite, from the Premier,
Deputy Premier and Treasurer down, was that the
Premier had no direct involvement, that he was at arm’s
length from these processes. Let us expose some of
those inconsistencies in the story of those opposite.
First the claim that the Premier did not know who else
had a stake in Spin the Bottle, and the claim that the
Premier and Colin McKenna were not mates. The
Minister for Public Transport said on 774 ABC on
30 April 2014:
I don’t go running around saying who else is in the horse, or
who might be coming into the horse at a later date.

Apparently those opposite do not know who their
business partners are when they have a partnership in a
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racehorse. For the racing minister to have that view is
just laughable. The Premier said this on 1 May:
Colin McKenna couldn’t be considered a mate, he’s a
professional acquaintance.

I refer you, Speaker, to an article dated 1 May 2012 in
the Warrnambool Standard, which states:
Napthine is in the ownership of Spin the Bottle —

which is a very appropriate name for his horse —
with fellow politician, federal Wannon MP Dan Tehan, and a
group of friends.

A group of friends indeed, including, as we know,
Colin McKenna.
Another claim was that the Premier had no role in the
decision-making process. I refer to an interview with
the Treasurer on 3AW on 28 April:
Michael O’Brien: The Premier made clear this morning he
had nothing to do with the decision to make that grant. This is
one that went through the — —
Neil Mitchell: Did he know anything about it?
Michael O’Brien: Well he knew about it when it was time to
be announced.

That was their initial defence of the Premier: that he
had nothing to do with it until the announcement on the
day. Yet on 1 May a Napthine government
spokesperson, Mark Lee, confirmed that the Premier
met with Midfield Meat. The Premier later said:
I got advice from the Department of Premier and Cabinet
prior to that meeting.

It then emerged that there was a memo written by one
of the Premier’s advisers in his private office, Lisa
Downs, detailing progress around the sale of Crown
land — a key part of the deal that included the
$1.5 million grant. The memo was written before the
application to Regional Development Victoria for
funding with the claim that Regional Development
Victoria was the sole agency responsible in this
decision-making process. The Deputy Premier had a
different view. He revealed that the Department of
Premier and Cabinet was one of five government
departments that considered the Midfield Meat proposal
of 17 January and said that it ‘agreed to recommend the
project for ministerial approval’.
Then there was the greatest hypocrisy of all: the claim
that the Premier was briefed on the Midfield Meat
expansion plan but played no further role in the grant. It
emerged on 1 May that the Warrnambool City Council
has a report dated 10 February, and it states:
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Council has been requested by the Midfield Group and state
government to assist with the facilitation of the Midfield
Meats expansion.

That report included justification for fast-tracking the
project and bypassing the usual rezoning processes. I
will say that again: bypassing the usual rezoning
processes. That report goes on to state:
As this report highlights, the proposed Midfield expansion is
a regionally significant project but also of state significance
given the Premier’s direct involvement.

It is of state significance because the Premier says so;
that is the only reason. The Premier says it is of state
significance, so that gives the council the green light to
fast-track the proposal and to avoid the rezoning
processes, simply because the Premier said so. The
Premier, his private office and his department were up
to their necks in this scandal. The Premier was directly
involved and he had a clear and absolutely unavoidable
conflict of interest.
There is one thing the Premier and I will agree on, and
that is that it is no surprise that IBAC decided not to
take this any further. Of course it is not a surprise. This
is an IBAC that was set up to fail — set up to protect
the Deputy Premier when it was found in the Crossing
the Line report that his office was in up to its neck.
IBAC cannot investigate this matter and cannot
investigate the Deputy Premier. Only Labor will make
the changes needed to ensure that misconduct such as
this can be fully investigated.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — What a
disgraceful matter of public importance (MPI). It once
again demonstrates that the natural habitat of the ALP
is in fact the gutter. I will go through in some detail the
two propositions put forward in the MPI. The first
proposition is that there has been a grant to Midfield
Meat International.
Ms Duncan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon!
Ms ASHER — Surprise, surprise! This government
gives out grants to businesses; the previous government
gave out grants to businesses. The Premier has
explained the circumstances of this grant and the
Deputy Premier has explained the specific purposes of
this grant and the process by which this grant was
given. The Premier was involved in his capacity as a
local member of Parliament, and he presented the
cheque.
Mr Nardella interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton!
Ms ASHER — If you take the ALP’s argument to
its logical conclusion, no minister will ever present a
cheque to any company.
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Premier John Brumby is under mounting pressure over
companies giving cash to the ALP while seeking access to
Victoria’s coal reserves, with the revelation that the main
sponsor of a party fundraiser last week was a high-profile coal
entrepreneur.

One only has to look at that article.
Ms Duncan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have already warned
the member for Macedon.
Ms ASHER — As has already been indicated by the
Deputy Premier, the previous government gave
Midfield Meat three grants. It saw fit to give Midfield
Meat three grants. Indeed on Friday, 30 January 2009,
the member for Bendigo East put out a press release. It
says:
I’m proud to announce that Midfield Meats is the first
beneficiary of this important regional initiative …

The previous government gave three grants to this
particular company.
The second element of the MPI is that the member for
Lyndhurst appears to have some problem with the fact
that Gai Waterhouse addressed a particular fundraiser.
Let us put that fundraiser into context. It was a
$100-a-head fundraiser with money going to the
Liberal Party and to a charity called Peter’s Project.
That is the context. Last time I looked Gai Waterhouse
lived in New South Wales, but let us contrast this
fundraiser with the fundraising propensities of our
political opponents.
The ALP is bankrolled by the unions, including the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union,
distasteful as that organisation is, and by one of the
greatest fundraising vehicles I have ever seen: Labor’s
Progressive Business. One only needs to read the
Herald Sun of yesterday to see that the Victorian
Leader of the Opposition and the federal Leader of the
Opposition are going to a fundraising function which
costs $13 000 for a table of 10. To see the style of
Labor fundraising one has only to look at a report in the
Age of 3 November 2009 headed ‘$10 000 to sit next to
Brumby’. Quite frankly, I know people who would pay
$10 000 not to sit next to him, but nevertheless that
article states — —
Ms Duncan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon!
Ms ASHER — The article states:

One only has to look at the revelations of a former
Minister for Planning, Mary Delahunty, in her book
Public Life, Private Grief. An article in the Sunday Age
of 22 August 2010 states:
Ms Delahunty says developers who make donations to the
Labor Party do get their interests looked after by Brumby
government advisers, who sometimes contact the planning
minister’s office inquiring about the development’s progress.

That is the style of Labor fundraising. One need look no
further than Bill Shannon. ‘Who is Bill Shannon?’,
people may well ask. He was Labor’s ad man in 1999.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I
appreciate that this can be a debate that may stray into
other areas. I appreciate that the minister is being quite
hysterical in her — —
The SPEAKER — Order! That is not a point of
order.
Ms Allan — If I can finish my point of order,
Speaker — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I will allow the member
to finish, provided she raises a correct point of order.
Ms Allan — What we are seeing is the minister
straying far and wide from the very narrow matter of
public importance that is before the house that is to do
with the conduct of the Premier, who is also the
Minister for Racing, and the grant regarding Midfield
Meat. It has nothing to do with former government
ministers or with members of the public, who are not
here to defend themselves. I would urge you to bring
the minister back to addressing the matter before the
house.
Ms ASHER — On the point of order, Speaker, this
matter of public importance refers to party-political
fundraising. It is the basis of one of the criticisms of the
Premier. And I am in fact trying to make a point that
Labor’s ad man, who was head of Progressive
Business, got $16 million of government contracts
under the previous government.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
knows very well that is not the right form to take to
speak on a point of order. As to the point of order, the
lead speaker opened up the debate on this matter of
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public importance. As members will understand, I have
been listening carefully to every word that has been
said on this matter. I do not uphold the point of order,
but I ask both the member and the minister when
raising points of order to stay within the form that is
accepted by this house.
Ms ASHER — We have seen Labor’s head of
Progressive Business gain $16 million of government
contracts from the Bracks and Brumby Labor
governments — some without tender. That is the record
of the ALP in fundraising. I contrast that with the
Liberal and Nationals fundraising code of conduct. I
would urge members opposite to look at it, because
there are a number of stringent criteria which must be
adhered to. This is the toughest code of conduct ever
introduced. This is a Victorian code of conduct, and I
urge members opposite to read it. Given that they have
clearly not read it, paragraph 4.3 says:
At no time and under no circumstances will funds be accepted
by the Liberal and National party organisations which are
conditional upon support for specific government decisions.

That is our code. The Labor Party refused to sign up to
that particular code.
The raising of this matter of public importance is
typical Labor behaviour in the run-up to a state election.
We saw it in 2006 when the dirt unit of the ALP
decided to investigate Robyn Baillieu, who just
happened to be married to the member for Hawthorn,
the then Leader of the Opposition, and her children.
That is the style of gutter politics that the ALP gets
involved in. We saw it in question time yesterday, in
response to which Cr Burt has said already that there is
no truth in the matter at all. Cr Burt was accused of
telling members of the ALP some nonsense about the
Premier. Cr Burt has denied it. This is typical behaviour
in the run-up to an election. This is gutter politics.
Speaker, you would think the member for Lyndhurst,
who has brought this matter to the house, would be
purer than pure, whiter than white. You would expect
the member, given that he has raised this matter, to be
the vestal virgin of political fundraising. However, I am
so disappointed that is not the case.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, as we
were reminded by the Attorney-General just a very
short while ago, attacks on members of Parliament can
only be done by substantive motion. I think he referred
to standing order 118. It is very clear from what the
minister has said that she has flagged that she intends to
sully — if I can finish my point of order, Speaker — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member to get
to her point of order.
Ms Allan — She intends to sully the member for
Lyndhurst’s name by referring to him needing to be
purer than pure, as some sort of vestal virgin, to use her
words — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard sufficient
on the point of order to decide — —
Ms Allan — If I can finish my point of order,
Speaker — —
The SPEAKER — No. I have heard sufficient from
the member for Bendigo East. That is not a point of
order. There has not been an imputation of character. I
invite the minister to finish.
Ms ASHER — Two thousand dollars a head for a
dinner for 20; $2000 a head got the ear of the member
for Lyndhurst from transport interests when he was the
Minister for Public Transport.
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — Goodness me, what
a hysterical, desperate, grasping, flailing defence.
Speaker, well may you smile at my comments: I can
understand how you would think this has been such an
overblown, puffed-up defence by the Deputy Premier
and the deputy leader of the Liberal Party as they flail
around this chamber desperately trying to defend the
indefensible. We have seen here legitimate questions
being raised about conflicts of interest involving no less
than the office of the Premier and the Premier himself.
There have been many comments about how the
Premier was just doing his job as a local member of
Parliament. You cannot be the Premier of this state
without being a member of Parliament first. You cannot
divorce the two functions. You cannot represent the
people of Victoria if you first do not represent an
electorate in the state of Victoria. You cannot have it
both ways.
Things must be pretty desperate in the
Liberal-Nationals coalition if you have to be defended
by the Deputy Premier — if you have to drag the
Deputy Premier out of his office. We heard him on
radio a couple of weeks ago being absolutely adamant
that the Premier has nothing to do with anything in
regional development. Mind you, that is a very different
story from what the Premier peddles at Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings every year in his
capacity as Minister for Regional Cities, when he talks
about how he and the Deputy Premier in his role as
Minister for Regional and Rural Development are
co-partners: they do things together, they co-manage
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the Regional Growth Fund, they are partners in these
arrangements. They cannot have it both ways. The
Deputy Premier is saying that the Premier, who is the
Minister for Racing, the Minister for Regional Cities
and the member for South-West Coast representing
Warrnambool, has nothing to do with these grants. It
absolutely beggars belief.
We heard the failed Deputy Premier of this state talk
about the grant processes that were in place. They may
well be processes that have been followed in the past,
but I am not going to take the Deputy Premier’s word
for it, that is for sure. What absolutely beggars belief is
that throughout this entire process, going way back to
when initial discussions were held with the
Warrnambool City Council, when Midfield Meat
International was referred by the Premier to Regional
Development Victoria — that is what the Deputy
Premier just said — when the Premier got some advice
from his own department before he met with Midfield
Meat and an interdepartmental committee met to
discuss the grant, at every stage of the process people
were not aware of who one of the key stakeholders was
in the awarding of this grant.
The Premier is the Premier. He is also the Minister for
Regional Cities and has some responsibility, so he
claims, over the Regional Growth Fund. He is the
member for South-West Coast, which includes
Warrnambool, and he meets regularly with the
Warrnambool City Council. The Warrnambool City
Council itself belled the cat by saying the Premier was
involved and interested in this grant. It beggars belief
that through every stage of the awarding of this grant,
including the process followed by the department and
the minister’s office, those involved were not aware
that the Premier was interested and had a direct
involvement in this grant and had already made
inquiries about it. You do not ignore the interests of the
Premier of this state. The Warrnambool City Council
did not. It is unbelievable. The Department of Premier
and Cabinet would have gone to the interdepartmental
meeting knowing that the Premier had already made
inquiries about the Midfield Meat grant, because he
asked it for a briefing before he met with the company.
Throughout the department’s processes and the
ministerial office processes there must have been an
awareness of the Premier’s interest in this grant. It
beggars belief to say otherwise. The claim of the
Deputy Premier, the Leader of The Nationals, that we
are somehow whingeing about this says a hell of a lot
about where the Deputy Premier is at these days. He
lacks credibility when it comes to issues of integrity, as
has been outlined by the member for Monbulk and
Deputy Leader of the Labor Party; he has little
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credibility when it comes to issues of credibility. I hope
that every single day between now and the election the
Deputy Premier is out there defending the Premier.
Mr Merlino interjected.
Ms ALLAN — I want to see the Deputy Premier
out there every single day rising to the defence of the
Premier of this state, because with friends like that, as
the member for Monbulk just said, it says a lot about
the sort of person you are, Deputy Speaker, because we
know that the credibility of the Deputy Premier — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I hope the
member for Bendigo East was not reflecting on me
when she said ‘it says a lot about the sort of person you
are, Deputy Speaker’.
Ms ALLAN — Of course not, Deputy Speaker.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am pleased
to hear that.
Ms ALLAN — I will briefly touch on one of the
cornerstones of the defence of the Deputy Premier, the
Premier and this government — that is, that it is okay
because the former government gave grants to this
company as well. Yes, the Labor government, in which
I was a minister and in fact was the minister who
approved a couple of those grants, did give money and
support to Midfield Meat. But I will make it very clear
that the claim by the Deputy Premier that we gave the
grant to Colin McKenna is not correct. We gave the
grant to the company to assist with its expansion
program. One of the grants was to assist with the
creation of new jobs in Mortlake following the loss of
jobs in that community.
However, I can say that no-one in the Labor
government owned a racehorse with Colin McKenna,
no-one in the Labor government was private mates with
Colin McKenna, no-one in the Labor government to
my knowledge accepted fundraising donations from
Colin McKenna and no-one in the Labor government
represented Warrnambool at the time. To claim that
somehow it is okay because the Labor government
gave grants to this company shows that the
government, the Premier, the Deputy Premier and the
deputy leader of the Liberal Party do not get issues of
integrity.
We saw that when it came to the establishment of
IBAC, because they made sure that the threshold was
set so high that none of these issues could be
investigated. It is almost as if they knew they would be
caught with their fingers in the cookie jar and they
made sure that the shady deals and their shady interests
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could not be investigated. It is absolute nonsense to
claim that the Premier had no influence over the
awarding of this grant to Midfield Meat. As Premier
you are not just an ordinary member, you are the
minister and you are the Premier. If you are prepared to
put your name to a press release announcing the grant,
you cannot then turn around and say, ‘Oh, but it’s okay.
I had nothing to do with it’, because that is clearly not
true, as has been outlined by the member for Monbulk
and the member for Lyndhurst.
At the outset the Deputy Premier challenged the
Victorian Labor opposition, given that this is budget
week, to refer to the budget. In talking about the budget
in reference to this matter of public importance, this is a
week when the rest of regional Victoria discovered
their true worth to this government. Regional
Victorians secured only 4 per cent of the infrastructure
funding that has been provided in this year’s budget.
We make up over 25 per cent of the population, but we
only received 4 per cent of the infrastructure funding. I
think that shows that regional Victorians, except maybe
for those in Warrnambool and those who drive on the
roads between Winchelsea and Colac that the Minister
for Roads and the Premier drive on, are on their own.
We have been sent a very loud and clear message that
unless your interests align with the Premier’s interests,
unless you have an interest in a racehorse or the
Warrnambool community, or you are a business owner
and a donor to your political party, you are pretty much
on your own in the rest of regional Victoria when it
comes to this government. I know that very well for
Bendigo, and so does the rest of regional Victoria. If the
government wants us to talk about the budget, we will
talk about the budget, but that is not going to cover up
this very slippery, shady deal that will raise many more
questions to come. The Premier might want to hide in
his office while people of the reputation of the Deputy
Premier and the deputy leader defend him, but we will
continue to pursue this.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — If there is one
thing that shows the complete fabrication and
concoction the Labor Party has brought to the house
today, it is the fact that it could not even get to first base
when it took this complaint to IBAC.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CLARK — The Leader of the Opposition wrote
to IBAC.
Mr Merlino interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I warn the
member for Monbulk.
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Mr CLARK — He did so presumably because he
wanted to put a case before IBAC that he thought ought
to be investigated, and IBAC threw that complaint out
on its ear.
Mr Merlino interjected.
Debate interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Monbulk
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
member for Monbulk to leave the house for half an
hour under standing order 124. I warned the member.
Honourable member for Monbulk withdrew from
chamber.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Midfield Meat matter and party political
fundraiser
Debate resumed.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — The
commission concluded not only that there was no basis
for it commencing an investigation but also that no
evidence of wrongdoing had been identified. The issue
was not about whether it was serious corruption or
non-serious corruption or about what was or was not
within IBAC’s investigative capacity; no evidence of
wrongdoing was identified.
Deputy Speaker, you can perhaps forgive the ignorance
of some members opposite as to how the IBAC
legislation is structured, but the member for Lyndhurst
ought to know better. He is the shadow
Attorney-General. He now has portfolio responsibility
for this area, and he ought to know that the IBAC
legislation is very clear in giving effect to the
longstanding and openly articulated government policy
position that IBAC’s investigative role should relate to
serious corruption and that IBAC should have a
clearing house and referral role for any allegations of
corruption. Section 58 of the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011 makes it very
clear that when there is a complaint or notification to
IBAC, the commission must either dismiss it,
investigate it or refer it.
Those opposite have tried to wriggle out of what they
need to confront by virtue of IBAC rejecting their
complaint by saying, ‘That just shows it is not
considered to be serious corruption; it shows the
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threshold for investigation of serious corruption is too
high or not properly specified’. That is not an answer.
IBAC has found that there is no evidence of
wrongdoing. If the commission considered that there
was evidence of wrongdoing of any sort — misconduct
in public office, any other offence or any
wrongdoing — IBAC’s responsibility would have been
to make a referral of that complaint. It did not do that; it
said there is no evidence of wrongdoing identified. That
was the conclusion that IBAC reached on the complaint
of the Leader of the Opposition himself. That in
essence is a complete response to the complaints that
have been made by those opposite.
Those opposite then went beyond that and tried to
attack IBAC itself. Let us make a very clear and simple
point: no independent, broadbased anticorruption
commission was established under Labor. It had
11 years to establish such a commission, but it failed to
do so. The member for Hawthorn, the member for Kew
and other members of the then opposition pressed and
pressed for such a commission, but only at the very last
minute — at the death knock — did the then Premier
say, ‘We’ll do something about it’, and the government
came up with something that made noodle nation look
like a work of simplicity. It was completely
unworkable. It was not done under Labor; it has taken a
coalition government to deliver an Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission which has
the power to act upon and deal with complaints and
allegations of corruption anywhere across the Victorian
public sector, be they in regard to ministers, members
of Parliament, councillors, council officers, public
servants or judges.
If the opposition had one skerrick of evidence to
substantiate its smear campaign, it should have placed
that information before IBAC. Indeed it purported or
attempted to place that information before the
commission, and the commission threw it out on its ear.
If Labor had had a skerrick of information to justify an
investigation or further inquiry by IBAC, Victoria
Police or any other body, the provisions under the
IBAC legislation would have resulted in the
commission referring it, but it did not do so. As I said,
that effectively puts an end to any substance
whatsoever being attributed to the complaints made by
those opposite.
Let me also say a few words about some aspects of the
matter of public importance (MPI) that relate to racing.
The thrust of the complaint by the opposition as set out
in the matter seems to be about licensed persons
promoting party-political fundraisers. Let me make the
point very clear: in Victoria decisions about licensed
persons are made by an entirely independent body in
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Racing Victoria Limited, which operates totally at
arm’s length from the minister and the government. I
cite no less authority towards that proposition than a
former Minister for Racing, the Honourable Rob Hulls.
On 3 May 2001 he read the second-reading speech for
the Racing (Racing Victoria Ltd) Bill 2001, and said:
This bill ensures that Racing Victoria Ltd will be a truly
independent body with the expertise to carry the racing
industry galloping into the 21st century.

In a media release in 2007 he said:
Today heralds a new and exciting future for racing in Victoria
through the appointment of an independent board with an
outstanding range of skills and experience …
When I first became Minister for Racing seven years ago, I
made a commitment to see a fully independent board govern
Victoria’s racing industry. Today I’m very pleased to see this
commitment given life.

Last but not least, in the Warrnambool Standard of
10 December 2009 Mr Hulls is quoted as having said:
RVL is an independent body … to make decisions for and on
behalf of the broad racing industry.

Any suggestion of impropriety in relation to a licensed
person promoting a party political fundraiser on the
basis that the Minister for Racing has some say in
relation to licensing is totally put to rest by the words of
the former Labor Minister for Racing who established
Racing Victoria as a completely independent,
arms-length, industry-based organisation. I might say
that was after a huge amount of campaigning by those
in the industry and many others, but that is where it
ended up: Racing Victoria is completely at arm’s length
from the government of the day. It is an industry-based
body that makes these decisions.
Finally, let me comment on some remarks made by the
member for Monbulk. He questioned how it was that
the Premier or anybody else could end up owning a part
share in a racehorse without knowing who the other
syndicate members were going to be, therefore
questioning the Premier’s statement that he was not
aware that a certain individual was a member of the
syndicate at the time he took up that investment.
I should say that in my younger days I was quite a keen
student of the racing industry. I used to read the form
guide quite diligently — the Sporting Globe — and see
advertising for people to take up interests in racehorses.
I also know that it is quite common for trainers to get a
promising youngster and then make inquiries amongst
those with whom they have contact to see who might
be interested in taking up those interests. It shows the
member for Monbulk’s ignorance of the racing industry
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to suggest that it is not possible for someone to be
contacted by a racehorse trainer — or indeed by
anybody else who is putting a syndicate together — and
agree to take up an interest in that way. Indeed, as I
believe others have remarked, interests can be traded
independently from time to time. Yet again this
demonstrates the gross ignorance and entire lack of
substance of the allegations the opposition has been
making on this matter.

concerns and therefore warrant further questioning and
need further light shone upon them. The Warrnambool
City Council has been clear about this as well. It
believed, observed and came to the conclusion that the
Premier was involved in the $1.5 million grant process.
All we are asking is if he was involved, let us know,
and if he was not, explain it — give a full account to the
Parliament. That should happen. The Premier should be
able to bring this into the Parliament and let us know.

Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — We are
debating a matter of public importance because of
conflicting versions of events provided by the
government. It is not just a concern to the opposition,
whose duty it is to scrutinise and hold the government
to account, but also of national media significance.
Why has this happened? This is a story of a Victorian
Premier and how the government he leads gifted
$1.5 million in taxpayers money to his partner in a
racehorse — a businessman who also happens to run a
successful and thriving company in the Premier’s
electorate. It is also a tale of two cities. When it comes
to probity and transparency, the contrast could not be
more compelling. In Sydney Barry O’Farrell resigned
as Premier of New South Wales because he misled the
Independent Commission Against Corruption over a
bottle of wine valued at $3000. In Melbourne Victoria’s
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
does not investigate the $1.5 million deal despite the
coalition’s pre-election promise of a new era of
scrutiny, accountability and transparency. Simply put,
Victoria needs a probity system with more credibility
than spin the bottle!

The issue then goes to the value for spend of the
taxpayers money and how this happened. An account in
the Age in April describes Midfield Meat International
as ‘in rude health with growing assets, cash flow and
profitability’. It states:

That is why this is an issue of importance to the public;
that is why this is being debated in the Parliament
today. We have heard a lot of deflections and a lot of
arguments on a whole range of other issues, but this
goes to the heart of the matter. As I said at the outset,
one of the critical reasons this has become an issue of
public significance and is being debated today is the
government itself has shifted so many times in its
account of what has happened here. What the public
wants to know is: why was this loan given? What is the
merit and performance of it? What is the value for
spend? How did the process work? What were the
issues concerning the Premier in his role from start to
finish? They are the issues in the public interest that
warrant being raised within the Parliament. That is why
they are also issues of interest to the media.

In the 2013 financial year, Midfield recorded $356 million
revenue and a profit more than double that of the previous
year. Mr McKenna paid himself a dividend of more than
$1 million as cash flow quadrupled to $23.5 million.

That sounds on all of the available evidence to be a
successful business, so it is just a question being raised.
It is no more than that, but it is a question — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Broadmeadows, without assistance.
Mr McGUIRE — The question comes down to the
merit behind the funding. It is in the public interest to
have that disclosed. Then we have the issue of what the
other relationships were, and how did they work?
Those issues also need to be addressed, and they have
already been run through by other speakers on this
matter of public importance.
We then have the issue of the connections between
everybody involved in this matter. A government
spokesperson has said that the Premier and
Mr McKenna were not mates, as has been reported in
the media. He said that the two have crossed paths at a
number of official functions. An ABC online article
quotes the Premier as saying:
Colin McKenna couldn’t be considered a mate, he’s a
professional acquaintance.

The next issue is that in an article in the Herald Sun of
28 April the Premier claimed that he had no role in the
decision. He said:
It was a decision that I wasn’t directly involved in.

This is the issue of concern: the Premier claims that he
had no involvement in it — that is his statement — but
subsequently we know that he was briefed, so there is a
contradiction at that point. His office and his
department knew. These are the issues that have raised

The article went on to say:
Dr Napthine said the decision was endorsed by the
Warrnambool council, Regional Development Victoria and
signed off by the state development minister.
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The next issue is that on 29 April the Age reported that
someone in the Premier’s private office had written a
memo outlining the progress of negotiations for the sale
of Crown land. The land sale is a key element of a
wider deal that includes the $1.5 million grant to
Midfield Meat. The memo was written by the Premier’s
adviser and predates Midfield Meat’s January formal
application for funding to Regional Development
Victoria. These are issues in the public interest that
need to be pursued for us to get a forensic analysis of
what actually took place and what the connections
were.
Then we go to other issues about the Premier only
knowing about the grant to Midfield Meat after
Regional Development Victoria made the decision. On
3AW the Treasurer said:
The Premier made clear this morning he had nothing to do
with the decision to make that grant. This is one that went
through …

He is then interrupted by broadcaster Neil Mitchell,
who asked:
Did he know anything about it?

The Treasurer responded:
He knew about it when it was time to be announced.

The Age reported that the Premier’s spokesperson had
confirmed that the Premier met with Midfield Meat in
his electorate in November 2013. The article says that
the Premier got advice from the Department of Premier
and Cabinet prior to that meeting. This is the
chronology of events that has led to these issues being
raised. The Premier then said that he followed that
advice during the meeting and told Midfield Meat that
the best way for it to proceed was to work in
conjunction with the Warrnambool council and
Regional Development Victoria to progress the
opportunities for assistance for the job creation
program.
We have concerns in the public interest that need to be
addressed. What is being asked for is the Premier to
come into the Parliament and give the full chronology
of events of what happened to be able
to — —
Mr Walsh — You have heard it. We have given the
full chronology.
Mr McGUIRE — He can do it today.
Mr Walsh — You haven’t been listening. We’ve
done it.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Minister
for Agriculture and Food Security is listed to speak
next. I suggest he desist if he wishes to take that chance.
Mr McGUIRE — Thank you for your protection,
Deputy Speaker. This is what the issue comes down to:
we know that there is an issue here about what the merit
was in the deal and the amount that was paid in the
grant. That is the first thing in the public interest. How
did this happen? Who was involved? Was there undue
influence? Was there a conflict of interest? These are
the issues that are of concern.
These are concerns not just within opposition ranks;
there are concerns within the media and at metropolitan
and national levels. There is the direct contrast between
the so-called new era of transparency and
accountability that was promised by the coalition before
the last election. Stephen Charles, QC, who advised the
government on its anticorruption framework, warned
that IBAC lacked the legislative teeth it needed to do its
work. That is a key adviser, a QC, saying that. Then we
have the Auditor-General in his report of 2012–13
saying that the introduction of the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission had left
Victoria exposed to more corruption, not less, with the
weakening of the role of the Auditor-General. This is a
critical central proposition. These are eminent people
saying that a systemic failure has happened under this
coalition government.
An elected Victorian Labor government will overhaul
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission and give it real powers. The Premier
promised to give IBAC strong powers to investigate,
but it has failed by the definition of key people I have
identified: the Auditor-General himself and Stephen
Charles, QC, an eminent silk in this city. If elected, an
Andrews Labor government will give IBAC
jurisdiction over the offence of misconduct in public
office, and Labor will remove the requirement for a
prima facie — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — I feel like I have just been hit with an
absolute wet lettuce by the last contribution. That is the
only way I can describe it. Let us be very clear about
this. There is no Midfield Meat International scandal,
despite what the opposition might say. This is
effectively slur and innuendo by the Labor Party to
cover up for its leader, who is beholden to the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union. The
Leader of the Opposition takes his orders from John
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Setka, the boss of the Construction, Forestry, Mining
and Energy Union, a man who has convictions for
assault by kicking, has convictions for criminal
damage, has convictions for assaulting police and has
convictions for theft. This is the same union the Leader
of the Opposition welcomed back into the Socialist Left
faction in 2013 and the same union that has contributed
hundreds of thousands of dollars to Labor Party coffers.
This is just slur and innuendo to cover up the failings of
the Leader of the Opposition.
If you think about the matter of public importance that
is before us from the member for Lyndhurst and listen
to the contributions from members on the other side,
you see that this is effectively a leadership audition for
who is going to succeed the Leader of the Opposition in
the future. Will it be the member for Lyndhurst or the
member for Bendigo East who will succeed?
An honourable member — No-one said
Broadmeadows.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The minister,
without assistance.
Mr WALSH — Let me finish. You have stolen my
thunder. If there is a scorecard, I am afraid the member
for Broadmeadows has not got to the top at all here. It is
definitely the member for Lyndhurst or the member for
Bendigo East who is in front. The member for
Broadmeadows will have to try harder if he is going to
audition for the leadership in the future.
Midfield Meat is a business that any regional
community would welcome. If you think about what
Midfield Meat does in creating jobs and wealth for the
Warrnambool district where it is located, you realise
that it does a great job and has done a great job over
many years. This is a business that employs over
1000 people in the Warrnambool district. Colin
McKenna and that business have done great things for
the community down there. Midfield Meat is doing
what the government is talking about in opening up
export markets and creating jobs. It is at the leadership
level in developing markets in Asia and the Middle East
for its meat. This is what we as a government have been
talking about. We have been working with businesses
to make sure this happens over time, and Midfield Meat
has a long history in doing that.
As has already been pointed out, as part of that
development there have been grants from governments
before to Midfield Meat. Going back to 2004 there was
a grant for staff training at that time approved by the
then Minister for Regional and Rural Development,
John Brumby. He approved a grant for Midfield Meat.
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If we fast-forward to 2008, we remember that there was
a $295 000 grant for staff training and redevelopment,
which was approved by the then minister, the member
for Bendigo East. Again, the company was working
with government to develop jobs. If we go forward to
2009, we recall that there was a $990 000 grant for an
energy cogeneration project, which was also approved
by the member for Bendigo East when she was the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development. Then
we have the grant we are talking about today of March
2014, a $1.15 million grant as part of a $20 million
expansion. This is what the Regional Growth Fund is
being used for — to coinvest and to create jobs, exports
and economic activity in our regional communities.
This coinvestment by the government in a $20 million
project is going to create 200 additional jobs in the
Warrnambool district. What have members of the
opposition got against creating jobs in regional
Victoria? Let them stand up and justify why they are
against jobs in regional Victoria. There is going to be a
$15 million cold storage facility developed down there
as part of this project, and to diversify the business
Colin McKenna and Midfield Meat are looking at
going into dairy processing. I am sure the Deputy
Speaker understands the value of the dairy industry in
Victoria and what it is doing to create jobs and wealth
for regional Victoria.
There is no scandal around Midfield Meat. This is a
process where our coalition government through the
Regional Growth Fund is coinvesting to create jobs,
create exports — —
Ms Duncan interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I remind the
member for Macedon that she was warned earlier by
the Speaker.
Ms Duncan — Is that now part of the standing
orders?
Debate interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Macedon
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Under
standing order 124, I ask the honourable member for
Macedon to leave the house for 30 minutes.
Honourable member for Macedon withdrew from
chamber.
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Midfield Meat matter and party political
fundraiser
Debate resumed.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — Another failed leadership aspirant I
assume. As I was saying, there is no Midfield Meat
scandal, no matter what members of the opposition say
with slur and innuendo to try to cover up the
deficiencies on their side of the house. This is a good
project that has been through a robust process to make
sure this grant delivers against the criteria set in the
Regional Growth Fund, creates jobs, creates wealth and
helps to grow exports.
If you look at the regional unemployment figures
around Australia, you will see that Victoria’s are the
lowest of anywhere in Australia. That is because we
have businesses like Midfield Meat and we have a
program like the Regional Growth Fund that can
coinvest and actually create opportunities for jobs in
regional Victoria. Midfield Meat is doing that. It is
creating jobs in regional Victoria, and I do not know
why the opposition is so against the whole process.
This is no different to the coinvestment that has
happened with SPC Ardmona in Shepparton, with
Hazeldene’s chickens at Lockwood near Bendigo, with
Flavorite Tomatoes in Warragul and with Olam, the
almond company in Sunraysia. That is a great project
up there that has created jobs and elevated Australia,
particularly Victoria, to being the no. 2 supplier of
almonds to the world. Those sorts of projects are doing
exactly what we want to do in increasing exports and
creating jobs and creating economic activity in our
regional communities. That is what Midfield Meat is
doing with this project.
One of the key responsibilities of local members is to
make sure they are engaged in their communities and
they are talking to and working with the major
employers in their communities to make sure there are
jobs. The Premier, the member for South-West Coast,
as a member of 25 years standing in this house,
understands how to work with the businesses in his
community, and he would not be doing his job if he did
not know Colin McKenna and had not been talking to
Midfield Meat. That is part of his job as a local
member. If you look at the new members who come
into this house, I think the member for South-West
Coast is the person who could write the manual on how
you can be a good local member and engage with your
community and the businesses in your community to
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make sure things happen in your electorate. He has
been very good at doing that for 25 years, and he will
continue to do that as long as he is a member in this
house.
I think what members of the opposition are saying on
this issue is an absolute disgrace. They are trying to
cover up their own inadequacies and cover up for the
fact that their leader is beholden to the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union and takes his
orders from John Setka, a convicted criminal, a thug
and a police assaulter. This matter before the house is
nothing but slur and innuendo from an opposition that
has nothing to say about the fact that there has been a
great budget handed down this week and there have
been great outcomes right across Victoria. It is a great
budget for regional Victoria.
If you look at the projects that are being funded in this
budget, you see it is a great budget for regional
Victoria. I have had nothing but positive feedback from
the stakeholders I know around Victoria, particularly on
the Murray Basin rail project — something members
on the other side talked about for 11 years and did
nothing about. The coalition government is delivering
and doing great things for regional Victoria. The project
at Midfield Meat is an example. We are helping that
business create 200 jobs in Warrnambool, and that is
something the member for South-West Coast can be
proud of.
Mr EREN (Lara) — What a poor performance by
the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security. I must
say that on occasions he is very good on his feet, but on
this occasion he was really struggling. No wonder. This
minister has been struggling to defend the actions that
have occurred in relation to the Premier. Especially in
light of the fact that he is waiting to be the next leader
of The Nationals, I think he has done his credibility no
good today by standing up and trying to defend the
indefensible. The minister said something about a wet
lettuce when he spoke about this side of the house. Let
me tell you, that was a wet lettuce performance without
heart.
To again put it on the public record, this matter of
public importance raised by the member for Lyndhurst
states:
That this house calls on the Premier and Minister for Racing
to immediately make a full statement to the Parliament
outlining:
(1) the full details behind the Midfield Meat scandal; and
(2) the appropriateness of a licensed person promoting a
party political fundraiser.
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Today I stand before the house with serious concerns
relating to the Premier of this very good state. This
Premier seems to think he is somehow invincible and
above anyone and anything. He is acting like he does
not have to take part in a decision-making process and
can just make rules up as he goes along. This Premier is
in denial. Obviously he does not understand that what
he has done is wrong. He seems to think that he is not
embroiled in scandal, yet we are here today in the house
raising this very important matter.
I ask through the Chair: how are Victorians expected to
trust the budget when the Premier cannot be trusted
with his portfolios and indeed in his conduct in
approaching certain dealings in his electorate? How are
Victorians meant to trust this Premier if he is not
up-front and telling the truth in relation to this scandal
that he is embroiled in?
We have some very serious questions in relation to this.
They need to be answered by the Premier, and we want
the truth. It might be hard for him to tell the truth but
we want him to at least try. Victorians deserve a
Premier they can trust. Under the circumstances in
which the Premier finds himself, that is not possible. He
needs to come out and make a full disclosure of his
involvement in this scandal. The opposition will not sit
quietly and ignore the stench of scandal right under
everyone’s nose. Shame on the government for
defending the Premier’s untrustworthy decisions.
The Premier can claim he had no involvement in the
Midfield Meat International grants saga. The Premier,
who is also the racing minister, can deny having a
conflict of interest arising from the Waterhouse issue
despite having publicly lobbied for the husband of the
headline act at his fundraiser to get a plum betting slot
at the Warrnambool Racing Carnival. We in the
opposition think otherwise. Many Victorians and
Australians cannot understand how the Premier of this
state could give $1.5 million of taxpayers money to a
person he owns a racehorse with. That he cannot
explain.
I refer to an article from the Age of 28 April written by
Ben Schneiders and Royce Millar. The Deputy Premier
is saying that this is all aboveboard so let us talk about
the budget. He is saying that the funding provided to
this company was perfectly aboveboard. That is the
perception of members opposite; that is their story. I
point out that this article says:
The grant was announced by Dr Napthine, the businessman’s
local MP and racehorse partner.

This is a company that is receiving $1.5 million of
hard-earnt taxpayers money.
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Mr Walsh — Which you’ve given grants to in the
past.
Mr EREN — Yes, and the minister has made some
comments about this company receiving some funding
in the past. Can I just say that on this side of the house
we feel that jobs are very important, unlike the
government. We do provide funding to companies;
whether they are Liberal Party members or not is
irrelevant to us. We have proved that in the past by
providing funding. As the minister has highlighted, we
provided funding in 2004. This company benefited
under a Labor government. But what the minister fails
to understand, through you, Chair, is that there is a clear
conflict of interest in the dealings of the Premier of the
day, who is the local member, when he is associated
with this person directly in terms of being a business
partner through a racehorse and is also connected to
him through the Liberal Party. The minister thinks there
is nothing wrong with the Premier being involved in
this funding. If he cannot distinguish between a
government giving funding to an organisation in
2004 — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Lara, without assistance.
Mr EREN — Further through the Chair, the
minister is actually saying — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Minister
for Environment and Climate Change! The member for
Lara, without assistance.
Mr EREN — As is highlighted in this article,
Mr McKenna paid himself a dividend of more than
$1 million as cash flow from the $23.5 million which
his business obviously benefited from, and he clearly
benefited from it personally. He gave himself more than
$1 million in dividends. Going back to 2004, when the
former government gave money to this company,
Mr McKenna obviously benefited very much from that
decision which we made when we were in government.
But for the Premier of the day, as the local member, to
give $1.5 million to a local party member who was
giving himself $1 million out of that — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Lara without assistance from government members.
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Mr EREN — He is also a local landowner with
total property assets near Warrnambool alone of about
650 000 hectares. We have no issue with personal
wealth; that is not our issue. What we take issue with is
the government and the Premier not understanding that
there is a direct conflict of interest when it comes to
giving such large amounts of money to a mate. That is
what government members do not understand.
Unfortunately they probably never will.
I would also like to mention that there is a conflict of
interest around the issue relating to the Waterhouse
family. We have heard already how the Premier has
embroiled himself in scandal in relation to the funding
provided to a mate who owns a race horse with him, but
this scandal just goes on and on. The Premier must
explain why he attempted to influence Racing
Victoria’s decision not to allow bookmaker Rob
Waterhouse to work the rails at Warrnambool’s main
racing carnival. We have a Premier who is directly
intervening in the decision of this organisation.
Traditionally, looking back at previous premiers and
ministers for racing, it would have been very hard for
those ministers to justify why they would look after a
mate who is actually speaking at their fundraiser. Rob
Waterhouse is obviously a mate, and he was assisting
the Liberal Party in its $100-a-head fundraiser, a fact
that was also hidden. There are a number of really bad
smells coming from those quarters over there.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr EREN — It is unfortunate that the ministers at
the table find this very funny. I do not think Victorians
find it very funny. The Premier has got a lot to explain
in relation to his conflict of interest, and instead of
hiding wherever he is hiding he should actually come
into the chamber and listen to some of these
contributions, because at the end of the day Victorians
deserve this Premier to be up front and honest about the
issues.
This government was very big on the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission, but that
body could not even investigate this issue, which is
very serious for the Victorian — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Mr HODGETT (Minister for Ports) — I rise to
speak on the opposition’s matter of public importance. I
state at the outset that I have been here for seven and a
half years, and I can say that this has got to be the
worst, most ridiculous, pointless, desperate matter of
public importance that the opposition has raised in my
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relatively short time in this place. It shows the strength
of our budget, Building a Better Victoria, which was
handed down yesterday by the Treasurer, that the
opposition has resorted to such a desperate, pointless
matter of public importance. It obviously has no other
important matters to raise. Those opposite have
opposed everything. They have no policies and no
ideas, so they have resorted to the tactic of dragging
everyone down. It is a typical Labor tactic of creating
scandal and innuendo based on no substance at all.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HODGETT — It was! It was a good one. Other
members of this house in their contributions have raised
and dealt with the issues of the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission, racing,
process et cetera, so I am not going to focus on those.
Our arguments have been put and won, discounting the
nonsense raised by those opposite. I will use my
contribution to spell out to those opposite our
government’s raft of programs that are designed to
attract investment and coinvestment and to deliver jobs
in our great state of Victoria. I will also talk about due
process, which the dunderheads opposite just do not
understand.
First let me talk about Midfield Meat International. As
has been said, Midfield Meat is a large employer. It
employs over 1000 people in regional Victoria, mostly
in Warrnambool. It is part of one of the great growth
industries in south-western Victoria, and it is providing
jobs for local people and exports for the economy of
Victoria. Midfield Meat has been successful over the
past decade in getting coinvestment from government
to grow its business and to grow jobs. We have a
number of programs through which business can access
grants, and we make no apology for supporting
business to grow, to invest, to employ, to innovate and
to export.
We are also a government that supports regional
Victoria and regional development, unlike those
opposite. The coalition government is very keen to
grow jobs across Victoria, particularly in regional and
rural Victoria. In the past 12 months, 31 200 additional
jobs have been grown in regional Victoria, including
2800 in the past three months. The regional
unemployment rate of 5.9 per cent is the lowest
anywhere in Australia. The $1 billion Regional Growth
Fund has helped to create 4746 direct jobs and
10 463 indirect jobs, including jobs at Midfield Meat.
As well as investing in Midfield Meat, the coalition
government has made coinvestments in the places
outlined by the Minister for Agriculture and Food
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Security, such as SPC Ardmona in Shepparton,
Hazeldene’s chicken farm in Bendigo and Flavorite
Tomatoes in Warragul, amongst many others. A
particular focus here has been on investing in the food
and fibre industries to take advantage of the growing
opportunities in the Asian and Middle Eastern markets.
Midfield Meat is one of the shining lights when it
comes to opening up markets and exporting to the Asia
and to the Middle East, hence its need to expand
operations in Warrnambool.

Firstly, I will mention the Investing in Manufacturing
Technology program, a $24.8 million program in our
government’s manufacturing strategy. We have a
manufacturing strategy, but during 11 years in
government Labor never had one because Labor never
supported manufacturers. The Investing in
Manufacturing Technology program supports Victorian
manufacturers — —

We have always known that Labor cannot manage
money, but what we now know is that Labor hates
business. Labor cannot even spell ‘business’; it cannot
even spell ‘jobs’. I have said before, and I will keep on
saying, that on this side of the house are coalition
members with backgrounds in business, law,
manufacturing, emergency services, banking and
farming, to name but a few sectors; however, on the
other side of the house are union hacks, career
electorate officers, research officers and workplace
organisers. Labor members cannot manage money,
cannot spell ‘business’ and do not support jobs.

Mr HODGETT — Keep taking notes, Frank. Shut
up and keep taking notes.

I am going to use the balance of my time to explain
how a grants program works.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HODGETT — I will talk slowly, because I
know the member for Melton is taking notes and the
member for Broadmeadows cannot listen fast. As
Minister for Manufacturing and Minister for Ports, I
oversee grant programs which provide funding
allocations to a large number of businesses,
organisations and community groups. These grants are
about benefiting communities and supporting and
growing companies to encourage growth and
create — —
Mr McGuire interjected.
Mr HODGETT — I am going to come to the
Melbourne’s North Innovation and Investment Fund
(MNIIF), in which the member for Broadmeadows will
be very interested. I might need an extension of time to
go through a long list of examples of how this
government is supporting Melbourne’s north.
The grants are about benefiting communities and
supporting and growing companies to grow and create
jobs. A clear process is in place which ensures the
transparency and legitimacy of all grant applications. I
oversee several specific grant programs, and I will
speak about them in more detail.

