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The SPEAKER (Hon. Christine Fyffe) took the
chair at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

MINISTRY
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I wish to advise the
house of changes in the ministry consequent of advice I
provided to his Excellency the Governor on 17 March
2014. The new ministers are as follows. The
Honourable Louise Asher, MP, was sworn in as
Minister for Innovation. She will do that task in
addition to her ministries of tourism and major events,
and employment and trade. The Honourable Tim Bull,
MP, was sworn in as Minister for Local Government
and Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. The
Honourable Damian Drum, MLC, was sworn in as
Minister for Sport and Recreation and Minister for
Veterans’ Affairs.
The Honourable Matthew Guy, MLC, was sworn in as
Minister for Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship, and
he retains his ministry of planning. The
Honourable Russell Northe, MP, was sworn in as
Minister for Energy and Resources and Minister for
Small Business. The Honourable Nick Wakeling, MP,
was sworn in as Minister for Higher Education and
Skills.
For the information of honourable members, I will
provide to the Clerk copies of the ministry list and a list
of ministers responsible for portfolios in the Legislative
Council and the Legislative Assembly.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling for
questions, I announce that we have a very distinguished
group of people in the gallery. We have the Honourable
Judy Maddigan, former Speaker; the Honourable Alex
Andrianopoulos, former Speaker; and the Honourable
John Delzoppo, former Speaker. We also have three
former Legislative Assembly Clerks: Mr P. Mithen,
Mr J. Campbell and Mr R. Boyes. Welcome.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Hazelwood mine fire
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Energy and Resources,
who is also the Minister for Small Business. Can the
minister confirm that on Friday, 21 March, he and the
Deputy Premier issued a media release confirming that
the government will provide high-pressure water hoses
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to local Morwell residents and businesses to assist with
the Hazelwood fire clean-up?
Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition for
his question. Firstly it is an honour to be the Minister
for Small Business, and I thank the former minister for
the great work she has done in this portfolio over the
preceding years. In terms of the question asked by the
Leader of the Opposition, the government has put a
range of measures in place to support the business
community, and indeed the community of Morwell,
with respect to a response to the Morwell mine fire.
For the information of the house, this fire started on
9 February and threatened the western end of the
township of Morwell. On behalf of us all I thank the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) personnel and
volunteers, Hancock Victorian Plantations and industry
firefighters who have done a marvellous job in
responding to this incident. I remember very vividly
being in my office on that Sunday and seeing the fire
encroaching on the township of Morwell — and I was
amazed to see the CFA personnel tackle the fire
front-on. In respect of this particular incident, it is
amazing that no homes were lost, no businesses were
lost and no lives were lost, because it was a very scary
day. It was said by the fire services commissioner that it
was the most dangerous day since 2009 and the Black
Saturday bushfires.
In response to this incident the government has put a
whole range of measures in place. We have established
a respite centre in Moe, in which hundreds of people
have participated, and we have joined with not only
departmental people but also the Red Cross and many
other volunteers who have played an integral role in
responding to this incident. The health assessment
centre that was established in Morwell has been
attended by over 2000 people over a period of time.
Our thanks go to the paramedics, Latrobe Regional
Hospital staff and Latrobe Community Health Service
personnel.
District nurses have been involved in that health
assessment centre, seeing over 2000 people. More than
5000 people have been the recipients of relocation and
respite grants over this period of time. On top of the
clean-up grants just referred to by the Leader of the
Opposition, there is a $2 million package to support
clean-up measures. Also, from a small business
perspective, $2 million has been put into the business
community. Auspiced by the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, small businesses
can access grants of between $1000 and $10 000. In
addition, through Rural Finance, low-interest,
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concessional-rate loans of up to $100 000 are available
to the small business sector.
In terms of the clean-up provisions, we are making sure
that we are supporting the Latrobe City Council in the
administration of the clean-up program. Again, we have
provided funding to assist the council with the clean-up.
It has come to government with a number of measures
to support health and community care clients — those
most in need in the community who are unable to
conduct their own clean-up. We are making sure that
we are offering professional cleaning services to those
people, so that those in our community who are most
vulnerable have the opportunity to have professional
cleaners come into their residence to assist with the
clean-up. That is not just the health and community
care clients but also other members of the community
who fall into the category of vulnerable persons.
Support is available to the remainder of the Morwell
community through a number of products and services.
The Deputy Premier has made it very clear that we
have put a halt on pressure cleaning while we assess
and analyse the asbestos component of that process. We
will make further announcements with respect to the
clean-up in due course.