Mr McGuire interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Mr HODGETT — This program supports
Victorian manufacturers to transform their operations
by adopting technologies and improving productivity
and competitiveness to strengthen capability and
encourage wider and ongoing innovation. The grants
are for $250 000 — three-for-one funding — and are
always oversubscribed. The program really works, with
approved grants totalling $13 million to 76 businesses.
The four rounds have a combined investment of
$62 million, resulting in the creation of 440 jobs and a
further 592 transitioning to higher value roles.
Let me explain the process, Acting Speaker, because it
is important that I go through this process in detail to
demonstrate what occurs in a typical grants process, in
this case the Investing in Manufacturing Technology
grants process. Companies submit an expression of
interest online for a grant. Expressions of interest are
assessed by the independent manufacturing capability
unit within the Department of State Development,
Business and Innovation. Companies are then
short-listed and invited to apply formally. They are
usually given three to four weeks to apply. The
manufacturing capability unit assesses and scores the
companies against Investing in Manufacturing
Technology program key selection criteria, financial
risk assessments of short-listed companies are
undertaken and short-listed companies are assessed by a
formal assessment committee made up of senior
departmental staff. Then the names of the
recommended companies are sent to the investment
committee within the department for approval, a
ministerial brief is sent with a recommendation and,
once approved, letters of offer are signed and sent out
within 30 days for the companies to accept. It is a fair,
open, transparent, robust, considered assessment
process.
I will name a few successful applicants in a typical
funding round of the program. The member for
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Mordialloc champions Corvina Foods, which received
a grant of $250 000 for the purchase and installation of
a high-inclusion-rate chocolate depositor,
chocolate-coating equipment and high-speed wrapping
machinery for its facility in Cheltenham. This is a great
example of helping a business to grow, invest and
employ people.
Decor Engineering in Seaford also received a grant of
$250 000 to introduce environmentally friendly chrome
replacement finishing parts. Australian Consolidated
Milk has been a recipient, as has A & J Australia. All of
these companies have gone through a fair, transparent,
robust and considered assessment process.
I will speak briefly about the Geelong Region
Innovation Investment Fund (GRIIF) and the
Melbourne’s North Innovation and Investment Fund.
These funds go through a process, and I will explain it
to show how a typical grants process works. Applicants
must submit their GRIIF or MNIIF application on a
form which can be downloaded from the AusIndustry
government website. AusIndustry then assesses each
application in terms of its eligibility. If an application is
deemed ineligible, the applicant is notified and the
application will not progress any further in the
assessment process.
AusIndustry and the Victorian government’s
Department of State Development, Business and
Innovation jointly assess each application on its
strengths and weaknesses against defined project merit
criteria. AusIndustry then submits an assessment report
of all eligible applications to the independent GRIIF or
MNIIF advisory committee for the third stage
assessment. Then the advisory committee reviews the
AusIndustry assessment report and the eligible
applications and makes recommendations for funding
to the federal Minister for Industry and the Victorian
Minister for Manufacturing.
I am going through this process to show —
Ms Green — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
On a point of order — —
Mr HODGETT — exactly how a transparent
process works —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Mr HODGETT — an open, robust, transparent
process —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Minister! A point of order — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HODGETT — unlike what the opposition is
suggesting —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Minister!
Mr HODGETT — They should — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
On the point of order?
Ms Green — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
for a Minister of the Crown to have ignored the Chair’s
obvious point of order call — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
What is the member’s point of order?
I call the member for Eltham.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — Wow! What a
performance from the manufacturing minister. He has
clearly got the bureaucracy writing his speeches now.
Let me tell you, you did better when you wrote them
yourself. They were more interesting; that is for sure.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member will address his remarks through the
Chair.
Mr HERBERT — Through the Chair, that was a
really tedious speech; that is all I can say. What is it that
those opposite do not get? Seriously, what do they not
get? They seem to think this is a stunt and that it is all
about nothing. It is not; it goes to the heart of our
parliamentary democracy and its integrity, its practices
and the practices that support it. It is central to our
democracy to have faith in the integrity of public office.
It is central to the public’s faith that their taxpayer
dollars are spent for the good of the public and not for
the good of politicians or their mates and friends.
There is not a better time to have this speech in this
chamber with what we are seeing right around the
country. Federally we are seeing politicians being
absolutely lampooned as part of the Australian Water
Holdings scandal. In New South Wales we have seen a
Premier and a police minister stand down and a conga
line of Liberal politicians who are all caught up in the
New South Wales Independent Commission Against
Corruption investigation of their performance.
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Now here in Victoria — a state which once prided itself
on probity, accountability, openness and
transparency — we see the Premier engulfed in a
controversy over favours for mates, favours for his
party and favours for himself. That is what this debate
is about, and that is what those opposite do not seem to
understand. This is a scandal involving $1.5 million of
public funding going to an anti-union mate of the
Premier’s — a mate who owns a racehorse with the
Premier. It is a scandal which involves a key guest, a
drawcard at a local but lucrative Liberal Party
fundraiser, and favours for them. That is what this is
about. It is a scandal in which we have seen constantly
changing answers and constant evasion on the part of
the Premier about what happened. He has been
constantly changing his story. He has made constant
changes in public explanations which are contradicted
by the facts. That is what this motion is about.
Politics is about perception, and public faith is about
perception too. If there is a perception that a politician
is not straight, then of course members of the public
think all politicians are bent, and that is what is
happening in this state because of the Premier’s actions.
This is not about a racehorse. Presumably the Premier
paid his share of an auction price or had an independent
evaluation of his share. Presumably he paid for his
share of the horse, and good luck to him. I will refer to
what the Attorney-General talked — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member, without assistance.
Mr HERBERT — I want to refer to what the
Attorney-General talked about earlier. He asked how
the Premier would know who the other owners of the
horse were.
An honourable member — Rubbish!
Mr HERBERT — Let me tell members that when
you own a racehorse, here is the form: it has ‘owner 1’,
‘owner 2’, ‘owner 3’, all the details of the ownership of
that horse, on it.
Ms Green interjected.
Mr HERBERT — I do, absolutely.
Before you put your signature under your ownership
number, whether you are owner 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9
or 10, as is this case with this syndicate, directly above
it there is a statement that says that in the declaration
that you must sign you confirm that you know a range
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of things before you sign it. One of those is that you
acknowledge that:
… the names on this form fully disclose the full, complete
and accurate ownership of the horse.

The Premier had to have signed that document and had
to have read that condition when he bought the horse. It
is that simple. Government members should have a
look at the website and download the forms. So much
for the absolute rubbish uttered by the
Attorney-General earlier!
There is nothing wrong with owning a racehorse. I am
in the process of getting a share of a racehorse, which is
called Senatus. I would be delighted if it actually made
some money. When you own a share of a racehorse,
particularly if you are the Minister for Racing, it
requires a bit of probity with regard to the other owners
of that horse. Let us be clear: when you have a small
syndicate you go and see the horse together, you go and
see it train, you go out and talk to the trainers, you have
a look at the horse, you talk about tactics, you become
friends — you bond. It is part of the joys of being the
owner of a horse. For the Premier to say he does not
know this person is absolute bunkum.
Let us have a look at the issue of Midfield Meat. That is
what I am coming to now. One of the owners of the
Premier’s horse is Colin McKenna. According to the
Premier, with whom Colin McKenna has owned this
horse for four or five years, Colin McKenna could not
be considered a mate; he is a professional acquaintance.
According to a government spokesperson they were not
mates — a matter which has been reported in the
media. In fact he said the two had crossed paths at a
number of official functions. Wow, they crossed paths!
That leads me to ask the question, ‘How accurate is that
statement?’. It would be a complete surprise to me that
the view of his being an acquaintance, which has
involved paths crossing, could exist. It is not tenable.
On 4 October 2006, when I was on the government
benches, I raised the issue of the practices of Midfield
Meat in this chamber. The issues I raised related to the
death of a young apprentice and the alleged rorting of
traineeships. At the time Midfield Meat was churning
through 100 of its 500 staff members as trainees. None
of these trainees ever got jobs at the end of it. It was a
churn operation to reduce labour costs.
The other issue I raised was that despite the high
unemployment rate of meatworkers in Warrnambool,
another 100 of Midfield Meat’s 500 employees were
Chinese meatworkers brought to Australia under
457 visas. In total, these employment practices involved
200 of Midfield Meat’s workers. The Premier claims he
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has only run into this bloke at a couple of official
functions. I remember the Premier — the member for
South-West Coast, as he was then — very clearly
across the chamber when I was making my speech. Let
me tell you that he was absolutely passionate and
carrying on so much about it. He was so animated in
outrage that his mates at Midfield Meat had been
criticised that he was threatened with suspension by the
Speaker. If members want to look that up, it is at
page 3626 of Hansard of 4 October 2006.
A few years later, on 2 June 2009, the member for
South-West Coast once again jumped to the defence of
Midfield Meat with a passionate defence. He attacked
both me and Kim Carr, a federal senator for Victoria,
because we dared criticise Midfield Meat about its
employment practices. The member for South-West
Coast did not mention the company’s use of 457 visas
or that Midfield Meat has its own skills-based
Australian-registered training organisation, which has
an address at the same post office box as its meatworks.
Ms Stacey McKenna, the CEO, who is the daughter of
Mr Colin McKenna, delivers training which received
subsidies of between $7.50 and $9 per hour, and
churning, churning, churning through traineeships.
None of that was mentioned. The member for
South-West Coast did not mention anything about
Midfield Meat’s use of so-called 417 ‘backpackers
visas’ and churning the workers through their two-year
cycles around different meat plants. None of that was
mentioned.
The point is this: the Premier knows Colin McKenna.
Of course he has a relationship with Midfield Meat, and
he has had it year after year after year. Clearly the
Premier’s protestations that this was not about a mate
are not factual. Clearly the Premier was in there giving
$1.5 million to an incredibly profitable company from
which Colin McKenna gave himself a share dividend of
$1 million. They are making record profits. They are
not employing many people in the local community full
time, unlike what the member for Swan Hill said
earlier. They are employing a lot of people on visas and
a lot of trainees.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Outer Suburban/Interface Services and
Development Committee: growing the suburbs
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I rise to
comment on the report of the Outer Suburban/Interface
Services and Development Committee’s inquiry
entitled Growing the Suburbs — Infrastructure and
Business Development in Outer Suburban Melbourne,
which was tabled in June 2013. It is particularly
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pertinent that I make my comments on this report the
day after the state budget because the focus in the
budget is on infrastructure development.
Before I get to the substance of my remarks, I wish to
note the strong work done by all committee members,
and in particular the members for Narre Warren South
and Keilor. They bring to their roles in Parliament and
on the committee a very keen appreciation of the needs
of outer suburban communities — communities on the
fringe of Melbourne. The three of us have had many
lengthy discussions about the great communities in
outer Melbourne and the service and infrastructure
needs that these communities are still waiting for to
make life easier for new families. Noting that, I wish to
make some comments on the report and on how it
describes the interface councils. These councils have
been very strong advocates and significant contributors
to the work of this committee in the development of its
report.
What is particularly remarkable is the interface councils
estimate that the infrastructure gap between them and
the non-interface councils is an extraordinarily
disturbing $9.8 billion. If you have a look at those
figures and how they are described in the report — the
particular and the specific infrastructure and service
needs — the gap is growing. It is not about having
nirvana or paradise in the outer suburbs, it is about
fulfilling the basic needs of what makes great
communities even better and what makes families even
stronger — enjoying the time they have living in those
communities, getting good access to work and public
transport, having good access to education and the
whole gamut from birth to adult life and jobs.
We cannot afford to continue to assume, and the report
interrogates this aspect, that Melbourne’s CBD should
continue to be the only viable provider of employment
for the overwhelming majority of residents living on
Melbourne’s outskirts. There are well-articulated
challenges that go to the heart of the fact that many
families in outer Melbourne are fighting congestion on
a daily basis. There is congestion on our roads and they
are fighting to get to a train station, if there is one
nearby. They are fighting to get to local bus services
that connect them to work or school, if indeed they
have any. There are still many communities, newer
communities, that are growing — Wollert is one of
those; it will be in the Mill Park electorate
post-election — where there are no buses whatsoever.
Fighting to get to work often leaves family members
thoroughly exhausted before they even start the
working day, let alone being able to get back home in
the evening. In the many street meetings I have had in
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my electorate, I have heard mums and dads say that it
takes them 2 hours to get home from work because they
work either in the city or on the other side of the city.
They barely have the opportunity to sit down and share
a meal and chat with their young kids, let alone have
the opportunity to read them a bedtime story before it is
time for them to go to sleep.
That is not quality living. It is not what families sign up
for when they move to those communities and want to
live there. They want time with their families. We need
a government that is able to respond to the many
recommendations in this report to ensure that those
basic infrastructure services, the basic building blocks
of what makes great communities even better, that
restore family life to those communities, if you like, are
fundamental. I think we have missed that. We have
missed those opportunities in the last few years, and I
hope that when it comes to this election, people will
have a real choice.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
financial and performance outcomes 2012–13
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to rise
to make some comments about the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee report on the 2012–13 financial
and performance outcomes, which I had the privilege of
tabling in the house this morning. The report relates to
the public accounts function of the committee. As I
have said in the house before, the committee has a
number of functions, but this is the public accounts
function. The report effectively completes the inquiry
for the 2012–13 year in that regard. The first report was
tabled in March — that was the Review of the
Performance Measurement and Reporting System — so
it is a two-pronged attack, and this volume completes
that process.
I recognise the contributions of all my colleagues on the
committee: from this house the members for Forest
Hill, Lyndhurst and Preston and the newly appointed
member of the committee, the member for Brunswick;
and from the other place Mr David O’Brien, a member
for Western Victoria Region, and Mr Ondarchie, a
member for Northern Metropolitan Region. All
members had significant input into this report, as did
the committee secretariat staff. It is a bipartisan
committee, as are all joint investigative committees,
and this is a bipartisan report. We are about to engage
in the forward estimates process, so whether we are
even talking to each other in a couple of weeks time, let
alone producing bipartisan reports, remains to be seen,
but this report is a bipartisan report.
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The report addresses all three sectors of government:
the general government sector, the public non-financial
sector and the public financial sector. Indeed, as the
report indicates, despite some significant economic
challenges 2012–13 turned out to be a pretty good year
overall for the finances of the state of Victoria. Gross
state product came in better than anticipated. In terms
of employment outcomes, they were better than
anticipated in the budget. Inflation was lower than
anticipated. The government delivered a surplus of
$316.4 million, and that exceeded expectations by
$161.5 million. In other words, it was almost double the
forecast surplus, which under the circumstances was a
very creditable performance.
The government has made a series of improvements in
terms of the way reports are presented, both in terms of
the precision of the data that is contained in them and in
the presentation. There have been considerable
improvements over the term since November 2010, and
this report makes some suggestions which will build on
that and improve the process even further.
A significant feature of the year was the investment of
some $5.9 billion in infrastructure. This year the
investment is significantly larger than that, but at that
time it was a very significant figure. We have included
a couple of chapters about asset investments. The first
addresses the provision of assets in the general
government sector, the timeliness of the provision, the
efficiency of the provision, achievements relative to
cost targets and so on, and the second chapter looks at
the reporting provisions around those asset provision
projects. The report has some 84 findings and makes
10 recommendations across a range of subjects, overall
financial outcomes, revenue, borrowings and other
liabilities, output expenditure and service delivery, asset
investment — as I previously identified — and some
other commentary about early government responses.
I will highlight for the benefit of the house three
specific recommendations relating to asset reporting
practices. The first is that the Department of Treasury
and Finance (DTF) formulate minimum external
reporting standards so that we have consistent reporting
standards across the public sector. Those standards
would include key milestones, and we have identified
what we would consider to be the key milestones. The
second recommendation in this regard is that the
framework for standardised asset reporting be
separately tailored to address the specific issues of
public-private partnerships. They are a slightly different
beast, and we believe they need to be addressed.
Finally, where responsibility for the development of a
project is spread across several agencies, then the
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committee is keen for DTF to nominate a lead agency
so that we get reporting of the whole project rather than
the bits. It is a worthwhile report, and I commend it to
the house.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2013–14 (part 1)
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise on the coat-tails
of the chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) to speak briefly on an earlier report
on the 2013–14 budget, that being part 1, which was
tabled in June 2013. It is a fine report produced by a
fine committee. As it is a bit of an ongoing theme in
these reports, I would like to focus on chapter 8, which
deals with the Department of Premier and Cabinet
hearings and particularly those areas dealing with the
arts portfolio dealt with in chapter 8.6 of that report. I
will focus very briefly on the VicArts Grants program,
to give it its proper title, which the committee’s report
and last year’s hearings touched on as well.
I raise this matter because there has been a degree of
concern in the arts and creative communities in recent
times about how the VicArts program has been applied
in practice. Indeed there has been some speculation and
allegations have been made in a number of industry
journals that what we might call the Brandis disease of
the federal Liberal Party seeking to interfere with the
decision making and peer review process of the
Australia Council might well be appearing at the
Victorian level. According to ArtsHub there have been
suggestions that a number of grants programs of
organisations and festivals getting through the peer
review process got to the level of support at the peer
review process only to be mysteriously deleted post the
peer review going into the department and the
minister’s office and the announcements coming out
the other end.
This is quite a serious allegation. It undermines the peer
review process, which has been in place for a number
of years and for very good reason: the limited funding
that exists in the arts and creative communities is more
limited than it was a few years ago — following the
savage cuts by the Baillieu and Napthine governments
this area — and needs to be allocated in the most
appropriate way. The serious and specific allegations
that are floating around on ArtsHub and within the
industry about the way either the department or the
minister’s office has knocked off recommendations
from independent panels need to be answered.
In regard to how PAEC would wish to deal with this,
based on the report and the looming PAEC processes
coming up, these are quite important issues that PAEC
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might wish to consider in the subsequent channels of
reports that it produces on this year’s budget. While we
see in this budget a mad rush for the November
election, we also see an attempt to plug some of the
funding gaps that have been created in the area of arts
and cultural organisations — and there are plenty. Nine
organisations had the misfortune of thinking they were
going to be looked after by this government as lead
organisations in the cultural and creative fields; they
thought their promise of six years of budget certainty
secured their position. Only two years into that these
same organisations now find the indexation
arrangements and the real investment in their
organisations are going backwards.
Fine organisations like the Malthouse Theatre,
Multicultural Arts Victoria, Regional Arts Victoria and
a range of others that have the benefit of having the lead
organisation status created by this government now find
there is a real threat that they will be funded less as lead
organisations than they would have been funded as
triennially funded organisations. That goes to the nub of
some of the problems, as chapter 8.6.3 details in regard
to the VicArts program. Essentially that program
guarantees a logjam in 2016 as developed organisations
A and B, for the sake of the debate, come through with
the expectation that they will either continue to be
funded or be able to stand on their own two feet. This
budget and this government’s actions over the last three
and a half years have created confusion and a dog’s
breakfast in the arts and creative communities.

Rural and Regional Committee: capacity of
farming sector to attract and retain young
farmers and respond to an ageing workforce
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I wish to speak on the
Rural and Regional Committee’s report on its inquiry
into the capacity of the farming sector to attract and
retain young farmers and respond to an ageing
workforce. The committee set about addressing
concerns about the number of students that were
studying agricultural science at university and also
concerns that younger generations were not being
attracted to work in agriculture. The committee found
there were seven jobs for every graduate leaving
university in varied fields of agriculture itself, banking,
management, agronomy, nutrition and many more areas
not traditionally related to farming. Since the release of
the report enrolments have risen, particularly in the
university sector. Melbourne University noted that in
2013 its enrolments had risen by 80 per cent, and in
2014 they had risen by 30 per cent.
Also the Education and Training Committee, of which I
am a member, conducted a complementary inquiry at

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Wednesday, 7 May 2014

ASSEMBLY

the same time into education and training in Victoria.
Those two reports contained a number of observations
in common, because not only is agriculture studied at a
tertiary level but also there is exposure to agriculture in
secondary education, which is also important. The
things the two committees observed in common include
the fact that industry needs to talk itself up. I know
primary industry is tough, and in agriculture we have
droughts, floods, commodity prices, pest diseases and
plenty more, and we hear a lot about that. But there are
also successes in the agricultural industry. In my
electorate the successes have occurred in exports. At
present almonds are in great demand in the world.
There are two significant almond producers in the
electorate, Olam and Select Harvests, and a number of
smaller producers that work well together. Olam was
present at the Regional Victoria Living Expo. Such was
its interest in regional Victoria that it came along to the
expo. Jobs are also related to these expansions.
Table grapes are in demand in Asia, and particularly in
China. As we have gained access to China, there have
been a number of successes. Similarly the citrus
industry has been a long-term exporting industry in my
electorate. Again, access to China is opening up. In fact
from having a few hundred or so containers of citrus
product going into China last year, the Mildura Fruit
Company alone has orders for 700 40-foot containers
this year. Such has been the growth of that industry that
the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security will visit
Mildura shortly, and we will talk to the fruit company
so the minister will become fully aware of those
successes.
There are successful operators and farmers who are
using innovative business models, which include
getting to know their markets very well. The different
models that are available out there and are developed
by our younger farmers rely on high skills. They use
different equity models, from share farming to purchase
plans, and they also use partnerships. So young people
are doing well. An example of this is the table grape
growers in Robinvale. They have a young table grape
growers group. These are younger farmers who are
both meeting socially and working collaboratively
together to maintain the table grape industry. Well done
to them for that initiative.
The two similar reports are part of this government
looking forward to the future through initiatives like
Food to Asia and the ambitious target set by the
Minister for Agriculture and Food Security to double
our food production. We can do that. Victoria will
benefit enormously from that. Victoria is a major
exporter of food, and value-adding to food also
involves jobs. This will be achieved only if we have our

1441

best and brightest people involved. Government needs
to play its role. In my electorate we have worked on
transport infrastructure and on energy for processing —
natural gas — and on the federal government investing
considerably in irrigation infrastructure. This is all
being delivered to Mildura. We want young people to
be interested in and think positively about agriculture
because agriculture is a significant part of the Victorian
economy that will continue to grow as we address the
opportunities in Asia.

Outer Suburban/Interface Services and
Development Committee: growing the suburbs
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise to speak on a
report by the Outer Suburban/Interface Services and
Development Committee, of which I was a member in
the previous Parliament. I have a great deal of respect
for the work undertaken by this committee. The
particular inquiry that I am referring to produced a
report entitled Inquiry on Growing the Suburbs —
Infrastructure and Business Development in Outer
Suburban Melbourne. I refer to appendix D of that
report, which is the minority report by the members for
Narre Warren South and Keilor. I thank them for the
respectful way in which they listened to communities in
my electorate, particularly in the municipalities of
Whittlesea, Nillumbik and Mitchell. The minority
report raised concerns about the way in which the
committee conducted its business, and consequentially
the way in which the report was compiled, completed
and adopted.
The minority report draws attention to the lateness of
the report, which was originally due on 13 December
2012. The minority on the committee felt that the report
was hastily assembled to meet the deadlines created by
the government’s decision to axe the committee. That
shows how much the government is concerned about
the outer suburbs: it axed the committee. While the
minority argues that the report has significant and
informative recommendations — especially those
pertaining to transport infrastructure, the increased
frequency of bus services and a number of other
recommendations — it also had concerns about the
intermittent and irregular attendance by government
members at deliberative meetings, the failure of
government to secure a quorum at a number of
meetings, the scheduling of meetings with short notice
and the fact that government members were effectively
uninformed about the contents of the report.
This is an absolute disgrace. The chair, Mrs Kronberg,
a member for Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other
place, and the other two members listed at the front of
this report, Mr Ondarchie, a member for Northern
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Metropolitan Region, and the member for Seymour,
represent the City of Whittlesea and all or parts of the
shires of Mitchell and Nillumbik. They cannot say they
did not know. Or maybe they did not read the material.
They should have listened to the submissions that were
made. Evidence was taken by the inquiry that said that
71 per cent of people living in those municipalities
travelled to work by road. They are hugely
disadvantaged and have no transport options. These
three government members not only did not undertake
their duties effectively according to the minority report,
they have also now not advocated effectively to get any
of these concerns funded in the budget.
I draw attention to the ludicrous appearance by
Mr Ondarchie at the side of Plenty Road only two short
weeks ago, smiling and in a suit, with Mr Samli Ozturk,
the former Liberal candidate for Broadmeadows, now
the Liberal candidate for Yan Yean, and the Treasurer
of this state, who found his way from leafy Malvern all
the way to Mernda. They were there not to announce a
duplication of Plenty Road, not the widening of Plenty
Road, not traffic lights for Plenty Road and Bridge Inn
Road, not the widening or duplication of Bridge Inn
Road and not to address the huge concerns of Yan
Yean Road, that also needs duplication and relief from
congestion to save lives. Only a month ago a local
woman lost her life on this road. Every day, including
yesterday, there is another accident on this road. Those
three flannel-clad fools stood on the side of Plenty
Road on a Saturday afternoon and announced
300 metres of asphalt resurfacing. The government
members of this committee should hang their heads in
shame and should not set foot in the municipalities of
Mitchell, Whittlesea or Nillumbik. Actually they should
set foot there and explain why their government has
failed to deliver on what they absolutely know has been
an abandonment of these municipalities in relation to
roads and public transport. They knew it when they
produced this report, and this budget has done nothing
to relieve congestion or support these communities.

Family and Community Development
Committee: Betrayal of Trust
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
report of the Family and Community Development
Committee arising from the inquiry into the handling of
child abuse by religious and other non-government
organisations, which is entitled Betrayal of Trust. I find
the name of this distressing report very apt because that
is the topic dealt with in it. When the trust that we put in
people and organisations is betrayed, it is extremely
difficult for victims and the people around them, their
support networks. Often people in those support
networks do not find out for some time because many
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of the victims of child abuse that this report talks about
do not talk about it for some years. A table in the report
refers to some of the victims that came forward being
victimised in the 1930s and 1940s. It is very difficult
for all those people involved.
While reading the report and thinking about this topic I
was reminded of a YouTube video of the Chief of
Army, Lieutenant-General David Morrison, AO, in
which he says, ‘The standard you walk past is the
standard you accept’. Although the subject of the video
does not pertain to child abuse, I thought it was
pertinent to this report and the topics in and around it. It
is a very good quote from a very good YouTube video.
I was also reminded of an advertisement about bullying
that I occasionally see in the limited time I get to watch
television. It came out of a partnership between the
Alannah and Madeline Foundation and the National
Australia Bank. The slogan for the advertising
campaign is ‘Find a voice for someone who can’t find
theirs’. A visit to the website reveals that the message is
pretty much ‘Say something’. The advertisement shows
a young girl who watches as a young boy is being
bullied.
I raise the two videos because of some of the
recommendations in the report. But before I go too far
into the recommendations of the committee, I want to
commend its members — the chair, Georgie Crozier, a
member for Southern Metropolitan Region in the
Council; the members for Broadmeadows and
Thomastown; Andrea Coote, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the Council; David O’Brien, a
member for Western Victoria Region in the Council;
and the member for Ferntree Gully — on the report.
I do not have a lot of time to talk about the report so I
will concentrate on chapter 23. Section 23.6, at
page 496 in volume 2, says that people should have to
report a serious crime. In this section the committee
talks about legislation that was drafted in Ireland and
says:
This act provides some useful guidance for reform of
Victorian law. The relevant section of the Irish legislation is
set out in box 23.1.

That section of the Irish legislation states:
2. (1) Subject to this section, a person shall be guilty of an
offence if —
(a) he or she knows or believes that an offence, that is a
Schedule 1 offence, has been committed by another
person against a child, and
(b) he or she has information which he or she knows or
believes might be of material assistance in securing the
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apprehension, prosecution or conviction of that other
person for that offence,
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Human rights issues
Right to be presumed innocent (section 25)

And fails without reasonable excuse to disclose that
information as soon as it is practicable to do so to a
member of the Garda Siochana …

I agree with that recommendation in the report. Again, I
commend the committee on its work, and thank the
former Premier, the member for Hawthorn, for having
the guts to set up this inquiry in the first place.

WATER AMENDMENT (FLOOD
MITIGATION) BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Water
Amendment (Flood Mitigation) Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Water Amendment (Flood Mitigation) Bill
2014 as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible
with the human rights set out in the charter act. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The bill amends the Water Act 1989 to provide for a
legislative scheme to authorise the maintenance of flood
mitigation works (or levees) on specified Crown land. The
bill provides authorisation by the issue of a permit for access
and maintenance, which may be subject to conditions. The
Crown land to which the scheme applies is land, not being a
natural catchment area or a reference area, which is:

Exception if performing a function under an act
Clause 9 of the bill inserts a new subsection 21AA(2) and (3)
into the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 that provides an
exception to the offence in proposed 21AA(1) of
constructing, removing, altering or carrying out maintenance
on a levee. The exception under proposed subsection
21AA(2) applies if the person does these activities in the
performance of a function under the Crown Land (Reserves)
Act 1978, regulations made under that act or under any other
act or related regulations.
This exception will in practice apply to water authorities and
catchment management authorities. On the face of the
provision it could potentially also apply to a committee of
management under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978
with flood management responsibilities. While a committee
of management under the latter act can be a body corporate or
a group of individuals, in practice a committee of
management made up of individuals does not have and will
not be given responsibilities for flood management activities
under legislation. The levee maintenance permit will be the
sole mechanism to authorise individuals to carry out such
activities. On this basis proposed section 21AA(2) does not
apply to individuals and so does not engage the charter.
This similarly applies to the same exceptions provided in the
identical offence provision inserted in the Forests Act 1958,
Land Act 1958, National Parks Act 1975 and Wildlife Act
1975 by clauses 10, 11, 13 and 14 respectively.
Exception if acting under a levee maintenance permit

The bill also amends the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978,
the Forests Act 1958, the Land Act 1958, the National Parks
Act 1975 and the Wildlife Act 1975 to insert offences relating
to the unauthorised construction, removal, alteration or
maintenance of a levee.

Proposed section 21AA(3) of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act
1978, proposed section 96F(3) of the Forests Act 1958,
proposed section 190A(3) of the Land Act 1958, proposed
section 44B(3) of the National Parks Act 1975 and proposed
section 21AAA(3) of the Wildlife Act 1975 being inserted by
the bill, each provide an exception to the offence of carrying
out maintenance on a levee if the person carries out the
maintenance in accordance with a levee maintenance permit.
In each instance the exception engages section 72 of the
Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to require an accused to present
or point to evidence to suggest a reasonable possibility of the
existence of facts that, if they existed, would establish that he
or she were acting under and in accordance with a levee
maintenance permit. The right to be presumed innocent under
section 25(1) of the charter is relevant because the provisions
place the evidential burden on an accused to raise evidence of
the exception. Placing the evidential burden on the accused in
these instances is considered reasonable because the accused
is best placed to point to the reasons for their conduct and that
it falls within the exception. However, this does not transfer
the legal burden of proof, because once the accused has
adduced or pointed to some evidence in support of the
exception, the burden is on the prosecution to prove beyond
reasonable doubt that the exception is not satisfied. Further
the prosecution must prove beyond reasonable doubt all the
elements of the offence. Consequently these provisions do not
limit the right to the presumption of innocence.

The bill also amends the Conservation, Forests and Lands Act
1987 to enable certain additional functions created by the bill
to be delegated to Parks Victoria or its employees.

This equally applies to the exception inserted respectively by
clauses 5, 6, 10, 12 and 15 of the bill of acting under or in
accordance with a levee maintenance permit in relation to

land reserved under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act
1978;
reserved forest within the meaning of the Forests Act
1958;
unreserved Crown land under the Land Act 1958;
land in the several specified schedules to the National
Parks Act 1975 other than the specified areas as set out
in the bill (wilderness zones, remote and natural areas
and designated water supply catchment areas); and
any state wildlife reserve or nature reserve within the
meaning of the Wildlife Act 1975.
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certain existing offences. Specifically they are the offence
under section 208(1) of the Water Act 1989 that prohibits the
undertaking or erection of unauthorised works or structures
on a floodway or between a building line and a designated
waterway, land or works; the offence under section 218(11)
and (12) of the Water Act that relates to unauthorised
obstruction or interference with a drainage course; offences
under section 96(h), (j) and (o) of the Forests Act 1958 of
cutting, digging or being in possession of forest produce
without a licence or being authorised; the offence under
section 21(1) of the Wildlife Act 1975 of removing sand, soil
or other material from, or of depositing material in, a state
wildlife reserve or nature reserve; and the offence under
section 191 of the Land Act 1958 of depositing rubbish on
Crown land.
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regard to streamlining access to levees for the purpose of
conducting works. In response the government stated that:
… where a levee is not going to be maintained by a
public authority and is sited on public land, local
beneficiaries should be entitled to enter the land to
maintain the levee. If this is not possible under existing
legislation and governance process, DEPI (Department
of Environment and Primary Industries) will investigate
the most appropriate way for maintenance to occur
safely and to have regard for the conservation or
preservation of certain historic, Indigenous and natural
values for the different types of Crown land.
Consideration will be given to the need for such work to
be undertaken in consultation with the land manager and
the appropriate degree of regulation.

Right to property (section 20)
Proposed part 5AA of the Water Act 1989 being inserted by
the bill engages section 20 of the charter on the basis that a
levee maintenance permit can be issued in respect of a levee
that is located on or adjacent to Crown land that is leased to
an individual. However, the right is not limited because the
proposed provisions require the consent of the lessee of the
land on which the levee is located or over which access is
required. As such, no arbitrary interference with the lessee’s
rights will be possible under new part 5AA.
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.
The Hon. Peter Walsh, MP
Minister for Water

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
The Water Amendment (Flood Mitigation) Bill 2014 will
improve the management of existing levees on Crown land to
help regional Victorians protect themselves against the risk of
floods.
Between September 2010 and February 2011 Victoria
received record rainfall. In total, the flood events that
occurred in that time affected a total of 172 towns and
localities. Of these, 24 were affected more than once, some
many times. Damage was estimated to be $1.3 billion.
In 2011 the Legislative Assembly of Victoria charged the
Environment and Natural Resources Committee (ENRC) of
Parliament with inquiring into matters relating to flood
mitigation infrastructure. The committee’s report was
published in August 2012 and included 40 recommendations
for improving the management and maintenance of that
infrastructure.
The response to the ENRC report was tabled in Parliament on
17 October 2013. This government fully supported or
supported in principle all of the recommendations set out in
the ENRC report. These included recommendation 4.6 in

This bill gives effect to this part of the government’s
response. Specifically, the bill will enable the minister
responsible for the Water Act 1989, following referral of an
application by the minister to the relevant statutory Crown
land manager, to issue permits to authorise a person to access
certain types of Crown land to carry out maintenance on
levees that are not maintained by a public body.
As a consequence, this bill will enable a person, who
considers that they will benefit from maintaining a levee on
Crown land to minimise damage caused by flooding, to
obtain a permit to do so.
The permit will only allow for the maintenance of existing
levees. It will not authorise existing levees to be lengthened or
made higher or wider, nor allow for the construction of new
levees on Crown land.
The issuing of a permit is at the discretion of the minister.
This will ensure that where a levee on Crown land is already
being maintained by, for example, local government, a water
corporation or a statutory Crown land manager, the
application for a permit can be refused.
The bill will ensure that levee maintenance activities do not
have a detrimental effect on Crown land values by enabling
the Crown land manager to require reasonable conditions be
imposed on the levee maintenance permit to protect those
values. This is in addition to the continued operation of
existing environmental regulations, such as the Flora and
Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 and the Wildlife Act 1975.
Cultural and Aboriginal values will also continue to be
protected by the application of the relevant legislation.
To achieve a more streamlined application process, as
recommended by ENRC, a holder of a levee maintenance
permit will not need to obtain other authorisations usually
required under various Crown land acts to enter land to carry
out maintenance works.
It is anticipated that the minister’s power to issue or revoke a
permit or to vary a condition of the permit will be delegated to
an authority with functions under part 10 of the Water Act.
These authorities have detailed knowledge and experience of
waterway and flood plain management, and can provide a
single point of contact for applicants in the administration of
permit applications on all types of Crown land.
The minister will be able to vary the conditions of the permit
on his or her own initiative (which may arise from a request
of the Crown land manager) or at the request of the
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permit-holder. This could occur, for example, in response to
unforeseen circumstances.
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technical amendments to clarify the operation of the
primary production land exemption and trust provisions,
and allow the SRO to use certain valuations returned for
the fire services property levy to assess land tax;

The Crown land manager will be responsible for enforcing
compliance with a permit and compliance with activities
authorised by a levee maintenance permit.

Payroll Tax Act 2007 (Payroll Tax Act) to reduce the
rate of payroll tax on taxable wages;

In conclusion, the bill will improve the ability of regional
Victorians to protect themselves against flood risks. It will
improve the ability of rural Victorians to protect their farms
and to protect the production of food and fibre in Victoria.

Planning and Environment Act 1987 (Planning and
Environment Act) to introduce a metropolitan planning
levy;

The introduction of a streamlined permit scheme will also
reduce red tape related to obtaining approval to enter various
categories of Crown land to carry out maintenance on rural
levees. At the same time, the bill will ensure that any
maintenance is carried out with appropriate protection for the
relevant Crown land.

Road Safety Act 1986 (Road Safety Act) to increase the
base registration fee for light vehicles;
Taxation Administration Act 1997 (Taxation
Administration Act) to enable the SRO to disclose
information collected during the administration and
enforcement of its taxation laws to a number of
government agencies; and

I commend this bill to the house.

Taxation Administration Act to allow for the disclosure
of taxation information to other state and territory
revenue offices for the purposes of administering their
first home owner grant.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO
(Mill Park).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 21 May.

Human rights issues

BUILDING A BETTER VICTORIA (STATE
TAX AND OTHER LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT) BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Building a
Better Victoria (State Tax and Other Legislation Amendment)
Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Building a Better Victoria (State Tax and
Other Legislation Amendment) Bill 2014, as introduced to
the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with the human
rights protected by the charter act. I base my opinion on the
reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of this bill is to amend the:
Duties Act 2000 (Duties Act) to increase the rate of
motor vehicle duty and to abolish duty on life insurance
policies;
First Home Owner Grant Act 2000 (FHOG act) to
enable the SRO to disclose protected information to a
number of government agencies;
Land Tax Act 2005 (Land Tax Act) to align the
boundary currently used for the purposes of the primary
production land exemption with the urban growth
boundary, provide that a person is not required to lodge
a notice of acquisition where an electronic lodgement
network is used to process the land transfer, make minor

1.

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

This bill engages the following human rights protected under
the charter act:
Right to privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Clause 35 inserts a new section 96Y in the Planning and
Environment Act, which will permit the commissioner of
state revenue and persons engaged in the administration of the
metropolitan planning levy to disclose information obtained
in the administration of the metropolitan planning levy in
certain circumstances including with the consent of the person
to whom the information relates, in connection with the
administration of the act and in accordance with a
requirement imposed under another act. It will also permit the
disclosure of information to certain authorised recipients
including the Secretary of the Department of Treasury and
Finance, the Secretary to the Department of Transport,
Planning and Local Infrastructure, a responsible authority or
planning authority.
To the extent that clause 35 permits the disclosure of personal
information, such as the name and address of an applicant for
a planning permit, it may engage the right to privacy.
However, this clause does not limit the right to privacy
because disclosure in the circumstances is neither unlawful
nor arbitrary. In each instance, the relevant disclosures will be
expressly permitted by the Planning and Environment Act,
and are reasonable and necessary to administer the
metropolitan planning levy and protect the revenue.
Clause 12 amends section 50 of the FHOG act and clause 39
amends section 92 of the Taxation Administration Act to
allow persons involved in the administration of those laws, to
disclose information to Centrelink, the child support registrar
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and the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission (IBAC). These clauses also permit the
disclosure of information to certain persons involved in the
administration of the Foreign Acquisitions and Takeovers Act
1975 of the commonwealth, namely the commonwealth
Treasurer, Secretary of the Department of Treasury of the
commonwealth and members of the Foreign Investment
Review Board (FIRB).
Centrelink and the child support registrar form part of the
commonwealth Department of Human Services, and provide
Australians with access to social, health and other payments
and services. They work closely with other government
departments to protect the integrity of these payments
including the detection and prosecution of serious
non-compliance and fraud.
The FIRB considers applications by foreign persons to invest
in Australia and, along with the Secretary of the Department
of Treasury of the commonwealth, advises the federal
Treasurer on such applications. IBAC seeks to strengthen the
integrity of the Victorian public sector and enhance
community confidence in public sector accountability.
The purpose of these amendments is to enable the SRO to
provide information to these agencies to assist them with their
various compliance activities. It will allow the SRO to
disclose personal and business information to Centrelink and
the child support registrar to help those agencies manage
serious non-compliance and to advise entities involved in the
administration of the Foreign Acquisitions and Takeovers Act
1975 of the commonwealth when breaches of foreign
investment rules are identified. The amendments will also
allow the SRO to provide information to IBAC regarding
land-holdings and trust arrangements that may be relevant in
establishing whether a person has engaged in corrupt conduct,
such as deception that confers a benefit. Permitting disclosure
of information in these circumstances would support IBAC to
meet its public interest objectives of identifying, investigating
and exposing serious corrupt conduct.
To the extent that information disclosed is personal
information, the right to privacy may be relevant. Personal
information disclosed may include, for example, the name,
address and phone number of a taxpayer or recipient of the
FHOG. Disclosure in these circumstances will support the
core functions of the various government agencies and, as
such, is in the public interest. Furthermore, the agencies will
be subject to the strict secondary disclosure rules in the
Taxation Administration Act and FHOG act, which will limit
further disclosure of this information. Under these provisions,
it is an offence to disclose information obtained from the SRO
unless expressly authorised.
For these reasons, the disclosure of information to FIRB, the
commonwealth Treasurer, the Secretary of the Department of
Treasury of the commonwealth, Centrelink, child support
registrar and IBAC is not unlawful or arbitrary and does not
limit the right to privacy in the charter act.
Clause 39 also amends section 92 of the Taxation
Administration Act and facilitates the disclosure of
information obtained under a taxation law, such as the Land
Tax Act 2005, in connection with the First Home Owner
Grant Act of another state or territory. The disclosure is
intended to assist other jurisdictions with their compliance
activities and protect the revenue base. Again, any person
who obtains information under these provisions is governed
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by the secondary disclosure provisions in the Taxation
Administration Act. For these reasons, the disclosure of
information is not unlawful or arbitrary and does not limit the
right to privacy in the charter act.
Freedom of expression
Section 15(2) of the charter act gives a person the right to
freedom of expression, which includes the freedom to seek,
receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds, whether
within or outside of Victoria in a variety of forms.
Clause 35 inserts a new section 96X in the Planning and
Environment Act which prohibits the disclosure of
information obtained under, or in relation to, the
administration of the metropolitan planning levy, except
where expressly authorised.
To the extent that this clause prohibits a person from
disclosing information it may engage the right to freedom of
expression. However, it does not limit that right, as
section 15(3) of the charter act provides that the right to
freedom of expression may be subject to lawful restrictions
reasonably necessary to respect the rights and reputation of
other persons. The prohibition on disclosure is intended to
protect a person’s right to privacy in respect of personal
information that may be obtained by the SRO in the
administration of the metropolitan planning levy.
Accordingly, the right to freedom of expression is not limited
by the new section 96X in clause 35.
Clause 35 also inserts new sections 96S and 96W in the
Planning and Environment Act. Section 96S requires a person
who intends to make a planning permit application, before
making it, to provide certain information to the commissioner
of state revenue, and section 96W requires a responsible
authority to provide information relating to a planning permit
to the commissioner of state revenue. To the extent that
clause 35 requires a person to impart information it may limit
the right to freedom of expression.
The purpose of the limitation in sections 96S and 96W is to
ensure that the commissioner of state revenue has access to
the information required so that it can effectively administer,
collect and enforce the metropolitan planning levy.
In the case of section 96S and section 96W, the categories of
information required to be provided to the commissioner of
state revenue are expressly provided for in the bill. In each
instance, the information that must be provided is limited to
that required for the administration and enforcement of the
metropolitan planning levy.
Companies will be the most frequent levy payers because the
metropolitan planning levy only applies on the application for
a permit required for the development of land in metropolitan
Melbourne if the estimated cost of development exceeds
$1 million. Therefore the notice requirement under
section 96S will generally apply only to companies, which are
not encompassed by the charter act. Likewise, section 96W
requires the responsible authority to provide information to
the commissioner of state revenue. In most cases this will be
the relevant municipal council, who are not encompassed by
the charter.
Overall, this limitation is reasonable and necessary so that the
commissioner of state revenue can effectively administer the
metropolitan planning levy and protect the revenue by
ensuring that the right amount of levy is collected.
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approximately 39 000 Victorian businesses that employ over
1.6 million workers in Victoria.

Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act.
Hon. Michael O’Brien, MP
Treasurer

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
The Building a Better Victoria (State Tax and Other
Legislation Amendment) Bill 2014 makes amendments to the
Duties Act 2000 (Duties Act), Land Tax Act 2005 (Land Tax
Act), First Home Owner Grant Act 2000 (First Home Owner
Grant Act), Payroll Tax Act 2007 (Payroll Tax Act), Planning
and Environment Act 1987 (Planning and Environment Act),
Road Safety Act 1986 (Road Safety Act) and Taxation
Administration Act 1997 (Taxation Administration Act).
This bill includes important budget measures which continue
the coalition government’s prudent financial management.
Victoria continues to have the strongest state finances in
Australia. We have a AAA credit rating from both major
ratings agencies. And we are again the only jurisdiction in
Australia — state or federal — with a budget in surplus this
year, and every year across the forward estimates.
The 2014–15 budget contains some of the most significant
transport infrastructure investments in the state’s history.
However, in order to ensure that our state’s finances remain
strong and significant transport infrastructure is funded, this
bill introduces modest increases in light vehicle motor
registration fees and stamp duty on motor vehicles from
1 July 2014.
The motor vehicle duty payable on the purchase of all motor
vehicles will increase by 40 cents per $200 of the vehicle’s
dutiable value. Spreading the cost of this small increase across
the large number of car purchasers means only a small
individual financial cost to Victorian motorists. Importantly,
Victoria’s duty remains competitive compared to other states
and territories.
Vehicle registration fees will increase by $25 to $270
including indexation. It is noted that even with this modest
increase, Victoria’s registration renewal cost remains
competitive. It is still cheaper to register your car in Victoria
than in New South Wales or the Australian Capital Territory.
In introducing these changes, the government has been
careful to ensure that all existing motor vehicle duty and
registration exemptions and concessions continue to apply to
assist those Victorians facing particular cost of living
pressures.
Prudent economic management also means that the coalition
government is able to deliver payroll tax relief to support jobs
across Victoria.
As announced in the 2014–15 budget, the coalition
government will reduce the payroll tax rate from 4.9 per cent
to 4.85 per cent from 1 July 2014. This measure will benefit

With this reduction, Victoria confirms the second lowest
payroll tax rate in the country. For payrolls of between
$4.7 million and $26.7 million, Victoria has the lowest
effective payroll tax rate of any jurisdiction in Australia. This
demonstrates the coalition government’s commitment to
promoting a competitive business environment, reducing
costs and supporting new jobs for Victorians.
As announced in the 2014–15 budget, the government will
also abolish duty on life insurance policies. This is an
important measure on a number of fronts. Abolishing duty on
life insurance policies will provide an annual saving of
approximately $4 million per annum and will reduce the cost
of life insurance for Victorian consumers. Moreover,
abolishing this duty will result in efficiency and simplicity
benefits for the insurance industry overall. They will no
longer have to deal with duty on two different types of
insurance at two different rates. Instead, they benefit from the
reduced administration and compliance costs of dealing with
only one type of insurance duty — general insurance duty.
This bill amends the Planning and Environment Act to
introduce a new and moderate metropolitan planning levy
from 1 July 2015 to support funding for the Metropolitan
Planning Authority and implementation of Plan Melbourne.
As Melbourne is predicted to add 3 million people and grow
to a city of 7.5 million by 2050 it will face an array of
significant challenges. Government must offer sustainable
solutions to provide more homes, jobs and services to
accommodate the predicted growth. Plan Melbourne will
provide the framework for managing these challenges and
therefore it is critical that appropriate and timely investments
are made to successfully facilitate delivery of the strategy to
ensure government can capitalise on opportunities to
strengthen and benefit from vital economic activity,
productivity and competiveness.
In response to this, government created the Metropolitan
Planning Authority to drive the implementation of Plan
Melbourne and fast-track developments. The introduction of
the new metropolitan planning levy will fund the
Metropolitan Planning Authority and has the potential to fund
other significant programs including:
planning and development facilitation in state significant
sites such as national employment clusters, metropolitan
activity centres and urban renewal areas to open new
areas for growth;
preparation of a metropolitan-wide open-space strategy
to ensure the growing population has access to regional
parks with a range of activities.
The proposed levy is moderate in nature and does not
penalise home owners or small investors but provides a
sustainable way for the government to enable the delivery of
land and sustainable development in light of the
unprecedented growth anticipated for our state. A similar
approach has been successfully introduced in New South
Wales and Western Australia where the revenue contributes
to statewide planning funding.
The levy amount payable prior to applying for a planning
permit is $1.30 for every $1000 of the estimated cost of
development over $1 million. For example, the levy for a

BUILDING A BETTER VICTORIA (STATE TAX AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT) BILL 2014
1448

ASSEMBLY

development with an estimated cost of $1 million and $1 will
be $1300. The levy will not apply to development of
$1 million or less which accounts for 95 per cent of planning
permit applications on average per annum. The levy structure
will be adjusted by the consumer price index each subsequent
levy year starting from July 2016. The levy will be applicable
to 31 municipalities that make up metropolitan Melbourne
plus an extended section of Mitchell shire within the urban
growth boundary. The levy will be administered by the State
Revenue Office, under the authority of the Minister for
Planning.
The bill also contains a number of other measures to improve
the operation of various taxation and other laws administered
by the State Revenue Office. They will ensure these laws are
up to date and operate as intended and reflect this
government’s commitment to reducing red tape.
The bill makes several amendments to the Land Tax Act
which confirm this government’s commitment to maintaining
a clear and concise statute book and cost-effective taxation
administration.
Currently, three categories of primary production land qualify
for an exemption from land tax. The eligibility criteria
relating to each category are determined by the location of the
land, specifically whether it is in or outside greater Melbourne
and whether it is zoned urban. Land inside the greater
Melbourne boundary and within an urban zone must satisfy
the most stringent eligibility criteria to gain an exemption
from land tax. This is longstanding policy aimed at ensuring
that only land owned by a genuine primary producer in areas
suitable for urban development can benefit from an
exemption.
The definition of ‘greater Melbourne’ relies on an old
Melbourne board of works definition and refers to
administrative boundaries that are no longer in use, such as
old council boundaries. It is also inconsistent with the
boundaries used for other planning regimes and, over time,
has become somewhat confusing and difficult to apply. This
bill aligns the definition of ‘greater Melbourne’ with the more
recently introduced urban growth boundary, a more
appropriate way to define the greater Melbourne boundary for
the purposes of the primary production land exemptions.
The exemption will be grandfathered for landowners
currently subject to the less stringent eligibility criteria until
certain events occur, such as the sale or subdivision of the
land or the failure to satisfy the requirement to use the land
primarily for primary production.
Other amendments to the primary production land exemption
provisions are technical in nature and will address some
anomalies that have appeared in those provisions. There is no
revenue impact as the provisions are administered on the
basis of their intended operation.
Similarly, this bill makes amendments to the land tax trust
regime to ensure the law operates as intended, consistent with
the way the laws are currently administered by the State
Revenue Office, and will have no adverse financial impact on
Victorians but will provide clarity and certainty for taxpayers
and their advisers.
In readiness for the introduction of a national electronic
conveyancing system later this year, this government has
already made necessary legislative amendments to Victoria’s
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duties legislation. We were the first state to take these steps.
The national electronic conveyancing system is expected to
provide substantial cost and time efficiencies for both the
conveyancing industry and Victorians on the sale and
purchase of land. This bill now amends the Land Tax Act to
ensure that parties who use the electronic system to settle their
transfer of land will not have to separately lodge a hard copy
notice of acquisition as the relevant information will be
captured and provided electronically. This will provide
another red tape saving.
The final amendment to the Land Tax Act introduced by this
bill is another example of this government’s commitment to
streamlined taxation administration and cost efficiencies. It
will enable the commissioner of state revenue to use
valuations prepared for fire services property levy purposes in
respect of non-rateable land or land outside a council
municipality for land tax purposes. Land tax is assessed on
the total taxable value of all taxable land of an owner, which
is an amount equal to the site value of the land. Generally, site
value is based on a valuation by a council but where land is
not subject to rates or is located outside a municipal district,
the necessary valuation is made by the valuer-general for or
on behalf of the commissioner of state revenue. With the
introduction of the fire services property levy last year,
however, councils are now required to return these valuations.
Allowing the commissioner to use those valuations, rather
than instructing the valuer-general to prepare a separate
valuation, is more cost effective.
This bill also amends the Taxation Administration Act and
the First Home Owner Grant Act to allow the State Revenue
Office to disclose information to Centrelink, the child support
registrar, the Foreign Investment Review Board and the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission.
These government agencies all have important roles and
responsibilities. Permitting the SRO to disclose information to
these agencies protects the interests of the community, which
are safeguarded by these agencies.
Finally, this bill facilitates the disclosure of information
obtained under a Victorian taxation law, such as the Land Tax
Act, in connection with the first home owner grant act of
another state or territory. The State Revenue Office regularly
receives data requests from other jurisdictions. Mostly, these
seek Victorian land tax data to establish whether a first home
owner grant applicant has any Victorian property which
would affect their first home owner grant eligibility in the
other jurisdiction. Providing data to other jurisdictions in this
regard assists them with their compliance activities.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO
(Mill Park).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 21 May.
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TREASURY LEGISLATION AND OTHER
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Treasury
Legislation and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Treasury Legislation and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2014, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in
this statement.

2.
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Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human rights and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter act.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act.
Hon. Michael O’Brien, MP
Treasurer

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:

Overview of bill
The Treasury Legislation and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2014 is an omnibus bill that amends:
the Emergency Services Superannuation Act 1986
(ESSA) to require ESSSuper to comply with any
prudential standard approved by the Governor in
Council;
the State Superannuation Act 1988 (SSA) and the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968
(PSSA) to allow former members of public sector
superannuation funds to commute a pension to meet a
commonwealth taxation liability;
the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation
Act 2013 (WIRCA) and the Accident Compensation
Act 1985 (ACA) to improve the operation of those acts;
the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Act 1996
(VMIA act) to enable the board of the VMIA to delegate
to a holder of a named office of the authority, rather than
to a named person who is the holder of that office;
the VMIA act to clarify the board’s power to delegate to
the chief executive officer (or any other person or
persons) to appoint or engage other officers and
employees and to set the terms and conditions of
appointment or engagement; and
certain acts to update the operation of indexation
provisions in or under those acts.

The Treasury Legislation and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2014 is an omnibus bill which amends:
the Emergency Services Superannuation Act 1986 to
require ESSSuper to comply with prudential standards
made by the Governor in Council;
the State Superannuation Act 1988 and the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968 to
allow former members of public sector superannuation
funds to commute a pension to meet a commonwealth
taxation liability;
the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation
Act 2013 and the Accident Compensation Act 1985 to
improve the operation of those acts;
the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Act 1996
(VMIA act) to improve the operating efficiency of the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority (VMIA); and
certain acts to update the operation of indexation
provisions in or under those acts.
Turning first to superannuation, since its introduction in
November 2009, ESSSuper has been voluntarily complying
with DTF’s Prudential Superannuation Standard. While this
arrangement has worked well, a DTF internal audit,
conducted by KPMG in late 2013, recommended that DTF’s
prudential supervision of ESSSuper be formalised. The bill
therefore amends the Emergency Services Superannuation
Act 1986 to require ESSSuper to comply with any prudential
standards approved by the Governor in Council.

Human rights issues
1.

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

The bill does not raise any human rights issues. The
amendments to the ESSA formalise the existing prudential
supervision regime of ESSSuper. The amendments to the
SSA and the PSSA allow members of those schemes to better
manage the payment of taxation liabilities relating to
superannuation benefits. And finally, the amendments to the
VMIA act, the WIRCA and the ACA improve the operation
of those acts.

Unlike the governing legislation of other public financial
corporations which are subject to prudential standards,
ESSSuper’s governing legislation does not provide the
responsible minister with a general power of direction. Thus
the minister is unable to direct ESSSuper to comply with any
prudential standard that may be issued. This amendment will
provide a legislative basis for DTF’s prudential supervision of
ESSSuper.
The proposed change will bring ESSSuper into line with
other public financial corporations such as the VWA, TAC
and VFMC which have a formal obligation to comply with
relevant prudential standards.
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In 2013, the commonwealth government inserted
division 293 into the Income Tax Assessment Act 1997 (cth).
This increased the superannuation contributions tax from
15 per cent to 30 per cent for individuals earning an
assessable income in excess of $300 000 per annum.
Division 293 taxation assessments will be issued directly to
the member — not the fund. The member can request the
fund to pay the tax from their benefit. Where the member is in
a defined benefit fund, payment of the tax will be deferred
until the benefit becomes payable.
Where the entitlement is a pension, the member will need to
be able to commute part of their pension in order for the fund
to pay the assessment.
Currently, the governing rules of the Parliamentary
Contributory Superannuation Fund (PCSF) and the revised
scheme do not explicitly provide for the commutation of a
member’s pension to pay an assessment in respect of
division 293 tax.
The amendments to the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968 and the State Superannuation Act
1988 will apply to any commonwealth taxation liability that is
imposed on a member’s superannuation benefit (including the
division 293 tax). This will negate the need for Victoria to
legislate every time the commonwealth makes changes to the
taxation of superannuation benefits.
This bill includes amendments to the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 and the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 to improve the operation of those
acts and address a number of outstanding issues following the
passage of the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 2013, which received royal assent on
12 November 2013.
The Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act
2013 honours the government’s election commitment to
recast the Accident Compensation Act 1985 and the Accident
Compensation (WorkCover Insurance) Act 1993 into a single
act that is simpler and easier to use.
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to achieve this was applied to the wrong subclause with the
effect that time frames imposed on medical panel opinions
were unintentionally changed.
Clause 12 corrects the house amendment to the wrong
subclause and ensures the time frames imposed on the
medical panel remain as intended. The High Court’s decision
in Wingfoot Australia Partners Pty Ltd v. Kocak [2013]
delivered after passage of the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013 clarifies that a
medical panel opinion provided in relation to a statutory
benefit claim is not binding in relation to a later common law
claim. This decision addresses the concerns raised in debate
when the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation
Bill 2013 was introduced into Parliament.
The bill includes some minor amendments to update the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Act 1996 to improve
the operating efficiency of the Victorian Managed Insurance
Authority (VMIA). The amendments will:
enable the board of the VMIA to delegate to a holder of
a named office of the authority, rather than to a named
person who is the holder of that office; and
clarify the board’s power to delegate to the chief
executive officer (or any other person or persons) to
appoint or engage other officers and employees and to
set the terms and conditions of appointment or
engagement.
The bill also amends a number of acts as specified in the
schedule to update references to indexation so as to reflect
current Australian Bureau of Statistics publication practices
and references. In particular, the amendments are required to
bring references to indexation by changes in average weekly
earnings into line with the half-yearly rather than quarterly
publication of data. These amendments are technical not
substantive in nature, and will not result in any variation of
the amount of any payment from what would otherwise have
applied if the ABS publication practice had not changed.
I commend the bill to the house.

It also delivers on the government’s commitment to reduce
regulatory burden associated with workers compensation
legislation, by making it easier for employers and workers to
read the legislation and understand their rights, obligations
and responsibilities.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO
(Mill Park).

This bill includes a number of amendments to correct a small
number of drafting errors and remove potential ambiguities
by clarifying the intention of various provisions. These
amendments are technical or administrative in nature and will
ensure that injured workers (and their dependents) receive the
compensation to which they are entitled.

CORRECTIONS AMENDMENT
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Section 313 of the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 2013 sets out the requirements for a
medical panel to give an opinion on a medical question where
a referral has been made. The panel has 60 days to form its
opinion on a medical question and that opinion is binding on
any court, body or person.
Section 313 was the subject of a house amendment when the
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Bill 2013
was introduced into Parliament.
The house amendment was intended to confirm that a medical
panel opinion obtained in relation to a statutory benefits claim
is not binding on a later common law claim. The amendment

Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 21 May.

Statement of compatibility
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) tabled following statement in accordance
with Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (‘the charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Corrections
Amendment (Smoke-Free Prisons) Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Corrections Amendment (Smoke-Free
Prisons) Bill 2014 (‘the bill’), as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
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charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Prohibition of smoking in prisons
Clause 5 of the bill will insert new sections 112(1)(1)(ab) and
(ac) into the Corrections Act 1986. These sections will enable
the Governor in Council, subject to disallowance by
Parliament, to make regulations for or with respect to the
following matters —
the prohibition and regulation of smoking in prisons;
the prohibition and regulation of the entry, use and
possession of tobacco products and tobacco-smoking
accessories in prisons.
Clause 3 defines the terms ‘smoke’, ‘tobacco-smoking
accessory’ and ‘tobacco product’.
Currently, there is a partial ban on smoking in prisons, in that
staff and prisoners are permitted to smoke in designated open
air areas. The intention of the new regulation-making power
is to amend the Corrections Regulations 2009 (‘corrections
regulations’) to bring about a total ban on smoking in
Victorian prisons and to prohibit the entry and possession of
tobacco products and tobacco-smoking accessories at a prison
unless authorised by the governor.
To this end, clause 7 of the bill will amend the Tobacco Act
1987 to remove the current exemption in that act that enables
smoking to take place in a personal sleeping or living area, or
an exercise yard, of a prison. These amendments will come
into operation on 1 July 2015.
The policy objectives of the smoking ban are as follows —
to ensure a safe and healthy living environment for
prisoners and workplace for prison staff;
to protect prisoners and prison staff from second-hand
smoke;
to decrease the risk of injury to prison staff and prisoners
from fires and violence as a result of the misuse of
lighters and other smoking accessories;
to remove tobacco as a commodity in prison, a factor
that currently contributes to incidents of violence;
to reduce, in the long term, the burden of disease on the
health system.
The ban will commence on 1 July 2015, as this will allow for
a period of transition and consultation. Staff and prisoners
will be supported to reduce their tobacco dependency before
the ban commences. More specifically, in relation to
prisoners, the support to quit smoking will include access to
nicotine replacement therapy and counselling.
In my view, the regulation-making power and the removal of
the exemption in the Tobacco Act are compatible with the
human rights of prisoners and prison staff, and in particular
rights to equality, humane treatment when deprived of liberty
and privacy. I consider these rights below.
Recognition and equality before the law
Discrimination is defined in section 3 of the charter act as
meaning discrimination within the meaning of the Equal
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Opportunity Act 2010, on the basis of an attribute set out in
section 6 of that act. Section 6(e) lists ‘disability’ as a
protected attribute, and is defined in section 4 to include a
‘malfunction of a part of the body, including a mental or
psychological disease or disorder’.
Some cases of addiction have been regarded as covered by
the definition of disability for the purposes of discrimination
legislation in Australia, for example opioid dependency or
methadone addiction (see, for example, Marsden v. HREOC
& Coffs Harbour & District Ex-Servicemen & Women’s
Memorial Club Ltd [2000] FCA 1619). However, it is
unlikely that nicotine addiction or the symptoms of nicotine
withdrawal would meet the threshold definition of disability
in the Equal Opportunity Act, in the sense of amounting to a
‘malfunction of a part of the body’, or more specifically a
‘mental or psychological disease or disorder’. In any case,
whilst smoking may involve or result from nicotine addiction,
this does not mean that a smoking ban is discriminatory. It is
possible to deal with the nicotine addiction by other means,
such as wearing patches, rather than smoking.
Even if nicotine addiction was considered to be a disability,
and a smoking ban was considered to have the effect of
disadvantaging prisoners and staff with that attribute, the
policy is ‘not unreasonable’ for the purposes of indirect
discrimination. This is because of the important long-term
health and safety objectives of the smoking ban, the benefits
of which outweigh the short-term discomfort associated with
nicotine withdrawal. Furthermore, alternative strategies, such
as the current partial ban, are less effective in achieving those
objectives. A partial ban still gives rise to the health risks
associated with smoking and second-hand smoke, and is far
more difficult to enforce than a total ban.
Humane treatment when deprived of liberty
Section 10 of the charter act protects a person against cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment. Section 22(1)
of the charter act provides that persons who are deprived of
liberty must be treated with humanity and respect.
In other jurisdictions where smoking bans have been
implemented in prisons and other closed environments such
as psychiatric hospitals, courts have rejected the proposition
that a ban could amount to cruel treatment or inhumane
treatment of a person deprived of their liberty. This is because
a program designed to meet an entirely worthy social goal —
public health — cannot be said to be cruel in purpose or effect
(see, for example, McNeil v. Ontario (1998) 126 CCC (3d)
466). Furthermore, the implementation of nicotine
replacement and other therapies to assuage the effects of
non-smoking has been found to be a humane and meaningful
treatment (see B. v. Waitemata District Health Board [2013]
NZHC 1702).
Accordingly, in my view, given the public policy purposes of
the bill as well as the way in which the smoking ban is
proposed to be implemented, with support being provided to
prisoners, I do not consider that these charter act rights are in
any way limited.
Privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
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In R(N) v. Secretary of State for Health and Nottinghamshire
Health Care NHS Trust (2009) EWCA Civ 795, a majority of
the Court of Appeal of England and Wales rejected an
argument that a total ban on smoking in a mental hospital
infringed the right to respect for private life. This was
because, whilst the hospital could be considered a ‘home’, it
was not the same as a private home; it was a public
institution, where supervision is intense for safety and
security reasons. Furthermore, the majority held that the
importance and proximity of smoking to a person’s identity
and integrity was not sufficiently close to qualify as an
activity meriting the protection of the right to respect for
private life.
For the same reasons, in my view, prisoners and prison staff
do not have a reasonable expectation of privacy in relation to
smoking in a prison context, whether it is considered to be
their ‘home’ or their workplace. In any case, the
regulation-making power and the removal of the exemption in
the Tobacco Act are neither arbitrary nor unlawful under
section 13(a) of the charter act.
Seizure powers in relation to tobacco products and
tobacco-smoking accessories
Property rights
Section 20 of the charter act provides that a person must not
be deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law.
Clause 4 will insert new sections 46(1)(ab) and 46(ba) into
the Corrections Act. These sections will enable prison officers
to seize tobacco products and smoking accessories found on a
person or in a person’s possession or on a prisoner or in a
prisoner’s possession, unless the person or prisoner is
authorised to possess those items under the regulations or a
governor’s direction.
These seizure powers apply in relation to searches carried out
under section 44 and 45 of the Corrections Act, and therefore
apply to visitors wishing to enter or remain in a prison as well
as to prisoners and staff in a prison. The responsibilities of the
governor in respect of seized articles is set out in the
corrections regulations, namely regulation 73 (keeping a
record of seized articles) and 74 (dealing with seized articles
or substances, including, for example, the return or disposal or
storage of the article or substance).
It is envisaged that visitors and staff will be authorised
(through regulations or a governor’s direction) to enter prison
land with tobacco products and smoking accessories, but to
be required to store them in a locker or leave them in their car
before entering spaces in which prisoners are located. Visitors
will be advised in this respect by prison staff and signs.
The purpose of the seizure powers are to prevent tobacco
products and smoking accessories from coming into contact
with prisoners and, more generally, to enforce the smoking
ban inside the prison. There will be no deprivation of property
in circumstances where tobacco products and smoking
accessories are simply stored and returned to their owners. To
the extent that the powers can result in a deprivation of
property, they are for a proper purpose and enable prisoners,
staff and visitors to understand their obligations in relation to
the smoking ban.
Kim Wells, MP
Minister for Police and Emergency Services
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Second reading
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
The Corrections Amendment (Smoke-Free Prisons) Bill
implements the coalition government’s policy to deliver
smoke-free Victorian prisons. Smoking is the largest
contributor to preventable death in Victoria and increases the
risk of developing a number of chronic health conditions. A
total smoking ban in Victorian prisons will reduce the health
risks for prisoners and prison staff associated with smoking
and will eliminate the risk to prisoners and prison staff of
exposure to second-hand smoke.
In December 2013 a total smoking ban came into operation at
the Malmsbury Youth Justice Precinct. On 1 March 2014 all
areas of railway stations and raised platform tram stops were
made smoke free in Victoria. Smoking has been prohibited at
patrolled Victorian beaches since 2012. These reforms reflect
the commitment of the government to provide a safe and
productive workplace, safe, clean public transport and
improve health outcomes.
A smoking ban in Victorian prisons will also provide for a
healthier and safer workplace for prison staff, reducing their
exposure to second-hand smoke and preventing injury caused
by the misuse of smoking paraphernalia such as matches and
lighters.
The prohibition on smoking in Victorian prisons is to
commence on 1 July 2015.
The bill will implement the coalition government’s
smoke-free prison policy by:
amending the Corrections Act 1986 to permit the
making of regulations prohibiting smoking in prisons;
and
amending the Tobacco Act 1987 to remove the
exemption from the offence of smoking in an enclosed
workspace that currently applies in relation to prison
cells and exercise yards.
The bill also permits regulations to be made concerning
tobacco-smoking accessories such as pipes, and methods of
tobacco ignition such as cigarette lighters. This will allow
regulations to be made restricting the entry of
tobacco-smoking accessories to prisons and will reduce the
incidence of prisoner fire setting. Restricting the entry of
these items will also make it more difficult for prisoners to
make weapons.
To ensure that prison staff have the powers necessary to
enforce the smoking ban the Corrections Act will also be
amended to make it clear that tobacco products and
tobacco-smoking accessories can be seized.
The government is aware that persons visiting prisons and
even some prison staff may have tobacco products in their
cars, or otherwise in their possession, when they attend a
prison. For this reason, prison governors will be able to
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authorise the possession of tobacco products and related items
such as lighters in limited areas, such as the prison car park,
or require them to be kept in lockers in an area away from
cells and prisoners. Visitors will be informed of the ban on
tobacco products and smoking accessories at the entrance of
the prison by signs and by prison staff.

In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.

The new regulation-making power will commence on the day
after the bill receives the royal assent in order to permit the
preparation of regulations. The regulations prohibiting
smoking in prisons and the amendment to the Tobacco Act
will both commence on 1 July 2015.

The purpose of the bill is to amend the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 (the act) to provide for child safety
conferences for children who may be in need of protection
and to make further provision in relation to the authorisation
of a principal officer of an Aboriginal agency and for other
purposes.

Banning smoking in Victorian prisons will ensure Victoria’s
correctional system remains consistent with contemporary
correctional practice and reflects community attitudes.

Human rights issues

This government recognises that high smoking rates are
contributing to health and financial inequalities for one of the
most disadvantaged groups in our communities. A total ban
on smoking in prisons will improve the health of prison staff
and prisoners.
The smoking ban will commence on 1 July 2015. This will
allow for a period of transition and consultation. In addition,
prisoners will have access to smoking cessation programs and
nicotine replacement therapy products. The government is
working with health organisations such as VicHealth, Quit
and others on the provision of health promotion and smoking
cessation support to assist prisoners who smoke to adjust to a
new healthier lifestyle.
I have also requested the justice health ministerial advisory
committee to provide guidance on the implementation of the
smoke-free prison policy, in particular the promotion of the
health benefits of the ban and the provision of smoking
cessation supports to prisoners and prison staff.
The aim of the smoking ban is to ensure more prisoners
complete their sentence and return to the community smoke
free. The government is confident that the smoking ban will
provide healthier outcomes for prison staff, a safer and
healthier prison environment and a healthier community.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debated adjourned on motion of Mr NOONAN
(Williamstown).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 21 May.

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) tabled following statement in accordance
with Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Children, Youth
and Families Amendment Bill 2014 (the bill).
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Overview of bill

The following rights under the charter act are potentially
relevant to the bill: the right to privacy (section 13), the right
of children and families to protection (section 17), cultural
rights (section 19) and the right to a fair hearing (section 24).
Right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy or family unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with.
Clause 5 of the bill inserts into the act a new part 4.6A, which
allows for the Secretary of the Department of Human
Services to arrange a child safety conference in respect of a
child who may be in need of protection. Participants in a child
safety conference will include a child’s parent or parents and
the secretary, as well as others with the permission of the
convenor, such as the child’s relatives, relevant professionals
and significant others. The participants will be encouraged to
share with one another information that is relevant to a child’s
need for protection, under section 213N, and can do so
without being subject to any liability, under section 213Q.
Although a child or parent’s privacy or family may be
interfered with during the course of a child safety conference,
the interference will be neither unlawful nor arbitrary. The
sharing of information by participants of a child safety
conference will be in accordance with the act, be managed by
the convenor, occur if it is in the best interests of the child,
and be aimed at the resolution of issues regarding the child’s
need for protection.
The bill also contains a restriction on the publication of
certain identifying information about or disclosed during a
child safety conference in section 213S, which promotes the
right to privacy. A penalty applies to a breach of this
provision.
The right to privacy is also relevant to provisions in the bill
relating to the authorisation of a principal officer of an
Aboriginal agency.
Part 3 of the bill inserts into the act a new section 18(2A).
This section enables the secretary to share information with
the Aboriginal agency that is reasonably necessary to assist
the Aboriginal agency and the principal officer to make an
informed decision about whether to agree to an authorisation.
New section 18C permits the secretary to disclose
information to the principal officer that would otherwise be
prohibited from disclosure under the act.
Any interference with a person’s privacy resulting from the
above provisions will be neither unlawful nor arbitrary, as the
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purpose of these provisions is to enable the principal officer to
perform the functions and exercise the powers in respect of an
Aboriginal child that the secretary would otherwise undertake
for their protection. Secondary disclosure by the principal
officer is restricted, and the principal officer is bound by the
existing confidentiality provisions in the act.
I consider that any interference with privacy occasioned by
the sharing of personal information in connection with a child
safety conference, or the authorisation of a principal officer of
an Aboriginal agency, will be lawful and not arbitrary.
Having regard to the circumstances in which information may
be shared and the safeguards imposed, I conclude that the
information sharing provisions in the bill are compatible with
the right to privacy.
Right of children and families to protection
Section 17(1) of the charter act provides that families are the
fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to be
protected by society and the state. Section 17(2) provides that
every child has the right, without discrimination, to such
protection as is in his or her best interest and is needed by him
or her by reason of being a child.
New part 4.6A of the bill recognises that families are the
fundamental group unit of society by encouraging and
supporting them to lead the resolution of issues concerning a
child’s need for protection in a child safety conference. New
sections 213B, 213L, 213N, in particular, emphasise the role
of the family in leading the resolution of issues discussed in a
child safety conference.
In relation to a child’s right to protection, new section 213B
provides that one of the purposes of a child safety conference
is to resolve issues concerning a child’s need for protection,
and section 213N(d) ensures that the best interests of the child
are the paramount consideration of the conference.
The bill thus promotes the role of families as the fundamental
group unit of society and the right of every child to such
protection as is in his or her best interests.
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the child which may result if the principal officer is unable to
perform the functions of office and the authorisation was
required to be revoked for that reason.
In relation to the child safety conferences provisions, cultural
rights are promoted by specifically allowing for the convenor
to permit a member of the child or parent’s Aboriginal or
ethnic community to attend a conference, if relevant.
Right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) provides that a person charged with a criminal
offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right to have
the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing.
This right is relevant to new section 213R in the bill.
Participants in a child safety conference cannot be compelled
to provide information in a conference. However, if they do,
section 213R(1) specifies that evidence of anything said or
done or admissions made at a child safety conference or in
preparation for a child safety conference is only admissible in
court if the court grants leave or all of the participants in the
conference grant consent. New section 213R(2) adds that a
court may only grant leave if satisfied that it is necessary to
do so to ensure the safety and wellbeing of the child or any
other person.
A court may consider a child safety agreement and any
relevant inferences that can be drawn from it in any
proceedings in respect of the child, under section 213W. Any
limit on the right to a fair hearing that arises will be
reasonable, as the information will assist a court in
determining the proceeding in respect of the child.
Accordingly, I conclude that the provisions of the bill are
compatible with the right to a fair hearing.
Hon. Mary Wooldridge, MP
Minister for Community Services

Second reading

Cultural rights
Section 19 of the charter act provides for the right to
enjoyment of culture, and that Aboriginal persons hold
distinct cultural rights and must not be denied the right to
enjoy their identity and culture and to maintain their kinship
ties, amongst other rights.
The bill promotes the distinct cultural rights of Aboriginal
persons by addressing legislative limitations that currently
prevent authorisations to a principal officer of an Aboriginal
agency under section 18 of the act. Authorisations under
section 18 will support self-determination and culturally
competent service delivery, by allowing a principal officer to
perform specified functions and powers in respect of an
Aboriginal child on a child protection order.
New section 18B provides the principal officer with the
power to delegate, and the internal review provisions of the
act are amended to allow for review of child protection
decisions under an authorisation in the Aboriginal agency,
rather than in the department.
New section 18A allows an acting principal officer to act
under the authorisation, even if the person is not an
Aboriginal person. This is needed to minimise disruption to

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
This bill to amend the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005
is a further example of this government’s continued
commitment to all vulnerable children and in particular to
vulnerable Aboriginal children, as we continue to reform and
enhance Victoria’s child protection system.
The bill will provide for the introduction of child safety
conferences for children who need to be protected, creating
opportunities to address protective concerns without the need
to either seek a court order or attend court.
It will also make it practical for an Aboriginal person in
charge of an Aboriginal agency to be authorised by the
Secretary of the Department of Human Services to perform
specific functions or powers in relation to an Aboriginal child
subject to a protection order.
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In May last year, the government released the Victoria’s
vulnerable children strategy to drive sustained change and
achieve demonstrably better outcomes for vulnerable children
and young people. A key goal of the strategy is to improve
outcomes for children in statutory care. This includes working
towards legal and statutory systems that are child friendly and
providing quality care that is culturally appropriate.
Child safety conferences
In the past decade there has been a significant growth in the
number of protection applications to the Children’s Court.
Often there are lengthy delays before the court makes final
decisions for vulnerable children. The court process can be
distressing for families and children and does not promote
problem solving by the family to commit to solutions in the
best interests of their child.
Significantly, the Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children
Inquiry noted that less than 3 per cent of primary applications
made to the Children’s Court in 2008–09 actually reached the
stage of a final contested hearing. This means the vast
majority of matters proceeding in the court are settled by
agreement at some stage before reaching a final hearing;
however, this often takes multiple hearings over months. In
fact, in the 2012–13 financial year, the average length of the
time between an application by emergency care being
commenced and a final order being made was more than four
months, during which time, on average, six hearings
occurred. Even when the immediate safety of the child was
not threatened, so that the application commenced by notice
rather than by emergency care, it still took an average of just
under three months and four hearings. These are long periods
of uncertainty for all concerned. By introducing child safety
conferences, parties will have a greater opportunity to reach
agreement about protecting the child at the outset.
Let me give you an example of how the current system is
working. This is a case where a mother of very young
children had significant mental health issues. She was not
complying with treatment requirements and could not provide
sufficient care for her children. Child protection was
contacted and found that the mother was not able to make
appropriate arrangements for the children, so the child
protection practitioners issued a protection application and the
Children’s Court placed the children with their father under
interim accommodation orders. Three weeks later the
protection applications were proved and interim protection
orders were made, with the children remaining with their
father. On the return to court of the interim protection orders
the children were placed on nine-month supervision orders
with their father.
This matter took 112 days from the date of issuing
proceedings to final resolution. There were three hearings,
and three magistrates, five lawyers and four child protection
practitioners were involved. If agreement had been reached at
a child safety conference at the time of issuing the protection
application, considerably fewer resources would have been
expended and a more timely resolution reached for these
children.
The Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry
recommended that protective concerns be resolved as early as
possible, using collaborative problem-solving approaches that
have a child-centred focus. The inquiry report stated that child
safety conferences should be implemented, where
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appropriate, when a matter has reached a protection
application stage.
The conferences provided for in this bill herald a new way of
resolving protective concerns in Victoria. This is because
their focus will be on the family leading the resolution of
concerns by utilising strengths within the child’s family
network. They will give a child’s family the opportunity to
step up and protect their child at the point when an application
would otherwise be made. Alternatively, if a protection
application by emergency care is made, immediate safety can
be provided for by a Children’s Court order, and a child
safety conference can be convened before the next court
hearing, with the potential to resolve the protective concerns
in that context.
The conferences will bring together parents, extended family,
any lawyers for parents and children, child protection
practitioners and other key professionals under the guidance
of a convenor to negotiate arrangements to protect children.
Importantly, these conferences will only lead to a resolution if
there is an agreement between the parties. No-one attending
the conference, including the convener, will have the power
to impose a solution. So, if a resolution is not achieved, child
protection will need to consider what should be taken to
protect the child from harm.
When a child safety conference is held it is more likely that
the child’s extended family will take responsibility for
protecting the child. This is the age-old way in which children
are protected, and the introduction of these conferences
recognises that the best solutions for children are usually
found within their family. Reliance on the state to assume
responsibility for protecting a child, which is sometimes
essential, should always be a last resort. To this end, the bill
provides that these conferences may result in child safety
agreements that will document how the family members and
their support network intend to address the protective
concerns and support the child and each other. This will be
the preferred outcome.
Alternatively, the participants may agree that the child will
not be sufficiently protected without some ongoing authority
outside the family. In this situation the conference will be able
to propose orders to the family division of the Children’s
Court. The court will be able, if it wishes, to make the
proposed orders in chambers, without the need for parties to
attend a hearing.
The family-led nature of these conferences is vital to their
success. It is important that child protection does not propose
the solutions, but rather explains to the family what the
worries are about the child. The family will then be provided
with the opportunity to find their own solutions to address
child protection’s concerns, with the assistance of a skilled
convenor facilitating the process.
The conferences will be informal so that family participants
feel comfortable in having a voice. These conferences will be
held outside the court environment and may resolve a matter
without the need for court intervention. Lawyers will be able
to attend for the parents and child, but their role at the
conferences will be significantly different from their role in
court proceedings. Given there will be no opportunity for a
solution to be imposed on a family in these meetings, lawyers
will not have a role as advocate before a decision-maker, and
will generally not have a direct voice in discussions. Rather,
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their role will be limited to advising their client of any legal
implications arising from the agreement or the conference.
I expect that implementation of child safety conferences will
lead to a reduction in the number of applications made to the
Children’s Court, reduced numbers of hearings for final
orders made, and less distress for children and families. It will
also limit the impact of the adversarial nature of court
proceedings on children and families and assist in creating a
more child-centred and flexible system.
Authorisation of a principal officer of an Aboriginal
agency
Now let me turn your attention to Aboriginal children who
are subject to protection orders.
We are faced with a significant overrepresentation of
Aboriginal children in the child protection system. The
Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry considered
this issue in detail. It found that while Aboriginal children and
young people make up 1.2 per cent of the Victorian
population, they constitute up to 16 per cent of children and
young people on care and protection orders. Aboriginal
children are nine times more likely to be in state care than
children in the general population. The inquiry recommended,
as a major system reform goal, ‘a plan for practical
self-determination for guardianship of Aboriginal children in
out-of-home care and culturally competent service delivery’.
When it was passed by the Parliament in 2005, the Children,
Youth and Families Act included a provision to empower
Aboriginal agencies to take on responsibility for the care and
protection of Aboriginal children subject to protection orders.
In both Canada and New Zealand, decisions for Indigenous
children involved in the state welfare system are made by
people of the same culture as the child.
The intention was to allow the transfer of responsibilities for
Aboriginal children who have been found by the Children’s
Court to be in need of protection and placed on an order to an
Aboriginal organisation. Currently the Secretary of the
Department of Human Services has responsibility to
administer child protection orders. Under section 18 of the
act, the secretary is able to authorise the principal officer of an
appropriate Aboriginal organisation to take on the
decision-making and care responsibilities instead of the
secretary, on a case-by-case basis.
The Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry noted
that the history and past actions of government and
non-government agencies have impacted negatively on
Aboriginal families and the result is a continuing experience
of trauma in the Aboriginal community. Policies that support
self-management and self-determination offer hope of healing
for Aboriginal communities that will likely increase their
capacity to care for their children.
The Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry
recommended addressing current legislative limitations to
implementing the authorisation provision in order to promote
practical self-determination in relation to Aboriginal children
in out-of-home care. Policies that support self-management
and self-determination offer hope of healing for Aboriginal
communities that will increase their capacity to care for their
children.
Limitations with the current wording of section 18 prevent
implementing of these authorisations. Specifically, this bill
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will clarify the meaning of the term ‘principal officer’ for the
purposes of section 18 authorisations as the chief executive
officer or equivalent. It will empower a chief executive officer
who has been authorised under section 18 to delegate their
authorised functions and powers to suitable employees of
their agency. It will also establish appropriate arrangements
for sharing information in relation to section 18
authorisations, and provide for the review of decisions made
in the context of a section 18 authorisation that are equivalent
to the review provisions that apply to decisions made by the
Secretary of the Department of Human Services.
This government is committed to achieving better outcomes
for our most vulnerable children and young people and to
improving outcomes for children in statutory care.
Child safety conferences will directly contribute to a more
child-friendly legal and statutory system and section 18
authorisations will assist with providing quality care that is
culturally appropriate to Aboriginal children and young
people in the child protection system.
This bill is a significant step towards improving the legal and
statutory systems and protecting Victorian children. I
commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO
(Mill Park).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 21 May.

ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(CUSTOMER METERING PROTECTIONS
AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and Resources)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Energy
Legislation Amendment (Customer Metering Protections and
Other Matters) Bill 2014 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Human rights issues
There are no human rights protected under the charter act that
are relevant to this bill. I therefore consider that this bill is
compatible with the charter act.
The Hon. Russell Northe, MP
Minister for Energy and Resources
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Second reading
Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
The Energy Legislation Amendment (Customer Metering
Protections and Other Matters) Bill 2014 will amend the
Electricity Industry Act 2000, the Electricity Safety Act 1998,
and the Gas Industry Act 2001.
Part 2 of the bill amends the Electricity Industry Act 2000 to
ensure all consumers can benefit from the smart meter
program by providing a financial incentive for electricity
distributors to complete the roll out, and encouraging
customers to accept smart meters.
The bill will enable orders that govern the smart meter rollout
to require a distributor to rebate customers where the
distributor fails to attempt to install a smart meter, while
providing that customers who refuse or prevent the
installation of a smart meter will not be entitled to the rebate.
The orders will be able to prevent distribution business from
recovering the costs of rebates from customers.
The orders may also provide that a distributor can recover the
costs of manual metering services from customers who refuse
the installation of a smart meter. This will ensure that the
costs of this extra service will not be subsidised by
households who have a smart meter.
Part 2 of the bill further amends the Electricity Industry Act
2000 to reduce feed-in tariff reporting obligations for licensed
electricity retailers and distributors. This will cut compliance
costs for the industry, while allowing the government to
continue to monitor trends in solar uptake.
Part 3 of the bill amends the Electricity Safety Act 1998 to
abolish the Equipment Advisory Committee, and clarify the
application of voluntary electrical safety management
schemes for owners of complex electrical installations. The
need for the Equipment Advisory Committee to advise
Energy Safe Victoria on electrical equipment safety matters
has been superseded, as the same function can be achieved
through other existing consultation and communication
methods.
Part 4 of the bill repeals several redundant provisions of the
Gas Industry Act 2001 related to the transfer of functions
from VENCorp to the Australian Energy Market Operator
under the Energy Legislation Amendment (Australian Energy
Market Operator) Act 2009.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO
(Mill Park).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 21 May.
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JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 March; motion of
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services).
Opposition amendments circulated by
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) under standing
orders.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I will deal with
the amendments during the course of my contribution,
but I will start by saying that the bill amends a range of
emergency services acts, including the Country Fire
Authority Act 1958, the Emergency Management Act
1986, the Emergency Management Act 2013 and the
Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority
Act 2004. This is an omnibus bill that makes a range of
amendments. The main amendments are really around
the make-up of the Country Fire Authority (CFA)
board, the activities of forestry industry brigades and
the clarification of responsibilities around community
fire refuges. I will go through the amendments to each
act to outline what is intended with this bill and the
opposition’s position on each of those matters.
The bill amends the Country Fire Authority Act to
change the nomination, appointment and eligibility
procedures for the CFA board and the number of
people on it. The bill proposes to reduce the number of
members from 10 to 9 and to change the quorum
threshold from 6 to 5. It introduces a requirement for
members to have commercial, technical, operational,
legal or financial skills or expertise in fire services,
emergency management, land management or any
other relevant field. Labor supports good governance of
the boards of state agencies and authorities and sees this
move as being in line with the requirements for the
boards of the State Emergency Service and the
Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority.
Labor certainly welcomes genuinely skill-based boards,
and, if elected, an Andrews Labor government will
ensure that appointments are made of people with
appropriate skills to those boards.
We take the position that boards are not the place to put
people who might otherwise not be appropriate or
qualified for those positions. We expect that the CFA
board will continue to have appointed to it people of
calibre and achievement in terms of their record. I
know that the current board certainly reflects a wide
range of skills and experience; and this legislation
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should in no way be seen as a criticism of the board’s
members or their performance.
While the minister did not mention it in his
second-reading speech, the bill will remove the current
processes whereby one member is appointed from four
names put up by the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change — from the department briefing I
understand this is usually a person from the Department
of Environment and Primary Industries — and the
Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV) will also
lose its nomination role of putting forward two names,
one urban and one rural. Whilst I cannot speak for the
minister, I understand that the MAV is comfortable
with this change and does not oppose it. I want to
acknowledge the role of local government in terms
of — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Now might be the right time to break for lunch. The
member will have the call when the debate resumes.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted under standing orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I welcome to the gallery
the Honourable Don Hayward, a former Minister for
Education, former member for Monash Province in the
Council and former member for Prahran. I also warmly
welcome the Right Honourable Sir William Heseltine.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, yesterday
the Premier committed during question time to check
his diary in response to a question from the member for
Ballarat West and to report back to the house on any
meetings that he has had with the former mayor of the
‘City of Ballarat, Cr John Burt. We were hoping that
the Premier would be able to update the house on the
outcome of his diary inquiries.
Dr Napthine — On the point of order, Speaker, I
thank the member for Bendigo East for the opportunity
to clarify the outrageous allegations made yesterday.
The situation was — —
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I ask for
your direction on this matter. We are simply asking for
the Premier to report back on a specific question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The point of order of the
member for Bendigo East is asking the Premier to
report back — —
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Ms Allan — On a very specific matter regarding his
diary. If the Premier wishes to make a broader
explanation to the house, there are forms of the house to
do that by way of personal explanation. If the Premier
does not want to address the direct question about the
diary, that is fine — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bendigo East has raised her point of order. I ask her to
resume her seat.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker,
procedurally we have just had a point of order raised,
the Premier wishing to respond to a point of order and
then a point of order being raised on the member for
Bendigo East’s point of order, which I thought was
contrary to the standing orders. Leaving that aside, the
fact of the matter is that the member for Bendigo East
instigated a point of order in relation to yesterday’s
proceedings about whether the Premier had an update
for the house. The Premier was accommodating the
point raised by the member for Bendigo East. I ask that
the Premier be allowed to continue to accommodate the
member for Bendigo East.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bendigo East raised a point of order relating to
yesterday’s question time. The Premier chose to
respond to that point of order, and I called the Premier.
I do not support the second point of order that the
member has raised. The Premier has chosen to respond
to the first point of order, and he will continue to do so.
Dr Napthine — On the point of order, Speaker, the
issue raised yesterday related to my diary on
7 November and allegations with respect to the mayoral
position at Ballarat. Let me say that with respect to my
diary on 7 November 2013, I went to Ballarat and
launched the rebuilt paddle-steamer Golden City. I had
a meeting with the mayor and the CEO of the City of
Ballarat. I attended the Ballarat Specialist School deb
ball and the Ballarat Agricultural and Pastoral Society
dinner.
With respect to the allegations raised yesterday, let me
say what the mayor said, according to the Ballarat
Courier of 7 May:
Cr Burt denied the allegations.

He then said, and I directly quote:
There is no truth in the matter at all …

Cr Burt has for 20 years been the principal of Ballarat
Specialist School. He is a great citizen of Ballarat. If the
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Labor Party wants to call Cr Burt a liar, let it call him a
liar. Let the member for Ballarat West — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order!
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! Leader of the
Opposition! This is an excellent start to question time!

Melbourne rail link
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s
confusion earlier today when he claimed that his
Fishermans Bend train station could be built at the
South Melbourne Market, Montague, the exhibition
centre or even Fishermans Bend itself. I ask very
simply: where exactly is the so-called Fishermans Bend
train station going to be built?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk and Leader of the Opposition!
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. I thank him for his
support for the massive infrastructure that has been
announced in yesterday’s budget. The Melbourne rail
link is a transformational project that will deliver
significant increased capacity in our rail services and
will provide a Melbourne Airport link. It is a
transformational project that will only be delivered
under a coalition government here in Victoria. The
Leader of the Opposition raises questions with regard to
the Montague station. Let me advise — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr NAPTHINE — The budget documents show
that this station is called Montague/Fishermans Bend.
For the information of the Leader of the Opposition, the
Fishermans Bend precinct we have released for public
consultation consists of four sections: the Sandridge
section, the Lorimer precinct, the Wirraway precinct
and the Montague precinct, which is part of the
Fishermans Bend development. Here is a map of the
Fishermans Bend precinct as we have put it out for
public consultation.
I am reminded that Mr Brian Tee, who is a member for
Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other place, is
reported in the Age of 16 September as having said:
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They have a timeline that takes them to 2050 and yet they are
saying the private sector investment, the housing starts now.
You are going to have families and people moving in but they
won’t have any access to public transport.

In Hansard of 29 August 2012 Brian Tee was talking
about the development of Fishermans Bend. He said:
Light rail, bus networks and other potential forms of public
transport will need to link in with Melbourne’s — —

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is impossible for the
Chair to hear clearly what is being said with the level of
noise in the house today. As I have said many times
before, if I cannot hear, any doubt must be given to the
person on their feet.
Dr NAPTHINE — Brian Tee is recorded in
Hansard of 29 August as saying:
Light rail, bus networks and other potential forms of public
transport will need to link in with Melbourne’s existing public
transport network.

I thank Brian Tee for his advice because that is exactly
what the Melbourne rail link will deliver. It will deliver
a station at Montague, which is part of the Fishermans
Bend development, and will provide a link for public
transport from Fishermans Bend directly into the
broader rail network of Melbourne. That is what
visionary planning is about. That is what visionary
governments are about — creating infrastructure to
meet the needs of a growing Melbourne.
If we develop the Fishermans Bend project — and it
will have in excess of 40 000 people as residents and
many more people working there — most of the
employment node will be in the Montague section of
Fishermans Bend, where the transport will be provided.
This is about an integrated transport system with a
station at Montague linked into the Melbourne rail
network and servicing Fishermans Bend and the
broader area.

Budget
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — My question is
to the Premier. What action is the Victorian coalition
government taking through the 2014–15 budget to build
major infrastructure, grow jobs and build a better
Victoria?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for Narracan for his question. I
first congratulate the Treasurer on the excellent
2014–15 budget that was delivered yesterday. This
budget delivers on three and a half years of this
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coalition government. This government was elected to
fix the problems we inherited from the previous rabble
of a Labor government and build for the future, and this
government certainly builds a better Victoria.
Previously the coalition government has committed to
the regional rail project, stage 1 of the east–west link
and an expansion of port capacity at the ports of
Melbourne and Hastings. Yesterday’s budget delivers
on key, game-changing transport infrastructure for
Victoria. It delivers on the Melbourne rail link,
including the airport rail link. It delivers on the western
section of the east–west link, and the western section of
the east–west link delivers on the much-needed second
crossing of the Maribyrnong, which is absolutely vital
for the future of Melbourne and Victoria.
The budget also delivers on the Cranbourne-Pakenham
rail corridor project. It delivers on the
Tullamarine-CityLink widening project. It delivers on
the $220 million Murray Basin rail project and the
$362 million Princes Highway duplication from
Winchelsea to Colac. This transformational transport
infrastructure alone — this visionary plan for
Melbourne and Victoria — and of itself will deliver
over 26 000 new jobs for Victoria.
It is interesting to note the feedback from the interest
groups in Victoria with respect to this visionary
infrastructure planning. The Weekly Times of 7 May
carries the headline ‘Budget bonanza’ for regional and
rural Victoria. Regional Cities Victoria has a press
release with the headline ‘Regional cities welcome
budget infrastructure spend’. The press release says:
Today’s announcements foreshadow significant spending on
key road, rail and community infrastructure projects in the
regions.

The Maribyrnong Leader says with respect to
east–west link:
The long-awaited second stage of the east–west link is a
game-changer for the west that will ease congestion and get
trucks off suburban streets, lobby groups say.

It says that it will deliver on that most important second
crossing.
The Geelong Advertiser quotes a prominent Geelong
citizen, Elaine Carbines, from G21. She said:
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The Australian Industry Group said:
Not only will projects like the $11 billion Melbourne rail link
and ongoing road investments ease congestion and reduce the
cost of doing business in Victoria, but they will provide job
opportunities for our state and lead to urban reinvigoration.

Mark Stone of the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry (VECCI) said:
VECCI welcomes the strong infrastructure focus of the
budget that will create jobs and support the Victorian
economy to grow.

The RACV said:
RACV has welcomed today’s Victorian budget which is the
biggest boost to road and public transport infrastructure …
that we have seen for more than a decade.

On 6 May the Victorian Council of Social Service
(VCOSS) said:
This budget delivers a range of big infrastructure programs
that will create jobs and drive the economy …

Infrastructure Partnerships Australia said:
Victoria has delivered an impressive infrastructure budget …

This is great news for Victoria.

Melbourne rail link
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — My question is to the
Premier. Can the Premier confirm that under his
botched public transport announcement commuters
from Frankston, Carrum, Mordialloc and Bentleigh will
not be able to catch one train directly to Flinders Street
station?
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! When the member for
Monbulk is ready.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for her question, particularly given
that she is the shadow Minister for Public Transport
who tweeted yesterday that the Melbourne rail link will
not be connected to the city loop, forgetting that
Southern Cross station is an integral part of the city
loop. But that is beside the matter.
Honourable members interjecting.

These announcements have exceeded our expectations. The
acceleration of the western access to the east–west link will
hugely benefit the region’s business growth, investment and
socioeconomic health.