Child protection
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — My question is to the
Premier. What action is the coalition government taking
to further protect vulnerable children in our
community?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for Mitcham for her question.
Protecting children from sexual abuse is of fundamental
importance to our government and our community. The
Victorian coalition government led the way by
conducting an inquiry into the handling of child abuse
by religious and other organisations. Led by Georgie
Crozier, a member for Southern Metropolitan Region in
the other place, the parliamentary Family and
Community Development Committee tabled a
groundbreaking report entitled Betrayal of Trust in
November last year. This report recommended three
major changes to our laws to better protect Victoria’s
children. The first of those has now been passed by
both houses of this Parliament, and that is the law with
respect to grooming. I thank members on all sides of
the house for their support of that law being passed
through the Parliament.
Today I can advise the house that the coalition
government will be introducing legislation to create two
new offences: firstly, the failure to disclose child sexual
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abuse; and secondly, the failure to protect a child from
sexual abuse. The Victorian coalition government is
absolutely committed to protecting our children. The
first new offence, the failure to disclose child sexual
abuse, means that all adults in Victoria must report any
suspected child sexual abuse directly to the police. That
means all adults in Victoria have not only a moral
responsibility but will now also have a legal
responsibility to act to protect our children and bring
perpetrators to justice.
The second offence applies to people in positions of
authority and people in organisations that care for or
work with our children. They will be obliged to ensure
the safety of the children in their care. They simply
cannot put the interests of alleged perpetrators ahead of
those of child victims of sexual abuse. They simply
cannot relocate alleged perpetrators to other positions in
the organisation, to other parts of the state or even
interstate or overseas. That will be totally and utterly
unacceptable.
The era of cover-up and the era of silence is over. We
must speak up to protect our children. That is what the
report entitled Betrayal of Trust says. The report was
groundbreaking work, and I thank Georgie Crozier and
all the members of her committee from both sides of
the house. I thank those people who made submissions
to the inquiry, and I particularly thank those brave
people who were victims of child sexual abuse who,
years later, spoke up at the inquiry and made their
views known so that the Parliament was better
informed, so that our law-makers were better informed
and so that we can now enact this sort of legislation.
These laws are an important, positive step forward in
protecting our children.
As I said before, we need people to speak up. We are
now making it not just a moral issue; we are making it a
legal issue that people who are adults in Victoria who
have a reasonable suspicion that a child is being
sexually abused must report that matter to the police so
that the matter can be investigated, so that the child can
be protected and so that the alleged perpetrator can be
brought to justice. This is an important step forward,
building on the great work done by the parliamentary
committee. We must speak up to protect our children.
These new laws are a positive step forward in
protecting Victoria’s children from sexual abuse.

Hazelwood mine fire
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Energy and Resources
and Minister for Small Business, and I ask: when did
the minister first become aware that the government’s
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high-pressure hose program, announced last Tuesday,
could expose Morwell residents to deadly asbestos
particles?
Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition for
his question on this very important matter. As I have
just outlined to the house, the government has
undertaken a whole range of initiatives to support the
community — our business community and the wider
community — of Morwell and beyond. This is just one
of many measures that we have adopted through the
clean-up process. As I said, the clean-up process was
put to us by Latrobe City Council and the community to
ensure that we have a practical measure in place to
support people in our community during the clean-up
process.
As I said before, there are a whole host of other
measures we have put in place, which I will not go on
to talk about during the course of question time. It is
very important also to understand the importance of
making sure that our community will have a say in the
future. One of the most important things we have done
is to announce a board of inquiry that will go to the
heart in finding out what occurred with respect to this
particular incident. It will have a look at the regulations
that exist with respect to the mine fire and the response
of the agencies, which are required as a matter of
course to conduct their own reviews and inquire into
this particular incident. The board of inquiry will also
look at the community response with respect to the
mine fire.
Justice Bernard Teague has been appointed as chair of
the board of inquiry, and I am sure all members of the
house will support the notion of his taking up the
position of chair of this board of inquiry. He did a
fabulous job during the course of the Black Saturday
bushfires inquiry and is respected in all circles. We take
the board of inquiry very seriously, and expect it to
make sure that we have measures in place and that
everything was done in terms of responding to the fire
itself. The inquiry covers all agencies, it covers all
departments and it covers the owner of the mine, so
they are very broad terms of reference which we have
put in place to ensure that we get to the bottom of what
occurred.
I am sure that with the panel of Professor John Catford,
former Justice Teague and Sonia Petering, who is well
known in Transport Accident Commission and Rural
Finance circles, we have a board of inquiry, as has been
announced, with broad terms of reference that will be
able to plumb the depths in finding out what occurred
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and making sure we do not see this type of situation
happen again.
With respect to the question asked by the Leader of the
Opposition, last Friday I attended an Order of Australia
Medal ceremony with Vicki Hamilton from Gippsland
Asbestos Related Disease Support, or GARDS, which
does a fantastic job in relation to that. Once that became
known publicly there were some concerns expressed.
On the same day an announcement was made that
high-pressure hoses would be withdrawn because of
those concerns. That was what was said at the time.
I go back to my initial point that council came to us
with the community with some ideas around clean-up,
and the government is funding those clean-up
provisions. Because of the concerns raised by GARDS
and others, we have withdrawn the provision of
high-pressure hoses from the clean-up at this point in
time and will make further announcements in due
course.

Hazelwood mine fire
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — My question is
to the Minister for Regional and Rural Development.
What is the coalition government doing to support the
Latrobe Valley community in the wake of the
Hazelwood mine fire?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for his question.
Last Friday, as has already been indicated to the house,
in company with the local member, who is also the
Minister for Energy and Resources, I had the great
pleasure of again being in Morwell to make a number
of announcements regarding outcomes pertaining to the
Hazelwood coal mine fire. Amongst those
announcements was one dealing with the terms of
reference and details of the persons who will comprise
the board of inquiry. Those terms of reference are
broad. In essence they are as follows.
Members of the board will inquire as to the origin and
circumstances of the fire, including how it spread into
the Hazelwood coalmine. They will also deal with the
adequacy and effectiveness of the measures taken by or
on behalf of the owner-operator and licensee of the
Hazelwood coalmine to prevent the outbreak of fire; the
application and administration of relevant regulatory
regimes in relation to the risk of and response to the
fire; and the response to the Hazelwood fire by the
various stakeholders listed in the terms of reference.
The inquiry will be headed by the Honourable Bernard
Teague, who had 21 distinguished years as a justice of
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the Supreme Court of Victoria. He will be assisted by
Professor Emeritus John Catford, a senior health
professional and executive director of medical services
at Epworth HealthCare. He was the chief health officer
of Victoria from 1998 until 2002. The third member of
the board will be Ms Sonia Petering, an experienced
corporate lawyer, who since 1997 has been a member
of the Transport Accident Commission board and since
1999 has been the chair of the Rural Finance
Corporation. She was also an inaugural board member
of the Bendigo Bank. She has broad experience of rural
and regional Victoria and, as I said, she will be the third
member of the board of inquiry. I wish the members of
the board well in what will be a very significant
undertaking on their behalf.
The secretariat will be based in Morwell. It will have all
the resources available to it to enable it to do its job. It
will have powers of investigation very similar to a royal
commission, including the power to conduct
examinations, to summon documents and to examine
witnesses under oath. The board is being asked to
report by the end of August.
While we were there the local member and I also
launched the one-stop shop which has been established
by the Latrobe City Council. This is a facility located in
Hazelwood Road, where people are able to obtain a
variety of items of clean-up equipment to enable them
to remove ash and other residue arising from the fire.
Of course for many people in the community, as has
been so eloquently outlined by the member for
Morwell, there are free services available, and the
member in his ministerial role was thrilled to be able to
be there to announce these measures with me.
One issue we referred to in a joint press release was that
high-pressure hoses would be made available. That
offer stands. What the council found though, through
the agency of matters raised by Vicki Hamilton on
behalf of Gippsland Asbestos Related Disease Support,
or GARDS, was that there was a concern that were
high-pressure hoses to be used in close proximity to
asbestos sheeting that could inadvertently result in the
asbestos sheeting being damaged. No-one wants that to
happen. The council having developed this package and
taken it to the government so that we would fund it to
the tune of $2 million, we decided in concert with the
council that we would temporarily withdraw the use of
high-pressure hoses while a protocol was developed by
the council for their use. That is happening as I speak. It
will be done, and I wish the people of Morwell well.
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Hazelwood mine fire
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Energy and Resources
and Minister for Small Business. I refer the minister to
the extensive promotion in Morwell of the
government’s high-pressure hose program — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr ANDREWS — What is funny about that? What
is funny about asbestosis?
The SPEAKER — Order! I call the house to order.
The Leader of the Opposition, to continue.
Mr ANDREWS — What is funny about cancer?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Who has got the call here? A bit
of protection or what — what is the go?
The SPEAKER — Order! I have called for order
three times. I ask the Leader of the Opposition to
continue with his question.
Mr ANDREWS — My question is to the Minister
for Energy and Resources and Minister for Small
Business. I refer the minister to the extensive promotion
in Morwell of the government’s high-pressure hose
program, including media statements and newspaper,
radio and television reports. Can the minister confirm
that despite the program’s suspension due to the risk of
asbestos exposure, no public health warnings have been
issued by the government?
Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition for
his question once again. Might I say, we take safety
very seriously over here. It does not matter whether it is
people fighting these fires, people responding to these
events or people responding to community needs, we
take safety very seriously, and asbestos is a very serious
issue. We know of the work that has been done by
Gippsland Asbestos Related Disease Support (GARDS)
in the Latrobe Valley over many years, and we have
seen a great number of initiatives around asbestos and
awareness of it for making sure that better information
and kits are available for people with respect to dealing
with asbestos over a period of time. Asbestos-related
diseases are insidious for those who are affected by

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 25 March 2014

ASSEMBLY

them, and we have got to make sure we do the right
things.
The Deputy Premier has just outlined the version of
events which occurred, and we take very seriously the
health issues related to asbestos. That is why, on the
very day the concerns were raised with us by way of
radio — and I spoke personally with Vicki Hamilton
from GARDS — that particular program with respect
to high-pressure hoses was withdrawn. The Deputy
Premier, on that same afternoon — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members of the
opposition will cease interjecting.
Mr NORTHE — Let us make it very clear: on that
Friday afternoon when the Deputy Premier joined me at
the information centre in Hazelwood Road, Morwell,
he very diligently went through the issue with the
media and with everybody in the room and said very
clearly that the high-pressure hoses would be
withdrawn from that point in time until there was
further understanding and measures were put in place to
deal with the clean-up activities in and around Morwell.
You cannot get any clearer than that.
The Deputy Premier came out very strongly, very
clearly, making sure that staffs of the council, the
department, at the places people can walk into, such as
the community information centre, or on the numbers
people can ring, such as the 1800 phone number
administered by Latrobe City Council, are all very
aware that at this point in time the high-pressure hoses
are not able to be used for that purpose, that they will be
assessed going forward and that they have been taken
away from the clean-up program. The Deputy Premier
has come down to Morwell on a regular basis to say
very clearly that that is the case. People working at the
ground level through council and through the
department are very aware of our position, and we will
consider that into the future.