Dr NAPTHINE — I welcome the enthusiasm of the
shadow minister for the Melbourne rail link project
because this is a vital project for Melbourne and
Victoria. This is what has been called for for years. The
previous government had a $38 billion transport plan. It

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 7 May 2014

ASSEMBLY

had millions of dollars for TV advertising and millions
of dollars for glossy brochures but not $1 for 1 metre of
rail track, not $1 for 1 kilometre of road.
We are rolling up our sleeves and getting on with the
job. The Melbourne rail link project is a vital,
transformational — —
Ms Hennessy — I raise a point of order, Speaker,
under standing order 58 on the grounds of relevance. I
know that the Premier has been deeply confused about
his own botched public transport announcement
today — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will not use
a point of order to make a point in debate. The member
to continue with her point of order.
Ms Hennessy — The question simply asked
whether trains from the stations I listed would be
travelling directly to Flinders Street station. If the
Premier is confused about a yes or no answer, then he
should just sit down.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Altona
knows better than to enter into debate when making a
point of order. I believe the Premier was being relevant.
I do not uphold the member’s point of order.
Dr NAPTHINE — I was outlining what a
transformational, game-changing project the Melbourne
rail link will be. It will carry 75 per cent more
passengers than the previous Melbourne Metro rail
tunnel project. It will carry 35 000 additional
passengers per hour in peak hour compared to 19 000
or 20 000 under the Labor government proposal. We
will also be able to deliver this project without having
Swanston Street ripped up for two and a half to five
years. We will be able to deliver this project at the same
price but include an airport rail link. We will deliver the
airport rail link and the Melbourne rail link for the same
price as the previous Melbourne Metro project.
This is a great transformational project for Melbourne
and for Victoria. It will deliver significant — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have called the member
for Monbulk to order; I think this is the fourth time. I
ask him to cease interjecting. I am disappointed that I
am continually having to ask him to stop.
Dr NAPTHINE — This is a project that will make
a real difference by increasing the capacity on our
Metro rail system. Under this Minister for Public
Transport we have increased weekly train services on
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Metro Melbourne by 1078, a massive increase in
services. With the regional rail link there will be even
further increases in V/Line and metropolitan services.
We know that the Melbourne rail link is the next stage
that needs to be built to increase capacity for our rail
system.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, very
simply on relevance, the question related to Frankston,
Carrum, Mordialloc and Bentleigh and whether
passengers on that line could go direct to Flinders Street
station. It was a very simple question. If the Premier
does not have an answer, he can stay in his seat. I think
the people of those communities are entitled to an
answer, and I ask you, Speaker, to draw the Premier
back to the question — a very narrow question, I might
say.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair cannot direct
the Premier as to how he should answer a question. The
Premier is being relevant to the question that was asked.
Dr NAPTHINE — This project will go out for
public tender and consideration and many of the
operational aspects of the project will be determined
through that tender process.
However, can I say that in many large cities across the
world where there are millions upon millions of people
there are a number of different train lines where
commuters make changes in terms of their day-to-day
travel. This happens in Melbourne’s rail system now,
and it happens in London. I am sure the member for
Altona has been to London, where you change lines to
get to your destination. I am also sure it is not beyond
the wit of the member for Altona or not beyond the wit
of customers in Melbourne to manage these changes as
required.

Infrastructure delivery
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — My question is
to the Treasurer. What steps is the Victorian coalition
government taking through the 2014–15 budget to
further strengthen the economy, and how will this
benefit Victorian families and businesses?
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) — I thank the member
for Mount Waverley for his question. Yesterday I was
honoured to bring down a budget that will deliver the
most ambitious infrastructure agenda that this state has
seen in decades, with up to $27 billion of
transformational, job-creating infrastructure to make
Victoria a better place. It will connect and it will grow
our state like never before. It is only possible because of
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the dividend of three and a half years of hard economic
work by this coalition government.
We inherited a financial situation which was just
hopeless. We had a structural deficit, a Labor
government spending more and more, and less than
revenue growth year after year after year. We have
turned that around, and this budget is the dividend for
Victorians. It is a budget which cuts payroll tax, making
it easier to create jobs. Infrastructure Partnerships
Australia noted:
These projects can now be delivered only because of tough
decisions over the past several budgets.

The Premier has outlined the Melbourne rail link. There
is the completion of the east–west link, there is the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor upgrade, there is
the Tullamarine-CityLink widening and there is the
Murray Basin rail upgrade. They are great projects —
job-creating projects, productivity-enhancing
projects — for Victoria.
There has been some interesting commentary about the
budget. UBS, a well-known investment bank, said this
in a report about the state budget:
The state of Victoria boasts the strongest fiscal position of the
Australian states.
Following the budget release, both Moody’s and S&P
affirmed the state’s budget position as still consistent with the
highest credit rating.

Listen to this:
… the state of Victoria has produced a budget which seems
the fiscal equivalent of the 4 minute mile.
Victoria’s state budget forecasts … four consecutive budget
surpluses over the forward estimates.
Its infrastructure spend will be fully funded by operating
surpluses (and asset sales) from 15–16.
It is the first state to achieve both outcomes, and has now set
an ambitious precedent for other states to follow.

What a terrific endorsement.
Other people have made commentary about the budget
and what they think should happen in it too. There was
this comment from a very well-credentialled
commentator in the Age recently:
An infrastructure budget that retains the state’s AAA credit
rating will be a fine achievement …

Who do you think might have penned those words in
the Age? David Hayward is dean of social sciences at
RMIT University and is giving advice on the budget to
Labor’s Treasury spokesman, the member for Tarneit.

Wednesday, 7 May 2014

You do not often get a lot of praise in this game, but
when the shadow Treasurer’s adviser says, ‘This is a
fine budget’, I think it might have hit the spot. If you
compare that to a transport plan with no trains, no
buses, no trams, no airport link, a piddling change to
capacity and a $19 billion budget black hole, it is quite
clear who are the real champions of public transport
and economic growth in this state.

Hospital waiting lists
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to comments by Dr Stephen Parnis
from the Australian Medical Association:
Surgery waiting lists continue to grow, ambulances are
ramped, hospitals are on bypass, there are not enough hospital
beds and today’s budget fails.

I ask the Premier: how many sick Victorians are
currently waiting in pain on his elective surgery waiting
list?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. I am pleased to
advise the house that in the budget handed down
yesterday there was an allocation for health of
$14.95 billion. That is a record level of funding for
health. It is $14.95 billion for health in the budget for
2014–15.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Footscray!
Dr NAPTHINE — That is $2.6 billion more than
under the Labor government and the previous health
minister in Victoria. That is a 21 per cent increase in
funding for health in the time that we have been in
government. We are pleased to be able to announce the
$14.95 billion record funding for health, but we have
also been able to advise that in the budget yesterday we
provided $190 million of additional funding for elective
surgery. We provided a $60 million winter funding
package for hospitals to meet the demand for health
services during the winter.
We also provided additional capital funding of
$73 million for the Latrobe Regional Hospital. We
provided $28 million for Barwon Health North to
provide better care and services for those people in
Corio, Norlane and the growing suburbs of Lara. We
also provided in the budget funding of $14 million for
the redevelopment of the Boort hospital.
Mr Carbines — On a point of order, Speaker, in
relation to relevance, I understand you cannot direct the
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Premier in how he seeks to answer a question, but the
question very specifically related to waiting lists. The
Premier is halfway through his answer now, and he has
not referred to waiting lists at all. Perhaps the Premier
needs to be reminded of that matter and perhaps the
figure he is looking for is 10 000 extra people on the
waiting list.

advise the house that, as well as this recurrent capital
funding, we are providing a significant boost to mental
health services. We have increased funding for mental
health services by 25 per cent since we came to
government. We are dealing with the issue of mental
health, we are increasing funding for health and we are
delivering health services across the state.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ivanhoe
will not use a point of order to make a point in debate.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier’s time has
expired.

Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
member for Ivanhoe included a preamble with his
question, and that preamble related to surgery, to
waiting lists, to ambulances and to beds. The preamble
in fact forms part of the question. In case the member
for Ivanhoe did not realise this, he has actually asked a
question about the health budget, and it is that that the
Premier is answering.
The SPEAKER — Order! The preamble does form
part of the question. The Premier is being relevant to
the question that the member for Ivanhoe asked.
Dr NAPTHINE — I was referring to the capital
component of the health budget, and I am pleased to
say that we are spending over $4.5 billion on health
capital across the state. That is a record level of funding
for health capital. We certainly need to spend that
money on health capital because of the parlous state of
our hospitals, which we inherited from the previous
government and the negligence of the previous Minister
for Health, who failed to invest in health capital.
Indeed the Leader of the Opposition said that one of the
great failures among many by the previous government
was the failure to invest in key infrastructure to keep
pace with the growing population. One of those areas in
which the previous government failed to invest is health
capital. The Minister for Health at the time, who is now
the Leader of the Opposition, should hang his head in
shame for failing to invest in health. That is why we are
building the $630 million Bendigo Hospital, the
$447 million Box Hill Hospital and the Monash
Children’s hospital. We are spending $93 million on
the Geelong Hospital, $54 million on the Northern
Hospital, $46 million on the Ballarat hospital — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have called the member
for Footscray to order. I ask that she cease interjecting,
or she will be leaving the chamber.
Dr NAPTHINE — That is why we are spending
$76 million on the Frankston Hospital and $35 million
on the Werribee Mercy Hospital. I am also pleased to

Ms Duncan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon has been continually interjecting. I ask her to
cease.

Regional and rural investment
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — My question is to
the Minister for Regional and Rural Development. How
is the record investment across regional and rural
Victoria in the 2014–15 state budget building a better
Victoria?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — The member for Shepparton is a great
local member, and I thank her for her very timely
question. The budget that we delivered yesterday
delivers in turn a record investment in future
infrastructure and services for the regions of Victoria. It
will go even further to unlock the economic potential of
and drive growth across the regions of our state. The
highlights are many. Of course, the benchmark upon
which this is built, the absolute bedrock, is our
AAA-rated economy. The way in which we as a
government have worked with the communities of
Victoria, metropolitan and regional, to establish our
economic credentials permits us in turn to make the
announcements that we made yesterday through the
Treasurer.
Among those was the announcement of the Murray
Basin rail project. We are spending up to $220 million
on the standardisation of the lines from Mildura going
through to Geelong and other parts of the region as
well. This of course has been sought after for decades
by the people of that region. It will revolutionise the
way in which we get our export products to market. We
are providing another $209.5 million to operate and
maintain the $4.1 billion regional rail link project. It is,
again, a magnificent initiative that we have been able to
bring into order on coming to government and deliver
for the people of Victoria, including rural and regional
Victoria. Other rail investments include $5.8 million for
the Geelong station, $14.3 million for the new passing
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loop at Rowsley and a 45-vehicle car park at Ballan
station.
Insofar as roads are concerned, the budget includes
more than $730 million to maintain, restore and
improve Victoria’s regional roads. Some $130 million
of that is for roads maintenance. That will take our
commitment to roads maintenance and investment to
more than $500 million for the coming year. It is a huge
amount of money and easily a record. There are many
other features of the roads element of the budget. We
are providing $362 million to duplicate the Princes
Highway from Winchelsea to Colac, $86 million for the
long-awaited Calder Highway interchange at
Ravenswood, $31.8 million for the Princes Highway
east interchange at Sand Road, $11 million for Princes
Highway east overtaking lanes and $12.9 million to
deliver the Pioneer Road duplication.
In health we are providing $73 million for the Latrobe
Regional Hospital, $28 million for the Barwon Health
North facility, $14 million for the Boort hospital
redevelopment and so on and so on — there are many
more. In schools, more than 30 schools throughout rural
and regional Victoria will benefit from upgrades,
redevelopments, rebuilds and the like. We are
delivering $10 million for Horsham College,
$7.8 million for Ballarat High School, $7.6 million for
Yarrawonga College P–12 and so on. In vocational
education and training we are actually doing what
Labor never did and funding this sector for $1.2 billion
a year and for the out years, and of course a lot of that
money will come into rural and regional Victoria.
In the food and fibre area, a hugely important part of
our economy, there is $41 million worth of new
initiatives. We are also investing another $40 million in
water management initiatives. The Country Fire
Authority budget is a record $457 million, including
$29 million for 78 new vehicles and more and more.
We will of course continue to tell the people of Victoria
about this wonderful budget as the weeks and the
months go by. We are a coalition committed to all of
Victoria, and very particularly the regions of this great
state.

Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — My question is to the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills. I refer to the
fact that the Auditor-General has refused to sign off on
the annual financial statement of Northern Melbourne
Institute of TAFE (NMIT), one of Victoria’s largest
TAFEs. I ask: is it a fact that NMIT is running a
$30 million operating deficit because of your cuts?

Wednesday, 7 May 2014

Mr WAKELING (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank the member for his question.
Firstly I reject the premise of the question asked by the
member. I inform the house that — —
Ms Allan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bendigo East will cease interjecting. I ask the minister
to ignore interjections.
Mr WAKELING — Firstly, in regard to the NMIT
annual report, I have already informed the chamber,
through the Clerk, that the report is currently before the
Auditor-General, and the NMIT is working with the
Auditor-General in regard to its annual report. In regard
to the TAFEs that we have in this state, as we know, in
2008 the former government fundamentally changed
the operation of the state by the fundamental changes it
put in place when it opened it up to the market. As a
consequence of those changes, what we have seen is
that TAFEs are now having to compete with the private
providers — the system that was put in place by those
opposite.
As a consequence of those changes, we have seen that
the stand-alone TAFEs now have only a 32 per cent
market share in comparison to a 48 per cent share held
by the private providers. Those opposite put no
measures in place to provide assistance to those TAFEs.
When we came to government we understood that
those opposite provided no assistance to our important
TAFE sector. As a consequence of that we have created
our TAFE Structural Adjustment Fund, and we have
recently seen allocation of that funding.
This is a government that stands prepared to work with
our TAFE sector, unlike those opposite, who
implemented a system that provided no assistance to
TAFE. We stand prepared to work shoulder to shoulder
with our TAFE sector, and that is exactly what we are
getting on with doing.

School funding
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Education. How is the Victorian coalition
government building better schools and improving
access to education through the 2014–15 budget?
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — I thank the
member for Forest Hill for his question. Due to his hard
work and advocacy Burwood Heights Primary School,
Forest Hill College and Vermont Secondary College in
his electorate all received funding, so congratulations to
him.
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This is a great budget for education, both on the output
side and the capital side. When we look at capital
works, $500 million worth of capital works were
announced in this year’s budget. We are building for
growth, so those capital works are building for growth
and fixing the $420 million maintenance backlog that
we inherited from the previous government.
In building for growth we have announced
11 brand-new public-private partnership (PPP) schools
in the growth areas right around Melbourne and in
Geelong — a $191 million package. That means those
communities will receive a school with the lot. It will
be completely built, it will be equipped and it will have
playground equipment and all the landscaping done. On
top of that, the maintenance of those schools will be the
responsibility of the contractor for 25 years so that our
principals can be educational leaders, not maintenance
managers. It is a great thing for those communities.
In the last few budgets we have also budgeted for the
land for those PPPs. They can go ahead now because
we spent the money: we planned ahead, we built for
growth and we bought the land for those schools. Also
we have growth in inner Melbourne. We have funding
for growth in Coburg, a new high school at Prahran and
funding so that the new South Melbourne primary
school can begin. There are further stages of funding in
other grow areas, such as Officer Secondary College,
Mount Ridley College, Hazel Glen College at Doreen
and the Truganina P–9. I alluded to three schools in the
member’s seat, but more than 70 schools will be
receiving upgrades and renovations.
Two of my favourite schools are great and really
deserve funding but were neglected by the previous
government. One is Sunshine College in Labor
heartland. This is the government delivering for
the — —
Ms Thomson interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Footscray
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, I ask the honourable member for Footscray
to vacate the chamber for an hour.
Honourable member for Footscray withdrew from
chamber.
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Questions resumed.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — We will
deliver $6.3 million in this year’s budget, and there is
also a commitment for $13 million. The principal, Tim
Blunt, is absolutely pleased beyond words at what a
coalition government is doing for the western suburbs.
The other school is Eaglehawk Primary School, which
was being closed by the previous government and the
member for Bendigo East. We said that would not
happen. We put money into that school to renovate it,
and in this year’s budget there is a further $1.6 million
for that school.
It is not only in capital works; it is also in services.
There is an extra $273 million for students with a
disability and an extra $32 million for the transport of
those students who need to go to a special school. In
2014–15 we will see a record $642 million to fund a
program for students with a disability. This budget
reaffirms our commitment to the school funding
agreement. It reaffirms that this government will be
providing $5.4 billion of extra funding over the six
years because we believe in providing all those services
to our schools.
The sound financial management of this state has seen
us delivering both capital works and services to our
schools. With this budget we are building for growth,
we are fixing Labor’s mess in education and we are
providing far more improved services for all the
government schools in Victoria.

Family violence
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to comments from the head of
Domestic Violence Victoria, Fiona McCormack:
We’re asking him (the Premier) to meet with the families and
explain to them … why (family violence) figures so little in
the government’s priorities. It’s an absolute disgrace.

I ask: given that the Premier could find millions of
dollars in his budget for wild dog baiting, attending the
Expo Milano and creating a government office in South
Korea, why has the Premier provided so little extra
funding to support women and children suffering
family violence?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for her question. The issue of
family violence is a serious issue that deserves
bipartisan support. I make it very clear that I and my
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side of politics strongly support all the efforts of the
whole community to stamp out family violence. We
support the efforts of the Chief Commissioner of
Police, and we support the efforts of community
leaders, who are saying, ‘Stand up against family
violence’, and that family violence is totally and utterly
unacceptable. The community attitudes to family
violence need to change. That is why we as a
government are working hard to provide the resources
needed to assist people dealing with family violence.
When we came to government there was $70 million
for family violence-related programs. In the 2014–15
budget there is $95 million, an increase of more than
30 per cent over three and a half years. We want to do
all we can to stamp out family violence. This requires a
concerted approach. It requires broader education of the
community. It requires people understanding that they
need to speak up and stand up. It requires people to
understand that it is no longer acceptable for these
things to be swept under the carpet or for it to be said
that they belong within the house and that the house
should be a person’s castle and not exposed to the
wider spotlight of community opinion and evaluation.
We as a government certainly invest in family violence.
We invest in support for victims of family violence. We
invest in support for counselling of family violence
victims and their families. We invest in programs to
work with perpetrators of family violence and people
who may be at risk of perpetrating family violence. We
also work with the police. That is why we have
provided an additional 1700 police so that the Chief
Commissioner of Police has the police resources
available to deal with family violence. Family violence
is a serious crime. It is a very serious matter. That is
why we take it seriously, we treat it seriously and we
want a bipartisan approach to tackling family violence.
We want people to stand up against family violence, we
want people to speak up against family violence and we
have increased resources for the prevention of family
violence by 30 per cent in our three and a half years.

East–west link
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — My question is to
the Minister for Roads. How is the Victorian coalition
government’s budget commitment to building both
stages of the east–west link helping to build a better
Victoria, and is the minister aware of any alternative
views?
Mr MULDER (Minister for Roads) — I thank the
member for South Barwon for his question. No-one
would be more aware of the importance of the
east–west link project than the member for South
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Barwon, who makes his way down from Geelong on a
regular basis and gets caught in the traffic as it builds
up heading towards the West Gate Bridge and all the
traffic coming in from Ballarat at the same time. We
know that one incident on the West Gate Bridge causes
absolute traffic chaos.
We know the east–west link was proposed in a report
by Sir Rod Eddington, who was commissioned by the
Labor government in 2008. Six years ago this project
was identified by Sir Rod Eddington in his report
provided to the former government because the West
Gate Bridge carries somewhere in the order of
200 000 vehicles a day, and that is forecast to grow to
235 000 vehicles by 2031. It is important for us to
recognise that because we need to plan for growth in
this state if we are going to continue to drive
productivity and protect the livability of, in particular,
the greater Melbourne area. Fifteen per cent of the
traffic on the bridge is made up of around 30 000 truck
movements a day, which is far more than the
5000 trucks a day that a certain individual claimed he
could move from the West Gate Bridge with a dummy
alternative to the east–west link.
As I said, even a minor incident on the West Gate
Bridge can cause major chaos. This was confirmed in
an article in the Herald Sun of 9 December 2008 that
stated:
Premier John Brumby said today’s traffic chaos on the
M1 corridor proved the need for the tunnel under Footscray.
…
‘It was a great example, I think a great story, as to why we
need the Victorian Transport Plan —

of course with no money — and no money for this
project —
and why we need a second river crossing in Melbourne’,
Mr Brumby said.

The article continues to quote the then Premier:
… in West Gate, and you have an accident there that stops the
network, it clogs the network not just on the M1 and on the
West Gate, but right throughout the metropolitan system.

The former Premier certainly knew and understood
what this project was all about.
The Victorian coalition government, in partnership with
the federal coalition government, is contributing
$1.5 billion, and we will build the western section of
the east–west link project. This $8 billion to $10 billion
project will provide an alternative to the West Gate
Bridge and provide a direct connection to the port of
Melbourne. It will have the capacity to take somewhere
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in the order of 100 000 vehicles per day, which will
take an enormous amount of pressure off the M1 and
the West Gate Bridge. It will slash travel times between
Ballarat and Melbourne by 10 to 15 minutes, slash
travel times between Geelong and Melbourne by 15 to
20 minutes and help cement Victoria’s reputation that
we are the freight capital of Australia — not to mention
create around 3000 jobs.
There has been a lot of commentary on and support for
this project. The Premier rattled off a number of
examples before. The CEO of the Committee for
Melbourne, Kate Roffey, has said:
This is a very welcome and long overdue announcement.

There are also others who have supported this project.
On 19 October 2010 the following comment was made:
‘The WestLink project is as vital to Melbourne’s west as the
construction of the West Gate Bridge was back in the 1970s’,
Mr Noonan said.

The former Minister for Roads and Ports said:
WestLink is an important project for Melbourne that will
reduce overreliance on the West Gate Bridge, cater for the
planned expansion of the port of Melbourne, remove cars and
trucks from local roads, create more jobs and improve our
way of life …

There is only one person who is against this project and
others, and that is the Leader of the Opposition.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I will continue
my contribution on the Justice Legislation Amendment
Bill 2014. I came to the point where I was thanking
local government for the role it plays in emergency
services, and I thank them for their support in so many
different ways.
Moving on to the forestry industry brigades, I will
spend a little time on this because while the bill might
look innocuous in its detail, there are some substantial
issues in relation to this provision in the bill. The bill
seeks to amend the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 to
clarify that forestry industry brigades can assist the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) with fire prevention,
including burning in country areas of Victoria, and fire
prevention and suppression in places outside the
country area of Victoria. Forestry industry brigades are
firefighting brigades established by commercial
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plantation operators at the direction of the CFA to
protect commercial forestry plantations.
In 1997 the Victorian government passed legislation
requiring large-scale forest plantation companies to
form fire brigades to protect those plantations. The
industry brigades are operated by plantation companies
but are under the operational control of the CFA. The
CFA regulations set out the criteria for the formation of
forestry industry brigades. Regulation 66 states:
(1) The Authority must have regard to the criteria under this
regulation in determining whether to require a relevant
owner to form a forestry industry brigade for a
designated area.
(2) If the aggregate plantation holdings of the relevant
owner in the designated area are 10 000 hectares or
more, the Authority must be satisfied that there is no
other forestry industry brigade in another designated
area which is able to provide adequate services for the
suppression of fires in the designated area.
(3) If the aggregate plantation holdings of a relevant owner
or group of relevant owners in the designated area are
less than 10 000 hectares, the Authority must be satisfied
that —
(a) the aggregate plantation holdings of the relevant
owner are 500 hectares or more; and
(b) there is no other forestry industry brigade in
another designated area which is willing or able to
provide adequate service for the control and
suppression of fires in the designated area …

That makes it clear that whilst there may be many
plantations around the state of Victoria, only certain
plantations, based on size, are actually required to form
industry brigades under the regulations. Other
regulations pertaining to industry brigades spell out the
minimum requirements for apparatus, the application
for registration, the operation of the brigade, the
training arrangements and the cancellation of a forestry
industry brigade.
I understand there are approximately 15 to
20 companies operating large-scale forest plantations in
many locations across Victoria. The largest operator is
Hancock Victoria Plantations (HVP), which manages
240 000 hectares largely across the state’s western,
north-east and Gippsland regions. Within those
240 000 hectares, there are about 170 000 hectares of
plantation. Most other plantation operators are smaller
in size and, as such, many outsource their industry
brigade firefighting obligations to private firefighting
operators or services. According to its website, HVP
has seven separate brigades and more than
200 firefighters across the state. Whilst the primary role
of industry brigades is essentially asset protection, HVP
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states very openly that it regularly works outside its
designated plantation areas with the CFA and the
Department of Environment and Primary Industries
(DEPI).
The bill seeks to amend the CFA act to clarify that
industry brigades can assist the CFA to undertake fire
protection burning outside designated forestry
plantation areas and undertake fire prevention and
suppression in places outside the country area of
Victoria. In practice that will involve the CFA making a
request to the industry brigade for assistance. The bill
provides that where the landowner agrees that the
industry brigades will provide assistance, the industry
brigades will then be subject to the direction of the
CFA. The bill also seeks to amend liability and
immunity provisions in the CFA act to extend the same
protections to industry brigade firefighters as the CFA
firefighters have when they are engaged in fire
prevention and suppression activities. Powers of
indemnity include but are not limited to things such as
entry to any land, building or property, taking water,
stopping traffic, removing or cutting fences, any
damage done during firefighting operations and the
ability to direct other fire brigades. Those indemnity
rights are considerable.
The clear change proposed in the bill is to permit
industry brigades to be involved in planned burning
activities outside their designated plantation areas, for
example, on Crown land such as state forests that might
adjoin their plantations. Rather than limiting industry
brigades to fight and prevent fires in their designated
plantation areas — which is absolutely appropriate —
the bill proposes to allow privately engaged firefighters
to assist the CFA with fire prevention activities outside
the designated areas. There is no definition that I can
find in the bill that actually makes it clear where that
might be. In other words, it quite literally means
anywhere in Victoria.
The bill, in its current form, as I read it, could pave the
way for industry brigades to be engaged in planned
burns miles away from the forestry plantations. There
are simply no limits on that contained in this bill. These
planned burns could be on Crown land and adjoining
state forests and, as I said, away from the plantation.
The intention of this bill is to open up planned burning
activities to private firefighting services. I think this
feeds into a broader agenda here.
We understand that the state government has
committed to burning 390 000 hectares of Crown land
each year to meet the Black Saturday 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission’s recommendations. We
also understand that in 2013 the state government burnt
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275 000 hectares, but it was then later revealed that this
figure was inflated by including land destroyed during
natural bushfires. In 2011–12, the figure was
197 000 hectares burnt, which was up from
146 000 hectares the previous year.
Last week the Weekly Times newspaper reported on a
leaked DEPI report, which revealed the Victorian
government’s real plans to outsource its planned burns
to private contractors to meet planned burn targets. Let
me quote directly from the Weekly Times story of
30 April by Emma Field:
A Department of Environment and Primary Industries
document, dated June last year and seen by the Weekly Times,
proposes an overhaul of planned burns management.
It recommended contractors enter long-term agreements to
manage aspects of the burning program, including private fire
burning crews, without direct DEPI supervision.
The report, understood to be written by two senior DEPI
managers, said the department was ‘poorly equipped and (has
an) underutilised plant fleet’ to deliver the burns program.

I am sure the member for Bellarine will probably
expand on that report.
The government has since played down that report. It
has essentially made it out to be some sort of thought
bubble. But the Weekly Times made that report
available. It is a very comprehensive 27-page report,
which outlines every aspect of DEPI’s capacity to
increase its planned burn activities. This is the type of
report that is not supposed to see the light of day. It has
information which is absolutely relevant to this debate.
What that report actually outlines are the very
challenges faced by DEPI in terms of delivering on the
government’s commitment to burn 390 000 hectares
annually. Its executive summary section makes very
clear that DEPI does not believe it can do this, and
spells out why on page 4. It states:
Internal limitations to the delivery of such a large increase to
the current program include financial constraints, a poorly
equipped and underutilised DEPI internal plant fleet,
inefficient internal plant and human resource models, a lack
of well-developed contract agreements and works
specifications, and staff with limited procurement and
contractor management expertise.

The report basically states that DEPI cannot deliver on
the government’s planned burn target. There was a
follow-up story in the Weekly Times on 2 May
headlined ‘The CPSU says a proposal to outsource
planned burns is a joke’. It states:
Community and Public Sector Union federal secretary Karen
Batt said the report was a desperate cry for help.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Wednesday, 7 May 2014

ASSEMBLY

She said the two departments which combined last year to
form DEPI had lost 1050 employees in the two years up to
30 June …

Ms Batt’s principal concern is that there is no way that
DEPI can achieve more planned burns with these
horrendous staff cuts. She told the Weekly Times:
It’s a departmental responsibility not able to be handballed to
some other organisations.

That is exactly what this bill will do. That is why in fact
the three unions in this state that count firefighters
among their members have all contacted the state
opposition separately to declare their opposition to this
particular aspect of the bill.
I refer to a letter from the Australian Workers Union
(AWU) to me, signed by acting branch secretary Frank
Leo and dated 1 May 2014, regarding the union’s
opposition to this provision. It states:
This Victorian government has been seeking to increase its
use of contract agencies since the 2009 royal commission. In
2013, PS coordinator —

that is, the public sector coordinator of the union —
met with the district fire managers to discuss PFF numbers —

that is, project firefighter numbers —
for the coming season. The fire managers were keen to reduce
the number of project firefighter numbers from 600 to 420,
down by 180. The AWU argued strongly against this
proposal and were successful in retaining the status quo.
The DEPI and PV —

that is, Parks Victoria —
staff, each year, undergo a strenuous fitness assessment and
medical examinations to ensure as far as humanly possible the
safety of the employees and the community for whom they
are serving. No contractors or their employees are subject to
such rigorous tests. No contractors or private agencies have
their machines maintained to the level of DEPI. The
employees of DEPI and PV are professional in every sense,
they must continue to coordinate and control all aspects of
fuel reduction on all public land. Private agencies cannot
provide the same level of competency and surety.

That was the AWU’s submission, and we accept it. The
United Firefighters Union has also signalled its
opposition to the use of private firefighting services to
conduct planned burns, and with good reason.
The broader context here is that the Napthine
government has already slashed fire services funding in
this state by $66 million, and as we have heard, DEPI
has cut its staff by more than 1000. The Napthine
government has put a freeze on the hiring of new career
firefighters. This legislation will pave the way for
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forestry industry brigades to conduct planned burns
outside their designated plantation areas which would
otherwise be conducted by DEPI firefighters
supplemented by the CFA.
Labor does not support the use of private forestry
industry firefighting brigades to conduct planned burns
outside their designated areas. Rather, Labor believes a
properly resourced DEPI should maintain this task with
the support of the CFA. That is why Labor has
proposed amendments to this bill to omit clauses that
permit planned burning by industry brigades outside of
plantation areas. We are not opposed to industry
brigades conducting planned burns and suppression
activities inside their designated areas or inside their
plantation areas. That is appropriate.
Labor believes very strongly that the Napthine
government should provide DEPI with the appropriate
level of resourcing to carry out planned burns, not seek
for this work to be outsourced, as it is doing through
this bill. The government says it is not outsourcing, but
there is no doubt that the passage of this will would
pave the way for that to occur in an unrestricted way.
Labor does not support the outsourcing of critical fire
services.
Moving on to community fire refuges (CFRs), the bill
removes references to the role of councils in
designating community fire refuges. This is aimed at
avoiding confusion for councils regarding the
responsibility for determining that the refuges are fit for
purpose as a last resort bushfire shelter option. There
has been some conjecture about fire refuges. This is in
part due to the wording of recommendation 3 of the
2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission report,
which states:
The state establish mechanisms for helping municipal
councils to undertake local planning that tailors bushfire
safety options to the needs of individual communities. In
doing this planning, councils should:
urgently develop for communities at risk of bushfire
local plans that contain contingency options such as
evacuation and shelter.

I am sure it was unintended, but in part what that
recommendation does is sort of split the responsibility
between state and local government in that regard.
There are currently three community fire refuges
established, and another one has been announced as
part of the refuges pilot project led by the fire services
commissioner, who has recently become the emergency
management commissioner. Each of these refuges has
been selected by the state. Community fire refuges are
considered by the commissioner as a place of last resort
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and a medium-risk option for those fleeing fire.
According to a bushfire shelters options paper prepared
by the fire services commissioner recently, a
community fire refuge:
… provides protection from radiant heat, embers, has a
defendable space, firefighting equipment and water supply
available, has a systems approach to building opening, is
linked to community warnings and does not depend upon fire
service intervention.

They also add:
… a CFR involves travelling on foot or by vehicle, which can
be inherently dangerous when there is a bushfire in the local
landscape.

The Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV) has
responded to the fire services commissioner’s
discussion paper with the following:
Community fire refuges policy and legislation need to be
reviewed considering not only the context of all of the
survival options available to a community and community
resilience but also the appropriate and clearly defined roles
and responsibilities of agencies tasked with identifying,
building and maintaining refuges.
Most councils do not have the resources or expertise to be
able to identify sites, build and maintain community fire
refuges. Under current legislation however, councils are
responsible for designating community fire refuges and will
assume a level of liability for this action that is not
commensurate with their role, capability or capacity.
The CFR pilot project is a good opportunity to review policy
and the suitability of the current standards as well as test the
processes and actions that were undertaken. Whilst three
refuges were built and opened councils are concerned that the
costs and special pilot arrangements regarding liability,
ownership and maintenance may not be sustainable or
replicable. Significant questions regarding roles,
responsibilities, liability and accountability still remain to be
answered.
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them with the terms ‘chairperson’ and ‘deputy
chairperson’. I think this is a welcome and appropriate
change. In terms of the emergency management acts of
1986 and 2013, the bill simply makes consequential
amendments to these acts in relation to community fire
refuges.
Moving on to the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority Act 2004, the bill
clarifies that the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority (ESTA) has the power
to manage contracts associated with emergency
communication services, including managing contracts
for the issuing of emergency alerts. Labor does not
oppose such a change, although it would want to ensure
that any such contracts conformed with government
purchasing rules and that the minister ensured that was
the case. It needs to be understood that good
governance in purchasing and contracting is essential,
and we on this side of the house want appropriate
standards of probity to be followed in the awarding of
any substantial contracts.
In conclusion, I need to be clear, as I was at the start,
that this is an omnibus bill that makes a range of
amendments across a number of acts. Labor is not
opposed to the changing of the constitution of the CFA
board to bring in appointees based on their skills. As I
indicated earlier, that is consistent with what we have
seen with the State Emergency Service and ESTA. I
want to be really clear on that: we are not opposed to
that change.

Principally it is the liability issues that most worry the
MAV and local councils. That is why the MAV is
highly supportive of the proposal to remove from local
councils responsibility for designating community fire
refuges. The change proposed in this bill will
essentially remove any legal liability should problems
arise with fire refuges in the future. That is what the
opposition would consider a common-sense
amendment, and it is one that is supported.

We are not opposed to the removal from local
government responsibility for designating community
fire refuges. I have outlined very clearly why I believe
that to be the case, and I have provided in this
contribution the advice of the MAV, which stands up.
Labor supports the use of gender-neutral language in
the Country Fire Authority Act to describe the
chairperson and deputy chairperson. Again, that is
straightforward and we have no problems with that.
Labor also does not oppose the amendments to the
Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority
Act to allow the authority to undertake functions related
to emergency warnings and communications to the
public. Again it is absolutely straightforward. All those
aspects are important changes; some might be
considered minor, but they are important nonetheless.

Other changes to the Country Fire Authority Act are
proposed in this bill. There is a move to create
gender-neutral terms. This is a very minor but one
would argue welcome change in clause 4 to references
to the chairman and deputy chairman. This bill
proposes to remove these archaic references and replace

Labor supports the use of forestry industry brigades to
protect forest plantations on designated plantation land
as defined currently by the Country Fire Authority Act
and regulations. But Labor, as I have spent a
considerable period of my contribution explaining
today, cannot support the use of industry brigades for

That is the MAV’s submission.
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planned burning outside of plantation land. We see this
as a role for the state. We see this as the primary role of
DEPI with support from the CFA and, where
appropriate, Parks Victoria. Therefore we seek from
government members support for the amendments
circulated by the opposition and urge them to consider
those amendments very carefully. The amendments will
remove from the bill those clauses that relate
specifically to the use of industry brigades in planned
burns outside plantation areas. If members agree with
the proposition that the state should have responsibility
for planned burns and that this area of work should not
be outsourced, they should support the circulated
amendments.
As this bill packages up a range of issues, all but one of
which Labor has no problem with, Labor will not
oppose the passage of the bill through the Assembly.
But if our amendments are not supported, we will put
the amendments again in the Council and seek to
debate the issues again in detail. These are important
issues, and I am sure that my colleagues on this side
will speak very clearly about the need to ensure that
firefighting services are not contracted out in any way
anywhere in Victoria.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment
Bill 2014. This bill aims to enhance fire prevention and
suppression activities, support the management of
emergency communication service contracts, clarify the
role of municipal councils in relation to community fire
refuges and ensure that the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) board forms a representative, skill-based body
that continues to recognise the CFA as essentially a
volunteer-based emergency services group.
I say at the outset that I am glad the opposition in most
instances supports what we as a government are trying
to do here. We have introduced huge reforms when it
comes to emergency management, including the
introduction of the Emergency Management Act 2013,
which was debated in this house and passed and will
come into play in July this year. We have also
appointed the first emergency management
commissioner, Craig Lapsley, who was the fire services
commissioner and will take over that very important
role. We have transformed emergency management to
ensure that we have an all-hazards, all-agencies
approach to emergencies. When we look at situations
such as fire it does not matter what uniform you are
wearing, everybody gets involved and everybody
participates to ensure that the community is safe, people
are safe and assets are protected.
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It is very disappointing that the member for
Williamstown, as enthusiastic as he may be following
his recent appointment as the shadow minister for this
portfolio, has looked at a fundamental element within
this bill that covers the use of forestry industry brigades
in fire prevention and suppression activities outside of
plantation areas and proposed that they not be
recognised explicitly within this bill. That is very
important, and I would hope that the opposition would
come to grips with and understand why we need to do
this. The reason we need to recognise that forestry
industry brigades have a responsibility and a need to
undertake their work outside their plantations is that
there is fundamentally one very important thing when it
comes to these brigades — they have important assets
in these plantations and they need to protect them.
Fires do not respect boundaries, as we all know. It is
very hard to determine a particular area in which a fire
may start and stop. Therefore it is important that these
brigades are given the opportunity to operate outside
the immediate boundaries of their plantations. That is
what this bill is about. It is very simple. It is nothing
more. There is no hidden agenda in this bill. There is no
attempt to outsource the fire services. There is
absolutely nothing in this whatsoever.
If members look at the activities the Department of
Environment and Primary Industries (DEPI) has carried
out over the previous financial year and look at the
budget of $33.7 million in extra funding provided to
DEPI to achieve planned burning targets of
260 000 hectares and 270 000 hectares in 2013–14,
they will see that with both these planned burns
combined, a record amount of areas underwent planned
burning as a result of a lot of work that was done by the
agency and a lot of support from all the partners in this.
We need to understand that it was a fundamental
recommendation of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal
Commission to do this work. That is what these
planned burns have been doing, and that is why we
have been doing these planned burns. It is important for
that to continue.
Another thing the opposition fails to understand is that
DEPI uses specialist contractors to maintain and build
the 55 000 kilometres of tracks in parks and forests and
boundaries as part of this work. It uses specialist
agencies anyway. Why does it use these resources even
though it is resourced with 3000 staff at the ready and
600 project firefighters? It is again because we have
weather conditions which affect plans that are then
sometimes unable to be carried out. We need to ensure
that we are actually reaching those targets. DEPI
understands that, we understand it as a government, and
most importantly the people who live in these areas
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understand it. They know that we need to protect their
homes and their lives, and that is why we are getting on
with the job and doing what we are doing.
It is disappointing that the opposition is scoring political
points and saying, ‘We think what is happening here is
that the government has a hidden agenda, and that is to
outsource burning and to outsource the whole process
when it comes to protecting resources’. Let me say this:
the CFA has said this is what needs to happen and the
forestry industry brigades themselves have said this is
what needs to happen to protect our assets — in fact for
12 months they have been calling for these changes to
the CFA act to ensure that they can protect their assets.
This is not a hidden plan or agenda by the government.
It is a call from the industry and key stakeholders
saying, ‘Government, get on and do something about
this’. Guess what? We are getting on and doing
something about it. We are following on from the
responses, from the outcry of people in the community
that they want to ensure that their assets, homes and
lives are protected.
I add that we have also had a response to this from
Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria, from the volunteer
representatives themselves. They are certainly vocal
when it comes to what they think is right and wrong.
The volunteers said this is important as part of the
overall aims and objectives and strategy — that when it
comes to planned burning, when it comes to protecting
homes, lives and families, this is what we need to do. It
is absolute bunkum we have heard from the shadow
minister, the member for Williamstown, in proposing
such a ridiculous amendment to the bill we are debating
today.
In my last few minutes I will talk about the important
changes we are proposing here. We need to recognise
the work the CFA board has done in the past but also
the work that is going to be done in the future. Let us
just say that the CFA has a responsibility. With a total
budget in the 2014 budget of $473 million and a
commitment of $448 million, it is representing the
management of big assets. It has a big job to do, and we
need specialists on the board to provide expertise so
that it is able to run those assets and create efficiencies
within the CFA in the best possible way.
I commend the minister on the work he has done in the
reform here to ensure that the CFA continues to be the
very best it can be and leads the way when it comes to
fighting fires. The CFA has done a fantastic job, CFA
volunteers continue to do a fantastic job and the bill
will ensure that they continue to do a fantastic job into
the future.
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On fire refuges, it is very important that we work with
councils, use the expertise of our emergency
management commissioner and ensure that we
designate where these refuges are with the latest
information, with understanding, with local intelligence
but also with the intelligence of our fire services and
our emergency management experts. That is what this
bill is about. It ensures that when it comes to
designating community refuges we have the very best
procedures instead of what is the case at the moment
under the CFA act, under which regulations are not
prescribed as part of all this.
The last part of the bill ensures that the Emergency
Services Telecommunications Authority (ESTA) is
empowered to be able to run the telecommunications
network when it comes to the emergency alert system.
It is very important that ESTA, which is at the forefront
of this, is using the latest technology. With the rollout
of so much we have done, particularly after the last fire
season, it is important that the experts are responsible
for that. That is what this bill does. It ensures that
ESTA is the responsible authority when it comes to
communications in the case of emergency. This is a
good bill that goes to the core of what we are trying to
do in emergency management, which is to ensure that
we have the best and that we work together in an
all-hazards, all-agency response to fight emergencies. It
is disappointing that we do not have the support of the
opposition, because this is serious stuff. I commend the
bill to the house.
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — It is clear from the
contribution of the member for Caulfield on the Justice
Legislation Amendment Bill 2014 that he does not have
a real understanding of the way our fire services operate
and the pressures on them at the moment. That is not
surprising because he is from Caulfield. I will come
back to some of the comments he made in his
contribution.
I want to make it clear, as the member for
Williamstown did, that the opposition is supporting a
number of measures contained in this bill, including the
way in which the legislation can strengthen the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) board. Although I put on the
record that the CFA board has played an incredible role
over a very long period of time and has offered a lot of
expertise in relation to the management and operation
of the CFA, these amendments will go towards trying
to further strengthen the operation of the board and add
to the skills and expertise of the people who sit on it.
We are supporting a number of amendments that are
contained in the bill, but the opposition will also be
supporting an amendment to the legislation in relation
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to provisions that are basically moving down the path
of privatising our fire services. The member for
Caulfield said there is no hidden agenda. Of course it is
not hidden anymore. As a result of information in the
Weekly Times we now know what the real agenda of
this government is in relation to fire services,
particularly for Department of Environment and
Primary Industries (DEPI) and Parks Victoria staff who
have responsibility for fire management services on
Crown land. That has not only been revealed in the
newspaper but also in a discussion paper put out in June
last year. I do not know if the member for Caulfield has
read the discussion paper. It relates to the challenges in
meeting DEPI’s increased planned burning access,
preparation, support and rehabilitation works
requirements. That paper clearly outlines the true
agenda of this government, an agenda which is being
commenced through the amendments contained in this
legislation.
Before I say more about that, as this is the first time I
have had an opportunity in the house to do so this year,
I want to put on the record a tribute to the paid and
volunteer firefighters in Bellarine for their wonderful
efforts over the summer. I know that they had an
incredibly busy summer, both locally and in assisting
throughout the region and Victoria. I also note that
Parks Victoria staff, who would be affected by some of
these amendments, have done a great job in some
planned burning at the nature reserve in Ocean Grove,
which is one of the high-risk Crown land areas in the
Bellarine area.
Despite the government talking up its credentials in
relation to fire services, there are still some local issues
that the government has failed to address. The
Portarlington CFA building is in desperate need of
improvement and an increase in size. The Portarlington
CFA brigade continues to wait with no answers.
Despite the establishment of the new CFA building in
Ocean Grove, which we funded when we were in
government, the appointment of some paid staff there
and further significant spending by the government to
extend it and enable it to become a 24-hour station, no
decision has been made. The minister has prioritised his
own electorate over Ocean Grove, despite the high risk
of fire in the Bellarine community.
I also want to acknowledge the great work of DEPI and
Parks Victoria staff. As we have seen in this house, and
as we have acknowledged through condolences, the
work of DEPI and Parks Victoria staff, both in fire
prevention and in managing fires, is extremely
dangerous. We have experienced the loss of life
amongst firefighters in the last couple of years. That
probably goes to the real issue about the
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appropriateness of this legislation and the opening up of
further contracting of firefighting services in Victoria.
We know, for example, that like CFA members, DEPI
and Parks Victoria staff are put through very rigorous
training processes, annual fitness testing and medical
testing, which contractors are not. This is incredibly
dangerous work for individual firefighters, and it is
dangerous for local communities if these things are not
managed well. That is why for a very long time in
Victoria we have had a very strong CFA and very
strong Parks Victoria and DEPI firefighting services.
Parks Victoria and DEPI work together, one doing a lot
on private land and the other with responsibility for
Crown land. We know we need highly trained,
professional firefighters who are able to engage in
prevention through planned burning and also to respond
to bushfires in our community.
Despite what is claimed by the government, we have to
have a look at the details contained in the discussion
paper that the Weekly Times talked about a week ago.
The real issue we face is that as the government
increases its planned burning targets, the capacity of
DEPI to meet those targets is limited. That is why we
have got these amendments. They will open the door
for private fire brigades to work more broadly than just
on the plantations where they have traditionally
worked. I want to clarify that while in Victoria we do
use specialist contractors outside those plantations, at
the moment that use is limited to contracting
machinery — people who can move logs, dig holes and
that sort of work. It is not about using contractors for
firefighting services. That has remained in the realm of
the CFA, DEPI and Parks Victoria staff.
There is no doubt that this is much more than a thought
bubble, even though the minister in his comments to the
Weekly Times tried to claim that this had no status. This
article was written by senior staff. I have in fact
previously raised concerns in this house about the
direction the minister and the government were going
in relation to the potential to contract out — in other
words, privatise — our firefighting services. This is a
well-formed thought process and a well-formed policy
direction of the government, and we are seeing the
opening of the door through this particular legislation.
As I said, it is not just a mere possibility; it is something
that is happening.
It is really not a surprise that we see these amendments,
because if members look in detail at this report and at
the fact that we have seen over 1000 staff cut from
DEPI, they will see that of course it is going to have an
impact. The ability to deliver the planned burning target
cannot be achieved when we are seeing this massive cut
in staffing and resources in the department; there is no
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way. The report makes this clear. At the current rate,
you would need to double the workforce in order to
meet the targets. The government is so far from
doubling the workforce that we are going backwards at
a rate of knots. This is the real story behind the
amendments. DEPI staff numbers have been cut
enormously. The department does not have the
resources or capacity to meet the planned burn targets,
let alone manage how it is going to respond to bushfires
on Crown land in the future. That is of extreme concern
to many communities.
Contractors will not be subject to the same testing or
given the same training. We should not be putting
people at risk in this way. We should be ensuring that
DEPI and Parks Victoria staff have the resources and
support they need to play the critical role they have
played for many decades in both planned burns and
firefighting during bushfires. You cannot cut fire
services by $66 million and cut 1000 people out of the
department and not expect that to have an impact. The
bill before the house is not the solution; all it does is try
to turn people’s minds away from these cuts. We need
to ensure that the department, its staff and our
firefighters have the appropriate resources and support
to carry out the critical role they play on behalf of all
Victorian communities. If the government supports the
CFA and DEPI, I urge this house and the government
to support the amendments circulated by the member
for Williamstown.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — I rise to
speak in support of the Justice Legislation Amendment
Bill 2014. This bill really shows how the coalition
government is committed to reforming the state’s
emergency management arrangements. It shows a
commitment to improving Victoria’s ability to mitigate
the effects of bushfires, to respond to bushfires and to
recover from bushfire emergencies. Those are all areas
that this bill covers.
The bill also makes important changes to the
emergency services portfolio legislation to improve its
operation, thereby making communities safer
throughout Victoria. In particular the bill removes
impediments to the participation of forestry industry
brigades in fire prevention and suppression activities.
The nature of bushfires is that they will rip through
countryside regardless of title boundaries, and this is
why this bill is essential. The forestry industry brigades
have not been able to assist in fighting all bushfires, and
the brigades and Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria have
sought this legislation to be able to protect their assets
by assisting with fire suppression when the fire is
outside these plantations. I will come back to this issue
in a moment.
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The bill also deals with the appointment of the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) board. The CFA is at the heart of
many communities throughout rural Victoria. Many
people in country towns in Victoria are volunteers with
their local CFA chapter. They support the CFA, they
raise money and they do training. The board of the
CFA requires particular skills to make sure that there is
strategic direction for this very large body of
volunteers. The bill transforms the existing CFA board
appointment process to require board members to have
critical skills or knowledge or experience which will
assist in harnessing the great energy that CFA
volunteers provide to the Victorian community.
The bill also provides for the prescribing of community
fire refuges in regulation. Fire refuges were
recommended by the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal
Commission, and the coalition government has already
put three refuges in place since December 2013. There
is a refuge at the Millwarra Primary School at
Warburton East and one at Ferny Creek Primary
School. When the Minister for Bushfire Response, who
is also the Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
opened those refuges he stated:
I am pleased to stand here and say to the Ferny Creek local
community that they now have a community fire refuge in
time for the summer fire season to use as a last resort survival
option in the event of a significant bushfire.