Child protection
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — My question is to the
Minister for Community Services. Can the minister
outline the coalition government’s plan for the
protection and safety of vulnerable children and young
people in Victoria?
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank the honourable member for
Mildura for his question and for his very important
work on behalf of vulnerable children and families in
his community. I am very pleased to inform the house
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that today the coalition government and I as minister
have released an out-of-home care plan over a five-year
period and a funding package that will accompany that
plan to enable it to be delivered. The coalition’s new
plan for out-of-home care will fundamentally transform
the care provided, particularly to the more than
500 young people in residential care but also
importantly to the thousands who are in foster care and
kinship care.
By the end of this five-year plan, every young person in
residential care will be in a therapeutic placement that
appropriately and effectively addresses their needs.
Research on therapeutic placement shows that it
reduces risk-taking behaviour. It helps young people
with a range of complex needs to engage more
effectively with schools. Their health and wellbeing is
improved and, importantly, they can work productively
on getting their lives back on track.
From 2011 we had 40 therapeutic residential care
placements, and by the end of this year we will have
152, and that will continue to grow over time. In fact
Micaela Cronin, the CEO of MacKillop Family
Services, in response to some of the issues we have
been debating in this house over the last couple of
weeks, is quoted in the Herald Sun as having said:
Building the safety and stability required to counter these
gangs needs a therapeutic approach. All residential care
homes should be resourced to operate at the therapeutic level.

And that is exactly what the coalition government is
delivering.
At the same time as we are enhancing our therapeutic
support, we are making sure that we are trying to
reduce the number of young people in residential care
so that they can be supported in therapeutic placements
in home-based care, in foster care and in kinship care.
The funding package that supports the delivery of this
is $128 million, which is a very significant investment
that builds on and makes it a more than $250 million
investment under this coalition government in
out-of-home care services specifically. There will be
new residential care beds, including a new model of
flexible secure care for the most vulnerable who need
that option to be able to have a secure environment but
on site and on location rather than always having to be
moved.
There will be 100 new therapeutic home-based care
placements and an upgrading of our workforce in
residential care, so not only those who have the
therapeutic placements but all young people in
residential care have staff trained to provide them with
the support they need to address the complexities and
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the challenges they have had in their young lives. There
are new IT systems to improve and monitor outcomes
and also improve our reporting of incidents, and
importantly further support for the incredible work that
foster carers and kinship carers do across the board in
our state. This is a very significant plan. It will make a
very significant difference for young people who are
the most vulnerable in our community. We know they
have experienced abuse, neglect and a lot of trauma in
their lives, and what we are doing is making sure they
get a therapeutic response which enables them to
address those complexities, address those challenges
and get their lives back on track.
It is a coalition government that has taken the time to
work this through, to work with the community sector,
to work with the Commission for Children and Young
People to come up with a plan that enables us not just to
do more but to make sure we transform the system,
think strategically, have a plan and drive the change
that we need to so that children and young people now
but also importantly into the future will be getting the
care and support they need to address the issues of
abuse and neglect that they have had in their childhoods
and get their lives back on track for a productive
future — and that is what we should wish for all young
people in this state.

Hazelwood mine fire
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Energy and Resources
and Minister for Small Business. I again refer the
minister to a statement he issued with the Deputy
Premier last Friday, the day the minister says the hose
program was withdrawn. It states:
Residents doing their own cleaning will also be able to book a
range of equipment … including high-pressure cleaners for
exterior surface cleaning.