A few weeks after those two refuges were opened the
Blackwood community fire refuge was opened. Those
fire refuges provide communities with a last resort to
survive. People have to have their own fire plans and
deal with situations as they unfold on high fire-risk
days, but the refuges are an important initiative which
enable people to survive a fire when they are stuck in a
situation where they have no other option. These
refuges have a remote opening system. They have
direct contact with the state control centre. They have
heat shields. They have stand-by power generators, fire
protection systems and enough facilities for people to
survive a fire as it passes through.
The bill also looks at the role of the Emergency
Services Telecommunications Authority (ESTA). The
bill makes it clear that ESTA has the power to manage
contracts associated with emergency communication
services, including managing contracts for the issuing
of emergency alerts, a very important component of
managing how bushfires are brought under control.
Turning back to the issue of forestry industry brigades,
I learnt a bit about this issue in the bushfires royal
commission, where I appeared on behalf of the
Victorian Association of Forest Industries (VAFI).
Interestingly, I was briefed by the CEO, Philip
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Dalidakis, who is now a Labor candidate for the other
place in the next election. I certainly learnt a lot about
the industry in the course of appearing at the royal
commission. Putting aside the debate that rages in
environmental circles about forestry, there is certainly
no doubt that the forestry industry has great capacity to
assist with the management of fire in the state. In a
VAFI media release at the time, Mr Dalidakis is
reported as having said in his submission to the royal
commission:
Our forest communities are never going to be free from the
threat of bushfires, but through the appropriate use of forest
industries, we can help to reduce the severity of that risk, both
before and after bushfires strike.

He also said:
A sustainable and well-managed forestry industry is one of
the state’s best weapons in the defence against bushfires …

These private brigades in the industry provide a service
which many in the community are not aware of. For
instance, when a fire breaks out, if the tracks are
overgrown, crews cannot get in to fight the fire before it
becomes a wildfire. The forestry industry assists with
the maintenance of fire tracks so a quick response can
be achieved through easy access to remote areas. The
forestry industry brigades assist with the reduction of
fuel loads and they also provide heavy equipment in
times of need. This is significant because when a fire
breaks out and you need to create a mineral earth
control line, if you do not have the heavy equipment
nearby, it is very difficult to respond quickly.
Perhaps more importantly are the skills these fire
brigades bring. Driving a bulldozer in a fire situation is
very different to driving a bulldozer on farmland or
clearing a block for a development. In a bushfire
situation you could be working in steep, remote or
rocky terrain at night in smoke, and have great
experience that should be called on, and is called on, to
assist the state in the suppression of wildfires. The
member for Bellarine suggested that these private
contractors do not have the skills that others may have
to assist with this sort of operation. I disagree with that.
It is very clear that the forestry industry has highly
trained people with skills, and importantly they have
the equipment we so desperately need to respond
quickly when fires break out.
The Victorian Association of Forest Industries made
recommendations to the royal commission, many of
which have been dealt with by this government. For
example, it recommended the need for forest
biodiversity and water and land management policies to
minimise the risk of catastrophic bushfire. Various
policies have been implemented by this government.
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VAFI also raised the need to recognise the forestry
industry’s contributions to fire management. This bill is
an example of what the government is doing.
Another recommendation made by VAFI relates to the
integration of forestry industry services and fire
management across the landscape. Again this bill
assists with that. VAFI also recommends an increase in
the use of all existing fire management tools, including
prescribed burns. The minister has informed me that the
prescribed burns that have occurred over the last few
years have greatly outweighed the burns that took place
prior to this government coming to office. Every year
many hectares have been burnt and money has been set
aside in the budget. This government is providing a
comprehensive response to fire management, and this
bill is another plank in that response.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I rise to speak on the
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2014 which, as has
been stated by earlier speakers, does a number of
things. I would like to pick up on some of the
comments made by the members for Prahran and
Caulfield. It was interesting to hear each of those
members talk about planned burns and the fact that this
government has increased its targets as a result of
recommendations made by the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission. I am pleased to say that I
was a member of the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee that made recommendations
about targets of something like 390 000 hectares to be
burnt. This government has not met any of those
targets, although it has increased the amount of burning
that has occurred in the last few years.
When this government has not met its planned burning
targets, references have often been made to weather
conditions. It is a shame that the same logic — because
it is logical that weather conditions will impact on
planned burns — was not applied when we were in
government and members opposite were in opposition.
It would appear, according to members of this
government, that climatic conditions played no role at
all in any Labor government not meeting its planned
burning targets. The fact that we had 10 years of
drought clearly makes no difference to them. It is good
that they have now seen the light and appreciate that
planned burns are impacted by weather conditions and
that if the weather does not allow you to burn, you
cannot burn. I welcome the insight that is now
apparently being shown by the members of this
government.
To get back to the bill before the house, the opposition
sees this as another example of the thin edge of the
wedge and an indication of this government’s desire to
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outsource almost all government services. We are
seeing that here with this proposal.
Plantation firefighters have been around for some years
and have done a great job. We heard from the member
for Prahran about the role they play during bushfires.
When the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee was looking at land management practices
it was very clear that in many parts of Victoria timber
industry workers were there with heavy equipment
ready to do an amazing range of very important work.
Whether that was to introduce firebreaks to help the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) to access parts of the
forest or whatever it was, they were always ready,
willing and able to do that work. However, that was
actually during bushfires and in response to
emergencies in their areas.
That is different to what would seem to be proposed in
this bill and what we saw proposed in a leaked report
undertaken by some senior people within the
Department of Environment and Primary Industries
(DEPI). It seems this government is looking to use this
outsourcing of forestry workers to do planned burns. To
my knowledge they have never been used to do that
before. They are there to protect their plantations, and
of course in an emergency situation they have been able
to be used for bushfire suppression during actual
bushfires. However, for those workers to be doing
planned burns, which appears would be able to occur
under this legislation, to my mind is a very different job
altogether and something they have not done before.
I find it frustrating and very hypocritical that when the
Victorian bushfires royal commission was still being
conducted, the then opposition committed to
implementing all the recommendations of the royal
commission before they had even been made. Sight
unseen, this government committed to implementing all
of the bushfires royal commission recommendations.
Of course we know the government failed in many
cases because some of those recommendations would
be very difficult for any government to implement, but
that did not stop its members in opposition suggesting
they would do that.
One of the things the then opposition said it would do
was meet those targets that were recommended by the
Environment and Natural Resources Committee. We
now know it made that commitment to meet those
targets while at the same time cutting DEPI staff by
more than 500 and taking over $60 million from fire
services. At the same time the government was cutting
DEPI staff it was also saying they must meet their
targets. Of course we know the sorts of pressure that
puts on staff who have to do these planned burns. In
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many cases it is very difficult for them to do that. To
quote from a recent Weekly Times article:
DEPI staff in regions facing dramatically increased burn
targets have stated they would not be able to deliver them.
But the report said the government had made it clear
large-scale staff increases would not occur.

So while the government is cutting DEPI staff it is
saying to them, ‘You must meet those target burns’.
There is no other option for them but to use others to do
this job for them. As I said, we have not seen this sort
of outsourcing in planned burns previously. We have
seen the forestry industry committing to assist in
managing wildfire, but it has not previously been
involved in doing anything around the planned burns.
That is why the opposition is extremely concerned and
is therefore proposing an amendment to this bill in
regard to that particular area.
The bill does a range of other things. It makes changes
to the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 in regard to the
nomination, appointment, eligibility and number of
people on the board. It reduces the number of members
from 10 to 9. It also introduces a range of requirements
for members to have commercial, technical,
operational, legal and/or financial skills, and expertise
in fire services, emergency management, land
management and other relevant areas. That is similar to
the requirements of the State Emergency Service (SES)
and the Emergency Services Telecommunications
Authority (ESTA) boards. There is nothing
controversial in that, and we welcome changing that to
a skill-based board — although, I know a number of
members of the CFA board who are incredibly skilled,
and I think the board has done an enormous amount in
maintaining the CFA as the fantastic force it is today. I
take this opportunity to commend all of our CFA
volunteers — and our SES volunteers, for that
matter — for all of the amazing, skilled work they do
for their local communities.
The concern remains in regard to the forestry industry
brigades and the work they would be doing, which
again is a way of just covering up the cuts this
government has made to the DEPI staff.
The other major change in this legislation is in regard to
community fire refuges. We know there are three that
were part of the pilot project led by the fire services
commissioner, and this removes any role that councils
have in these refuges. The issue of refuges is very
important, as is that of neighbourhood safer places, and
certainly from my community’s point of view there is
still a lot of clarification required around both refuges
and neighbourhood safer places and when it is
appropriate to use those sorts of facilities. Refuges are
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useful if you are very close by. I am not sure that we
have had cause — and hopefully we will not have
cause — to use the refuges that exist, but I think there is
still an enormous amount of confusion as to their use.
Clarification is needed as to how people would make
their way to a refuge, whether that would be the safest
option if there were time for them to evacuate and, if
they had to get in their car and drive to a refuge,
whether in fact it would be safer for them to leave the
area entirely if that were possible. There are some other
areas around those facilities that need clarification for
the community.
With those words I wish this bill a speedy passage, and
I hope the government sees fit to adopt the amendments
as proposed by the opposition.
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a contribution to the debate on the
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. I come from
the region of Murray Valley, and we value our Country
Fire Authority (CFA) and fire brigades very highly, as
do most. They play a very important role in our
community.
Before I get too far into the bill, I want to talk about
some of the confusion amongst those on the other side.
I do not want to confuse the facts of this bill with the
opinion of the opposition. The member for Macedon
has quite rightly said the forestry industry brigades do a
fantastic job as well. We know the role they play, being
employed to fight fires on their own land and at their
businesses, but from time to time those industry
brigades are useful and are used on Crown land. When
there are fires raging, our communities want to use
every resource they have at their disposal, and the
industry brigades are a terrific asset. Even Volunteer
Fire Brigades Victoria agrees with this policy. It wants
to see these industry brigades used in the event of
emergencies and fire. They are highly experienced, as
are the CFA volunteers, but they are not covered by
insurance. Bringing all the brigades under the one
umbrella will be useful when there is fire on Crown
land, because, as I said, our communities want to use all
the resources at their disposal when they are needed.
The thing to remember which I think the opposition is
missing is that the industry brigades are used at the
discretion of the CFA, so this is not a situation where
they are becoming the CFA or making the CFA
redundant. This is at the discretion of the CFA, and it is
very important to recall that.
Moving on, the bill aims to enhance fire prevention,
support the management of emergency communication
services contracts, clarify the role of the councils in
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relation to community fire refuges and transform the
Country Fire Authority board into a more skills-based
board that will continue to recognise that the CFA is
essentially a volunteer-based emergency service.
The Country Fire Authority Act 1958 and the
Emergency Management Act 1986 will be amended to
remove references to the designation ‘community fire
refuges’. Instead community fire refuges will be
prescribed in regulations under the CFA act. On top of
this, the CFA act will be amended to provide for a
smaller board, the members of which will be recruited
based on their relevant skills; as I said earlier, it will be
a skills-based board. This amendment will modernise
the CFA board’s constitution and better position it to
face the challenges of the future while continuing to
recognise that the CFA is essentially a volunteer-based
organisation. That is something we cannot forget.
The bill amends the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority Act 2004 to make it
clear that the Emergency Services Telecommunications
Authority, better known as ESTA, is to manage
contracts related to emergency communications,
including emergency alerts. Finally, the bill will make
some small amendments in relation to the Secretary of
the Department of Environment and Primary Industries.
I want to touch very briefly on the changes the bill will
make to the Country Fire Authority board. The board is
currently appointed from a panel nominated by the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change, the
Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV) and the
board of Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria. The
Governor in Council currently appoints the chair and
deputy chair on the recommendation of the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. This bill will introduce
a skills criteria for the appointment of members to the
CFA board and reduce the number of members from 10
to 9, including the chair and the deputy chair. Many
other boards in our community are moving towards
skills-based criteria, and I think this is a brilliant
initiative.
In line with that shift to a skills-based board, the bill
removes the entitlement for the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change and the MAV to
nominate members. I do not think that will get much
criticism, because in recognition that the CFA is a
volunteer-based organisation Volunteer Fire Brigades
Victoria retains its entitlement to nominate the panel
from which the board members are selected, so I think
there will still be plenty of input. The arrangements
proposed are not intended to reflect on the personal
capabilities or the performance of the current CFA
board members. They are in step with best practice
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approaches to board appointment and governance as set
out in the appointment and remuneration guidelines. In
particular, the amendments modernise the appointment
process to align with the skills-based appointments for
the State Emergency Service and ESTA.
Of course removing the entitlement of the MAV to
nominate members is not intended to restrict local
government representation on the board. The skills
relevant to the funding of the authority may include
local government skills and expertise that can be
considered when they are nominating or recommending
candidates for appointment. Importantly, the bill retains
the entitlement of the board of Volunteer Fire Brigades
Victoria to nominate the panel from which appointees
are selected. This provision has been retained in
recognition of the CFA situation. It is important to
understand that the bill lists land management expertise
as a skill. That is relevant to the functioning of the
authority, and very important in the context of all this.
I will touch very briefly on community refuges. The bill
removes the requirement for councils to designate
community fire refuges. Instead refuges will be
prescribed in the regulations and councils will be
required to identify prescribed refuges in the municipal
emergency plans they are currently required to have.
The Fire Services Commission is currently leading the
refuges pilot program, and it is the intention of the
government to introduce legislation providing for
refuges after the pilot has been completed and
evaluated. This will ensure that the pilot informs the
development of the legislation, which is one of the
purposes of the pilot program. There has been some
confusion about the legislative role of councils in
relation to designating refuges, so hopefully that will be
resolved.
The amendments will not change the status of the pilot
refuge sites in Ferny Creek, East Warburton and
Blackwood. They will continue to be available for use
as last resort shelter options during a bushfire event.
Councils will still be required to identify the locations
of the refuges in their emergency plans, as I said earlier,
and it is important that those plans account for all the
shelter options available within a community. The
community refuges pilot is a world first. It is something
that has never been done before, but this is a life and
death situation so it is obviously a pilot that we need to
get right. It is not an experiment; it is a pilot that we
need to make sure is absolutely spot on upon
completion.
Moving to the forestry industry brigades under the CFA
act, as I said earlier, the industry brigades are
established by companies for the purpose of managing
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their own fire prevention, but obviously when a fire
comes people are not going to wait until it gets to their
property boundary before saying, ‘It is time for us to
address the fire situation’. This is obviously about
proactively trying to prevent fire in the whole region. It
is certainly about protecting an asset, but it will also
assist to protect other assets. The forestry industry
brigades are a terrific example of the partnership
between business, CFA volunteers and local
communities. We see this in my area up in Myrtleford,
Bright and the surrounding regions. Timber production
is a very important part of the economy up there, and it
is absolutely essential that when fires come around
every man and his dog is available to assist when the
time is right.
In summary, there are four key changes being made by
this legislation: removing the impediments to the
forestry industry brigades assisting in planned burns;
transforming the board of the CFA from a
representative to a skills-based board; clarifying the
functions of ESTA in managing emergency
communication contracts; and clarifying the role of
local councils in relation to community fire refuges.
As I said at the outset, the CFA is an incredibly
important part of our community. Its members are the
butchers, the bakers and the candlestick makers, and
they are all throughout our towns. Like local hospitals,
the CFA brigades are very well supported by the whole
community — everybody gets behind the CFA to
support it and be part of it, if not as volunteers then by
providing cash or support when it is required. The CFA
is an important part of our community, and I commend
this bill to the house.
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — In rising to speak on
the Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2014 I will
start by focusing on the aspect of the bill that makes
changes to the responsibilities around community fire
refuges. I have been following this issue quite closely
not only in my capacity as a member of Parliament who
lives in and represents a bushfire-affected area but also
as a former spokesperson on bushfire response issues
for the opposition.
I welcome the changes around fire refuges outlined in
this bill, particularly around the clarification of the role
of local government in the designation of community
fire refuges. This has been one of the more challenging
recommendations of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission. It has caused local government a
lot of concern. Indeed many communities are also
concerned. I appreciate what the government has said in
regard to fire refuges — that is, that this approach is a
world first and we are leading the world — but the
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response to the recommendation and the rollout of the
program by this government has been beset by
confusion from the beginning. Many communities have
been unsure about exactly what has been going on
around the rollout of fire refuges in their community.
I note that three fire refuges are up and running as part
of a refuges pilot project, and I also note that these have
only recently come into operation. When I say recently,
I mean for the fire season that has just passed, despite
the avowed promises made by the government in
previous years that they would be in place initially
before the start of the 2012–13 fire season and then by
the start of the 2013 year. This rollout has been beset by
delay and confusion. At least this bill addresses the
issues faced by local councils around responsibility for
determining the location of refuges. I note that the
Municipal Association of Victoria is highly supportive
of this initiative, and I hope it will assist in addressing
those issues of confusion at the local level.
Some of the commentary made by the Minister for
Bushfire Response in this space has been a bit over the
top when opposition members have raised concerns
about the rollout of the fire refuges program. He has
given an hysterical response and has claimed that
opposition members do not support the rollout of
refuges and that we do not support the bushfire royal
commission’s recommendations. That is just not true. I
think opposition members have rightly been critical of
the very slow and poor rollout of this refuge program,
particularly when commitments have been made about
when these refuges would be up and running. I am
pleased to see that this legislation clarifies issues around
fire refuges and the responsibility of local councils.
I will now focus on issues regarding the changes around
forestry industry brigades. Obviously I strongly support
the amendments circulated by the member for
Williamstown as part of the debate this afternoon.
When having this conversation about changes to
planned burning operations, the role of forestry industry
brigades, the role of the Country Fire Authority and the
role of the Department of Environment and Primary
Industries (DEPI), we have to remember two things.
Firstly, the Department of Environment and Primary
Industries has had a massive cut to its number of
staff — more than 500 staff have gone. The cuts
inflicted by this government to the numbers of staff
represents around a quarter of the department’s
workforce. Clearly that has affected the capacity of this
part of the department to address the royal
commission’s recommendations around planned
burning commitments.
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Opposition members also know that the CFA had
significant budget cuts a couple of years ago of around,
if I remember rightly, $44 million. Opposition members
are very concerned that these changes are coming from
a position where the government is trying to save
money. There have been cuts in both of these areas,
which are on the front line of responding to fire
emergencies, as the DEPI staff do and as the CFA staff,
both paid career firefighters and volunteer firefighters,
do. Opposition members are very concerned about
these changes and about how they affect the numbers of
staff and people available to address the issues around
planned burning, the interface between the work of
forestry industry brigades and burning on public land.
I am sure it has been referred to by a number of my
colleagues, but we do have to wonder if a recent report
in the Weekly Times has not revealed the true nature
behind these changes. A report in the Weekly Times of
30 April reveals details of a leaked DEPI report about
the plans to outsource — contract out if you like,
privatise — the planned burning program to meet the
targets outlined in the royal commission
recommendations. As I said, this is a concern. The
report is believed to have been written by two senior
DEPI managers who reported that the department is
poorly equipped and has an underutilised plant fleet to
deliver the burning program.
The leaked report says that staff in regions facing
dramatically increased burn targets have stated they
would not be able to deliver them, but it also says that
the government has made it clear that large-scale staff
increases will not occur. This clearly outlines that the
cuts inflicted on the Department of Environment and
Primary Industries by the Napthine coalition
government are having an impact in a critical area of
the bushfires royal commission’s recommendations.
When talking about planned burns — the percentages
of land burnt and what is and is not burnt — I hope the
government steps away from attacking the opposition
for not supporting the royal commission’s
recommendations. Opposition members supported the
recommendation put forward by the royal commission,
and we have supported it ever since. However, I think it
is legitimate for anyone, whether they are a member of
the opposition or of the wider community, to question
how the planned burns are taking place, what impact
the cuts are having on the burning program and indeed
which areas of public land are being burnt.
This issue is often raised with me; indeed it was raised
with me as recently as last Saturday morning when I
was out and about in the Bendigo community. It
appears that no-one can question any activities around
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planned burns without being beaten over the head and
told they are opposing the royal commission’s
recommendations. I would have hoped that we could
have a much more sophisticated discussion about the
rollout of the planned burning program, about where
the burns occur and whether they are being prioritised.
There have been reports that the priority has been on
meeting the target rather than on addressing areas most
vulnerable to fire risk.
One outcome of Black Saturday in my area was that the
community of Eaglehawk was able to see how a
planned burn that had been completed the previous year
had been effective and had buttressed the town from the
Black Saturday fire that went through that community. I
know these activities can make a significant difference
to addressing fire risk. However, we have to have a
mature conversation about the planned burning
program. If the cuts being made by this government to
the department will compromise its staff’s ability to
complete this program, then government members
should admit that those cuts are being made and
recognise that the department needs to be supported to
do this important work.
I note that there has been significant opposition to the
proposals to introduce legislation allowing private
agencies to carry out fuel reduction burns, and I am
sure members have already talked about that opposition
coming from the likes of the Australian Workers Union
and others. I hope the government listens to these
concerns and does not just summarily dismiss them.
These are the people who are out there on the front line
doing this work, and they can bring great knowledge
and value to the discussion. I hope the government will
take the opportunity to support the amendments that
have been circulated by the member for Williamstown
to omit these provisions and then we can have a
discussion about the program as a whole, particularly
given the cuts that have been inflicted on the
Department of Environment and Primary Industries.
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — I rise to support the
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. This bill
seeks to improve fire prevention and suppression
activities as well as emergency communications and
service contracts. The bill clarifies the role of councils
in relation to fire refuges. It also aims to ensure that the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) board has a broad skills
base. The CFA is a volunteer organisation, but it is also
an organisation with a very large budget and one that
has significant requirements for skills and technical
abilities. Advanced firefighting requires broadbased
skills. We want to ensure that the board of the CFA
reflects the needs of the organisation and its future
strategy.
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The bill amends the Emergency Management Act
1986, taking out the reference to the designation of
community fire refuges. That will instead be covered in
the prescribed regulations under the Country Fire
Authority Act 1958. It also amends the Country Fire
Authority Act to enable forestry industry brigades to
participate in fire prevention and suppression activities
outside designated plantation areas. This means that
those brigades will be covered by relevant immunity
and volunteer compensation provisions when they are
acting outside designated plantation areas. The bill also
amends the Emergency Services Telecommunications
Authority Act 2004 so that the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority (ESTA) is able to
manage its contracts that relate to emergency
communications and alerts.
The government’s appointment and remuneration
guidelines for Victorian government boards, statutory
bodies and advisory committees recommend a broad
base and a range of skills and expertise for the boards of
these organisations. The skills requirements of these
boards include fire or emergency management, land
management or a field relevant to those functions. In
the appointment of board members there is also a need
to consider skills and expertise in commercial,
technical, operational, legal or financial areas.
As I mentioned, considering the size of the CFA’s
budget — $473 million — and the technical
applications and expertise required, it is essential that
the CFA’s board comprises people with these levels of
experience and skills. Four of the CFA board’s
members will be appointed from a panel of names put
forward by Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria. Those
nominees will have the same requirements as other
board members. Those appointment requirements will
be aligned with those of the State Emergency Service
and ESTA to ensure that the CFA board is able to meet
the strategic challenges that this organisation faces.
Forestry industry brigades look after specific
plantations. These are designated areas. Any
involvement of those brigades outside these areas is
purely at the discretion of the brigades; it is not a must.
If a fire is on the border of a plantation and either
Crown land or private land, there is obviously a need to
protect the land and fight the fire. A fire might come
into a plantation from outside or it might go out from
the plantation into surrounding land. The difficulty at
the moment is that if these brigades are fighting a fire
within a plantation and they step out onto Crown land
or private property to assist, they are not covered under
the existing arrangements. That is why this legislation
is so important. If a fire comes from outside, be it from
Crown land or private property, and the brigade is
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trying to move between the area of the plantation and
outside, the brigade is not covered.
This legislation goes to the heart of making sure that
these forestry plantation brigades are covered for
compensation should they step outside a plantation to
help protect assets by helping to fight a fire. We all
know that fires do not have boundaries. A fire does not
get to the edge of a plantation and say, ‘I have to stop
here’. It does not sit within a plantation and say, ‘I don’t
go over the boundary onto the Crown land or private
property’. Therefore there needs to be that ability but
also that coverage should those brigades need or want
to assist and use their discretion to assist and go outside
to assist with that fire. That is very important.
The Department of Environment and Primary
Industries (DEPI) uses specialist firefighters to assist
with planned burns. That was part of the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission’s recommendations for
protecting assets. The participation of forestry industry
brigades in these planned burns is at the discretion of
both DEPI and the brigades themselves.
The point really is that if you have people with the
skills and they are willing and able to assist, then they
should be able to do so, and they should be covered if
they do so. There is no real point in Labor using
scaremongering as if there were some thought about
outsourcing the CFA or DEPI firefighting people.
Nothing could be further from the truth. At its heart this
bill is about protecting our assets, our people and our
state. Essentially that is the crux of the amendments
being made by this bill.
As someone who lived in Ferny Creek for a number of
years, with my daughter attending the local primary
school, I can attest to knowing of and experiencing the
fear that is sometimes felt, especially during our hottest
months. At the edge of Ferny Creek at times the fire ran
up the side of the hill at very high speeds, and I know
about the risk that creates. Where there is an
opportunity for those who are well qualified and well
experienced, such as those in the plantation brigades, to
assist with firefighting at their discretion, we want them
to be involved. In the interests of helping to protect our
communities, our assets and our state I support this bill,
and I commend it to the house.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise to join the debate
on the Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. The
bill amends a range of emergency services acts
including the Country Fire Authority Act 1958, the
Emergency Management Act 1986 and the Emergency
Services Telecommunications Authority Act 2004. At
the outset I say that I particularly support the
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presentation by the opposition lead speaker, the
member for Williamstown, who is doing a fine job in
his new role as the shadow Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. I appreciate the conversations he
has had with many of my local brigade members in
meeting with them personally and learning about their
needs now and, importantly, what they went through on
Black Saturday.
He has also learnt, along with other members of the
opposition, about the concerns my community has
about now paying the highest fire services property
levy in the state but, sadly, being left out when it comes
to receiving resources. Most of my local brigades have
had their operational budgets halved. Sadly, the Plenty
Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigade is badly in need
of a new fire station, Wattle Glen is in need of a new
fire station and Eden Park station, a satellite of the
fabulous Whittlesea fire brigade and cheek by jowl with
the Black Saturday fire footprint, is still waiting for an
upgrade. I was Parliamentary Secretary for Police and
Emergency Services when Labor was in government,
and when we left office those fire stations were on the
CFA’s priority list. This government says it has built, or
is going to build, 250 fire stations. I do not believe it
has built that many, and I also believe it has messed
with and played politics with the priorities, rather than
attending to the need.
I thank the member for Benambra for agreeing to allow
me to speak, during the time allocated to speak on this
bill, about someone who was incredibly special to me,
my community, particularly the Arthurs Creek and
Strathewen communities and the Country Fire
Authority that he served for so long — almost as long
as I have been alive. It was only a year or two after I
was born that David Victor McGahy joined the Arthurs
Creek brigade. I thank his successor as captain of the
Arthurs Creek and Strathewen brigade,
Captain Michael Chapman, who was a dear friend and
mentee of David, for supplying me with the fantastic
record of David’s service.
David became a member of the Arthurs Creek and
Strathewen Rural Fire Brigade on 30 December 1965.
He became the fifth lieutenant on 1 July 1981, third
lieutenant on 1 April 1983, second lieutenant on
23 December 1983, first lieutenant on 1 July 1995, and
captain from 1 July 1999 until 30 June 2011. It was
during the latter period that I grew to know and admire
David, I would say probably more than I have admired
any other man in my life. David attended the
Whittlesea-Diamond Valley group since 1977. He
became fourth deputy group officer on 27 May 2002,
third deputy group officer on 1 September 2003 and
second deputy group officer on 1 July 2011.
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David was a recipient of the Order of Australia Medal,
awarded to him in the Queen’s Birthday honours list in
June 2012 for services to the communities of Arthurs
Creek and Strathewen, especially during the Black
Saturday fires of February 2009. David received the
National Emergency Medal for his service during the
2009 fires and the National Medal 2nd Clasp for
40 years of service to the Arthurs Creek and Strathewen
Rural Fire Brigade. He was personally awarded the
Chief Officer’s Citation for Courage for his leadership
during the Black Saturday Fires — and I do not think I
have ever known anyone for whom such a citation for
courage was more fitting — as well as being part of the
group who received the Chief Officers Citation for
Courage presented to the Arthurs Creek and Strathewen
Rural Fire Brigade.
In terms of my own connection with David, I met and
knew him as one of my local fire brigade captains, and
we liked each other from the outset. I had the privilege
of being David’s scribe in a strike team that he led in
about 2005, attending a fire in the electorate of the
member for Lowan, on the other side of the Grampians,
where we stayed at Longerenong Agricultural College.
Our friendship was forged on that trip. Not only did I
learn from observing his amazingly thoughtful, gentle
and, most importantly, skilful leadership but I also
learnt so much about a man who was incredibly well
read and curious about humanity and how we all tick.
We even discovered that we both followed the
Bombers. We worked closely from that time on to get
the Arthurs Creek and Strathewen brigade the facilities
and equipment it so richly deserved, often against many
obstacles. We found each other to be natural mavericks,
both pushing against the system. This resulted in new
stations for Arthurs Creek and Strathewen, much
equipment and some new tankers. The CFA was quite
confounded by how often the brigade turned up where a
minister might be visiting in a vehicle that just needed
to be replaced. David and I had a good many chuckles
over these things.
The new stations were utilised more than either of us
could ever have envisaged. The Strathewen fire station
was the only public building that remained standing
after the fire, and I had opened it only a few months
earlier. I had presented long service medals to many
members of the brigade, including Joe Shepherd, who
lost his life. I was totally in awe of the strength David
showed in leading his brigade through the worst of
days, Black Saturday and the aftermath.
Despite losing one in five of the Strathewen community
who had been part of the fabric of his life for decades,
through tennis, weddings, kids, sport and more, David
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kept going. He agonised to me that he was not trained
to pass on to the bereaved news of the deaths of their
loved ones. I told him that all that mattered was that he
had treated those families with respect and that they
would never forget and would be grateful to have at
least heard the most dreadful of news from someone
they knew, moreover someone who cared so much
about them and their loved ones.
David fought hard to get official recognition of
firefighter Joe Shepherd’s death and for his widow,
Dini, to get the support she needed. He took numerous
people, including then Premier John Brumby and
Deputy Premier Rob Hulls, on a harrowing journey
through the blackened earth and quietly and matter of
factly explained how the fire front had ravaged the
valley he farmed and loved. He showed great courage
again in presenting evidence to the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission. I know David had
carried an enormous burden since 2009 and kept a lot
of this to himself. Farewell, dear friend. You were a
giant, one of the finest men I have ever met. I express
my deepest sympathies to Marilan, Andrew, Lisa and
family, and also to his much-loved CFA family. David
McGahy, you are irreplaceable.
David’s was one of the largest funerals I have been to
in my life. It was in a very small church in Whittlesea,
Christ Church. A huge number of people turned out,
and there was a huge torrent and storm, just the
opposite of what David experienced on Black Saturday.
I was privileged to be part of the guard of honour, in
that pouring rain, with my firefighter brothers and
sisters, to say goodbye to a man who was a giant and a
tower of strength for our community. He is buried at the
beautiful Arthurs Creek cemetery, which has
360-degree views around the area he protected so
well — up to Strathewen, up to Sugarloaf and up to the
Kinglake Ranges. He would have been so proud of his
daughter, Lisa, and Marilan and everyone else for the
way they conducted themselves at that beautiful
send-off, most particularly Michael Chapman.
Thank you, dear friend. I learnt so much from you. You
were the master of the pause in public speaking. You
were the master of getting a message across on behalf
of your community. Easter was a terrible time to get the
phone call to say that you had passed away at the wheel
of your car at Yan Yean Reservoir. But, just like you,
you pulled over and did not allow anyone else to be
hurt. Vale, David McGahy.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In
contributing to the debate on the Justice Legislation
Amendment Bill 2014, I note the contribution made by
the member for Yan Yean and place on the record the

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2014
Wednesday, 7 May 2014

ASSEMBLY

valiant service of over 50 000 Country Fire Authority
(CFA) firefighters who have served the state over
decades in different ways and at different times to make
our community a safer place.
The bill before the house aims to enhance fire
prevention and suppression activities, support the
management of contracts for emergency
communications services, clarify the role of municipal
councils in relation to community fire refuges, and
transform the Country Fire Authority board from a
representative body to a more skills-based body that
will continue to recognise that the CFA is essentially a
volunteer-based emergency service.
In terms of the details of the bill, firstly, the Country
Fire Authority Act 1958 and the Emergency
Management Act 1986 are amended to remove
references to the designation of community fire refuges.
Instead the CFA act will provide that community fire
refuges will be prescribed in regulations under the CFA
act.
Secondly, the CFA act is amended to provide for a
smaller board, the members of which will be appointed
based on their relevant skills. The amendment will
modernise the CFA board’s constitution and better
position it to face future challenges while continuing to
recognise that the CFA is essentially a volunteer-based
emergency service.
Thirdly, the CFA act is amended to remove legislative
impediments to forestry industry brigades participating
in fire prevention and suppression activities outside
their designated plantation areas. This amendment
makes it clear that the immunity provisions and
volunteer compensation provisions in the CFA act will
apply to members of forestry industry brigades when
they are operating outside their designated plantation
areas.
Fourthly, the bill amends the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority Act 2004 to make it
clear that a function of the Emergency Services
Telecommunications Authority is to manage contracts
related to emergency communications, including
emergency alerts.
Finally, the bill makes some minor amendments to the
definition of ‘Secretary to the Department of
Environment and Primary Industries’ in section 3 of the
Emergency Management Act 2013 and corrects a
reference in that act to a subsection of the Forests Act
1958.
In terms of some preliminary wider background
comments in relation to the CFA, a number of years
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ago a number of members on this side of the house
attended the CFA training college campus at Fiskville.
This enabled those coalition members to attend some of
the fire combat precincts and move closer to the
operational zones. At the time the practical training area
was illustrated to members, and we were shown a
number of the different drill areas. The drill areas
included a range of sites that enabled people to assess
how matters might be dealt with. I will quote the range
of sites in broader terms. They were of fires at a petrol
storage tank, a plane crash, a large vertical refinery
structure or service station, a loading dock, a running
fuel drain fire, a hospital or a single-storey structure, a
commercial enterprise such a fish and chip shop or a
double-storey structure. There were also multiple
locations for motor vehicle accidents.
A servant of the CFA a number of years ago was
Dr Leon Collett. He was an outstanding Victorian who
applied his high and agile intellect in dealing with a
range of public policy areas. He worked with both the
CFA and Melbourne Water, in which organisation he
did a catchment management study into the movement
of water from drains into Port Phillip Bay. He was
highly respected and highly regarded for his acumen in
that field. As I noted at the commencement of my
contribution, this chamber holds in very high regard the
efforts of volunteer members of the CFA, the risks they
subject themselves to and the dangers they face, and we
acknowledge their past contributions across and into the
corners of the state.
I would like to place on the record a couple of general
comments that derive from reading the budget papers.
Firstly, on days of high bushfire risk preformed incident
management teams will be available to ensure that
Victorian communities are better protected. An
investment of $11.6 million will enable the government
to respond to the recommendations made by the 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission, improving the
quality and timeliness of bushfire responses.
A further point I would like to make is that the
government is making a number of infrastructure
investments, including a significant investment in
emergency services infrastructure. That includes
$60 million for Country Fire Authority station upgrades
and replacements and operational resourcing. The
government is also ensuring that Victoria’s fire services
have modern, high-quality infrastructure throughout the
state to support their critical emergency response
activities.
Since the 2011–12 budget the government has provided
the Country Fire Authority with around $125 million to
replace, upgrade and operate 250 rural fire stations.
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More than $29 million has been provided in the
2014–15 budget to purchase 78 new vehicles, which
represents a very significant investment and upgrade of
the vehicle fleet.
Further, the $109 million Victorian emergency
management training centre at Craigieburn, announced
by the government in July 2012, is due to open in
mid-2014. The new facility will ensure a safer and
more capable Metropolitan Fire Brigade and the
ongoing protection of the Victorian community. These
are important points to make in the debate in light of
earlier remarks.
In relation to strategic fuel management, additional
funding is provided to upgrade infrastructure to support
fire suppression efforts and the government’s planned
burning program. Funding will be provided for the
upgrading of the vehicle fleet, airbases, bridges and
roads utilised in bushfire mitigation and planned
burning efforts. This initiative contributes to the
Department of Environment and Primary Industries fire
and emergency management output.
Finally, I reiterate a comment in the budget papers in
relation to the emergency services fleet upgrade of
78 new trucks, which includes 74 medium tankers and
4 prototypes to be purchased for Country Fire Authority
brigades across the state. This $29 million funding
initiative includes $17.2 million in additional budget
funding on top of a planned allocation from the CFA’s
existing budget for 2014–15. This initiative contributes
to the Department of Justice’s emergency management
capability output.
The CFA plays a vital role in managing fire risk around
the state. At times fires do get out of control. I note that
a number of years ago there was a fire in the Wilsons
Promontory area that started as a fire risk management
burn but got out of control and ended up decimating
many thousands of hectares and destroying flora and
fauna in the Wilsons Promontory National Park. I note
also that in the fires of 2006–07 there was a massive
loss of vegetation in the high country. At times in this
place I have had occasion to mention that in relation to
carbon emissions there was a program referred to as the
black balloon campaign. It was noted by that campaign
that bushfires in Victoria between 2001 and 2009
expended basically the next 2500 years of notional
savings in carbon emissions to the state.
Fire risk is a hazard that needs to be managed wisely
and well. We need to support the volunteer efforts of
the CFA. The bill before the house provides some
outstanding initiatives to better prepare the CFA in its
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important work to protect the Victorian landscape and
Victorians at large.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a brief contribution on the Justice Legislation
Amendment Bill 2014. I want to pick up on some of the
matters Labor Party members have raised, and the
concerns that relate particularly to the amendments
proposed by the member for Williamstown. Those
amendments relate to the potential contracting out of
fire services by the government, a matter that is made
quite clear in this legislation. We should be looking at
why that is happening, why there is an obligation and
why the government feels that it needs to go down that
path.
The first place to start is with the Weekly Times, a good
journal of record, Acting Speaker, that you would be
very familiar with. An article in the Weekly Times of
30 April headed ‘A leaked Department of Environment
and Primary Industries (DEPI) report revealed the
Victorian government has plans to outsource its
planned burns program to meet targets’ states:
A Department of Environment and Primary Industries
document, dated June last year and seen by the Weekly Times,
proposes an overhaul of planned burns management.

In particular it goes on to say:
The government aims to burn 390 000 hectares of Crown
land by 30 June this year as part of an election commitment
and to meet the 2009 Black Saturday royal commission
recommendations.

That is all very commendable. However:
… the DEPI report claimed that without more resources or a
change to the delivery model, they would never be able to
meet the target.

If the report claims that without more resources DEPI
cannot meet these government targets, and potentially
the targets set out in that 2009 Black Saturday royal
commission recommendations, then we need to look at
the resourcing of those organisations by the government
to provide commitment to those services.
That leads us to the Napthine government’s actions. It
has cut more than 500 DEPI staff and slashed the fire
services budget by $66 million. That is clearly driving
the concerns of the department and of its agencies of
not being able to meet the targets of the government,
and potentially of the royal commission, about Crown
land that needs to be burnt by 30 June this year.
As I have stated, that article referencing the DEPI
report states that without more resources we will not be
able to meet those targets. I have also outlined the cuts
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to the fire services budget by the government of
$66 million. How then does the government propose to
meet its obligations and its own claims about the burn
operations on Crown land that it needs to meet, while
indicating that it will change the way in which this
work is done? That is a significant concern to the Labor
Party, and the amendments that we propose to the bill
will omit clauses that permit planned burns by industry
brigades outside of plantation areas.
I note that the member for Williamstown has consulted
with those affected workers and professionals in this
area. He has had correspondence from the Australian
Workers Union (AWU), which represents many of
those DEPI firefighters in the community. In response
to the concerns in relation to the amendments proposed
by the government, Frank Leo, acting branch secretary
of the AWU, stated in his letter of 1 May to the member
for Williamstown:
There can be no justifiable reason for the current system to be
abolished, only to provide government and councils with a
means of attempting to contract out their liabilities, should
something go awry.

In particular the responsibility for keeping fuel loads
manageable on roadsides is with local councils, which
utilise paid and unpaid officers of the CFA and the
Department of Environment and Primary Industries.
This system has adequately served the Victorian
community for a great number of years. If those fire
services had not had their funding cut by some
$66 million, there would be much greater capacity to
meet the targets that were set by the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission report recommendations
and the commitments of and pronouncements by the
government for meeting burn targets on Crown land of
390 000 hectares by 30 June.
You can meet those targets and have a greater capacity
to do so if you are not on the one hand making
commitments to the Victorian community that you are
going to meet the recommendations of the royal
commission and on the other hand cutting funding to
the fire services whose professional job and task for
decades has been to meet those targets and provide
those services. Potentially we will end up with a Fires
‘R’ Us or Jim’s Backburning operation taking on the
roles that have been significantly managed for a long
period by professional organisations staffed by
professional firefighters who are members of the United
Firefighters Union of Australia and AWU. I note, with
the assistance of the member for Williamstown, that
there are also Community and Public Sector Union
members in their ranks.
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These firefighters are professionals who put their lives
on the line to protect the Victorian community, and it is
important that their views be taken into account. They
are quite happy to step up to meet the obligations put on
all Victorians by the recommendations in the final
report of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal
Commission. They are also quite happy to help the
government meet the targets it has set for itself and
assure the community that they will be met. But it is
very hard for those on the front line of our fire services
to deliver on those commitments when their budget has
been cut by some $66 million. It makes their task very
difficult.
Ultimately what is of significant concern is that there
has always been a desire to contract out these services
and take away from the government the direct
responsibility to manage what are ultimately very
serious and significant areas of government
responsibility. This is what the government now seeks
to pursue through the amendments in the bill. I think it
is more an ideologically driven agenda than one that
best serves Victorians in meeting both the
recommendations of the bushfires royal commission
and the government’s own pronouncements about the
Crown land burn targets that it seeks to meet. These are
the concerns that people have.
I am concerned that the government has not outlined
the consultations it has had with or responses it has
received from those stakeholders and those workers. It
has not outlined how a new arrangement is going to be
any more effective in meeting the bushfires royal
commission targets or the government’s targets. It has
not outlined how that arrangement will work to give us
any assurance that others have a better capacity to deal
with those matters or what accountabilities private
providers will have as they go about these tasks. What
will be the safeguards for the Victorian community and
the liabilities of other organisations that seek to take on
this work but are not as experienced simply because the
government seeks to absolve itself from and abrogate
its responsibilities for directly managing this task?
I support the proposed amendments to several clauses
circulated by the member for Williamstown, in
particular those that will omit clauses that permit
planned burns by industry brigades outside of
plantation areas. I state for the record that as a
long-serving member of the AWU I support my union’s
concerns in relation to these matters. I have met many
of the workers in the fire services sector who protect
Victoria, and I commend them on their work. I
commend them on their continued determination to
meet their obligations to the Victorian community and
to keep Victorians safe. The members of whichever
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union they are from, who continue to make a
contribution, are seeking only the tools to continue to
do the job they have done for many years. They seek
that contribution, commitment and support from the
government. It is no good for them to work and sweat it
out on the fire front line to keep Victorians safe while
back in Melbourne the rug is being pulled out from
under them with the loss of their financial capacity to
meet their obligations owing to the cut to the fire
services budget by the Napthine government of
$66 million.
These concerns are a distraction when people are
saying that there is a more effective way of contracting
out and privatising fire services. The community has
serious concerns about ensuring that there is a very
direct accountability for whose obligation it is to
provide these services. They are no different from a
range of other emergency services in this state, and we
expect them to be carried out by people who are
publicly employed — that is, public servants. They
serve the public and do so with pride; they do so
effectively, with determination and good grace. It is
incumbent upon us to provide them with the tools with
which to do the job. That is what this government has
not been able to do, which is why the amendments
proposed by the member for Williamstown should be
supported and why the government’s bill needs to
address these matters.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms VICTORIA
(Minister for the Arts).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

VICTORIA POLICE AMENDMENT
(CONSEQUENTIAL AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 12 March; motion of
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services).
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I am pleased to
rise to speak on this bill, which allows me an
opportunity that I think is important as the opposition’s
police spokesperson to state this side of the chamber’s
absolute support for the work of Victoria Police and the
fact that day in, day out they put themselves in the line
of fire to protect Victoria and its citizens. I say from the
outset that Labor will not be opposing this bill. In fact
there is not a lot to it, because it is complementary to
the Victoria Police Act 2013, which was passed by this
Parliament last year to become the new principal act in
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respect of the governance and administration of police
in Victoria. Remarkably the aim of the bill is to protect
the independence of Victoria Police in upholding the
rule of law free from political interference. Those are
sage words of advice to a government that has at times
shown contempt for the independence of Victoria
Police.
The Victoria Police Act followed the Rush report and
implemented many changes which were flagged by
Labor when it was in government and which were
included in the Police Regulation Amendment Bill in
2008. By way of summary, the act provides formal
recognition of Victoria Police and sets out its role and
function. It clarifies the relationship between Victoria
Police and the government. It provides for
appointments, promotions and transfers, ill health,
retirement and incapacity. It sets out the general duties
of police and protective services officers.
The act deals with police conduct and state liability, and
it broadens the drug and alcohol testing process. This
bill facilitates the commencement and operation of that
act by seeking to provide consequential amendments to
no fewer than 188 Victorian acts, largely related to
terminology and definitions such as replacing
references like ‘force’ with ‘Victoria Police’, ‘member
of the force’ with ‘police officer’, and ‘member of
police personnel’ with ‘member of Victoria Police
personnel’, including where appropriate protective
services officers. I understand that these consequential
changes were not included last year simply because
there were so many to be covered that it would have
made the original bill overly large. That is how it has
been explained to me by representatives of the
department.
The opposition did not oppose the new Victoria Police
bill last year, and similarly it will not oppose this bill.
That is not to say that we have been completely
impressed by the performance of the government when
it comes to police. Its record is one of poor performance
and incidents of meddling. We have had a police
minister come and go, we have had a parliamentary
secretary for police resign and we have had some
unusual judgement displayed by the current minister.
However, this is not the time to go into that chapter and
verse. Suffice it to say that if we return to government
at the end of this year, we will be taking a measured
and responsible approach to policing here in Victoria.
We are concerned that, while for 10 years under Labor
the crime rate consistently came down, what we have
seen under the current administration is a growth in
crime — not just once but every year — in spite of the
1700 extra police the Labor government bequeathed to
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the incoming government. I see the former Premier
seems to be having a choking fit. Government members
will probably not refer to a media release of 4 May
2010. For the former Premier’s benefit, I remind him of
the headline, ‘1966 more front-line police and major
investment to keep regional Victorians safer’. It was
issued by the office of the Treasurer, and it says:

Mr NOONAN — Let me draw the minister’s
attention to the following bills. Given the minister’s
interest in tennis, no doubt in reviewing the extensive
amendments that needed to be made to the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003 he looked at the references to
betting on sports events, including tennis, contained in
schedule 7 of that act.

Regional and rural Victorians will be major winners from the
biggest single one-off boost to police numbers in Victorian
history which will deliver 1966 additional front-line police
over five years, to make communities across the state even
safer.

In reviewing the amendments needed to the Land Act
1958 the minister may well have been drawn to the
entries in schedule two A concerning the Natimuk and
Glenorchy tennis clubs — —

…

Ms Graley — I take offence at the language of the
minister at the table towards the shadow minister for
police.

Mr Lenders said as part of the $561.3 million investment over
five years to recruit, train and employ 1700 additional
front-line police, the government would invest $73.9 million
over four years to redeploy 200 police to the front line.

The former Premier might scoff, but they are the facts.
The figures were there in the budget; the new positions
were budgeted for over the forward estimates period.
What has happened since is that the incoming coalition
government has simply implemented the rollout of that
commitment made in the 2010–11 budget. There is
much that could be said about the support or otherwise
offered by this coalition government in terms of
policing. Sadly, it has cut the number of unsworn staff
by in the order of 400, and that has made life very
difficult in relation to the front-line activities of police.
You have to judge people by their performance, and
those results are clearly found wanting when you see
significant rises in crime categories. While not going
into detail, this includes around 12 000 more crimes
against the person in the 2012–13 financial year than in
2009–10. Crimes against property went up by more
than 2300 in the same period. Drug offences were up
by 6808. Other crime, which includes justice
procedures, weapons and explosives offences, was up
by almost 17 000 since the 2009–10 reporting period.
That just means that since 2009–10 — the last full
financial year of Labor’s time in government — almost
40 000 more offences were reported in Victoria in the
2012–13 year. That shows the performance of the
current government.
Whilst I appreciate that most members have probably
not run their eyes down the 188 acts impacted on by the
bill, I am pleased to inform the house and particularly
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who is
at the table, that I have been through the 188 acts. It is
pleasing to see the minister here. I know he has a bit of
an interest in the tennis, particularly over the summer
months.
Mr Wells interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! Is the member raising a point of order?
Ms Graley — I am asking him to apologise for his
unparliamentary language — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! I am sorry, but the member is not in a position to
ask for a withdrawal.
Mr NOONAN — I understand that when the
minister is under a bit of pressure he resorts to calling
me or anyone else a grub.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! Through the Chair and just on the bill.
Mr NOONAN — I am going to continue to address
the substance of the bill. Let me go to the Land Act
1958. Knowing the minister’s strong interest in the
sport, in reviewing the amendments needed to this act
the minister may well have had his attention drawn to
the amendments made in schedule two A concerning
the Natimuk and Glenorchy tennis clubs.
Regarding the Major Sporting Events Act 2009, I am
sure that the minister has thoroughly researched
section 31 dealing with definitions and would have
discovered numerous references to tennis in that act. I
have the shadow Minister for Sport and Recreation
sitting next to me. I turn to the Melbourne and Olympic
Parks Act 1985. No doubt when reviewing the
amendments that had to be made, the minister was
naturally drawn to the act, which has some
91 references to tennis — a favourite sport of his.
Section 22A of the bill deals with removal of a person
from the tennis centre, and I assume it refers to people
playing up at the tennis.
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Finally, the Water Industry Act 1994. In checking this
act perhaps the minister was drawn to the reference in
section 190 to a tennis court at Wattle Park, although
the seating there is probably not comparable to that at
Rod Laver Arena. That is the extent — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NOONAN — Ministers are going to be judged.
These are acts — —
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I ask if you could draw the member back to
the bill. I see absolutely no relevance to what we are
talking about here. This is a bill specifically to do with
changes to the police act, and I ask you to draw the
member back to the bill.
Mr NOONAN — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, if the member for Caulfield was listening to
the debate, he would know these are acts which are
affected by this bill. There are 188 acts affected; these
are the acts affected. This is absolutely relevant to the
bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr Southwick — On a further point of order,
Acting Speaker, the member was trying to use language
to cast aspersions outside of what the bill is referring to.
I would ask you to listen to the further part of his
contribution and ensure that it is relevant to what we are
talking about.
Mr NOONAN — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Caulfield is simply refreshing
his point of order, but for the house’s convenience, I
will simply move on.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order, but I do
suggest that we need to stick somewhere close to the
bill.
Mr NOONAN — I am glad I have members
interested in this bill. It is an interesting topic. The bill
makes additional amendments to the following four
acts to maintain the status quo for deputy
commissioners — that is, to provide that they can
exercise the powers of the chief commissioner: the
Commissioner for Law Enforcement Data Security Act
2005, the Crimes (Assumed Identities) Act 2004, the
Major Crime (Investigative Powers) Act 2004 and the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003. It is a
little surprising that such an essential matter was not
covered in the original Victoria Police Bill. However, it
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is probably better late than never in terms of passing
these amendments, which will ensure the continuation
of current powers for the deputies when the principal
act comes into force.
The bill repeals section 30(3)(c) of the Victoria Police
Act, which has been deemed unnecessary. Things often
slip through the net, especially when we are dealing
with such wide-ranging matters as those in the Victoria
Police Act.
Items 135.2 and 135.6(a) of the schedule seek to update
sections of the Public Administration Act 2004, mainly
to update sections to refer to ‘offices or bodies’ rather
than just ‘offices’. For the sake of completeness, I refer
the house and the minister to item 135.4 in the schedule
to the bill, and I genuinely ask: should the second
sentence of the note proposed to be substituted in
section 27 of the act be amended to read ‘the public
service office or body’? The inclusion of the words
‘office or’ would make these changes to the Public
Administration Act 2004 fully consistent.
More significant in the bill are changes to the Police
Registration and Services Board (PRS board) relating to
the publication of statements of reasons. The PRS board
came about through negotiations between the
government, the chief commissioner and the Police
Association in the form of a memorandum of
understanding which complemented the Victoria Police
Force Enterprise Agreement 2011. I understand the
board was a proposal that originated with the Police
Association but the government announced it as part of
its response to the Rush review of police management.
I take this opportunity, in relation to the Police
Association, to place on the record the wonderful work
of the now former secretary of the association, Greg
Davies, who was given a very fitting send-off a number
of weeks ago. Many people spoke about his
longstanding dedication and commitment not just to his
members but more broadly to the work of police across
Victoria. I also take this opportunity to place on the
record our best wishes for Ron Iddles, the incoming
secretary. He is a highly decorated member of Victoria
Police who has served over a very long period of time.
He is a person of substantial integrity who no doubt will
bring his own style to the secretary’s role at the Police
Association.
The PRS board is a statutory body that is able to
investigate the character and record of new officers
before registering them and to maintain probative
standards of registered members. The Police
Association in fact argued for the board in order to
recognise the growing professionalism of Victoria
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Police members. There is a call for a nationwide
registration body, and no doubt the Parliamentary
Secretary for Police and Emergency Services, the
member for Caulfield, will make a contribution to the
debate on this bill, and he or others might like to
provide the house with an update on this matter. It
would probably be reasonable to suspect that this has
been on the agenda at the police ministerial
conference — the establishment of a nationwide
registration body, similar to that which exists here in
Victoria.
I refer members to the Victoria Police Act 2013 passed
last year, which contains provisions dealing with the
role of the Police Registration and Services Board,
including in regard to reviews of refusals of
applications or renewals of registration, as well as
appeals and reviews of decisions in regard to
promotions and transfers. The Police Registration and
Services Board consists of three divisions: review,
registration and professional standards. The functions
formerly carried out by the Police Appeals Board have
been absorbed into the review division of the Police
Registration and Services Board.
The appeals board was bound by the rules of natural
justice, just as the new Police Registration and Services
Board is bound by them under sections 123 and 155 of
the Victoria Police Act. It also held public hearings
unless the board directed otherwise, and it could make
an order prohibiting reporting or publication of
proceedings. These provisions are replicated in
section 120 of the Victoria Police Act in regard to the
review of registrations and in section 157 in regard to
appeals and reviews.
The new provisions in the bill relate to the publication
or otherwise of statements of reasons. These were not
included in the Victoria Police Act. It is not clear why
they were omitted then or why they are now being put
before the house. Perhaps government members may be
able to provide a better and more fulsome explanation
than simply that they are there to promote principles of
open justice. If there is a more detailed reason, I call on
government members to simply advise the house of the
background to these changes. If there is some recent
case study that requires these changes to be made, it
would be important to recall that information and bring
it to the attention of the house. Perhaps it was simply
that that provision was forgotten in the drafting of the
original bill.
The 2012–13 annual report of the Police Appeals Board
indicates that the board published written decisions, but
no provision was made for this in the act last year. I
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refer members to page 9 of the 2012–13 annual report,
which states:
The PAB through comment in its written decisions seeks to
support compliance with established human resource policies
and procedures as well as providing interpretations which are
designed to assist in the way particular policies are
implemented.

I was advised at the briefing given by the department
that the changes were consistent with presumptions
already contained in the Victoria Police Act. While I
appreciate that advice, I struggle to see the exact
parallels and how the provisions are not new but were
somehow embedded in the act passed last year. They
appear to be largely new and perhaps are an oversight,
unless there are significant reasons for their
introduction. I note that under last year’s act the Police
Registration and Services Board must have regard to
the public interest and the interest of the applicant. I
further note that section 109 of that act says that the
board must notify the applicant and include reasons in
respect of renewal of registration matters. The rest,
though, is silent.
We on the opposition benches do not oppose the
changes proposed in clauses 5 and 6 of the bill and
regard them as generally appropriate. With regard to
clause 7 and the obligation to notify parties of decisions
on an appeal or review, I welcome this. There was
nothing regarding this in the original bill apart from a
requirement that the Police Registration and Services
Board inform the chief commissioner immediately of
decisions.
Finally, I note the provisions in clause 2 that provide for
the commencement of the act once it is passed, so that
in any case the act comes into effect at the time of the
Victoria Police Act 2013 in terms of its operable date.
Labor does not oppose this bill. We strongly support
the efforts of Victoria Police to keep Victorians and the
communities in which they live safe. I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am very pleased to
rise this afternoon to speak in support of the Victoria
Police Amendment (Consequential and Other Matters)
Bill 2014. I am also pleased to hear that the opposition
will be supporting the bill. It is an important bill, the
purpose of which is outlined in clause 1, which reads:
The purpose of this Act is to amend Victorian Acts as a
consequence of the enactment of the Victoria Police Act 2013
and to amend that Act.

I want to start my contribution by congratulating the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who is at
the table as I speak, for the great work he and his team
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have been doing in relation to the whole area of law and
order and certainly in bringing this bill before the
house.
It is also worthwhile noting the absolute importance of
an effective police force in an advanced society such as
we have here in Victoria. We can all cast our minds
back a few years — it seems a long time ago — to
November 2010 and the last state election, when the
coalition was elected on a very strong platform of
dealing with the many law and order issues that were
running rampant and were prevalent in every aspect of
the community at that time. The coalition took to the
people some very clear policies and plans to address the
law and order issues that were obvious, and they
included some outstanding policies in relation to
increasing police numbers by 1700 members and of
course the fantastic policy of introducing 940 protective
services officers (PSOs) to be on railway stations from
6.00 p.m. until the last train.
It is interesting to note at this juncture, as we are part of
the way through the last year of a four-year term of the
coalition government, that so far we have delivered
1304 of the promised 1700 new police officers. What a
great benefit that is to the broader community. There
are many areas, including areas out my way, where
these new police members are seen out on the ground
and are making an enormous difference to the safety
and wellbeing of citizens throughout the state of
Victoria. In relation to the 940 promised PSOs, that is a
marvellous achievement, as I said. There are 701 of
those PSOs currently in place on 114 stations. What an
outstanding success that is. Again I put on the record
my congratulations to the minister and to the team, as
well as to the Chief Commissioner of Police and his
team, who have undertaken the responsibility of rolling
out this very important policy.
Although I am in a suburban electorate which is a little
bit unusual in that it does not have any railway stations
in it, I often go past nearby railway stations, particularly
at the northern boundary of my electorate. While
driving down Springvale Road late at night I have on
many occasions seen the PSOs out there dealing with
various matters.
Mr Katos — Doing a great job — good policy!
Mr ANGUS — As the member for South Barwon
interjects, they are doing a great job — an absolutely
outstanding job. I was going past the other day and in
fact saw them dealing with someone who was up to no
good, shall I say. There were taking care of that matter
and making sure that the environment and the
surrounds of that very popular station up there in
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Nunawading were safe and that things were under
control. They are doing an absolutely fantastic job.
They do a great job on the stations, they do a great job
in other precincts and of course they do an absolutely
fantastic job here at the Parliament of Victoria. We are
all very grateful for the terrific work they do.
There have been some very important initiatives and
outstanding policies that have been successfully rolled
out, making a real difference to the lives of Victorians.
As I have said before in this place, I have four children.
When they are coming home from the city on public
transport I can rest easy, as you can, Acting Speaker,
because I know that they are able to use the train
system without having to be concerned about people
causing problems unnecessarily at the stations along the
way.
Victoria Police has an incredibly important role
throughout every aspect of community. It is certainly
working very hard to ensure that the laws of the state
are upheld. I talk to residents in my electorate, and they
are very grateful for the terrific work being done by
Victoria Police and its members out in the eastern
suburbs and in the areas near the electorate of Forest
Hill. On that note too, I am delighted that the
construction of the Forest Hill police station, which was
promised at the 2010 election, has been progressing
extremely well. That will be another great resource for
the broader community and will be home to a number
of officers within my electorate. I very much look
forward to that coming up out of the ground and being
opened in due course.
If we turn our minds back to the time and the
circumstances when the coalition government was
elected, we can see that there had been a lot of
controversy in a range of areas, certainly in relation to
Victoria Police. Earlier today I was looking at an
interesting article by John Ferguson in the Australian of
1 March 2012, and I want to read a couple of
paragraphs from that article. It says:
A scathing independent inquiry into Victoria Police command
and management under former chief Simon Overland’s
leadership has identified the need for sweeping changes to
force structure and accountability.
The Rush inquiry into the command, management and
functions of the senior structure of Victoria Police has
highlighted chronic issues with the force’s culture, workforce
flexibility and strategic planning.

The article goes on to say:
Commissioner Jack Rush, QC, also has called for an overhaul
of legislation covering the force and suggested a clearer
understanding was needed of the relationship between police
hierarchy and the government of the day.
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We can see that the Rush inquiry that was instigated
following the coalition’s election win revealed a lot of
interesting things. Off the back of that inquiry the
coalition has been able to bring in some reforms,
certainly in relation to this particular area.
The Victoria Police Amendment (Consequential and
Other Matters) Bill 2014 supports the commencement
and operation of the Victoria Police Act 2013. That act
is the new principal act for the governance and
administration of policing in Victoria. It was passed by
Parliament in December 2013 and commences this
year. The Victoria Police Act 2013 largely replaces the
Police Regulation Act 1958 which, as members can
see, has been around for quite some time. Most of the
provisions in the Police Regulation Act 1958 will be
repealed with the exception of the pension provisions
because, although these provisions no longer apply to
current serving members, there are still some
beneficiaries of the scheme. These provisions will be
retained in the renamed Police Regulation (Pensions)
Act 1958. There will be no adverse outcome as a result
of this bill being passed.
In relation to the changes, the Victoria Police Act 2013
modernises the terminology used to refer to Victoria
Police and the people involved. The bill we are looking
at now makes consequential amendments to apply this
new terminology across the statute book. For example,
‘Victoria Police’ replaces ‘the police force’ and ‘the
force’; ‘police officer’ replaces ‘member of the force’
and ‘member of the police force’; ‘member of Victoria
Police personnel’ replaces ‘member of police
personnel’; and ‘Victoria Police employee’ replaces
‘person employed in the office of the chief
commissioner’.
The bill also contains a number of references to the
Police Regulation Act 1958 and deals with the powers
of deputy commissioners in relation to four acts. It
looks at matters to do with the Police Registration and
Services Board, including regulations for appeals and
reviews and a range of other consequential matters.
In conclusion, I want to finish where I started and say
what a terrific job Victoria Police officers are doing for
all citizens and people in the state of Victoria. Members
of the command are doing a great job and are to be
commended and thanked. The residents of Forest Hill
electorate certainly thank them for the great work they
are doing. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr EREN (Lara) — I wish to make a contribution
to debate on the Victoria Police Amendment
(Consequential and Other Matters) Bill 2014 which is
before the house. The shadow minister for police and
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member for Williamstown outlined Labor’s position
eloquently. We are not opposing the bill, but there are a
number of things that we have concerns about and I
will highlight those as I go along.
This is nothing more than another portfolio bill that
tinkers around the edges of the legislation, and there is
no real reform. As we all know, this government has
made it a practice in this place to bring in legislation
that is not quite right. Once again, we have a bill in
front of us that is simply clarifying and tidying up an
act which is not enacted yet. The government will get it
right eventually, although it is almost at the end of its
term. It has another six months to go, and it is still
working on it. Hopefully it will get it right before the
end of its term.
The bill proposes to give effect to the change in
language introduced by the Victoria Police Act 2013. It
will make consequential amendments to update
language across the statute book that deals with matters
relating to policing. The bill also amends the 2013 act
to require the Police Registration and Services Board to
publish statements of reasons for certain decisions and
provides a regulation-making power for appeals and
reviews.
As members are well aware, the Victoria Police Act
2013 followed the Rush report. It implemented many
changes that were flagged by Labor when in
government and contained in the Police Regulation
Amendment Bill 2008, although that bill did not pass
the Parliament. The Rush report highlighted the fact
that far too many sworn police were sitting behind
desks in non-operational jobs when they should have
been out on the streets maintaining law and order.
Labor pre-empted this in the 2010–11 budget when it
provided some $74 million over four years to recruit an
additional 200 Victorian public service staff for
Victoria Police. This enabled police officers to get out
there and reduce crime.
Since this government has come into office we have
seen 400 Victorian public service police roles stripped
from Victoria Police. That of course has seen police
resources stretched. After $100 million was slashed
from the Victoria Police budget the force is now at
breaking point in trying to contain crime in this state.
Not only that, those funds had an impact on the friendly
side of the police force. Sometimes people think
members of the police force are too stringent, that they
are there to take them away and put them in jail and so
forth. Certain operational procedures the police had,
particularly the police band and the Blue Light disco, as
it was called, engaged and interacted with the
community in a different manner. Unfortunately,
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because of the cutbacks, the police band is no longer
operational and resources for the Blue Light disco have
also been cut. That is a real shame because it gave
members of the community access to the police force
which they have never traditionally had.
Speaking of crime rates, I notice government members
do not like to put crime rates on the record, and I take
up that issue. Crime rates are continuing to rise year
after year. I have a summary of offences recorded in
Victoria from 2009–10 to 2012–13. There has been a
dramatic change, and I would like to put it on the
record. Crimes against the person have increased by
12 388. Crimes against property have increased by
2323. Drug offences have increased by 6808. Other
crimes have also increased by 16 983, with a total of
38 502 additional crimes since 2009–10 and obviously
since the term of the coalition government.
That should send alarm bells to the government about
what is going on. That is the benchmark for seeing
whether the police force is headed in the right direction
or whether it needs additional resources. If crime is
going up, clearly you need to do something about the
police force in terms of resources, so this government
needs to listen and act to reduce crime rates in Victoria,
making sure we have a safe community and making
sure Victoria is a safe place to live, work and raise a
family.
Our prisons are overcrowded and are taking up to
500 police off front-line duties to take care of prisoners
housed in police cells. Clearly that is a problem. If you
have a private conversation with a member of the police
force, they mention that that is a problem. The
government needs to make sure that it listens to the
concerns of the police force and tries to fix the problem
that currently takes up so much of the police force’s
time — that is, taking care of prisoners housed in police
cells.
This government seems to think that providing moneys
in the 2014–15 budget to expand prison capacity will
solve the current crime crisis we are experiencing. I
have news for the government: this blanket approach
will not fix the crisis or deflect our attention from the
fact that crime rates are continuing to rise. Obviously
the government needs to do more in that area.
Victorians deserve better. Sometimes people say it like
a cliché, but Victorians do deserve better. Every
Victorian deserves the right to be in a state where they
feel safe and where crime is reducing, not increasing.
Every Victorian has a right to be angry with this
government, because since it was elected crime rates
have risen.
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In 2007 the member for Hawthorn, who was then the
Leader of the Opposition and subsequently became the
Premier, held a public safety forum in the middle of
Geelong. The member for Kew was the shadow
Minister for Police and Emergency Services and
attended with the then Leader of the Opposition. I
represented the government at that public forum. Of
course it was a very tough time for Geelong; some
hideous crimes had occurred, and the opposition was
quick to pounce on that. At that time — it is on the
public record, and this government cannot escape it —
back in 2007, more than seven years ago, the then
Leader of the Opposition said, ‘We need an additional
70 police right now in Geelong’. That is on the public
record.
This government has been here for a long time, and it is
nowhere near that promise of 70 extra police. In light of
these comments made by the previous Premier, the
member for Hawthorn, I call on the current minister to
act upon that promise to the Geelong community and
provide them with the additional 70 police — if not
more, given that the population has increased
dramatically in Geelong. At least half of that number
could be committed to so as not to be another broken
promise. This would show a bit of respect to the
Geelong community, considering the promises that
were made. The then Leader of the Opposition knew
the allocation of resources was a matter for the police
force, but nevertheless he said, ‘If we get back into
government, we need an additional 70 police for
Geelong’, and that was not delivered on. That was
seven years ago, as I highlighted.
This again highlights that the government was prepared
to say one thing before it was elected and then totally
change its views on these situations once it was elected.
We demand the extra police that were promised to us in
Geelong by this government. The government cannot
get away from that promise.
The Rush report was handed to the government in
November 2011 and tabled in March 2012, and it is still
unclear why the government sat on it for so long. There
is nothing damning in that report. It probably did not
achieve what the government hoped it would achieve. It
seems the review was not to fix up police command but
rather to fix up Simon Overland. The government
obviously did not get what it was after, and the
shenanigans that occurred at that time are on record.
That is why the then police minister is no longer the
police minister. He has changed his portfolio, and we
have a new police minister now. Clearly the
government is not really up to it in relation to policing
matters, and for the safety of Victorians we urge it to do
much better. We deserve better.
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Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise and speak on the Victoria Police Amendment
(Consequential and Other Matters) Bill 2014. Let me
say at the outset that this government is very proud of
its record in investment in the police force and policing
in this state. We in the government have committed
record funding when it comes to policing. Last year we
committed a record $2.2 billion, and we have
committed $2.4 billion in this year’s budget.
Mr Eren interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — We hear the previous
speaker, the member for Lara, interject by saying that
crime is up. Let me refer the member for Lara to a very
important matter. Reported crime would be up, and it
would be up in certain areas, because police are doing
what they are doing — that is, policing. You would
expect that when police are out keeping people safe
they would actually find people who are doing the
wrong thing and subsequently go about ensuring that
people are kept safe. Despite the interjections and the
ridiculous innuendo from the opposition to say that
crime is up, we know that people are being kept safe
and are feeling a lot safer under this government than
they ever did under the opposition when it was in
government.
We have invested in 1700 more police and have put
950 protective services officers on train stations, and
they have already served some 20 000 infringement
notices on those stations for a whole range of offences,
including graffiti, carrying weapons and all sorts of
other crimes that have been committed. That is why we
are seeing these increases — because police are doing
what they are paid to do, and that is keeping our
community safe.
We also heard from opposition members that a rushed
job has been done on these amendments. Let me say
that the Victoria Police Bill introduced by this
government in 2013 was the largest reform that any
government has made to police legislation since 1958. I
remind the opposition that more than 120 amendments
to the Police Regulation Act have been brought through
this chamber since 1958. If you were to look at the
previous police act, you would need an index and
another act to be able to read it because there had been
so many different amendments. It was very confusing
and very hard for anybody to comprehend. We
introduced a massive amount of reform in the 2013
police bill. We have got on with what we said we
would do and introduced massive reform. More
importantly, we have Victorians feeling safe, knowing
that we are doing what we said we were going to do
and restoring law and order in this state.
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Let me reflect on this year’s budget. Some $33 million
has been allocated for 11 new police stations, including
the new Echuca police station, the St Kilda Road
station replacement and a new police station and
emergency services precinct at Ballarat West. In
addition we have committed $56 million to upgrade
more than 100 police stations. We are spending money
on ensuring not only that we have police out there but
that we have police stations as well. This is all about
proactive policing, modernising our police force and
ensuring that we are active in this area. In the last
contribution we heard that there have been cutbacks.
That is absolutely ridiculous. There have not been
cutbacks; there has been record investment. It is very
clear when it comes to this portfolio that there has been
a huge investment. That is something we said we would
do in 2010 and we have got on with the job of doing
that, and I commend the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services on the work he has been doing in
this area.
This bill makes changes to some terminology within the
statute book. When you look at the Victoria Police Bill
2013 you see that a number of terms have been used to
refer to the police, including ‘the police force’, ‘the
force’ and ‘member of the police force’. A number of
terms have been used, and we are ensuring that there is
consistency in those references by replacing those terms
with ‘police personnel’. We are also ensuring that
‘Victoria Police employee’ replaces ‘person in the
office of the Chief Commissioner’ and that all of the
corresponding references from the 1958 act and the
current 2013 act are changed.
The bill consequently amends the following four acts to
ensure that the deputy commissioner can continue to
exercise the powers of the chief commissioner, as
currently provided under these acts. I am referring to
the Commissioner for Law Enforcement Data Security
Act 2005, the Crimes (Assumed Identities) Act 2004,
the Major Crime (Investigative Powers) Act 2004 and
the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003. The
bill ensures that those powers are consistent.
The other amendment relates to the Police Registration
and Services Board. The bill creates a requirement for
the registration and services board to publish statements
of reasons for certain decisions relating to reviews and
registrations subject to appropriate safeguards. This will
allow for transparency in decisions that are made by
allowing for statements of reasons as to why these
decisions were made to be published. Again we are
leading the way, firstly, when it comes to having a
Police Registration and Services Board, and secondly,
when it comes to reforming that board.
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In his contribution the member for Williamstown said,
‘Why don’t we head off and make sure that this is
something we do nationally? Let’s get all the other
states and territories and the feds to do it’. Let me
remind the member for Williamstown that we are
already leading the way because we are at the forefront
in having a Police Registration and Services Board. We
are the envy of others in terms of what we are currently
doing, but we are not in the other states and we cannot
speak for them. We can certainly share our knowledge,
which we do and will obviously continue to do, but we
certainly will not be telling other states how to run their
police forces.
We need to ensure that we are getting on with the job of
providing the best possible police force, the best
possible reforms and, importantly, a transparent system.
That is what this reform does — it offers that
transparency. Not all the changes we make in this house
are groundbreaking, but nevertheless this ensures that
the police are able to do their job. It is a pity that the
member for Williamstown would use this opportunity
to take some cheap shots. I believe the member for
Williamstown would be much better served by focusing
on the job at hand, and that is to look at what we can do
collectively to ensure that we are providing the best
possible safeguards, the best possible legislation and the
best investment we can to ensure that the police can do
what they do, and that is continue to serve the people
and keep them safe.
I will conclude my contribution by thanking Victoria
Police and all our emergency services for the work they
do. They do a terrific job and they work tirelessly. I can
think of many other jobs that people would rather put
up their hands for. Not many people would want to get
out onto the streets and deal with what members of our
police force have to deal with day in, day out. Our
police officers do a terrific job in serving our
community, a job which quite often goes unrewarded.
They do it because they care about what they do. The
police force is an important and integral part of our law
and order system.
It is absolutely appalling that opposition members
constantly talk about crime rates going up, saying that
things are out of control and that government members
are not doing what we said we would do. When we
invest in a police force, when we put more resources in
and put more police on the ground, guess what
happens? We expect them to do their job, and they are
doing their job. Opposition members spoke about
prisons being full but, firstly, when in government, the
Labor Party did not build any prisons and, secondly, not
only did it not build any prisons but Labor members
now say that the coalition government is not doing

Wednesday, 7 May 2014

anything to reduce the number of prisoners in the
system. The reason prisoners are in cells is that
members of the coalition government are getting on
with the job.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise and speak on the Victoria Police Amendment
(Consequential and Other Matters) Bill 2014, and also a
pleasure to follow the member for Caulfield, who is one
of my colleagues on the Law Reform, Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee.
Firstly I will pick up on a couple of things he said. I
agree with him that this legislation is mainly about
increasing transparency. When I worked at the
Department of Justice during my legal traineeship, I
spent time at Victoria Police at the World Trade Centre.
While doing a legal traineeship at the Department of
Justice, you look enviously at the World Trade Centre
because you know that is where you will learn the
most — on the front line with the Victoria Police
combating law and order issues.
This legislation makes a lot of consequential
amendments, which I will get to in a moment. I have
had a brief read of the report on the inquiry into the
command, management and functions of the senior
structure of Victoria Police, which was commissioned
by the State Services Authority and is known as the
Rush report. As I speak I will touch upon a couple of
the items in there and how the government has
responded.
Essentially this legislation will make some
consequential amendments to the earlier Victoria Police
Act 2013. As the member for Caulfield said, it is a
substantial piece of legislation — one of the major
pieces of legislation passed since 1958. We would have
to go all the way back to 1853 to learn about the
establishment of the Victoria Police.
This legislation will change language introduced by the
Victoria Police Act 2013 in relation to the Victoria
Police and police officers, and update references to the
Police Regulations Act 1958 that will be repealed by
the Victoria Police Act 2013. The legislation will make
the following consequential amendments to more than
180 Victorian acts: replace references to ‘the force’
with the term ‘Victoria Police’; replace references to
‘member of the force’ with the term ‘police officer’;
replace references to ‘member of the police personnel’
with the term ‘member of Victoria Police personnel’;
and where an act refers to a section within the Police
Regulation Act 1958, the bill updates that reference to
refer to the new equivalent section within the Victoria
Police Act 2013.
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As I highlighted earlier, where we are today has come
about as a result of the work of the Rush inquiry and its
report. Many people will be familiar with Jack Rush, an
eminent QC who did a lot of good work on the
Victorian bushfires royal commission. I have read
through some of the items that Mr Rush reported on.
His inquiry was commissioned following much media
speculation about tension in the ranks at the highest
command of Victoria Police, particularly possible
tension between the former Deputy Commissioner of
Police, Sir Ken Jones, and the former Chief
Commissioner of Police, Simon Overland. To me, and
from a distance, both individuals looked as though they
were of good character.
The executive summary of the Rush inquiry’s report
states:
Events immediately preceding the announcement of the
inquiry highlighted a perception that the effectiveness of the
senior command of Victoria Police was compromised by
dysfunctional relationships of those in senior command
positions.

Then in 2011 the former Office of Police Integrity
tabled its report Crossing the Line, a report of an
investigation into the conduct of a member of Victoria
Police undertaking secondary employment as a
ministerial adviser and his relationship with a deputy
commissioner of Victoria Police. At this point, I will
not refer to that inquiry.
Having read Mr Rush’s report, I have picked up on a
couple of matters addressed in the government’s
response. One refers to workforce flexibility. The Rush
report highlights the following two areas:
Victoria Police does not currently utilise lateral entry, the
practice of recruiting police from outside its existing
workforce to ranks above constable; and
the right of appeal of sworn police to the Police Appeals
Board against decisions concerning transfer and promotion.

I was pleased to see that the government picked up on
that issue in its response to the Rush report and very
much supports the recommendation. The government
response states:
Lateral entry of police at rank into Victoria Police is already
permitted under the Police Regulation Act 1958.
As part of the Allied Benefits MOU, the government has
agreed to establish a Police Registration and Services Board
to facilitate the lateral entry into Victoria Police of:
sworn police from other jurisdictions; and
the re-entry of sworn police previously engaged by
Victoria Police.
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The establishment of the Police Registration and Services
Board is a first in Australia.
Allowing lateral entry of sworn police will improve
productivity, and benefit both Victoria Police and the
community by broadening the pool of talent available to
Victoria Police.

One of the things I noticed reading through the Rush
report and the government’s response concerns the
industrial relations system of Victoria Police, which to
date has never been referred to the commonwealth, and
the government obviously did not support its referral. I
can understand why.
Recommendation 11 of the Rush report is:
That the government consider enlarging the referral of
Victoria’s industrial relations powers to the commonwealth to
enable Fair Work Australia to hear unfair dismissal
applications by police and to deal with disputes about transfer,
promotion and discipline decisions concerning police. This
reconsideration should occur in conjunction with the review
of the Police Appeals Board recommended by the Office of
Police Integrity in its report Enabling a flexible workforce for
policing in Victoria …

The government did not support this recommendation,
stating in its response:
The government considers —

and I must say that I do agree —
that the nature of policing is a unique responsibility for the
state which necessitates the retention of legislative power over
those parts of the industrial relations process the Victorian
Parliament has chosen not to refer to the commonwealth
Parliament.

I can understand that, having seen at first hand what
Victoria Police does on the front line in my own
electorate. Moonee Ponds police station is a significant
police station in my electorate and Avondale Heights is
a smaller police station, and having been down there
several times to meet with the sworn and unsworn
officers, I know that they do a great job. They are in a
unique occupation, and I can understand why we have
our own disciplinary hearings and industrial relations
matters regarding Victoria Police dealt with in a purely
Victorian jurisdiction.
The member for Caulfield spoke about transparency.
As I said, I happen to agree with him. The Rush inquiry
report contains a section on Victoria Police and its
relationship with government. It states:
The relationship between Victoria Police and government is
at present poorly defined by a combination of convention,
legislation, and administrative and financial accountability
mechanisms. Currently, the communication of government
policy priorities to Victoria Police is haphazard. Given that
the effectiveness of the senior command is judged in the
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context of this relationship, there is a need for the
government’s policy priorities to be communicated clearly to
Victoria Police. There is a corresponding need for Victoria
Police to be accountable for the achievement of those
priorities.
To meet these needs, Victoria’s new police legislation should
articulate clearly the relationship between the government,
through the responsible minister —

who is here in the chamber —
and Victoria Police, through the chief commissioner. It should
enable the minister to direct the chief commissioner on
matters of policy, while preserving the operational
independence of Victoria Police.

Both sides of politics would agree that we want a very
strong police force the administration of which is
transparent and which is about protecting people in the
Victorian community.
Some people may be cynical about Victoria Police. We
realise the police do not always get it right. The United
Nations recently delivered a scathing decision on the
Victorian government and its police force regarding a
breach of the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights, after Victoria failed to compensate a
woman who was viciously bashed by police. I saw a
very disturbing report on this matter on ABC News. The
issue has been raised with the minister and the
government. We are all waiting to see how it will be
handled. I was shocked when I saw the ABC News
footage of the incident and what the woman, Corinna
Horvath from Somerville, had gone through. Full credit
to Flemington Kensington Community Legal Centre
and Corinna Horvath’s lawyer, Tamar Hopkins, who
for 20 years have pursued this matter. I hope that justice
is done for Corinna and the right outcomes are reached.
In conclusion, we do not oppose this legislation. We
wish it a speedy passage. It is very much in line with
reforms that were initiated by the Bracks and Brumby
governments. We were elected to office in 1999 very
much on the back of a strong law and order policy and
an increased police presence on our streets. Now that
the Napthine government is following suit, I hope more
resources can be directed to Victoria Police. I also hope
that justice can be done for Corinna Horvath. I wish the
Flemington Kensington Community Legal Centre the
very best in pursuing her matter.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — It gives me great pleasure
to rise to make a contribution on the Victoria Police
Amendment (Consequential and Other Matters) Bill
2014. I wish to indicate my clear, unambiguous and
strong support for this bill. It continues the
modernisation of policing in Victoria, which was
initiated by the coalition government. I will expand on
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that statement as I go through the bill. I also affirm at
the beginning of my speech my high regard for the
police. I would not swap jobs with members of the
police force, because they handle many difficult
situations, and in the vast majority of cases they do so
with great tact, diplomacy and professionalism.
In the electorate of Benalla, there are at least 10 police
stations, and there are an additional 3 stations in the
snowfields during winter. We have many fine police.
Dan Trimble is the officer in charge of the Benalla
police service area. We have other police officers such
as Ash Mason and Marc Fabis at Mansfield, and Mark
Byers at Benalla. Paula Allan is an outstanding police
lady, who deals with many of the social issues
associated with policing. We also have a number of
one-man police stations in the electorate of Benalla,
including at Whitfield, where Ben D’Ornay works, and
at Moyhu and Glenrowan.
The Hume Freeway passes through the electorate of
Benalla, which means that the highway patrol is an
extremely important part of policing in our area. Darren
Whittingslow is in charge of that, and he does a fine
job. As you know, Deputy Speaker, police in country
Victoria are very much part of the community. Not only
do they fulfil their policing roles but there are police
such as Pat Storer, who works at a one-man station at
Violet Town and is also a member of the local council.
The list of fine police officers in our area goes on.
The member for Caulfield, who is the Parliamentary
Secretary for Police and Emergency Services, has
affirmed that the Liberal-Nationals coalition
government has a very strong commitment to
upholding law and order and public safety. That is
reflected in a record investment in policing this year. I
think the budget is about $2.4 billion, which is a record
investment in policing. Linked with that is the
Liberal-Nationals coalition government’s successful
delivery of its pre-election promise of recruiting an
extra 1700 police. As the member for Forest Hill
mentioned, there are also an extra 940 protective
service officers. They are the officers who were
derisively referred to by the member for Monbulk as
‘plastic police’. That was an act of contempt by the
member for Monbulk towards those fine men and
women, who are out there protecting our citizens on our
railway stations and who have made a very significant
contribution to the sense of wellbeing and safety of our
citizens as they use public transport.
This bill, as other speakers have mentioned, finetunes
the Victoria Police Act 2013, which was passed in this
Parliament in December 2013. As the member for
Niddrie mentioned, this bill arose as a result of a
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number of reviews of the Victorian police force and in
particular the review conducted by Jack Rush, QC. As
the member for Niddrie and other speakers have
mentioned, this legislation introduced by the coalition
government represented the most significant reform in
policing and police legislation for 55 years. It is a credit
to our government that we did what the previous
government did not do in the preceding 11 years.
The reforms of the Victoria Police Act, which this bill
finetunes, included providing greater flexibility for the
Chief Commissioner of Police with respect to the
management structure of Victoria Police. That is
important. If you give someone the responsibility of
managing something, it is important that they have
operational flexibility, and the Victoria Police Act
provided that. It also provided a streamlining of the
appeal and review processes, bringing policing and the
management of policing into the 21st century. It also
introduced a Police Registration and Services Board to
deal with appeals and review decisions with respect to
promotion and transfers. As other speakers have
mentioned, this enables officers who leave the force,
subject to their being of good character, to return at the
level at which they left the force rather than having to
start at the bottom of the pile, which had historically
been the situation.
What we have is logic being implemented, and this bill
is doing that. The bill also makes consequential
amendments to a number of other bills that have been
mentioned by other speakers, in particular the
Commissioner for Law Enforcement Data Security Act
2005, the Crimes (Assumed Identities) Act 2004, the
Major Crimes (Investigative Powers) Act 2004 and the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003.
I pick up on comments made by earlier speakers when
criticism was levelled at the current Minister for Police
and Emergency Services. The member for
Williamstown certainly made a personal attack during
his contribution. It was an unfortunate attack, but it is
an example of Labor reverting to form and type when,
if its members cannot attack the substance of the bill,
they seek to attack members. I have known the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services for many years. We
have worked together on the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. He has demonstrated through
that role and his many years in this Parliament that he is
a man of great integrity. He has done his job well and
he has continued on from the work done by the
previous Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
the Deputy Premier and Leader of The Nationals. Some
members of the opposition alluded to the period when
the Deputy Premier was Minister for Police and
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Emergency Services, and particularly when he was
subjected to an ongoing, grubby assault on his integrity.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Dr SYKES — I will repeat that for the benefit of the
musings of the mellowing member for Melton — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Benalla knows that it is out of order to respond to
interjections. The member for Melton knows it is out of
order to interject. The member for Benalla to continue
without assistance.
Dr SYKES — I wish to make it very clear, as all
members of The Nationals and the Liberal Party know
extremely well, that the former Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, like the current minister, are both
men of unquestionable integrity. History will show that
they have made significant contributions to the
modernisation of Victoria Police and how it goes about
delivering on the coalition government’s commitment
to improving public safety in the state of Victoria.
In pulling my contribution together, I noted that this bill
continues the modernisation, consolidation and
simplification of the outdated Police Regulation Act
1958 and provides further finetuning over and above
what was instituted by the passing of the Victoria
Police Act 2013 and, as I mentioned, some related
legislation. I commend the bill to the house, and I look
forward to constructive debate as the house continues
discussing the bill.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am pleased to
speak on the Victoria Police Amendment
(Consequential and Other Matters) Bill 2014. As we
have heard from previous speakers, the bill does not
make any major changes to the way our police operate,
but it clarifies a number of issues associated with the
Victoria Police Act 2013 and creates a number of
consequential amendments associated with that
legislation that roll on over 180 other acts across the
Victorian legislature. I am very supportive of the work
of Victoria Police. As with all members, we often have
reason to work in association with the police on issues
raised with us by constituents. I am pleased that the
present chief in Ballarat, Superintendent Andrew Allen,
is always very cooperative when I have had to follow
up issues with him, as are so many other members of
the police with whom I come into contact for work
reasons. I congratulate them all on their roles.
As we know, when this government came to office, it
came in on a strong law and order platform, but, as
other speakers from this side have emphasised, it is not
as though the former Bracks and Brumby governments
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did not also do a lot of work to enhance policing across
the state. I note that the member for Benalla seemed to
suggest that the coalition government is the first to
modernise the police force in Victoria, but let us
remember who introduced the first female Chief
Commissioner of Police in Victoria. Under the former
government Christine Nixon as chief commissioner
clearly did a lot of work to modernise and change the
culture of our police force under our watch.
Although some members would not remember what the
police force was like ahead of 1999, they would know
that during the years of the Kennett government there
were significant cuts to the public service across the
state, including cuts to police. The morale of our police
force when we came to office in 1999 was very low.
The attrition rate in the police force at that time was
high, and that was certainly the feedback that I gained
regularly in dealing with the police force. The Labor
government was able to increase the number of police
officers across the state to build up our force in
numbers. We did a great deal to improve policing
across our state.
I also note that this government, while it came to office
with a strong law and order platform, has made
significant cuts to the police budget of around
$1 million. While it has said that will not affect
front-line staff, we know that it has significantly
reduced the number of support staff to the police.
Under Labor we tried to build that up from 200 to 400,
but it has dropped back significantly again.
What it means when you drop the number of public
service staff supporting the police is that you see, as did
Jack Rush QC in his review, that more police are being
forced to do more desk work to complete their own
police work. By reducing offline staff you clearly force
those that should be on line, out there on the beat, back
to doing more deskwork. That has clearly happened
under this government, and it is unfortunate.
However, I have to say that I have had a number of
dealings with police recently in looking at issues
associated with some potential young offenders out in
our retail precincts, sometimes in Bridge Mall and
sometimes at other sites around Ballarat. When those
issues have been discussed with police, they have got
more members out on the beat and worked with the
shop precinct owners to try to address their concerns.
However, I have to emphasise, as I always do when we
are talking about policing matters, that issues associated
with crime are not just policing matters; they are broad
community issues. While you can increase the number
of police and increase their level of attention on people
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who may potentially commit a crime, there needs to be
a broad community response. I do not believe this
government is doing enough to provide support in those
areas.
We know the welfare sector has involvement, and the
education sector has involvement at all levels, not just
at the secondary level. It has a role in ensuring that
young people who may be at risk continue to be
involved in the education sector and that they see
opportunities for themselves. Cuts to TAFE and other
training options are a threat to their opportunity to find
ongoing involvement in the education sector and to link
into job opportunities. If a young person or anybody
becomes disenfranchised in our community, they are at
greater risk of going the wrong way.
I am disappointed to note that, even though this
government made big promises in regard to law and
order, last year when we looked at the crime statistics in
Ballarat a number of the figures had increased. In
particular crimes against the person had jumped by
27 per cent, and in Moorabool the total crime rate
jumped by 8.3 per cent just in the year.
I never want to concern our community or to
scaremonger, as I know the then opposition did while
we were in government. I believe we generally have a
safe community and that a lot of the crimes we are
concerned about, whether they be drug related or
crimes against the person, often happen at times when
most people are not out and about; they happen early in
the morning, often on the weekend as we know, and
they might be alcohol related. They are often around
issues associated with specific domestic violence, and I
hope we are getting to a situation where more women
particularly who are victims of domestic violence feel
free to report that and feel that they are being well
supported by the police crimes unit in attempting to
address the matter. Again the welfare sector is also
there through the Department of Human Services and
other organisations to support those women who have
been victims of domestic violence. As with the White
Ribbon movement, I am always pleased to declare to
the community that there is no place for violence in the
home. That is an issue on which we have made some
progress.
I support this bill. We need to continue to work to
support a range of activities across the community. I
also express my concern about what might be
happening with the Blue Light events that police have
been running for under-18s. They have been great
across my electorate, whether that be in Ballarat,
Creswick or Daylesford and so on. I am concerned that
with funding cuts the Blue Light discos and other Blue
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Light activities are under threat in Ballarat. I have been
talking with police recently about how they are going to
progress. I hope we can find resolution to those issues
that will see proper staffing and full police support for
those activities.
I want to ensure that people understand that I and
members on this side of the house always support
police and try to work with our community to see crime
reduced and not escalated. It needs broad community
support. I support the work that is done to modernise
the police force, but I want to see broad community
action being taken to reduce crime in our community.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — It always gives me
great pleasure to support Victoria Police, as I do today
in this debate on the Victoria Police Amendment
(Consequential and Other Matters) Bill 2014. I want to
clarify one issue that I have heard members opposite
raising in relation to prisoner numbers. It was raised in
the context of the Victoria Police modernisation.
Members were talking about the prisoners held in
police stations and said how the staff are kept off the
street and off the beat while they have to maintain and
monitor prisoners while they are in police cells.
I will give the house one example, that of the
Dandenong police station. That is a class A police
station, so it can hold prisoners for up to 28 days. They
can then be moved around, and they can come back
again after a 7-day period. The Dandenong police
station has two watch-house keepers on its roster, a
watch-house keeper and an assistant watch-house
keeper. It does not matter if there is 1 prisoner or there
are 21 prisoners; they have two watch-house keepers.
That happens every day, seven days a week, for three
shifts. If the prisoner number in Dandenong goes from
1 up to 21, it does not make a difference to the staffing.
You still have the police van out on the street, you still
have your afternoon shifts out and you still have the
night shifts out. It is really important to place that on the
record. It is frustrating when you are a copper in there,
but I can tell the house now that it still does not affect
the number of officers in the police station on that day
and what they are doing, including the equipment
officer, who can also help out in the watch-house.
I will talk about how important Victoria Police
members are in the electorate of Gembrook and how
the modernisation will assist them into the future. The
electorate is lucky enough to have a brand-new police
station in Emerald. I know the minister will be coming
to visit very soon to have a tour of this police station,
which is one of the best police stations in this state. The
facilities are unbelievable. The sergeant at that station,
Sergeant Tolmie, has done an unbelievable job in
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ensuring that the officers have a modern facility not just
for today but for the future. We are building to make
sure that we do not have to reconstruct it in 5 or
10 years time, given growth; this station will last for 20
to 30 years. It is built for the future. It is an amazing
station.
Sergeant Fiona Tolmie is probably one of the best
community police officers I have seen across the state
and had the pleasure of working with. She gets out and
gets involved in the community. She understands what
the community’s needs are. She knows that part of the
Victoria Police role for her in that local community is
not just about crime detection; it is about crime
prevention. Her method of crime prevention can be
anything, from attending events like PAVE Fest, which
is our Performing and Visual Arts in Emerald Festival,
to getting out and speaking to the community. Just
recently she was involved in encouraging people to take
a selfie with the local sergeant. She had some junior
uniforms and got the kids involved as well.
Mr Angus interjected.
Mr BATTIN — I did go and get a selfie with the
sergeant. I thought it would look fantastic. Getting back
out there in the community is what it is all about; it is
really important.
Part of this reform is about bringing into line and
modernising the technology and the management and
making sure the terminology is correct across our
police legislation. We have made the biggest reform of
police legislation since 1958. We needed those changes.
You need only look back at the 1958 act to see sections
which definitely needed change. For example, it had a
section in it saying that a woman who was married
could no longer be a Victoria Police officer; women
had to be single to be officers. We definitely needed
some upgrades to the legislation over the last few years.
It is pleasing to see that all those amendments have now
been put into one act, the Victoria Police Act 2013.
This bill brings all the other acts into line in relation to
modern terminology. We need to make sure we have a
modern police force because we now have one of the
largest police forces Victoria has ever seen. We will
have 1700 additional police by the end of this term of
government — we have more than 1300 more now —
and 940 additional protective services officers (PSOs).
The PSOs will be working on our railway stations and
sitting in the galleries of the Parliament or standing on
the front steps to make sure that Parliament House is
safe and secure. We have the pleasure of seeing them at
our railway stations as we go home and we and the
community feel safe getting off trains at night. My wife
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has caught the train and asked the PSOs to escort her to
her car in the car park. It gave her an enhanced feeling
of safety.
I have gone through the bill. More than 100 acts are
affected by the changes in the bill. One of those is the
Rail Safety Act 2006, which I was talking about before.
The changes to that act will ensure that PSOs have the
right to be engaged in rail safety. We need to make sure
that the terminology matches up so they are covered as
they perform their wonderful duties. They are
protecting the community and apprehending offenders
on trains and at stations. One big task they have been
performing is arresting people who have warrants on
them, because a lot of people with warrants catch trains.
Stations are a fantastic place to catch them, and we
have the PSOs there to do that.
Another area Victoria Police is involved in across the
state and in which they do a wonderful job is road
safety. It is very important that the Road Safety Act
1986 is brought into line with the Victoria Police Act.
We were speaking just the other day about the road toll.
Last year it was at the lowest level we had ever seen in
the state. It was a fantastic result, particularly given the
number of cars we have on the road today. I have not
looked at today’s figure, but I did see yesterday’s when
we were one ahead of last year’s toll, or one behind
depending on which way you looked at it. One
additional person has died on our roads this year.
We must ensure that the Road Safety Act aligns with
the Victoria Police Act and that we have the right
terminology in place. This will ensure that police
officers can act to enforce the laws on our roads and
that people take that into consideration when they are
on Victorian roads. I have said it before, and I will keep
saying this for however long I am in the Parliament: the
message about road safety is really important because
every time we lose a life on the road it is one less
person who will sit down to a Christmas dinner.
Someone will be missing at a Christmas dinner.
The bill also changes the appeals process in Victoria
Police. It streamlines the process and will get people
through the system quicker than at present if they are
appealing a promotion. I know it was something that
was very frustrating, and many police officers spoke
about it when they were going for a sergeant’s role.
They were either given the opportunity or not given the
opportunity and then went through an appeal process
that took so long. The process is being brought down
to, I believe, about 14 days.
Another area covered by the bill is the appointment of
former police officers. Former police officers who want
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to go back into the police force will have the
opportunity to go back in at the same rank. I probably
need to declare a conflict of interest with this provision:
should I happen to no longer be a member of
Parliament after 29 November it would be good to go
back in at the same rank as when I left. I do not think I
will go back as the Chief Commissioner of Police; I
think that would be a bit much. But at least I know I can
go back in at the same rank I was when I left. It is
important to include such a provision in the Victoria
Police Act so that people who want to go back into the
force, such as our good member for Benambra should
he want to return to the force, only have to sit a quick
test and bring themselves up to date with what they
need to know. Fitness might be an issue for the member
for Benambra, but I am sure that we younger guys
would have no trouble getting back in on fitness.
I say in relation to the bill that I think it is a fantastic
opportunity to make sure we modernise our technology
and bring the principal act into line with 2014 practices
in Victoria Police.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PAKULA
(Lyndhurst).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (PROTECTION OF
CHILDREN) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 May; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I cannot believe
that members opposite know what the member for
Lyndhurst is seeking to do and the direction he is trying
to take them in in relation to this bill. What the member
has said in his remarks in the second-reading debate is
that he wants to move amendments that will completely
delete from the bill the only provision to contain any
requirement for any adult to report known child sexual
abuse to police. This is not a debate about detail. This is
not about modifying or improving. This is about
completely deleting this entire provision from the bill.
Let me remind the house that clause 4 of the bill, which
the member for Lyndhurst wishes to remove, is the
clause that will make it an offence carrying a penalty of
up to three years in jail for a person to fail to provide
relevant information to police if they know or believe
that a child has been sexually abused.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The member for Eltham and the member for Yan Yean!
Mr CLARK — The member for Lyndhurst wants
to move an amendment, apparently with the support of
the Leader of the Opposition, by interjection.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The Attorney-General has the call. The Leader of the
Opposition is out of his seat and out of order.
Mr CLARK — The member for Lyndhurst will
move amendments that will allow adults to continue to
cover up child sex abuse that they know has occurred,
even when they could — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
If I need to call in the Speaker now, I am happy to do
so. If members do not settle down, I will ask the
Speaker to come in to deal with matters.
Mr CLARK — Even when they know that abuse
has occurred and even when they could report that
abuse without any risk to themselves or to anyone
else — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CLARK — The Leader of the Opposition
interjects. I assume he knows what is in the
amendments that his shadow Attorney-General will be
moving to entirely delete clause 4 from the bill. The
Leader of the Opposition should know that that is what
the amendments do. That is a complete betrayal of what
this Parliament has tried to do to protect victims of
child sex abuse. The member for Broadmeadows
knows that. If you read his contribution to the
second-reading debate, you will see that it is a careful
and measured contribution that in no way endorses
what the member for Lyndhurst will be doing. If you
listened to what the member for Thomastown said in
the debate — she is another member who was involved
in the parliamentary inquiry — you would know that
she also spoke in measured and balanced terms. The
member for Oakleigh has striven for years to have the
issue of child sexual abuse dealt with and to have
proper provisions made to protect victims, and yet the
opposition will be moving amendments that will
entirely walk away from that.
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We should not let opposition members pretend that this
was not the unanimous recommendation of the
committee. At page 496 of volume 2 the Betrayal of
Trust report says:
The committee takes the view that every member of society
has a moral and ethical responsibility to report to police any
knowledge they have about serious crimes committed against
children.