I also refer to a copy of exactly the same press release
which now appears on the Premier’s website and The
Nationals website in which this exact paragraph and all
references to the government’s high-pressure hose
program have been deleted, and I ask: can the minister
explain the discrepancy between the website and his
last answer?
Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — Again I thank the Leader of the
Opposition for his question. I reiterate that we take very
seriously the issues around safety and particularly
around asbestos. Concerns about contact with asbestos
have been a long-running issue in the Latrobe Valley,
particularly for the generators. I repeat my earlier
answer. On Friday when, with me, the Deputy Premier
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attended at Hazelwood Road, Morwell, we talked to a
number of local residents who, by the way, were very
supportive of the measures the coalition government
has put in place to assist with the clean-up activities in
and around Morwell. At the time, in concert with the
council and people from the department and with media
in tow, the Deputy Premier made it clear what measures
we were putting in place to assist with the clean-up
activities in and around Morwell.
Those on the ground who are administering the
program are acutely aware of the decisions being taken
in respect of the high-pressure cleaning hoses and other
clean-up activities. Indeed expert advice and
information is being provided — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the minister was asked to explain the
discrepancies between his press release of Friday
morning, apparent quotes made to the media in
Morwell on Friday and doctored media releases on the
Premier’s website. That was the question, and it should
be answered.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows that taking a point of order is not an
opportunity to repeat the question or to debate it.
Mr NORTHE — I reiterate that on Friday
afternoon the Deputy Premier announced the measures
that we are putting in place in respect of the
high-pressure cleaning hoses. There is information and
expert advice available to all residents in respect of any
of the clean-up activities they might want to take place.
They can attend at the information centre in Hazelwood
Road, Morwell, to pick up supplies to assist with the
clean-up through self clean-up provisions or, if they are
a health and community care client or a person within
the community who does not have the capability to
undertake their own clean-up, there is support available
through the professional cleaning that the government
is supporting and subsidising. Again, the council is
administering this program — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister was asked to explain the obvious discrepancy
between bragging about the program one minute,
secretly cancelling it the next and doctoring the official
record — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to resume his seat.
Mr Ryan — On the point of order, Speaker, it is not
in order because from the very factors that the Leader
of the Opposition set out himself — on the issue of
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relevance — that the press conference was conducted,
the issue was accommodated — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind all members
that points of order will be heard in silence. I also
remind all members that points of order are not an
excuse for engaging in debate or repeating the question.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, this
was a specific question about a discrepancy. The
answer should be related to the very real public health
concerns, the discrepancy and the cover-up by the
minister and the Deputy Premier.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, for the
second time today the Leader of the Opposition has
used a point of order to restate the question. It is not in
order for him to do this, nor is it in order for the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition to hurl abuse at the
government and make a statement. I ask that you,
Speaker, rule the point of order out of order.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, in
support of the Leader of the Opposition’s point of
order, standing order 58 directs ministers to answer
questions in a factual and direct way. The minister was
asked about important public safety issues, not about
cover-ups in the interests of the government. We ask
you to bring the minister back to answering the
question that was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the minister’s
answer was very relevant to the question that was being
asked, and I do not uphold the point of order. I ask
members once again to not use points of order to
engage in debate or repeat questions.
Mr NORTHE — I reiterate what I said previously:
that at the community information centre in Hazelwood
Road, Morwell, where we have council staff and
departmental staff and expert advice and information
being provided to the community with respect to the
clean-up provisions, it was appropriate on Friday to
make sure that the high-pressure cleaning was
withdrawn at that time. That is what we have done.

Regional higher education
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — My question is to
the Minister for Higher Education and Skills. How is
the coalition government building a better Victoria by
supporting students and investing in regional university
campuses?
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Mr WAKELING (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank the member for South Barwon
for his question. It is a great honour to serve in this
house as a minister, and at this point I would like to pay
tribute to my predecessor, the Honourable Peter Hall.
The member for South Barwon has been a very strong
supporter of this government’s work in bettering
vocational and university opportunities for Victorian
students. I had the great pleasure last week of visiting
the Deakin University Waurn Ponds campus in
Geelong to officially open a new multimillion-dollar
student accommodation facility. At that event I was
joined by Sarah Henderson, the federal member for
Corangamite; Darryn Lyons, the mayor of the City of
Greater Geelong; Professor Jane den Hollander, the
vice-chancellor of the university; and the member for
South Barwon, who is a strong advocate for and a
former student of Deakin University.
On that day I was very pleased to officially open the
new facility, which saw the Victorian government
investing $10.2 million over two campuses — the
Waurn Ponds campus and the Warrnambool campus —
to deliver 411 student rooms. I was pleased to see that
on the same day the Premier officially opened the new
facility at Warrnambool. This demonstrates that the
Victorian government can work with the federal
government to help lever significant investment to
deliver important accommodation for Victorian
regional students. It will accommodate people from
low-socioeconomic backgrounds through the national
rental affordability scheme, providing for rent at 20 per
cent below market rates.
On the day I had the opportunity to talk to many
students. They told me of the significance of this new
facility. Many are from regional Victoria, and they said
that this is a great opportunity for them to study.
Certainly the students that I spoke to on the day spoke
very favourably of this investment by both the state and
federal governments. Importantly research has shown
that 70 per cent of students who study in regional
Victoria go on to live and work in regional Victoria,
and I think that is an important outcome for regional
Victoria.
When I was in Geelong I had the opportunity to meet
with representatives of the Gordon Institute of TAFE.
The institute is doing some fantastic work for the
Geelong region. Speaking about collaboration, the
institute recently launched a new facility in Werribee in
conjunction with Deakin University. It will be offering
certificates, diplomas, bachelor degrees and associate
degrees for students in the western suburbs. That is a
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new initiative, and I congratulate Gordon and Deakin
on this wonderful initiative.
I was reminded when I was at the Gordon of how this
government has delivered for the institute. In fact when
we came to government $53.1 million was being
invested by the former government in the institute.
Today that figure is $80.1 million — a 50 per cent
increase in investment by this government on spending
by the former government. But, and more importantly,
it is not just about investment in terms of dollars; it is
about ensuring that students have the opportunity to get
a job. What we have seen is that there has been a 23 per
cent increase in students who are training in those jobs
where there is an identified skills shortage, which is
helping to ensure that these students get a job as a
consequence.
I am very pleased to have visited the Geelong region,
and I am very proud of the work that this government is
doing in higher education and skills.
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accordance with the standing orders. It is a simple
question: why has he not said boo to the people of
Morwell? He has lots to say here, but no warnings in
Morwell.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is continuously taking points of order and
turning them into a repeating of the question or the
making of a statement. The minister has been speaking
for 1 minute. He is being relevant to the question that
was asked.
Mr NORTHE — As I said, we have put a number
of measures in place to support not only the general
community but the business community as well. We
have announced a number of clean-up provisions. As I
mentioned in my earlier answer, last Friday the Deputy
Premier and I visited Hazelwood Road, Morwell, and
spoke with Latrobe City Council staff, departmental
staff and community members who were absolutely
thrilled with the measures put in place by our
government with respect to the clean-up.