At page 497 it says:
As discussed below, the committee considers that it is
necessary to amend the Crimes Act 1958 (Vic) to make it a
crime for any person who knows or believes that a serious
offence has been committed by another person against a
child, and has information that they believe might be of
material assistance, to fail to report that information to police.

Yet the provision that would give effect to that
unanimous recommendation by the parliamentary
committee would be removed in its entirety by the
amendments to be moved by member for Lyndhurst.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The Leader of the Opposition!
Mr CLARK — Even though the bill has been
before this Parliament since March, even though the
measure was foreshadowed by the Premier and the
government in our immediate response to the
parliamentary committee report and even though this
proposition has been out in the public arena all of that
time, it was not until Monday afternoon, as far as I am
aware, that the opposition first made public the position
it is taking on this legislation and announced it in the
house.
What chance have child victims groups had to respond
to this? Next to none. Nonetheless, I have received a
letter from Dr Bryan Keon-Cohen, AM, QC, president
of Commission of Inquiry Now (COIN), who was
apparently approached by the Law Institute of Victoria
seeking his views in relation to it. He says:
COIN believes that the family violence coalition’s position is
flawed. We oppose the suggested restrictions on the range of
mandatory reporting requirements and believe that these, as
contained in the current bill, should continue to apply to all
persons aged over the age of 18 years.
…
COIN suggests that the current defence in the bill is adequate
in protecting vulnerable mothers in the event of family
violence. The benefit of the ‘reasonableness’ requirement is
that it allows the mandatory reporting of an offence to widely
encompass all persons of age while still protecting those at
risk.
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This is a clear response from one representative of child
victims of abuse who had the opportunity to provide
comment to the government in relation to this, and I am
sure that there will be many more that share the concern
being expressed by COIN, as and when they find out
what the member for Lyndhurst is trying to do this
evening.
The issue has been raised of the operation of the bill in
situations of family violence. It is clear that victims of
family violence can have legitimate concerns for their
safety, and the bill recognises and provides for that. It is
not an issue that has gone unconsidered; the
government has given very careful consideration to this
issue and has made specific provision in the bill to
recognise and provide for those difficult situations that
victims of family violence can face. The bill makes
clear that there is no obligation to report where it would
not be reasonable for a person to do so because of fear
for their own or another person’s safety. Furthermore, if
anyone were prosecuted for failing to inform police,
and they raised fears for safety as the reason for not
reporting, the burden would then be on the prosecution
to prove beyond reasonable doubt that it was not
reasonable for them to fail to report. Accordingly any
concern that victims of family violence would be
unjustly prosecuted under this law are unfounded.
When one looks at the issues that have been raised by
those who have written to the opposition in relation to
this, one sees that the vast bulk of their arguments are
not addressed to the bill before the house; they are
addressed either to an issue of failure-to-protect laws or
to issues of legislation in the United States and other
jurisdictions, which also provide for failure to protect
rather than disclosure to police, and most of them do
not have any provision that addresses the situation of
fears of family violence. The opposition cannot just say,
‘We don’t like the way you have provided for family
victims, so we are going to delete the entire provision’,
which is what the member for Lyndhurst is attempting
to do this evening.
No-one has put up anything that they say would work
better than what the government has included in this
bill. The family violence groups that have written on
this subject have wanted to confine the duty to
institutions and the opposition wants to delete the
provision altogether. Both of those approaches leave
vulnerable children entirely unprotected, in contrast to
what is in the bill, which recognises and makes
legitimate provision for the situation of people who
have a reasonable fear for their own safety, but
nonetheless applies this legislation across the
community in exactly the way the Betrayal of Trust
report recommends.
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If one does want to look at an international comparison,
one should look at the situation in Ireland. Most
honourable members will know that Ireland has been
through a similar extensive process of inquiry into child
sexual abuse in religious and other institutions, and it
has come forward with a law that has a number of
similarities to the legislation that is currently before the
house. But under the Irish law, parents can only decline
to disclose if they conclude it is in the best interests of
the child not to disclose, and that defence does not
apply if the perpetrator was a family member. Ireland
has completely excluded that particular ground.
Ireland — and the minister responsible for the bill
referred to this — simply relies on the existence of a
reasonable excuse to deal with the situation of family
violence, that and nothing more. That is the law that has
been passed in Ireland. Our bill, in contrast, goes
beyond that to make absolutely clear in black and white
that reasonable fear for safety is a reasonable excuse. It
is there to address the situation of family violence
victims and lay to rest and provide for concerns that
might understandably be raised — concerns, as I say,
that we have recognised and responded to in the bill.
There is no justification for that concern.
Let me make the further point that we are not talking
here, when we are talking about child sexual abuse,
about hypothetical concerns or conjectures but about
actual cases of children being abused in a domestic
context. Sexual abuse of children is not confined to
institutions; it occurs far more widely in the
community. It is often perpetrated by adults who are
close to those children, people who are loved and
trusted, including stepfathers, uncles and grandfathers.
Many of these instances do not occur in a context of
family violence. It is important that the legislation
continue to require that unless there is a good reason
not to, such as a reasonable fear of violence, those
instances should be reported to the police so that the
police can do something about it. Police cannot act
against child abuse unless they are told about it, unless
they know about it. If these perpetrators are not brought
to account, they will continue to abuse children year
after year as time goes on.
The examples of these children who have suffered this
abuse are not hypothetical, not the subjects of
conjecture but real. These children will continue to
suffer in cases like this into the future if clause 4 is
deleted. That is the reality of the situation. That is what
members need to be fully aware of and need to accept
responsibility for if they decide to vote against this
clause this evening.
Let me just support that with reference to some of the
actual cases that have come before our courts. I refer to
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summaries that have been prepared by the Department
of Justice. The first is:
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Consideration in detail
Clause 1

R v. C (18 July 2008)
…
The principal proven offence was a representative offence
involving the digital penetration of the victim’s vagina. There
was a second count of sexual penetration of a child under 16.
…
The offender was a trusted adult, a close friend of the victim’s
family.

The second is:
Appeal decision — R v. I (3 September 2009)
…
The principal proven offence involved the offender lying on
top of the victim and penetrating her vagina with his penis.
The case involves four representative counts of sexual
penetration of child under 10 and one indecent assault …
Offender, 60 years at the time, was friends with the victim’s
father and told victim that her parents knew about them,
adding to her confusion, distress and powerlessness.

These are just two examples amongst many real
instances in the community where children have been
abused not in the context of immediate family violence,
not by intimate partners but by friends and other family
members. If the opposition wants to persist in moving
to delete clause 4 of this bill in its entirety, it is those
sorts of children who will suffer that sort of abuse in the
future and go unprotected by the bill. The amendment
proposed by the member for Lyndhurst would gut this
key provision of the bill — a provision that was
unanimously recommended by all members of the
Family and Community Development Committee after
extensive inquiry. It is there in black and white, and yet,
without any sound justification whatsoever, the
member for Lyndhurst is seeking to delete this
provision. I certainly hope his colleagues will bring him
to his senses on this and that the opposition will
reconsider what it is doing and realise the gravity and
seriousness of what it is intending to propose, because,
as I say, if the opposition persists with this amendment,
it will be a betrayal of trust indeed.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I advise
members that if the member for Lyndhurst’s
amendment 1 is not agreed to, he cannot move his
substantive amendments 2, 5 and 7 to 12, as they are
consequential. However, the member for Lyndhurst has
indicated that he wishes to omit clauses 4, 7 and 8. He
does not need to move amendments to oppose the
clauses, and, if he wishes, he can vote against those
clauses even if amendment 1 is lost.
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — I move:
Clause 1, line 3, after “insert” insert “a”.

I want to clarify for the chamber that clause 1 is
effectively a test for all my other amendments.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Yes, that is
right.
Mr PAKULA — I have only been in this chamber
for a year, but I have been in this Parliament for almost
eight years, and the summing up by the
Attorney-General would have to rank as the most
unfortunate contribution I have heard in Parliament and
one that was totally at odds with the tenor of the debate
in Parliament yesterday. It is one that for purely
political purposes seeks to deliberately misrepresent the
motives and the position of the opposition on this bill.
Any member who was in this chamber yesterday
listening to the contributions of opposition members —
and indeed many government members approached the
debate with enormous empathy, understanding and
sensitivity — would know without having to be told by
me that the claim by the Attorney-General that the
motives of the opposition are somehow about leaving
children more vulnerable to being sexually abused is
the most disgraceful accusation that could be made.
In my eight years in parliament I do not think I have
ever taken offence at a contribution by any member, but
I take deep offence at that because I know the
Attorney-General knows what he said is untrue. I know
he cannot really believe what he just said in this house.
He said it solely for the purpose of political positioning,
because anyone who was in this chamber yesterday and
listened to me and other members go through the
genuine concerns of domestic violence groups, family
violence groups and sexual assault groups, concerns
they had placed on the record not about some abstract
bill but about the provisions of clause 4, would know
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that the Attorney-General’s contribution just now was a
fraud.
Opposition members in this place have talked about
how we gave deep consideration to moving a reasoned
amendment to allow the matter to be considered for
another month and for groups to be conferred with for
another month, and how we chose not to do so because
we would not be able to put a return date on the
reasoned amendment. Anyone who heard any of those
contributions of opposition members would know the
Attorney-General’s contribution just now was a fraud.
Anyone who listened to those contributions where
opposition members said our concern about clause 4 is
that it will drive behaviour underground and potentially
lead to even greater dangers for young people and
victims of sexual assault would know that the
suggestion that opposition members seek to move these
amendments because we do not care about young
people being sexually abused is a fraudulent
contribution to debate in this chamber.
I am ashamed as an MP to have witnessed a
contribution made in the form in which the
Attorney-General just made his contribution. I am
aghast and flabbergasted that the Attorney-General
would take the debate we had in this chamber
yesterday — which was conducted in such good spirit
and with such commonality of view, even though the
government and opposition might have disagreed about
one point — and turn it into a tawdry exercise, as he
has just done. I compare this debate to the one we had a
couple of sitting weeks ago that was overseen by the
Minister for Mental Health, where there was a genuine
attempt to find common ground. The Attorney-General
knows my contribution at its heart was about trying to
find a solution that the groups that work in this field
could live with, and for him to have made the
contribution he just made is an utter disgrace.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I did not take
exception, as I was entitled to, to the outrageous
remarks and the slur on me made by the member for
Lyndhurst because I thought he should have the
opportunity to put his comments on the record. If he
had listened to what I said, he would have realised that
what I was talking about were the consequences of his
actions. He can make any claim he likes about the
motives. I made no reflection on his motives. I simply
told him and every member opposite what the
consequence would be if the amendment of the member
for Lyndhurst is passed.
The consequence is that under this bill there would no
obligation on any adult in any circumstance to report
any child abuse to the police in any circumstance
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whatsoever. That is the consequence of what the
member for Lyndhurst is doing. I want him to realise,
and I want every member who cares sincerely about the
welfare of children in this state to realise, that that is the
consequence if his amendment is passed. I am not
casting any reflection on his motive, I am simply
pointing out the horrific consequence that will follow if
his amendment is passed. I do not question that those
who approached him and have approached me and
raised issues in the media have genuine concerns, but I
am seeking to demonstrate to the house that those
concerns are unfounded.
If the member wanted to move amendments to try to
address those concerns better then of course he could,
but he is not doing that. He is moving amendments to
entirely delete this provision, and he and every other
member in this house needs to recognise what the
consequence will be if they vote to delete that
provision.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — When I rose yesterday
to make a contribution in relation to this bill, I followed
the member for Burwood, who I submit made the best
speech he has ever made in this Parliament. He spoke
of his own circumstances, his own grief and his own
family, and he did that in a very courageous way. I
commended him then, and I commend him tonight. I
also spoke after him, and I spoke about the pain and the
suffering of a dear friend of mine who had been the
victim of systemic abuse by the Catholic Church and
the impact that had had on him and his life since the age
of 12.
The performance this evening by the Attorney-General
diminishes that debate. It diminishes the contribution of
the member for Burwood, and it diminishes the
contribution that I feel I made because in this house I
was articulating the voice of my friend. I told his story,
the story of somebody who had been brutally
victimised at the hands of institutional abuse, and I am
not prepared to stand by and have my friend’s
circumstance diminished in the way that the chief law
officer of this state has chosen to do.
We conducted the debate last night in the best possible
way that this Parliament can operate. We debated this
bill in a measured, careful and empathetic way. We
sought to reach across the chamber to try to understand
each other’s views and struggle with the issues which
had been articulated by my colleague, the shadow
Attorney-General. The issues he raised in relation to
clause 4 are legitimate issues. We have not made these
issues up to make some sort of cheap political point. I
look at my colleagues here who sat on that bipartisan
committee and saw firsthand the suffering of so many
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people who came before them, and I commend the then
Premier, the member for Hawthorn, for having the
courage to instigate that inquiry. I commended both
sides of the house but particularly my colleagues
because I have spoken to both of them about the terrible
stories and tragedies they witnessed day by day as they
went through that inquiry.
I will not let the Attorney-General go unanswered in
this house and stand here and seek to diminish the work
of that committee and the extraordinary contribution of
the member for Burwood; indeed seek to diminish my
friend and so many people who have suffered at the
hands of institutional abuse in this state. I will not stand
here silently, and I will not allow the Attorney-General,
as the chief law officer in this state, to rise up today and
seek to put heat into this debate which was so
unnecessary. This did not need to happen. We have put
forward tonight in this consideration-in-detail stage —
and we thank the government for allowing us to have a
consideration-in-detail stage — clause 4 because we
have very significant concerns about it that simply
remain unaddressed despite input from, I understand, a
plethora of distinguished organisations such as the
Victorian Centre against Sexual Assault, Domestic
Violence Victoria, Federation of Community Legal
Centres, the Victorian Council of Social Services,
Womens Domestic Violence Crisis Service and
Victorian Women’s Trust Limited — and on and on
they go.
These are substantial organisations that have raised
deep concerns about the implications of clause 4,
particularly for vulnerable women in our community.
What we are saying to the Attorney-General is: listen to
the voices of these people who are on the front line.
These are the practitioners who deal with these issues
day in, day out. The Attorney-General has not, as far as
I understand, responded to the concerns of any of these
groups.
He should not seek to diminish the contributions of
people across this Parliament or seek to diminish the
distinguished work of these organisations. We are
putting forward a reasonable proposition in clause 4. It
ought be reworked. The Attorney-General should talk
to these people about their legitimate concerns and not
politicise this issue.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to reject the
assertions made by the member for Lyndhurst and the
member for Richmond in relation to the integrity and
the intent of the Attorney-General. I also participated in
the debate last night and I agree that it was a measured
contribution by both sides of the Parliament. If
members wish to check Hansard, they will see that I
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referred to some assertions that were made during the
debate about connectedness with the community and
the suggestion that people in this place, particularly on
this side of the house, might live in ivory towers, but
overall those propositions were presented in a measured
way.
I also made the point that knowing the
Attorney-General and knowing the Minister for
Community Services I have a very high regard for their
personal integrity, their sense of right, their sense of
justice and their judgement. I accepted their position
that they had considered the issues raised by the
opposition during the debate and that after thorough
consideration they believed the bill before the house
provided the most appropriate way to address the
situation. Further, as I interpreted it, the Minister for
Community Services indicated that if the legislation
was passed, its implementation would be monitored
and subject to review, and should there be a need to
address issues arising from the implementation, that
would be undertaken. It is what you would expect in a
responsible government.
I wish to indicate my full support for the
Attorney-General and the Minister for Community
Services and for the bill in the form that it has been
presented to the house.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Like the member for
Lyndhurst, I too have been shocked and taken aback by
the approach that the Attorney-General has taken. In
my first term in this Parliament I spent four years on a
committee with the Attorney-General, and I am at a
loss as to how someone who, during that time, I had
perceived to generally take a reasonable approach, even
when we did not agree, could adopt this approach.
Like my colleagues the members for Lyndhurst and
Richmond, I also want to note the very measured way
in which all sides of the house have contributed to the
debate on this bill in the last 24 hours. The
Attorney-General and anyone in this house, especially
on that side, should have no doubts that the opposition
was involved in a long and considered decision-making
process to arrive at the position that we have. It was not
something that we dreamt up, it was not a thought
bubble and it was not motivated by any of the
scurrilous things that the Attorney-General had to say in
his contribution tonight. It came about as a result of
representations from incredibly learned and
knowledgeable people in the sector, and I cannot
understand why this government has refused to meet
with these concerned groups.
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If the Attorney-General and the Minister for Mental
Health and Minister for Community Services had met
with these concerned groups like the opposition did,
they may well have taken the position that the
opposition has. In something as important as protecting
the women and children of our state, the least one can
do as the chief law officer and the minister responsible
for family violence is sit down with these eminent
groups.
A number of us listed these organisations in our
contributions yesterday. They are the Federation of
Community Legal Centres, Domestic Violence
Resource Centre Victoria, Domestic Violence Victoria,
Aboriginal Family Violence Prevention and Legal
Service Victoria, the Womens Domestic Violence
Crisis Service, the inTouch Multicultural Centre
Against Family Violence, Women’s Legal Service
Victoria, the family law legal service, the No to
Violence, Men’s Referral Service, Women with
Disabilities Victoria, the Victorian Women’s Trust
Limited, the Victorian Centres Against Sexual Assault
Forum, Women’s Health West, the Australian
Association of Social Workers, McAuley Community
Services for Women and the Law Institute of Victoria.
They have all made representations to the
Attorney-General and to the minister responsible for
family violence. They did not get a meeting, and they
did not even get a response. That is not me saying that;
that is them saying that. They wanted to have a
discussion with the government. On something as
crucial as this, as crucial as protecting the children of
Victoria, not to listen to these groups is an error. I urge
the government to listen to the concerns.
If you want to disregard what we have said, go right
ahead. Play politics with us, but do not play politics
with the children of this state and with these eminent,
passionate and knowledgeable groups that have
advocated and advanced a position against this clause
because they have said it will push abuse underground,
it will not improve the situation and it may in fact
reduce the likelihood that mothers will report because
of fear. Everyone who knows anything about sexual
assault knows that this crime is invariably about the
abuse of power, so if the abuser is exercising power
over the child they are invariably exercising it over
other women in the family. They are not going to
report. Get rid of this clause.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — It is good to have the
opportunity to speak once again on the Crimes
Amendment (Protection of Children) Bill 2014. I was
here for most of the debate last night, and I have
obviously been here listening ever since the
Attorney-General got to his feet not long ago. I do not
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think anybody in this place is trying to cast
aspersions — and I certainly have not cast
aspersions — on any person or their motives in this
place around this particular bill. I want to just go back
over something I said last night — namely, that I
thought child sexual abuse was abhorrent and that I
would be surprised if any member in this house did not
think that. I want to put that on the record.
I do not think anybody in this place is saying that the
motives of any member in this house, whether they be
on this side or that side, are to allow something to
happen. That is completely different to the result of
deleting, not deleting or putting in a clause. I am sure
no-one on the opposition side is saying that by putting
this amendment in they think it will cause some harm to
certain people. I am sure they are not saying the
government is intending to do that. I am sure that is not
what opposition members are saying. I listened to the
Attorney-General, and I know he said the result of
deleting clause 4 would be these outcomes.
I am sure what I heard from the Attorney-General and
what I heard from everybody else is that nobody has
tried to cast aspersions on the motives of people around
this debate. Every person in this house will, or should,
make sure that, whatever we do today with this piece of
legislation, it is in the best interests of the child — and I
would be surprised if there is any member of this house
who is not of a mind to protect children. I put that on
the record because I hear what people on the other side
are saying. I do hear them, but I think they are wrong.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr WATT — I am not going to take up the
interjection, but I make the point that I do not agree
with opposition members. I understand them and where
they are coming from; I just do not agree with what
they are saying. I made this comment yesterday, and I
made it again today during statements on committee
reports: it is not acceptable to turn a blind eye. This
particular clause is not just picking up intimate partners
or the parents of a child who is suffering sexual abuse,
because many of those parents are victims of domestic
violence as well. I do grasp that, but by deleting
clause 4 I read that you are taking out not only the
intimate partners but also all of the other family
members. My contribution last night was not about
only one individual; it was about a set of individuals
who all knew and should have done something.
I can understand where opposition members are coming
from with domestic violence, but if an aunty, uncle or
cousin knows and does not take action, they should be
held to account. It is not acceptable to turn a blind eye.
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The Chief of Army, David Morrison, made the point
that the standards we walk past are the standards we
accept, and I am not prepared to accept those standards.
I am not prepared to say it is acceptable that somebody
who knows does not act; we need to act. We need to tell
people that they have to act. Other members have
talked about there being a moral code and have said
that we all have this moral code upon which we should
base how we talk, act and do something, but this piece
of legislation says it is no longer just a moral act; it is
now going to be law. It is going to be a criminal offence
to stand by, watch this happen and not do anything
about it. As I say, I have no ulterior motive. My
understanding of this whole thing and where I am
coming from is that opposition members are not wrong
in their motives; they are just wrong in their actions. I
understand where they are coming from; I just do not
agree.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — There has been
bipartisanship on this issue in the way we have tried to
approach it and be above politics. In discussions and
following the Attorney-General’s position on this —
unfortunately I did not hear his contribution tonight, but
every other time I have found he has acted in good
faith — I put on the record that we are trying to achieve
the same result, and that is to try to protect children.
The issue that has come up is whether there is
potentially an unintended consequence. This is what is
being raised now, and it is being raised by the groups
who have the lived experience of dealing with these
issues on a day-to-day basis. This is evidence that was
outside the betrayal-of-trust proposition.
As I said last night in relation to clause 1, I totally
support it. It deals with organisations and institutions,
and we are as one in the Parliament on that issue. That
has got full support. The way I put the clause 4 issue in
my earlier contribution was:
I am looking for feedback and a response from the
government in good faith on the fears of leading groups who
have lived experience in dealing with remedies and argue that
clause 4 may not help but inadvertently hinder. I hope we do
not have another unintended consequence, and I hope this
Parliament has the goodwill to resolve this matter.

It is not about politics; it is just that we now have new
information from people who actually deal with this
issue. As far as I understand it, they are raising this
issue in good faith. It is not 1 or 2 people; it is 15, from
my recollection, and they are the people who are trying
to deal with this. I think the Attorney-General is a man
of good faith in trying to say, ‘How do we actually get
to this issue and minimise the dangers for children?’. In
my contribution I also referred to the misprision of
felony issue. Taking that out in 1981 had an unintended
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consequence that allowed perpetrators to be moved on.
In the Catholic Church specifically they were moved
on, and the Catholic Church was able to say that they
did not break the law. I put the question to Cardinal
Pell, ‘Did they act above the law?’. That is actually
what occurred.
This is really only about the unintended consequences. I
do not know whether the Attorney-General or other
members of the government have had a chance to speak
to these organisations. Maybe they are being too
fearful. The conditions the Attorney-General has put
into the bill say from a legal position — and I
understand that — ‘That is covered. You’re okay;
you’ll be all right. Surely in the criminal justice system
police officers will use common sense, the judiciary
will have an element of common sense and you won’t
therefore get into a position where you’re criminalised’.
But, as we stand now, there is a gap between the legal
view, as I read it, and the view of people who are
actually dealing with this, who still clearly feel fearful
about it. Their fear is that this could have the
unintended consequence of hindering rather than
helping. I know that none of us want that to happen, so
I was hoping the government would come back with
more information tonight and say that it had met with
all the constituent groups, that it had had some time to
take them through this clause in detail, that there will
not be the unintended consequences they fear, that we
can work through this and that this actually places
children’s best interests at the heart of the matter.
That is what I was appealing for last night. As I said,
unfortunately I did not hear the Attorney-General’s
contribution tonight. There has been a concerted effort
from Liberal, Nationals and Labor members of the
committee to try to get to this issue, and that is in the
first part of the legislation that we covered. I really
would not like us to split on this issue now. Maybe it is
a communication gap. If there needs to be a little extra
time to deal with this just to get that resolved, that
would really be in the public interest.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to oppose
the amendments being suggested by the opposition here
tonight and to support the contribution made by the
Attorney-General. The Attorney-General made a
contribution in the chamber tonight that was passionate
and spirited and looked at what the implications would
be if these amendments were accepted by the house.
We are talking about the fundamentals of protecting
children. We have heard in many contributions from
both sides of the house just how important it is to
protect those children who do not have a voice and who
are not able to protect themselves.
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We have seen through the Family and Community
Development Committee Betrayal of Trust report the
extent of the work that was done. Over 500 submissions
were received by the Family and Community
Development Committee, and a number of people
appeared before that committee and gave their personal
stories. Many of those personal stories recounted events
that took place in circumstances where those people
expected individuals to stand up and to try to intervene,
but they were betrayed and let down.
We have an obligation in this chamber and in this house
to ensure that we stand up for those children. When
members of this house — whether from the
government or the opposition — stand up and
passionately defend those rights, I do not apologise for
them. I support that, and I think that is what the
Attorney-General was doing here tonight. He was very
much doing something that those children had not had
somebody do for them — that is, supporting those
children who have been betrayed and let down. We are
talking about individuals who, if this amendment is
passed, will not be able to have those people stand up
for them in the future. The people who were let down in
the past will continue to be let down in the future if we
allow an amendment like this to go through. That is
why we on this side of the house have to stand up. We
have an obligation to everybody who appeared before
that committee — every one of those 500 people who
put in a submission — to stand up and be counted and
to ensure that the recommendations that were put
before that committee are accepted and ratified.
We heard the member for Broadmeadows make a
contribution before. As amicable as that may have
seemed, the member was on that committee and sat and
listened to every one of those recommendations and
every one of those reports and, along with the member
for Thomastown, had the opportunity in that committee
at that point to say, ‘This doesn’t stick’.
An honourable member — And Broadmeadows.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I said the member for
Broadmeadows and the member for Thomastown. Both
of them had that opportunity. When the
recommendations were put forward they unanimously
supported them, including this recommendation we are
talking about here, about supporting the individual.
Now when push comes to shove and we have an
opportunity to ratify that in the Parliament in the form
of legislation, all of a sudden the cards have changed
and they are backing down from what was initially
recommended and supported unanimously by that
committee.
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I understand that people will be passionate and will get
pretty hot when they talk about this recommendation,
because at the end of the day if we cannot support and
defend our young people who cannot defend
themselves, what are we here for? Of course we are
going to be passionate; of course we are going to
support it. The opposition can take offence; the
opposition can jump up and down and carry on and say
that the Attorney-General is out of order. The
Attorney-General is not out of order. He is speaking
from the heart — as everyone here has spoken from the
heart. They are correctly and rightfully doing what is
right, standing up for what is right and supporting the
voices that cannot be heard and supporting the
individuals who cannot support themselves. It is our
obligation — it is every member’s obligation — to
support those individuals.
There are protections for those who cannot support
themselves, including and especially women who
cannot support themselves, but we are talking about
other individuals who may interfere with young people
who will not be met with the full force of the law if this
amendment is allowed to go through. That is why it is
very important not to throw this bill out, to follow what
we heard from the Family and Community
Development Committee and as a result of the great
work it has done, and to ensure that the bill is supported
in its full form without any of the amendments that
have been proposed by the opposition.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — First of all I
have to say that the previous speaker, the member for
Caulfield, was absolutely wrong in what he was saying.
He talked about fully adopting the recommendation of
the Betrayal of Trust report of the Family and
Community Development Committee. This is not the
full recommendation of Betrayal of Trust. For a start,
one issue is that the Betrayal of Trust recommendation
talks about, on this issue, criminal child abuse — not
just criminal sexual child abuse but both physical and
sexual child abuse. Let us start from the beginning —
that is, it is not true to say that this proposal that has
been put up by the government is the full and complete
recommendation that was made by the Betrayal of
Trust report.
The second issue is that on the issue of individual
versus organisation, for the Betrayal of Trust report the
committee heard evidence and considered and
thoroughly went through the evidence and how it
related to organisations and the abuse of children within
organisational settings. It did not talk about individuals.
It may well be that there needs to be legislation about
individuals, but in terms of the Betrayal of Trust report
the committee did not consider any evidence or any
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information about individuals and how its
recommendations would apply. That is why the report’s
preamble talks about such matters as the government, in
forming legislation, making sure that it looks at any
unintended consequences of that legislation.
To me, right here today, this is not the end of this issue.
Whether or not this clause is supported and passed, this
is not the end of the issue. If there is a genuine concern
on all sides of this Parliament about protecting children,
what is wrong with holding over that provision and
sitting down and discussing it in a genuine and honest
way? This issue not being dealt with today will not
mean it will never be dealt with or that this is the way it
needs to be done.
I believe that like the Liberal and Nationals members of
the Family and Community Development Committee
who participated in the inquiry, opposition members
have tried to do their best. We tried to do what is in the
interests of those who appeared before the inquiry,
people who had been abused and treated terribly by
organisations and by people within those organisations.
The organisations were also responsible, not just the
individuals who perpetrated the crimes. I would have
thought that, having sat down and talked about the way
forward, we could have continued in that spirit and
worked out a way to get through this. We can still do
that now. It would not mean that whether this
legislation is passed or not would be the end of it. We
can still move forward and try to work out some of
these concerns.
I hope that good sense and decency will prevail and that
we will be able to go back and talk about this provision
and come up with an answer that I am sure that all of us
will agree on. If we have the interests of children at
heart, which I believe we all do, we can definitely do
this.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I spoke in the
debate on the Crimes Amendment (Protection of
Children) Bill 2014 yesterday, and I heard some very
emotional speeches from members on both sides of the
house. As members have said, this issue has bipartisan
support and is about protecting our children.
The name of this bill is the Crimes Amendment
(Protection of Children) Bill, and I think that all of us in
this house want to protect children. Today’s discussion
is about making sure that those who report abuse to the
police are protected. We all find family violence
abhorrent, and we all know people who have been in
abusive situations. We have all been to rallies and worn
the badges on our lapels, so we know that we do not
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support family violence, and we want to help those who
are put in situations of family violence.
Clause 4 of the bill will not increase that protection. In
essence clause 4 says that if you are an adult and you
know of sexual abuse, you should report it to protect
the child. The proviso is that if you have reasonable
belief that you or the child will be harmed in some way
or be in a situation of family violence, that will be a
reason not to disclose what you know, and that is why
the Attorney-General has included that proviso.
This has come about because in looking at this bill
obviously the government has looked at all sides of the
argument. We do not want to put women and children
at risk — that is not what we are seeking — so we are
urging opposition members to say that they understand
that the government does not want to put people at risk,
whether those people are adults, children or other
family members. Clause 4 virtually says that if you are
an adult and you know of a child who is being sexually
or physically abused and harmed, you should report it.
Let us try to stop this abuse, which for so long has gone
unreported and has remained under the radar. People
have been silenced, threatened and victimised.
This clause says that if you are an adult and know of
abuse, you should report it to the police so that the
perpetrator can be jailed or experience the full brunt of
the law. The proviso the Attorney-General has put
forward is that if you have a reasonable belief that you,
as the partner of a person who is abusing a child,
believe your life will be threatened or that the
perpetrator will threaten a family member or a child,
that is a reasonable reason not to disclose the abuse.
I support the Attorney-General in the way that he has
reasonably worked through this. The Attorney-General
has brought into this place a number of bills against
family violence with the intention of protecting all sorts
of people who are at risk or in harm’s way. I know we
have bipartisan support on disclosing when children are
being abused, whether it be in the home, the church or a
government organisation. If you know something — if
you know a child is being abused — then you need to
report it so that child can be put out of harm’s way. I
believe that is what we are all thinking. Clause 4 says
that: if you are an adult and you know something,
disclose it. It does not matter who it is. But if you have
reasonable belief that you are under threat, whether it is
your life, a family member’s life or the child’s life, that
is a reasonable excuse. I urge the opposition to support
the Attorney-General.
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — I want to follow
on from the member for Thomastown and say I
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absolutely agree with her. I think the focus of
everybody in this chamber is on protecting children,
and that is certainly what my focus is as well. I do not
think this is about what the Attorney-General says, and
I do not think it is about what the member for
Lyndhurst says. I do not think it is about a competition;
it is about protecting children. The way you do that is
by going to the people who have worked in that area for
many years. I started work at the Centre Against Sexual
Assault 25-plus years ago, and I remember in those
days we were learning a lot about power and sexual and
physical assault.
A whole lot of information has been collated since
those days: 25 years of academic information, 25 years
of therapeutic intervention and 25 years of
evidence-based practice. It started back in the 1970s
with the work of Dr Bessel van der Kolk in neurology
and how violence against women changes the pathways
in the brain, affects one’s psychology and makes it
difficult to escape situations. Add to that the systemic
barriers around how women are supported or not
supported and what we know about sexual assault,
physical violence and violence in the home, which I
choose to call violence against women, because that is
what it is. Sexual assault is not about sex; it is about
power. Are we to add to all this the criminalisation of
women because we believe that is what we should do,
instead of building resources and education? If we
choose to criminalise women, there will be unintended
consequences that will not protect children.
We have to say, ‘You know what? I’m not an expert;
you’re not an expert. None of us here is an expert’. We
need to go to the experts. We need to talk to the people
who have worked in this field for many, many years
and know a whole lot more than we do about protecting
children from sexual and physical abuse. I back up the
words of the member for Thomastown by saying that if
this bill does not pass tonight, it does not mean that
legislation will not happen. The important thing for us
in this chamber is that we legislate in a way that
absolutely protects children. That means absolutely
protecting those who care for those children —
predominantly women, who are often in an abusive
situation, and who often cannot find a way out for many
reasons. Let us look at ways to find a way out for them
so that we can protect children. We need to go to the
people who have expertise in this area, have
evidence-based practice or have worked academically
in this field, and we need to listen to them.
Mr WAKELING (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I wish to make a contribution to the
debate on the Crimes Amendment (Protection of
Children) Bill 2014. I do so as a former member of the
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Family and Community Development Committee, and
I obviously have more than a passing understanding of
the issues before the house. I will start by saying that
the work done by the committee was done on a
bipartisan basis, and out of fairness to all parties or
members of that committee I am not seeking to divulge
any of the discussions that took place. There was a clear
recognition that whilst the committee was specifically
looking at abuse with respect to organisations, there
was always the potential that some legislation may have
an impact on child abuse matters that fall outside of
those environments. We have that exact situation before
us tonight.
That is one of the reasons why a provision was included
within the report — and I believe it may have been
referred to previously — which states that while
recommendations have been considered in their
application to the criminal abuse of children within
organisations, if implemented they may become of
general application. In the drafting of any legislation
consideration needs to be given to any unintended
implications for other groups and individuals. That
means that legislation that deals with this specific issue
will also impact on situations of child abuse that occur
outside of organisations. The recommendation is very
clear: any drafting of legislation must be done on the
basis that clear consideration is given to its impact on
individuals. The findings of the committee were very
clear on this issue: when drafting any legislation in
regard to this particular finding, there needs to be a
clear understanding of the potential implications,
particularly with respect to issues around family
violence. Those are the issues before the house.
This is a very emotive issue. Despite the fact that we
hold different opinions, we still have the interests of
children at heart and also the mother who is in an
abusive situation. Clearly the way in which this piece of
legislation has been drafted meets the criterion that was
set out in the findings — that is, that consideration of
the impact on an individual needs to be taken when
drafting legislation. That is why the legislation before
the house allows for excuses, such as that a person fears
on reasonable grounds for the safety of a person — that
they will suffer as a consequence of the disclosure of
information about abuse. That provision has been
included in this bill by the Attorney-General, and it will
provide the necessary cover for women who reasonably
fear for their safety as a consequence of dealing with
this issue.
I appreciate that this is an emotive issue, and I
appreciate that people have concerns around it.
However, I make the point that the committee, of which
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I was a member, was clearly focused on abuse in
organisations.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr WAKELING — I accept what the member for
Lyndhurst has said, but the committee in its findings
made it very clear that legislation that will come before
the Parliament will deal with situations that go beyond
the realms of the inquiry. That is the specific reason
why that provision was referred to. What we said to the
Parliament, on a bipartisan basis, was that when any
thought is given to drafting legislation which will
impact on individual situations, such as in a family, the
potential impacts must be taken into consideration. This
is not just about making sure that organisations deal
with this issue in a certain way; when there is a specific
reference to an individual situation, those specific
concerns need to be taken into consideration. That is
what the clause before the house does.
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — As everybody in this
chamber knows, I have a particular interest in the
issue — particularly the issue of clergy sexual abuse. I
have worked with a lot of people and a number of
organisations in regard to this matter. I have tried and I
have worked very hard at all times to stay above
politics on this issue. I do not see it as an issue for
which we should get down to that level, because it is far
too important.
I am finding this issue very difficult personally, because
I know, for example, that one of the first organisations
to come forward to say it has real concerns about
clause 4 was the Victorian Centres against Sexual
Abuse. I know very well that it is the centres against
sexual abuse (CASAs) that have worked for many
years with victims of clergy sexual assault, often
without any funding — I would say always without the
extra funding — but they have done so because they
have known for a long period of time, well before we as
a Parliament got to it, that they had to do something to
support people and to try to help them through the
damage that has been caused to their lives.
As I said, I find it difficult to understand why the
CASAs in particular have expressed this concern. They
would not come forward unless they had a real concern
about clause 4. I join with the members for
Thomastown and Ballarat West in saying, ‘Could we in
some way discuss this and resolve it without having to
turn it into some sort of political argument or one side
against the other?’. None of us want that. None of us
have said that for a long time now — not since the issue
came before the Parliament. I find it upsetting
personally that I have to say, ‘Could we just talk about
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this? Can’t we do this a better way?’. I cannot see how
anyone in this chamber could doubt the CASAs in
particular in regard to the issue the Family and
Community Development Committee inquiry was
primarily centred around — that is, the issue of children
who were abused by churches and church
organisations.
If they have a concern, they have raised it genuinely,
and I just want someone to tell me that they are wrong.
If they are not wrong in this instance, why can we not
discuss it? Why can we not resolve it? The member for
Shepparton’s contribution and explanation was
measured and well put forward; I understand all of that.
But I find it difficult to understand why the CASAs and
all of these reputable organisations that work with
women and children in areas of domestic violence, but
particularly the CASAs, which have worked with
victims of clergy sexual abuse in particular, would raise
concerns about this if there is not a concern to be
considered. It may be that following discussion with
them there needs to be no change, but at least talk to
them. Can we not stop this, talk to those organisations
and then come back to this Parliament to say that they
have agreed, they understand the clause and they know
it is not going to cause the consequences they believe it
may cause? Can we not do this as a Parliament in a
bipartisan way?
We did it with the inquiry. There were no politics in it,
and we did it in the right way for the right reasons. All I
am asking tonight is that we do the right thing for the
right reasons and talk to the organisations. I cannot help
but believe the CASAs when they say this, when I
know them and know the work they have done with the
hundreds of people I have dealt with for a lot of years
on the issue of clergy sexual abuse. I am pleading with
the government to do this a better way.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental
Health) — I am very pleased to contribute to the
consideration-in-detail stage of the important Crimes
Amendment (Protection of Children) Bill 2014. I
respect the broad perspective that is being brought to
this consideration-in-detail stage this evening, but there
a couple of points I want to make in terms of some of
the debate that has occurred to date.
There is a suggested implication that there has not been
discussion with the sector on these issues, and that is
incorrect. In fact the Attorney-General and I sat down
in this Parliament with a large group of people from
both the family violence and the children and child
protection sectors to discuss exactly these issues in
extended detail, in presenting a perspective from the
government but also mainly in listening, hearing,
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responding to and discussing how these laws could be
implemented, including the concerns and what
modifications, adjustments or other things needed to be
taken into account in that process. Discussions have
been had and taken very seriously because these are
very serious matters we are debating this evening.
Very careful consideration has been given by the
government in presenting the legislation that we are
debating this evening in terms of getting to this point.
When we sat down in this Parliament with many
around the table, there were divergent views — and that
is the fact around this issue, as we are seeing here in
this Parliament tonight. As a generalisation my sense
is — and I alluded to this in my contribution
yesterday — that it depends a bit on where your starting
point is. My assessment of people’s views, of
organisational views and of views from the individuals
who work in the sector is that if you start from the
perspective of the child, you support the requirement
for people to have to report in relation to any
knowledge about child sexual abuse and then seek to
manage some of those unintended consequences or
consequences that may occur as a result of having these
laws. If you start from the perspective of another party,
say the mother, then you are likely to have concerns
about these laws as they are presented. Very much from
the perspective of the committee, but importantly from
the perspective of the government, we are saying that
you need to put the child first. Children are young, they
are vulnerable and if someone who knows about child
sexual abuse does not report it, then who will? The
children are the ones left potentially at the hands of a
perpetrator for that abuse to continue. We have decided
that in terms of presenting this legislation that is
unacceptable; we must put the child first in relation to
our decision making.
There was a suggestion that there are unintended
consequences that have not been taken into account. I
would argue that the consequences are exactly what has
been taken into account. As the Attorney-General has
presented in this legislation, the clause that requires that
if a person has a fear on reasonable grounds for the
safety of any person, other than the perpetrator, were
the person to disclose the information to the police, and
the failure to disclose that information is a reasonable
response in the circumstances, that is exactly a response
to the consequences of putting in place penalties in
relation to not reporting the abuse.
We have decided on a perspective, an approach, in
relation to how we think it is important to protect
children. We have then understood that there are
consequences for some who may fear for their safety,
and in particular in this case for women who are
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partners, and we have put in safeguards in relation to
that. What I have said in this Parliament, and what we
said to the sector in our consultation, is that there are
ways that we can have education of the police force in
relation to exercising reasonable judgement about these
clauses. There are ways that we can make sure that
these laws are applied and that the protections and the
safeguards for people who do genuinely fear for their
safety are protected by the legislation in place.
We have had extensive discussions and we have put in
place protections to make sure that those who are
affected in a way that may be unreasonable are
protected by the reasonable grounds clause in the bill.
At the heart of this we are making sure that children are
at the centre of the decision making and that their safety
and protection is primary.
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — I am hopeful that this
will be the summing up of the debate from this side of
the chamber. I suggest to the government that in order
to try to minimise any further grievance we postpone
consideration of clauses 1 to 3 and consider clause 4
first and that we have a single division on clause 4,
which will test everything. I suggest that rather than
making the test a decision about whether we insert an
‘a’, we make the test the consideration of whether
clause 4 stands part of the bill. We think that would be
something that keeps faith for all of us.
I want to sum up by suggesting a few things. First of
all, the tenor of the debate tonight has been largely
consistent with the tenor of the debate yesterday. When
the Attorney-General rose to his feet on the second
occasion, however, and said that he had simply talked
about the consequences of the opposition’s actions
rather than the motivations of the opposition, I found
that explanation to be somewhat contrary to the way he
went about his first contribution to the debate, noting
that he has already made two. I also note that whilst the
Attorney-General was attacking the opposition, many
members of the government were crying ‘shame’ in
unison behind him. For there to be a suggestion that this
was merely a passionate exposition of the
Attorney-General’s views about the outcomes rather
than an attempt to attack the opposition is, I think, a bit
disingenuous.
To be absolutely clear about some of the matters that
have been raised, I indicate that the Betrayal of Trust
report was about betrayal within organisations. We
absolutely support the provisions in regard to
organisations as outlined in clause 3. It is not about
throwing out or disregarding the experiences of all the
people who gave evidence before that inquiry. I take up
the contribution by the Minister for Mental Health. I
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have always accepted that it is the government’s view
that the reasonable belief or reasonable test is a
sufficient safeguard. I accept that the government
believes that to be the case. But the government should
accept that all of the groups that made submissions to
the opposition and the government do not believe that
to be the case. They do not believe such a test to be
sufficient. For their views to be dismissed as simply
wrong and to be dismissed as uninformed is, I think,
very unfortunate.
The opposition is not seeking to place the interests of
anyone above the interests of children. We made it
perfectly clear during our contributions that our concern
is not solely for those who might be victims of
domestic violence but that we are also concerned that
this clause might drive reporting underground. That is
the genuine view of all of the groups that came before
us.
I do not normally talk about the opposition’s private
considerations, but members of my side know that
when I walked away from the briefing with the
government it was my view that we should support the
bill in its entirety. But between then and the time when
we actually had to make a decision, once I had received
representations from all of those groups, my view about
the bill changed. The views of many members of the
opposition changed as a consequence of those
consultations, those discussions and a deep-seated
consideration of the matter.
We are going to vote differently from the government
on clause 4. We recognise that the government is acting
in what it believes to be the best interests of the
community and children. The government nneds to
accept that the opposition will be doing likewise when
it votes the way it does on clause 4. We are voting
consistent with our conscience based on discussions we
have had and the very real concerns that have been
raised by groups like the centres against sexual assault.
If we come out of here tonight with members of the
government running around Victoria trying to
somehow suggest that the opposition puts the interests
of paedophiles above the interests of children, it will be
the single most shameful thing that I have seen in
public life.
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I rise to support the
government’s position on the Crimes Amendment
(Protection of Children) Bill 2014. This bill puts
children front and centre. The focus is on the protection
of children. As everybody in this chamber agrees, any
sexual abuse of children is horrific and abhorrent, and
we need to do everything we can to limit and prevent it
from occurring.

1513

Clause 4, which the house is debating, specifically
provides for an offence of failure to disclose a sexual
offence committed against a child under the age of 16.
The amendment proposed by the member for
Lyndhurst says ‘Omit this clause’. It does not have
provisos to say ‘We like this bit’ and ‘We do not like
that bit’. It says very clearly ‘Omit this clause’. When
you omit the clause, all of the examples that the
Attorney-General mentioned when he spoke will also
be omitted with it. Members have heard in the
contribution from the Minister for Community Services
about the degree of consultation that has taken place.
Seeing that there were divergent views within those
groups that they met with, the minister and the
Attorney-General took them very seriously. This is an
extremely serious matter. It is a pretty important piece
of legislation which fairly and squarely puts children
and their protection at the centre of what we are doing.
I certainly understand what the opposition is saying,
that there may be people who fear for their lives, their
own personal safety, if they disclose. But the clause
provides a safeguard or a reasonable excuse, if
somebody does have that fear, for not reporting the
sexual abuse. The other side is that there are people
who do know and choose not to do so. The provisions
for them get omitted with this clause if the amendment
put forward by the member for Lyndhurst goes ahead
as is. That goes out at the same time. I personally
believe the safeguards that have been put in place are
appropriate.
Let us play that out. If somebody does fear for their
safety, fears for their life, and does not disclose or
report, what happens then? How do they get charged? It
is up to the prosecution to prove that they were not
fearful, that they did not expect that something dreadful
was going to happen to them. That is an extremely
difficult and unlikely thing, I would think, to be able the
prove. If somebody genuinely perceives a particular
thing, if they genuinely believe what they think the
course of events might be, it is very difficult for
somebody else to say, ‘No, you do not feel that. No,
you do not believe that’.
The safeguards have been built in through this process
by the Attorney-General and the Minister for
Community Services, who in themselves are very
thoughtful and who I know have the protection of
children and those who are vulnerable at the core of
their being and have put it at the core of this legislation.
To omit this clause, and to run the risk that a whole
bunch of people can get away with not having to report
child abuse or sexual abuse when they know it has
happened, would be an error. I will certainly support
the position of the government.
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Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I commend the
member for Seymour on her remarks. They were very
forceful and lucid and they summed up and
encapsulated very well the issues that were under
consideration in this debate. I also thank other members
on this side of the house for their contributions. On the
other side of the house I particularly thank the members
for Broadmeadows, Thomastown, Ballarat West and
Oakleigh. That is not to detract from anybody else, but
these members made particularly considered
contributions.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr CLARK — I take exception to the Leader of the
Opposition’s further interjections. He subjected me to a
string of vituperative remarks during the course of my
summing up on the second-reading debate, and he is in
no position to get on his high horse about these issues.
He is in no position to say that no-one who disagrees
with him is entitled to come to these issues with any
passion whatsoever. I stand by what I said in summing
up the second-reading debate in drawing to the
attention of the house the grave consequences that
would follow if clause 4 were deleted from this bill.
Other members in their contributions have
acknowledged the difficulty and the complexity of the
matters that need to be grappled with in relation to this
debate. They are matters, as the minister and many
others have said, that have been grappled with on the
government side of the house and have been reflected
in the bill. The opposition has not moved amendments
that seek to change or depart from the outcome and
position that we have put in this bill, which is that there
is no obligation to report if a person has reasonable
fears for their own or someone else’s safety. No-one
has tried to say, ‘No, you’ve got that wrong. You
should do it this way’ or ‘You should do it a different
way’. The opposition is saying, ‘Let’s delete it
altogether’.
The issue has been out in the public arena for
considerable debate. The bill has been in the Parliament
since late March. As I said earlier, the government
foreshadowed the direction and its intention to legislate
on this matter last year when it gave its initial response
once the committee’s report was tabled. We have
carefully considered the submissions that have come to
us from various groups. As the Minister for Community
Services said, we have met with many representatives
from the sectors involved and talked through these
issues.
There is no easy solution. This is an issue that people
have grappled with around the world. We believe we
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have the right balance, one that sends a clear message
in accordance with the parliamentary committee’s
recommendations that all adults have a moral duty and
should have, as a starting point, a legal duty to report.
We have made a range of provisions, exceptions and
qualifications to that, including in particular the
fear-for-safety provision. We believe we have the
balance right.
If the bill is passed unamended, then of course the
government and no doubt the community will monitor
how the provision operates and will, if necessary, as
with any legislation, make changes. But we believe we
have given it our best shot. We believe we have come
up with the right balance in a very difficult situation,
and we seek the support of the house for the bill as it
stands.
Clauses 1 to 3 postponed.
Clause 4
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is;
That clause 4 stands part of the bill.

Members wishing to omit the clause should vote no to
the question.
House divided on clause:
Ayes, 43
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Bull, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Gidley, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McCurdy, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Miller, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr

Newton-Brown, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Mr
Shaw, Mr
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Southwick, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Wreford, Ms

Noes, 42
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Campbell, Ms

Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kanis, Ms
Knight, Ms
Languiller, Mr
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Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Helper, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Herbert, Mr
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Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Madden, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Scott, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Clause agreed to.
Postponed clause 1
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — As I indicated in my
concluding remarks it was the opposition’s intention to
use a vote on clause 4 as a test for all other
amendments. Given that clause 4 has been passed, or in
other words the opposition’s amendment has been
defeated, I withdraw my amendment 1.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 and 3 agreed to; clauses
5 to 9 agreed to.
Bill agreed to without amendment.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

CORRECTIONS AMENDMENT (FURTHER
PAROLE REFORM) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 May; motion of
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services).
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I rise today to support
the Corrections Amendment (Further Parole Reform)
Bill 2014. The coalition has put this bill in place in
relation to our commitment to reform the parole system
and network. It was a commitment we took to the
election and something we will continue to work on. I
know the Minister for Corrections is very keen to see a
lot of these changes take place to ensure that parole in
Victoria is as it should be: a privilege and not a right
that everybody is entitled to. The purpose of the bill is
to further amend the Corrections Act 1986 and to
implement legislative reforms arising from measures
identified in the review of the parole system of Victoria

1515

undertaken by former High Court judge Ian Callinan,
AC.
The report went into how our parole system worked
and operated throughout Victoria after numerous
incidents happened throughout the state. I will not go
into the details of any of those particular incidents, but I
think most people — not just members in the chamber
but people throughout the state — have seen the
consequences of what can happen when people are on
parole. When dealing with the parole system we must
never forget that we are dealing with people who in the
past have offended, and we hope and pray that when
they do get out of prison they have done courses or
study to address the offending behaviour and why they
ended up in the prison system, because people end up in
the system for a whole range of different reasons.
The focus of the bill concerns parole for prisoners who
have committed crimes of a more serious nature,
particularly around abhorrent sexual offences and
violent crime. It is something that happens in our
community that no person in this chamber and no sane
person in Victoria supports, and it is something we
want to see changed over time. The bill identifies a
special category of offender who is subject to a two-tier
process when a decision is being made as to whether or
not they will be released on parole. In the past we have
seen people get past the Adult Parole Board of Victoria,
but there is community expectation surrounding the
parole system.
However, even when we put a two-tier structure in
place it is very important that, when a parole decision is
made about somebody getting out, it is not an
emotional decision. When you pick up the front page of
the Herald Sun it is quite easy to get emotional about
what has happened with someone who is out on parole,
but it is also important to understand that members of
the adult parole board are there for their professional
expertise and understanding of the legal system and to
make sure they make the right legal decision, not a
decision based on emotion. Whether we like it or not
the reality is, if we based all of our sentences on
emotional reasons, we would end up with no-one ever
getting out of jail, so it is important that we have people
in those positions who can do it.
It is pleasing to see that the two-tier system changes are
being made to the parole board. They will ensure that
those prisoners who have committed sexual offences or
serious violent offences have to go through a two-tier
system when they are assessed by the board before
getting parole. The imposition of a two-tier system will
ensure that prisoners go through a system that analyses
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the best circumstances for the person to be granted
parole.
Something that should be taken into consideration,
which has not been in the past, is the changes in that
person. I think it has been skewed in favour of
offenders, but community safety should be paramount.
When making a decision on granting parole, the parole
board must consider community safety and understand
the consequences should they decide to release a
prisoner on parole. The board must ensure that the
person is suitable for release and that they have
undertaken the most appropriate courses to make them
ready for release.
During his investigation Mr Callinan found that the
system had become skewed in favour of offenders and
that their suitability for release was not given as much
consideration as the families or the victims. I think it is
important that the parole system and the changes to it
proposed by the minister centre around that so that
consideration is given to what is going to happen when
the prisoner is released, and community safety must be
one of the main considerations prior to their release.

Wednesday, 7 May 2014

what I said before about community safety and how
much that has been taken into consideration in the past.
In reading the Callinan report, it is clear the wording is
structured around the offenders. The parole board took
less of that into consideration when it released people
on parole. Parole is there for a specific reason, and I
agree with the lead speaker that it is there for the
supervision element. We allow people to be released
from the prison system back into the community. If
they have been in prison for a long time and have a
period of parole to serve when they get out, it is very
important to the community that they are supervised
and follow the orders made, whether that is in regard to
drug testing, alcohol testing or the courses that they
have to do.
Those programs should start while they are in the
prison system, but it is important that when they get out
of the prison system they are supervised and that the
community understands there is a system to supervise
them and to assist them to keep moving forward with
the programs to either improve their behaviour or
address the offending that got them into the prison
system in the first place.

I know that my community would want questions on
what we are doing in the area of parole answered. A
couple of people in my electorate have come into my
office and spoken about their views on the parole and
justice systems. However, I think the overwhelming
response of people is emotional. They want to see
safety improved. They want to see serious violent
offenders categorised and dealt with differently
depending on the severity of the offence and the
offenders’ history.

Serious sex offenders will face a two-tier process, as I
said before. Something that is raised quite regularly,
particularly by those opposite, is how, if it is more
difficult for offenders to get parole, we are going to
house the people in the prison system. I know that in
the state budget further increases in our bed numbers
within the prison system were announced to ensure that
we have the capability to hold prisoners in Victoria
should we see an increase in the numbers of people
who are detained.

A risk assessment should be made at the start of an
offender’s sentence to ensure that appropriate treatment
programs are identified and put in place to address their
offending behaviour. The prison system in Victoria has
many programs for prisoners who are serving a jail
sentence, not just to address their offending behaviour
but to provide them with further study opportunities or
enable them to learn parts of a trade so that they have
something to go into when they get back into the
community. In assessing someone for parole,
consideration should be given not just to the programs
that address the offending behaviour but also to other
training that will assist the offender to work in the
community on their release. They need to have a focus
so that they do not get back into the community and
have nothing to do, with no future or focus.

I know there was a focus on a number, which I will not
quote because I cannot remember it off the top of my
head. The lead speaker for the opposition spoke about a
particular number when talking about how much it
costs to hold a prisoner and said that needs to be taken
into consideration. I turn that around and make the
point that community safety needs to be the key point
that we push forward. This bill has been brought into
the house because the key point that needs to be taken
into consideration is community safety. If we are going
to put a prison system in place at whatever cost,
community safety must be paramount.

Serious violent offenders must complete the necessary
treatment and be of good behaviour in prison before
they will be considered for parole. This comes down to

More important than focusing on numbers is working
within that system to make sure that the offenders in
our jail system have an opportunity to genuinely
address the offending behaviour that has got them there
in the first place. They must have a genuine opportunity
to either educate themselves or otherwise put
themselves in a position from which they can be a good
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member of our community. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It is a pleasure to
rise to speak in support of the Corrections Amendment
(Further Parole Reform) Bill 2014. This bill addresses
an area that has attracted a considerable amount of the
government’s attention and efforts, particularly over the
past 12 months. The effort that has gone into it is
starting to bear fruit. If the whispers we hear from
inside our correctional institutions can be relied upon,
the occupants are certainly aware of the consequences
of their actions and are changing their behaviour
accordingly.
The bill before the house today amends the Corrections
Act 1986, particularly to make provisions in relation to
the release of a prisoner on parole in respect of a sexual
offence or a serious violent offence. Shortly I will talk
about how those matters may be defined. The
provisions made apply also to a prisoner whose parole
has been previously cancelled. The bill amends the
principal act to make provisions to clarify some matters
around the procedures of meetings of the parole board
and for other purposes.
As I said, the bill builds on a considerable body of work
that has been undertaken particularly over the past
12 months. The Parliament has created the Corrections
Legislation Amendment Act 2013. The house will
recall that that deals with improved information sharing
between the police, Corrections Victoria and the Adult
Parole Board of Victoria. There had been significant
difficulties in getting all the information held by those
various bodies into one place and in a form that was
suitable for consideration by the adult parole board. The
2013 act also clarifies when parole can be cancelled if
an offence occurred ‘partly’ during a parole period. It
allows the board to cancel parole if a further sentence is
imposed in relation to any term of imprisonment. Prior
to that amendment, that option was there only if the
term of imprisonment was at least three months.
The Justice Legislation Amendment (Cancellation of
Parole and Other Matters) Act 2013 deals largely with
the issue of the review of parole and whether it should
be cancelled upon reoffending, alleged reoffending or
being charged or convicted. That act allows for the
automatic cancellation of parole, reviewable by the
board, in cases of serious offending. Those reforms
commenced in May last year, about 12 months ago.
Further changes were made in the form of the
Corrections Amendment (Breach of Parole) Act 2013,
which makes it an offence to breach prescribed terms
and conditions of parole and allows police to arrest or

1517

detain in custody a prisoner released on parole if there
are reasonable grounds to believe they may have
committed the offence of breaching a prescribed
condition of their parole. That act came into operation
in September of last year.
The Corrections Amendment (Parole) Act 2014
delivered the first tranche of legislative reforms to came
out of the review of the Adult Parole Board of Victoria
by Justice Callinan. I am sure I do not need to talk at
any great length about that review, because its report
has been discussed at length in this house. In particular,
however, that act enshrined in the law the principle that
the safety and protection of the community should be
the paramount consideration — and indeed it is the
paramount consideration — in every decision made by
the adult parole board. That act also reformed the
membership of the parole board and paved the way for
the appointment of a full-time chair. Retired Supreme
Court Justice Bill Gillard was appointed as the first
full-time chair in December last year. Some further
changes were also made as a result of that legislation.
In terms of the bill before the house, the government
has acted upon the recommendations of the Callinan
review, as I think I have demonstrated, and this bill will
complete the implementation of those
recommendations in a legislative sense. The reforms
will see system-wide changes to the way parole
operates. It will introduce a new risk assessment system
and a new management framework which will toughen
the system further. In particular, under the proposed
changes serious violent offenders and sex offenders are
to be categorised and dealt with differently. That was a
specific recommendation of Justice Callinan. There will
be a risk assessment and the identification of treatment
programs from the start of a sentence. They will not be
undertaken just in the last stage as a condition of the
offender getting out but will be an integral part of the
offender serving their sentence.
Serious violent offenders and sex offenders will have to
complete required treatment and be of good behaviour
in prison if they are to be considered eligible for parole.
To gain parole, offenders in those two categories will
face a two-tier process. All offenders with sentences of
more than three years must apply for parole, offenders
who reoffend while on parole will have to serve at least
half their remaining sentence before being eligible for
further parole and Community Correctional Services
will be expanded and strengthened to improve
supervision of serious offenders on parole.
This is a comprehensive response. It is not just reflected
in this bill but is also an entire response to the crisis we
inherited in the parole system — a system which had
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lost sight of the fact that community safety should be
paramount and which had switched the emphasis to the
parolee rather than the public. It is a system that failed
Victorians. It needed extensive reform and required
actions designed to redress the failure of balance that
had occurred. Those actions have occurred. This bill
will implement those final changes, and I commend the
bill to the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Bus route 451
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise this evening to
raise a matter with the Minister for Public Transport.
The action I seek is for the minister to reverse the
proposal of Public Transport Victoria (PTV) to abolish
the 451 bus route from Deer Park and replace it with a
substandard and infinitely more complicated service.
The current route 451 service runs from Brimbank
Central shopping centre to Sunshine railway station via
the suburb of Deer Park. It currently operates every
15 minutes on weekdays during peak hour and every
20 minutes at most other times.
A couple of months ago I was first alerted by a
concerned resident to the proposed changes to the route
451 bus that services Deer Park in my electorate of
Kororoit. I wrote to the Minister for Public Transport to
outline my concern and get more information about
these changes. I received a reply saying that the
changes were only in the proposal stage at this time;
however, an examination of the PTV website shows
that the decision has essentially already been made, as
PTV is no longer taking public submissions and the
website has a downloadable flyer outlining the changes
to the route and stating these are to take effect on
1 July.
The flyer shows that the 451 bus service will be
completely abolished and instead residents in Deer Park
North will be serviced by the current 423 bus, which
runs from St Albans to Brimbank Central shopping
centre. This bus will run every 40 minutes, and
residents wanting to go to Sunshine will be required to
change and wait for a connecting service. Not only will
the service frequency decrease by almost a third, but it
will now require a second bus change to simply get to
Sunshine. PTV has managed to make the journey more
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complex, more inconvenient and slower for some of my
electorate’s most vulnerable residents.
So far I have not received one email, letter or phone call
in favour of PTV’s proposal. Instead I have had
schoolchildren, parents and senior citizens come into
my office in tears at the changes, unsure and worried
about how their bus service will be taken away from
them. Elderly people rely on this service to get them
from their house in Deer Park to the community hub of
Sunshine where their local doctor is, where they do
their shopping and where they socialise at their senior
citizens club. Additionally Deer Park has many
residents of non-English-speaking backgrounds who do
not understand or are not even aware of the proposed
changes.
The minister stated that the proposal would better meet
community needs. Given the vitriolic reaction from the
community, I dispute this claim. Over the past few
weeks my office has received petitions, which will be
tabled, bearing a total of 1476 signatures and calling for
the reversal of this proposal. I take the opportunity to
pay tribute to a particularly dedicated activist, Renee
Mathers, a long-term Deer Park resident who has been
tireless in her campaign to raise awareness amongst the
community on this issue. Locals say this bus route has
been operating in Deer Park for 50 years and has been
an institution in the area — a reliable service
connecting the suburb to Sunshine. Why then does
PTV feel the need to tear up this service? If it ain’t
broke don’t fix it, especially when 1500 residents
disagree with the change.
Again I call on the minister to intervene and reverse the
proposal of PTV to abolish route 451 and instead
reinstate the route unchanged.

Moe Library
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Local Government. The action I
seek is for the minister to visit the site of the proposed
Moe rail precinct revitalisation project so that he can be
briefed on the scope of the project and in particular on
the relocation of Moe Library to the community hub
that is an integral component of the project. Latrobe
City Council has applied to the Living Libraries
funding program for $750 000 to assist with the
relocation of the library. Applications to this fund are
assessed by an independent panel, and I am certainly
hoping the council’s application will be successful.
The project has been through an exhaustive
consultation process, and more recently the newly
elected council also conducted a review of the scope of
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the project and has supported its delivery. The project is
reliant on federal and state funding as well as a
contribution from the council. Due to the federal
election last year there was some uncertainty about the
federal money. However, the federal member for
McMillan, Russell Broadbent, has recently confirmed
on behalf of the federal government a $7.5 million
federal contribution to the project. This, along with a
significant contribution of $3 million from the
Victorian coalition government and $5 million from the
Latrobe City Council, forms the base funding for
stage 1 of the project.
Stage 1 works include the development of a civic hub
building featuring a new library, a council service
centre, public meeting and research rooms, consulting
suites, public toilets, a cafe and a public plaza and green
roof. The project aims to revitalise Moe’s CBD by
delivering important new community infrastructure.
Through improvements to amenity and livability, the
project will act as a catalyst to attract new investment
and drive business opportunities.
Moe is about to enter a very exciting phase in its
development and growth. With the newly installed
StrathAyr track at the Moe Racing Club, proudly
supported by a coalition government contribution of
over $2 million, and attractive new subdivisions
completed and more planned, the livability and
economic wellbeing of Moe has been significantly
enhanced. There is very strong evidence that the private
sector is prepared to invest in Moe, and the time is right
for local, state and federal governments to partner with
business and build on the strengths of the Moe
township. Works to be carried out in subsequent stages
include the development of a public plaza, streetscape
improvements, reconstruction of George Street into a
public transport interchange and construction of
landscaped and open green spaces and a youth precinct.
If the new Minister for Local Government could find
the time to grace us with his presence, it would really
be appreciated.
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Yesterday I tabled a petition on behalf of the Maldon
community requesting exactly this.
The original proposal was approved by the Mount
Alexander Shire Council in 2009 on the
recommendation of the Mount Alexander Planning
Scheme Amendment C36 Tarran Valley, Maldon —
Panel Report, dated January 2009. This report is five
years old and is based on policies that are now out of
date or no longer exist. The panel report relied heavily
on the then current council policy document, the 2006
Mount Alexander Rural Living Strategy, which
nominated seven sites in the shire suitable for rezoning
to rural living zone, one of which was Tarran Valley.
However, the most recent council policy document, the
Rural Land Study, dated January 2014, prepared by the
same panel members as the 2009 report, clearly
recognises the significant changes in state and local
government planning policies over the last five years
and concludes that the Tarran Valley site is no longer
appropriate for rezoning to rural living zone.
The panel report of 2009 is obsolete and is now
irrelevant and invalid. Any development application,
whether new, revised or a resubmission of an earlier
application, must be assessed against current relevant
policies. For example, the state government’s current
planning practice note 37, entitled Rural Residential
Development, dated November 2013, was not in
existence at the time of the original application but is
now a key policy document in assessing rural living
development applications.

Tarran Valley estate

Many Maldon residents have grave concerns about the
nature, scale and location of this proposed development
and the processes around decision making. Council’s
lodgement of the relevant planning scheme amendment
in 2009 coincided with the Black Saturday bushfires.
This proposed development is situated in an area of
very high fire risk. Maldon is designated a high fire risk
area. It is inconceivable since the experience of the
2009 bushfires and the subsequent findings of the royal
commission that any serious consideration could be
given to this proposal.

Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — The matter I
raise is for the attention of the Minister for Planning
and is in regard to the proposed 42-lot housing
development known as Tarran Valley Estate on the
outskirts of the historic township of Maldon. The action
I seek from the minister is quite simple. I ask that he
intervene and halt any further progress on this
development until the people of Maldon have had the
opportunity to be consulted and until the proposed
development is measured against current legislation,
guidelines and local government planning schemes.

Maldon is Australia’s first notable town, a unique place
that relies on the tourism industry and holds in high
regard its heritage and historical attributes, which need
protection from this type of development. To put the
scale of this development in perspective, it is
comparable to the size of Maldon itself. The last
community meeting showed an overwhelming support
for the continued preservation of the town’s unique
historical character and its rural buffer zone and
opposition to inappropriate development. I urge the
minister to engage with the Maldon community about
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this development as a matter of urgency, allow the
people of Maldon to have a say and halt this
development.

Benalla electorate libraries
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My issue is for the
attention of the Minister for Local Government. My
request is that he visit communities in the electorate of
Benalla, such as Mount Beauty, Mansfield and Violet
Town, inspect the libraries, talk with local members of
the community and, based on these observations and
discussions, consider favourably applications for
money from the Living Libraries program.
North-east Victoria is a great place to call home — to
live, work and raise a family — but we are challenged
by a significantly widening social disadvantage gap
between us and our city counterparts. As we all know,
education is the passport from poverty to prosperity,
and libraries provide reading and other experiences
which contribute to the successful education of our
community.
The specific communities I mention include
Mount Beauty, which was originally a State Electricity
Commission town when the hydro scheme was being
built. It is a great community, and I have certainly
enjoyed representing Mount Beauty in my 11 years in
the job. That community will in future be represented
by the member for Benambra. The current member for
Benambra and I recently visited the community of
Mount Beauty together and shared with the local
community discussions on local issues. We both agree
that the library upgrade is very important to the
community, and we jointly support a bid by the
Mount Beauty community.
Similarly Mansfield is a great community — a can-do
community. In the future it will be in the electorate of
Eildon, and I hope and anticipate that the member for
Seymour will become the member for Eildon. Only last
week the member for Seymour and I jointly met with
local community leaders, and we jointly support a range
of community initiatives, including a bid for funding
for an upgrade of the library services.
Violet Town is another vibrant community in the
electorate of Benalla. It has a very strong sense of
community. In future Violet Town will be in the new
electorate of Euroa. Steph Ryan is The Nationals
candidate for Euroa. I have visited Violet Town and
engaged with local community members. Again,
through our discussions with local community
members we understand the importance they place on
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their library and community centre. Again we will
jointly support an upgrade to the library.
As we all know, libraries are not just about books and
places to read; they are also about sharing experiences
and utilising new technology regardless of age,
education level or other demographic features. My
request is for the Minister for Local Government to
come to beautiful north-eastern Victoria, visit
communities such as Mount Beauty, Mansfield and
Violet Town, engage with the local communities and,
based on that experience, support our local community
bids for funding from the Living Libraries program.

Ocean Grove Neighbourhood Centre
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Regional and Rural Development,
and the action I seek is that the minister approve the
$500 000 that has been sought to ensure that the
upgrade of facilities for Ocean Grove Neighbourhood
Centre can go ahead. The City of Greater Geelong and
the Ocean Grove Neighbourhood Centre committee of
management have committed to funding this
much-needed upgrade to the facility to rehouse the
neighbourhood centre. Council has made the project a
priority and committed $950 000, and the committee of
management has committed $250 000. Early this year
the local council made a submission to Regional
Development Victoria seeking $500 000 from the
current government through the Putting Locals First
program as a contribution to this important local
project. The building that the neighbourhood centre
currently occupies is nowhere near the standard it
should be to safely and appropriately accommodate the
many people and groups that use it throughout the year.
The neighbourhood centre is a significant part of the
life of Ocean Grove and the surrounding area. It is a
vibrant and popular centre, running 130 leisure, hobby
and pre-accredited courses. It is also a nationally
recognised training authority, playing a vital role in
providing retraining for local workers, and this is
particularly important at the moment, with so many
people facing unemployment in our region. Four job
service agencies also use the facility, with the
University of the Third Age and 12 other community
groups operating from the centre on a weekly or
fortnightly basis. It also continues to run the only youth
program in the Bellarine electorate, with regular Friday
night activities and about 230 young people involved. It
also provides employment opportunities, with
80 sessional trainers employed each quarter, as well as
two full-time and four part-time staff and an
enthusiastic group of volunteers, 13 of whom serve on
the committee of management.
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It is imperative that such an important community
centre operate out of an appropriate building. In 2010,
with funding from the Brumby government, the new
children’s services centre was announced, and the
council allocated the old children’s services building to
the neighbourhood centre. This was great news, but the
building was built approximately 30 years ago, and it
needs refurbishment and extending, including new
electrical wiring, internal joinery, external drainage and
the installation of a fire hydrant. The building also
needs to be extended to include additional community
rooms, a kitchen and public toilet facilities.
The proposed time lines are for building works to
commence in mid-July and to be completed by
December. This would enable the neighbourhood
centre staff and volunteers to move in over Christmas
and begin operating by early January 2015. The
community, through the committee of management and
the council, has made its commitments known, and the
government is being asked to provide a contribution of
$500 000. On behalf of the people of Ocean Grove and
the region, I call on the minister to take urgent action to
ensure that funding of $500 000 is provided so that the
great work of the neighbourhood centre can continue.

Payroll tax
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — The matter I
raise is for the Treasurer, and the action I seek is that he
speak to business owners in my electorate about the
government’s new payroll tax cuts and how this budget
announcement will be of benefit to those businesses.
Many business owners in my electorate employ people
and are successful in their businesses but would
struggle with increased payroll tax bills.
We often hear payroll tax described as a disincentive
for businesses to employ people. It can be a huge
burden on businesses that seek to employ people. The
latest budget includes a payroll tax cut which will
reduce the cost of job creation for 39 000 Victorian
employers and their 1.6 million employees. This will
result in savings of $234 million over four years. This
measure will make Victoria’s tax for payrolls between
$4.7 million and $26.7 million the lowest in Australia.
Probe Security is a business in my electorate. It has a
call centre that employs a substantial number of people.
It competes with the international market, which
includes many call centres that are located offshore and
have very competitive rates. When organisations like
Probe Security have to tender for contracts they are at
the beck and call of a competitive marketplace, and I
believe payroll tax cuts like this will be of benefit to
those businesses.

1521

As we have said on many occasions in this house, it is
important that it is employers who create jobs, not
governments. I have been a very strong advocate for tax
reduction. This payroll tax reduction will be of great
benefit to businesses in my electorate and certainly to
many business owners. Many of those business owners
run family businesses, and those family businesses
struggle each year. Often the owners employ lots of
people and are the last to get paid. Anything we can do
to provide relief to such business owners is very
important.
I would be very interested to hear from the Treasurer
how this budget announcement of a payroll tax cut will
be of benefit to those businesses, those owners and
those employees within my electorate of Caulfield.

Covino Farms
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I wish to raise a matter
with the Minister for Regional and Rural Development,
and the action I seek is that he provide a detailed brief
to concerned residents of Gippsland regarding
substantial allegations raised locally in regard to Covino
Farms Pty Ltd and the government’s decision last year
to provide Covino Farms with a $1.5 million grant
through the Regional Growth Fund.
A number of concerns have been raised in the
community about this company’s activities. There have
been investigations. In recent years the Environment
Protection Authority Victoria has issued fines against
the company. WorkSafe Victoria has investigated the
company and issued provisional improvement notices
against it. Currently the Fair Work ombudsman has an
investigation under way into dodgy workplace practices
and environmental breaches at Covino Farms.
I understand that some of these allegations about poor
workplace performance and bad environmental conduct
by Covino Farms were raised with the minister and his
electorate office staff directly prior to Covino Farms
being given the $1.5 million grant in November last
year. Specifically I am referring to communications
from a range of locals, including Kevin O’Brien, Tony
Dawkins and Ray Shingles. Emma Field, a local
journalist, has raised many questions directly with the
minister’s office and in the Weekly Times.
Allegations against Covino Farms include repeatedly
using overseas workers who do not have proper
working visas, and there have been many complaints
and investigations undertaken by the federal
Department of Immigration and Border Protection.
Many of these workers were supplied by contract
companies that have managed to underpay them, and
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there are allegations that these workers have earnt as
little as $12 to $13 per hour when the industry standard
is in the range of $20 to $23 per hour.
In addition many unsafe work practices have been
brought to the public’s attention through 24 visits from
WorkSafe inspectors, and the company has been found
to be in breach of a range of regulations, with offences
such as using unlicensed forklift and truck drivers,
failing to provide first aid and emergency shower
facilities for hazardous waste chemicals and a lack of
training for workers handling dangerous chemicals.
Unfortunately there have been a range of serious work
injuries in this workplace.
I strongly urge the minister to visit the area, which is in
his own electorate, and meet with those who are very
concerned about this situation and how workers are
being treated.

Hopetoun RSL hall upgrade
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Regional and Rural Development. The action I seek is
for the minister to consider supporting an essential
upgrade to the Hopetoun RSL community hub hall
through the coalition government’s $1 billion Regional
Growth Fund.
The Hopetoun RSL is currently housed in a
weatherboard soldiers and sailors hall that was
relocated to Hopetoun in 1947. I am reliably informed
by the locals that the hall was formerly a World War II
barracks, but it is currently quite run down and not
adequate for general community use or hire. The hall is
located centrally in Hopetoun behind the swimming
pool, between the pool and Lake Lascelles. The hall
was the site of this year’s Anzac Day breakfast, and for
the small community of Lascelles a turnout of
60 attendees on Anzac Day is quite significant.
The proposed upgrades include installation of an
additional air conditioner, floor coverings and curtains,
construction of a ramp for the disabled, upgrading of
the kitchen and internal repairs and painting. There is
strong community support for this project to upgrade
the hall to allow for improved amenity not only for the
RSL but also for a number of other community groups
that will use the upgraded facility. The Friends of the
RSL in Hopetoun, a group which is taking over and
assisting the RSL, are supporting the project. They have
carried out a number of works so far at the hall,
including installing indoor toilets and a new set of
double doors.
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I know that part of the proposed work will be carried
out through local working bees and the RSL, and the
Hopetoun Patchwork Group is offering considerable
in-kind support for this project. Local donations have
also raised over $8000 towards the upgrade, which just
goes to show what a valued piece of community
infrastructure this is. Once completed, the works will
transform the hall from a run-down facility into a
community hub that will be used by numerous groups,
including the RSL, the Hopetoun Patchwork Group, the
Happy Helpers, the Hopetoun Lioness Club and the
Red Cross. The venue will also be more appealing to
hire for local functions such as weddings and parties.
This is an important project for the Hopetoun
community, and I understand that the RSL has put
forward an application to the Regional Growth Fund for
a grant to assist with the upgrade. I throw my support
behind the project and ask the minister to give it due
consideration.

East Geelong road safety
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I raise an issue in
tonight’s adjournment debate with the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. The action I seek is for
the minister to request local police to monitor or police
the issue of large trucks allegedly speeding up in an
attempt to catch green or amber lights at the corner of
Ormond Road and McKillop Streets in East Geelong
and in some instances allegedly running red lights. This
issue has been raised with me by a number of residents
who live in the immediate vicinity of that intersection
and are concerned for their safety and the safety of
people using the intersection.
The issue is twofold in that we are talking about
allegedly speeding trucks and in some instances those
trucks running red lights. The problem has increased at
this intersection due to extra trucks being directed down
both McKillop and Ryrie streets as a result of council
banning the movement of trucks on a trial basis on
Mercer and Malop streets in Geelong. Because of the
trial, many trucks continue to turn left from Latrobe
Terrace into Ryrie and McKillop streets and then
continue east. A number of safety and traffic
management issues have arisen from the council trial,
but I appreciate that I can only raise one item in this
adjournment tonight, so this is the issue I would like to
raise with the minister.
However, another safety issue concerns me on a regular
basis. When I am driving along Latrobe Terrace I
regularly see large tandem trucks turning from the
centre lane of Latrobe Terrace into Ryrie Street. This is
through no fault of the drivers. Given that Latrobe
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Terrace has three lanes, these trucks are forced to cut
across the left lane, and an inexperienced driver or one
who is unfamiliar with the intersection could easily run
straight under a turning truck. I know there is probably
only a small probability of this happening, and I do not
want to be alarmist in raising this issue. However, there
is the potential for disaster, and therefore the issue
needs to be addressed.
I call on the minister to get the local police to look at
the Ormond Road and McKillop Street intersection to
ensure that, at the very least, it is examined with the aim
of slowing the trucks down in the vicinity of that
intersection. If possible the minister could also look at
the incidence of trucks running red lights, which
endangers all pedestrians using that intersection.

Numurkah RSL memorial park
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I raise an issue
for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs. The action I seek
is that he provide much-needed funds for the
Nurmurkah RSL to upgrade its war memorial park and
refurbish the two field guns which form part of the
memorial. The Restoring Community War Memorials
and Avenues of Honour grants program supports
communities across the whole of Victoria. Like other
electorates, Murray Valley has a history of an enormous
number of very decorated locals who have defended
our country in all of the conflicts that Australia has
been involved in. Many farmers and townspeople
signed up to fight in conflicts around the world, going
back to the Great War. These people came from right
across the electorate — from Strathmerton, Rutherglen,
Katamatite, Whorouly, Oxley and Peechelba. In fact if
members look on the Mapping Our Anzacs website,
they will see the flags dotted across regional Victoria.
Mapping Our Anzacs is a terrific website that shows
how people from every corner of Victoria — from
every little town, every big town and of course
metropolitan Melbourne — were involved in the
conflict.
As we begin the 100-year commemoration of the
Anzacs, it is fitting that the government provide
opportunities for memorials, honour rolls and avenues
of honour to be restored to their original condition or
improved to reflect the service history of the local
community. The Anzac memorial at Nurmurkah bears
the names of 270 people who were born in the district
and signed up at various locations around Victoria and
Australia. These men and women have a very proud
history. As we know, many did not return. Over the
years the Murray Valley region has had many closer
settlement and soldier settlement farms that were taken
up by returning soldiers from World War I or the other
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wars. A settlement farm still exists in Yarroweyah, an
area which borders Numurkah, and its street and road
signs carry names such as Tobruk, Kokoda, Churchill
and many other names of places involved in World
War I and World War II.
I seek the minister’s support to provide funds for the
Numurkah RSL to restore the names on the memorial
plaque and refurbish the field guns which form part of
the memorial. The Numurkah community has seen
floods, fires, droughts and everything else in between in
the last 10 years. It is a very tightly knit community,
and I sincerely hope it is successful in its application for
this grant.

Responses
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — Three matters were raised for my
attention tonight. Firstly I will deal with the matter
raised by the member for Mildura relating to the
Hopetoun RSL and the plans to transform this
important facility into a community hub. As the
member outlined, the Hopetoun community is keen to
see some key upgrades take place at the Hopetoun RSL
to improve the functionality of the facility for its many
user groups and for different community groups.
The Hopetoun RSL has put forward an application to
the Putting Locals First program, which is a component
of the Regional Growth Fund. It is looking for money
to undertake works to bring the facilities up to a
modern-day standard. Once complete these works will
make the hall home not only to the Hopetoun RSL but
also to other community groups, including the
Hopetoun Patchwork Group, Happy Helpers, Hopetoun
Lionesses and the Red Cross. The venue will also be
much more appealing for local functions and hire
events such as parties, weddings, reunions and the like.
As is the wont in our country communities, the hall will
be a very important community hub to fill a gap in
available community infrastructure of this size. It is
commendable that the community itself has raised over
$8000 in donations, and the Hopetoun RSL and the
Hopetoun Patchwork Group plan to hold working bees
to carry out some of the works. These issues are
indicative of the way country communities are prepared
to pitch in, use their own hard-earnt money and
contribute their own efforts to these projects. It is why
the Putting Locals First element of the Regional
Growth Fund has been such a magnificent success. We
now have 1400-plus projects being generated across the
regions of Victoria from the growth fund, and many of
those are in the category of the $100 million dedicated
to the Putting Locals First program.
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I will certainly give this matter very serious
consideration. It is a laudable project, and I will be able
to advise the member sooner rather than later as to the
outcome of the proposition he has advanced.
The member for Bellarine raised an issue concerning
the Ocean Grove Neighbourhood Centre. She
particularly asked me to approve a grant of $500 000
from the Putting Locals First program, which is part of
our Regional Growth Fund. We as a government are
proud to have established that fund. It has to date
generated 1400-plus projects across the regions of
Victoria. It has resulted in total investments through the
fund of some $400 million. It has in turn leveraged total
investments of about $1.6 billion. A lot of the money
out of the first $400 million invested by the government
has come from the Putting Locals First program, and it
is from this source that the member seeks assistance for
her constituency. I gather that $950 000 is to be
contributed by the council, with another $250 000 from
the committee. The intention is that the facility will
undergo a substantial makeover to bring it up to
contemporary standards for the benefit of the
community, most particularly for the community
groups that use it, and of course for the staff and the
13 volunteers, as I understand it, who contribute their
efforts. The building itself is 30 years old, but it needs
some work.
The member will be aware that my department
considers these applications very carefully. It then
provides advice to me as to the prospect of a particular
application succeeding. Ultimately the department
makes recommendations to me as to whether an
application should receive support or otherwise. I will
certainly have regard to the matters the member has
raised for my attention, and I will respond to her in a
timely fashion regarding the points that she has made. I
must say, though, the general nature of these projects
has much appeal for all of us who live beyond the
Melbourne area, and therefore the matter will be very
seriously considered.
The member for Keilor tonight raised a matter with
regard to Covino Farms that has extraordinarily
important reach. She made a series of very serious
allegations and assertions concerning the Covino Farms
organisation. I will certainly ensure that the matters she
has raised are fully and carefully investigated, because
they are of extraordinarily serious consequence.
Everybody in this state and indeed this nation is entitled
to the presumption of innocence. That is more so the
case when no-one has been charged with anything, let
alone convicted of anything.
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The member alleges that this organisation, Covino
Farms, has been the recipient of various fines,
provisional improvement notices and a variety of other
transgressions. The most serious of these allegations,
made under the protection of the Parliament and the
privilege it offers, is that this organisation has engaged
in the use of foreign workers on an inappropriate basis.
In essence the member was reflecting the commentary
which has recently been published by the Weekly
Times.
The member also referred to three individuals,
Messrs O’Brien, Shingles and Dawkins, who are said to
have reported to me problems in relation to the use of
foreign labour in the general area around Sale and the
like, although I do not understand the member to be
asserting that those reports have been in relation to
Covino Farms in particular. Be that as it may, I do
acknowledge that Mr Dawkins contacted my office
some two or three years ago and expressed concern
about these matters. I rang and told him, as I do with
anybody who raises these issues of law and order with
me, that they should be reported to the appropriate
authorities.
If people have issues of concern that they say can be
supported evidentially, then they should take them to
the appropriate authorities. It is not the task of a
member of Parliament to be jumping into the car to go
out and investigate these matters. Rather, those who are
vested with that important role should be informed and
the investigations should be undertaken accordingly. It
is in that regard that I again reflect my concern about
the allegations that have been made. I presume that
Mr Dawkins, Mr Shingles and Mr O’Brien have gone
to the relevant authorities and registered their concerns;
but as I stand here tonight, as I understand it, no charges
have been laid against this organisation, nor has this
organisation been convicted.
I can also tell the member that when the application
was made for the grant to which she has referred,
various eligibility criteria had to be satisfied. An
assessment was made by the Department of State
Development, Business and Innovation against those
eligibility criteria, and due diligence was undertaken
that included a financial risk assessment and a probity
check. I can also tell the member that the probity check
that was undertaken in July 2013 confirmed the current
registration and status of the business in question, and it
showed references to any court actions and/or
convictions against the company and its directors. I can
tell the member there was nothing recorded. There were
no convictions, let alone any charges.
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I also want to address the matter that she raises such
that numbers of my constituents, as she would have it,
have consistently been talking to me personally about
problems associated with this organisation. I can tell the
member that absolutely no-one, apart from those to
whom she has made reference tonight, has spoken to
me in relation to these matters — absolutely no-one. I
can tell the member that apart from those to whom she
specifically made mention, no-one has been to my
office, certainly to my knowledge, and made any
commentary around this organisation.
I can also tell the member that in fact the Covino family
came to Gippsland about 20-odd years ago or
thereabouts. Yugo Covino, his sons, Peter and Stephen,
and their respective spouses started an enterprise now
known as Covino Farms from next to nothing, and they
have turned it into what has been a thriving business
over a period of years. They employ about 200 people.
The grant which was eventually made to them and
announced by me in November last year was for
$1.5 million as a contribution to a $5.2 million
expansion of their business. They are going to employ
another 60 people. They supply some of the biggest
enterprises in Australia with the product they produce
on their farms.
I mention all of this in context, because it would indeed
be most unfortunate for any member to come in here
making these sorts of allegations, which have such
profound consequences for the people to whom they
are directed, without that member having at least some
skerrick of proof as to the matters they are asserting and
alleging. I have said similar things to those who have
come to me with regard to the Covino family operation:
you need to be very careful, even if you are not in
cowards castle — particularly if you are out on the
street — about making these sorts of allegations,
because they can have extraordinarily serious
consequences.
All of that said, I will certainly ensure that my
department considers the situation further. I know that
inquiries have been made by the commonwealth
Department of Immigration and Border Protection. At
the present time no further comment has been made to
our government by the department, and therefore we
have not been advised insofar as those specific queries
are concerned. But I say again, as I have said
throughout: no charges have been laid against this
organisation, let alone any convictions recorded. If that
satisfies the member — and I would hope that it
does — in terms of her request for a report about this
organisation, then there it is, and I trust the member will
accept it for what it is and the manner in which I have
provided it to the house tonight.
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Mr BULL (Minister for Local Government) — The
very hardworking and dedicated member for Narracan,
who I see has remained the chamber tonight, has asked
me to visit the site of the proposed Moe activity centre
so I can be briefed on the proposed relocation of the
Moe library to the new, and I am sure very exciting and
fantastic, community hub that will form part of the Moe
activity centre project. I understand from the
information the member for Narracan has supplied that
an application has been submitted to the Living
Libraries Infrastructure program to assist with the
funding of that project.
I will be very pleased to work with the member for
Narracan to find a date to join him on a visit to this
facility. As those who understand the geography of
Victoria would know, the pathway to my electorate
takes me through the electorate of Narracan, so I am
sure we will not have any problems working something
out there. I am aware that the activity centre project is a
major initiative of the Latrobe City Council for the Moe
community, and I would take great delight in having
the honourable member show me around that
prospective location for that facility and indeed in
meeting with the local council to discuss firsthand the
importance of the facility to the local community.
Another very hardworking and dedicated member of
this house, the member for Benalla, has requested that I
visit his electorate to inspect several libraries that also
have applications pending under the Living Libraries
Infrastructure program. I note the comment from the
member for Benalla that libraries are now much more
than just places to borrow books; they are very much
community hubs and very important locations within
each community. The member has invited me to join
him and The Nationals candidate for the new seat of
Euroa, Stephanie Ryan, to inspect the library at Violet
Town, which is part of the Goulburn Valley Regional
Library Corporation network. I believe the member for
Benalla and the candidate visited that site recently, and
I look forward to organising a day when I can join them
there.
Upgrades have been proposed to other libraries in the
Benalla electorate, the first of those being the Mansfield
library. I am sure we can make a day of it, and I would
be pleased to come out and have a look at the plans to
upgrade the Mansfield library. I am sure it would also
be of interest for the member for Seymour to join us
that day; she will inherit that area as part of the electoral
redistribution process. Similarly, I note the member’s
comment that the library at Mount Beauty, which is
currently in the seat of Benalla, will fall into the
electorate of the member for Benambra under the
redistribution. There is also an application in for the
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Mount Beauty library. I will ask my office to work with
the member for Benalla to find an early opportunity to
visit his electorate. I am sure we can take in those three
locations on the one day.
I advise the house that all applications for this program
are assessed independently and all will be given due
consideration, and recommendations will then be made
to me as the minister. I take this brief opportunity to
inform the house that the coalition government is
providing record recurrent funding to library services in
Victoria as part of the budget that was announced this
week.
Ms VICTORIA (Minister for the Arts) — I will
refer the following matters to the relevant ministers.
The member for Kororoit raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport with regard to reversing
the change to the 451 bus route from Deer Park.
The member for Bendigo West raised a matter for the
Minister for Planning asking him to intervene in the
42-lot estate at Maldon.
The member for Caulfield asked for the Treasurer to
visit his electorate and outline payroll tax cuts for local
businesses.
The member for Geelong asked the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services to have monitors put on at a
particular intersection in east Geelong with regard to
large trucks running red lights.
The member for Murray Valley asked the Minister for
Veterans’ Affairs to look favourably upon a grant for
the Numurkah War Memorial restoration.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McIntosh) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.47 p.m.
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