Hazelwood mine fire
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Energy and Resources
and Minister for Small Business. Can the minister
explain why he had time to doctor a media release
promoting high-pressure hoses in Morwell but did not
have time to issue one single statement warning the
people of Morwell that these hoses may expose them to
deadly asbestos particles?
Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition for
his question. I do not accept the premise of his question.
I must also thank the previous Minister for Energy and
Resources for his work in the portfolio. As I have
already outlined to the house, the coalition government
has undertaken a number of measures to support the
Morwell community and the business community of
Morwell through a range of measures, whether that be
with respect to the establishment of a respite centre in
Moe; whether it be a health assessment centre in
Morwell, which over 2000 people have attended;
whether it be through business grants that have been put
in place through a $2 million fund announced by the
Premier, administered by the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, where businesses
can access grants from $1000 to $10 000; the
availability of — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister was very directly asked about why he had not
issued a statement to the people of Morwell. It is a
simple matter, and I ask you to direct him to answer in

At that time the Deputy Premier also announced that
we would be having another look at the high-pressure
hoses to ensure that the safety of the community is
protected and ongoing. So we will re-examine that
particular provision, but we will not implement those
measures until it is safe to do so. We are seeking expert
advice on that through council and others who will
administer the program on behalf of our community. I
am proud of being part of a coalition government that is
supporting our community through a very difficult
time.

Public transport
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — My question is to
the Minister for Public Transport. How is the coalition
government’s investment in our public transport system
helping to build a better Victoria and a better transport
network for commuters?
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Caulfield for his question and for
his strong interest in public transport. Last Tuesday I
joined the Premier and the mayor of the City of
Moreland, Lambros Tapinos, to announce a station
precinct enhancement program. This is a great program
for local communities and also for commuters. We
know people want to live close to public transport.
This program will create in the order of 2000 new
dwellings adjoining railway stations across the
metropolitan network. It will also be great for the
economy. It will generate $1 billion worth of direct
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investment, $5 billion worth of economic stimulus,
create 3000 project delivery jobs, 5000 indirect jobs
and up to 800 commercial and retail jobs.
The great thing about the program is that there is no call
on the public purse to get this great outcome. People
who live near these projects will have the ability to live
close to public transport, get a train from 6 o’clock until
the last train at night, seven days a week, with
protective services officers patrolling the areas where
they live. It is a fantastic outcome.
There will be new hubs for buses, new station
forecourts, accessible ramps, walkways, landscaping,
bicycle cages, and connecting bike paths to these
particular precincts. It is great news for people who use
the following stations: Alphington in the seat of
Northcote, Collingwood and East Richmond in the seat
of Richmond, Essendon in the seat of Essendon, Jewell
in the seat of Brunswick, Watsonia in the seat of
Bundoora, West Footscray in the seat of Footscray. and
Ringwood, Hampton and Windsor. It just goes to show
the major level of neglect that was present in Labor
government-held seats at the last election. Those seats
have the most neglected and run-down stations, and we
are putting a lot of money into and emphasis on those
stations.
The great thing about this is that the profits that come
from these projects are delivered and directed straight
back into public transport outcomes. It means looking
after the buildings that VicTrack controls —
somewhere in the order of 1500 buildings — and
around 150 of those are heritage buildings. We are
putting the profits they generate back into public
transport, which means looking after the
telecommunications network, looking after the open
fibre, looking after pedestrian crossings and upgrading
level crossings. That is the work that this money will be
directed to, and it is a great outcome for public
transport.
The Property Council of Australia had some comments
on this issue:
By opening these key sites to investment, the government is
enabling the private sector to do what it does best — invest,
employ and grow the economy.

What a great endorsement. When the Premier and I
stood at Jewell station, Mayor Lambros Tapinos said:
… we think that it’s a great project and we welcome the state
government’s announcement today.

And it is a great project.
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I moved on from there to Bombardier, where, with the
Premier, I announced a further three rail cars on the
back of the order for 40 that we had already made. How
can we do this without going back to Treasury? It is
because we managed the original investment so well
that we were able to put those savings back into an
order for three additional rail cars. As the people from
Bombardier pointed out, this will secure 70 jobs.
It is a great project that supports the regional rail link.
The member for Lyndhurst, who is the former Labor
government’s Minister for Public Transport, was the
only knocker of this outcome, which is three new rail
cars. This is a manufacturing hub in his own electorate,
and he is out there bagging a government investment in
manufacturing jobs — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.

OMBUDSMAN
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to advise that on
19 March I administered to Deborah Anne Glass, the
Ombudsman, the oath required by section 10 of the
Ombudsman Act 1973.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (PROTECTION OF
CHILDREN) BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Crimes Act 1958, the Working with Children Act 2005, the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 and the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act 2009 in relation to
the sexual abuse of children and for other purposes.

Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — I ask the
Attorney-General for a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — This is a bill to
introduce the new offences referred to by the Premier
during question time: namely for persons who fail to
take action when they know there is someone
associated with an organisation who poses a risk of
sexually abusing children or fails to provide relevant
information to police if a person knows or believes that
a child has been sexually abused.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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members wishing their motion to remain advise the
Clerk in writing before 6.00 p.m. today.

Introduction and first reading
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I move:

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Health practitioner abortion referral
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Country Fire Authority Act 1958, the Emergency
Management Act 1986, the Emergency Management Act
2013 and the Emergency Services Telecommunications
Authority Act 2004 and for other purposes.

Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — I ask the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services for a brief explanation
of the bill.
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — The bill introduces a number of
amendments, including the Country Fire Authority
moving to a skills-based board and removing the need
for local government to designate fire refuges.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Victoria draws the attention of
the house to consider the case of Dr Mark Hobart who has
been subjected to a Star Chamber inquiry by the Medical
Board of Victoria and AHPRA because he was unable to
refer the patient to another registered health-care professional
whom he knew would not have a conscientious objection to
aborting a 19-week-old, healthy baby because it was a girl.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria protect the doctors, nurses and allied
health professionals in Victoria, who care for mothers and
their unborn children. No Victorian health professional should
be forced to act against their conscience and refer a patient for
an abortion, especially when abortions don’t require referral.

Motion agreed to.

By Mr TREZISE (Geelong) (8 signatures).

Read first time.

Tabled.

CRIME STATISTICS BILL 2014
Introduction and first reading
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to provide for the
publication of crime statistics and the employment of a chief
statistician for that purpose, to amend the Commissioner for
Law Enforcement Data Security Act 2005 and for other
purposes.

Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — I ask the minister for
a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — This bill will provide for a stand-alone
crimes statistics agency so Victorians can have
confidence in the release of crime statistics.
Motion agreed to.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 4
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 4 of 2014 on:
Corrections Amendment (Further Parole
Reform) Bill 2014
Mental Health Bill 2014
Transport Legislation Amendment (Further Taxi
Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2014
Victoria Police Amendment (Consequential and
Other Matters) Bill 2014
Vexatious Proceedings Bill 2014
Witness Protection Amendment Bill 2014
together with appendices.
Tabled.

Read first time.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 10 to
19 will be removed from the notice paper unless

Ordered to be printed.
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DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability Act 2003 —
Strategic Audit of Environmental Management Systems in
Victorian Government 2012–13
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Order under s 17D
granting a lease over the Lorne Foreshore Reserve
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule 2 (Gazette G12,
20 March 2014)
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Campaspe — C100
Cardinia — C181
Casey — C91, C191
Central Goldfields — C25
Corangamite — C34
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Sustainable Forests (Timber) and Wildlife Amendment Act
2014 — Part 1, ss 4(3), 5, 7 and 13, Part 3 and Part 5 —
14 March 2014 (Gazette S72, 11 March 2014)
Tobacco Amendment Act 2013 — Whole Act — 1 April 2014
(Gazette S8I, 18 March 2014).

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent to:
18 March
Corrections Legislation Amendment Bill 2013
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
(Poppy Cultivation and Processing)
Amendment Bill 2013
Small Business Commissioner Amendment Bill
2013
Summary Offences and Sentencing Amendment
Bill 2013
Travel Agents Repeal Bill 2013
25 March

East Gippsland — C116
Greater Bendigo — C183, C189

Legal Profession Uniform Law Application Bill
2013.

Greater Geelong — C304
Maroondah — C88
Melbourne — C142
Mildura — C64
Moonee Valley — C108
Moorabool — C6 Part 2
Moreland — C128

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Message read recommending appropriation for
Transport Legislation Amendment (Further Taxi
Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2014.

RESIGNATION OF LEGISLATIVE
COUNCIL MEMBER
Hon. Peter Hall

Mornington Peninsula — C155, C175, C195
Port Phillip — C78
Stonnington — C109
Surf Coast — C66, C79, C95
Wellington — C81
Whitehorse — C156

The SPEAKER — Order! I have received the
following letter from the Governor, dated 20 March
2014, addressed to me:
I write to advise that the Honourable Peter Hall, MLC, called
on me on Monday, 17 March 2014, and handed me his letter
of resignation as member of the Legislative Council for
Eastern Victoria, effective from that date. It seems that
section 27A of the Constitution Act 1975 requires a joint
sitting of the Council and Assembly to fill this vacancy.

Wodonga — C111
I have advised the President and the Premier in like terms.
Wyndham — C182, C205
I enclose a copy of Mr Hall’s letter for your records.
Yarra — C117.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the House dated 8 February 2011:

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES
Membership
The SPEAKER — Order! I have received the
resignations of Mr Shaw and Mrs Peulich, MLC, from
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the Economic Development, Infrastructure and Outer
Suburban/Interface Services Committee, effective from
20 March 2014 and today respectively; Mr Northe from
the Electoral Matters Committee, effective from
14 March 2014; Mr Bull from the Environment and
Natural Resources Committee, effective from 19 March
2014; Mr O’Brien, MLC, from the Family and
Community Development Committee, effective from
today; Mr Drum, MLC, from the Rural and Regional
Committee, effective from 24 March 2014; and
Mr Newton-Brown and Ms Hennessy from the IBAC
Committee, effective from 21 March 2014 and today
respectively.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — By leave, I
move the following motion for the appointment of
members to joint investigatory committees:
That:
(1) Mr Delahunty be appointed a member of the Electoral
Matters Committee;
(2) Mrs Powell be appointed a member of the Family and
Community Development Committee; and
(3) Ms Kanis and Mr Kotsiras be appointed members of the
IBAC Committee.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
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 Wednesday, 26 March, or
Thursday, 27 March 2014, to be incorporated into Hansard.

Motion agreed to.

Program
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — I move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday,
27 March 2014:
Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Security
Measures) Bill 2013
Corrections Amendment (Parole) Bill 2014
Gambling and Liquor Legislation Amendment
(Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014
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Justice Legislation Amendment (Discovery, Disclosure
and Other Matters) Bill 2014
Transport (Safety Schemes Compliance and
Enforcement) Bill 2014
Transport Legislation Amendment (Further Taxi
Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2014
Water Amendment (Water Trading) Bill 2014.

I will make a couple of comments in relation to the
government business program. There are seven items
on the program. I note that in the last term of the Labor
government seven items were frequently on the
government business program. On 11 occasions there
were seven items on the government business program;
on 11 occasions, five items; and on 10 occasions, six
items. As I looked over the number of bills that were
introduced by the previous government, it seemed to
me that seven items was a reasonable workload for the
house. I do not want to do anything onerous, because I
know those opposite would complain over an onerous
workload. I believe this is reasonable.
It is particularly reasonable because we have already
seen two bills on the Assembly program debated in the
Legislative Council. There was very little debate in the
Legislative Council on two of the bills that are before
the house today — that is, the Corrections Amendment
(Parole) Bill 2014 and the Gambling and Liquor
Legislation Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill
2014. I acknowledge that the Legislative Assembly
may have a different approach from that of the
Legislative Council, as is our right. I completely
acknowledge that, but we saw that there was little
debate in the Legislative Council on these bills. There
was no committee stage on those two bills; in fact, there
was very rapid debate in relation to them. These bills
were handled expeditiously in the Council, so it is not
unreasonable for me to assume that they can be handled
reasonably expeditiously in this chamber.
The process will not be an exact replica; the houses are
different, and every member is entitled to make
comment. I would think, given that the opposition
indicated it was in favour of two of the bills that have
already been handled by the upper house, that those
bills could be handled quite expeditiously here. That
would allow greater time for debate on the remaining
bills. However, I am always open to a discussion with
the manager of opposition business about Labor’s
preferred allocation of times. I hope I have been quite
reasonable in my approach to that.
As has already been indicated, there will be a joint
sitting on Wednesday at 6.15 p.m. to swear in the new
member replacing the former Minister for Higher
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Education and Skills, the Honourable Peter Hall. I also
indicate at this point of the debate that, as members
would have seen, there will be three second-reading
speeches in the lower house and two in the upper house
this week. Again I thank the manager of opposition
business for giving leave to allow for the incorporation
of second-reading speeches. This will mean that these
three second-reading speeches will be expeditiously
incorporated into Hansard on Wednesday and will not
occupy very much time at all on the government
business program.
I also understand — again subject to vagaries of
proceedings and to how the upper house wishes to
handle business — that the Legislative Council will be
handling an amendment or two to the Mental Health
Bill 2014. We had a debate on this in a
consideration-in-detail stage on the last sitting day. The
government will propose amendments to that bill,
which is before the upper house, and they will of course
come back to this house. I have indicated to the
manager of opposition business that while we are
prepared to move a postponement of this debate until
later this day, if the opposition would like to proceed
with handling those amendments, the government
would be more than happy to do so in the Assembly
this week.
Obviously if the opposition has an objection to that
method of handling the amendments, we can look at
debating them next week. I will do whatever the Labor
Party wishes on the matter of the amendments, which
of course were not able to be part of the government
business program this week. I am more than happy to
accommodate what the opposition wishes to do. If the
opposition wishes to handle the amendments this week,
that is fine by the government; if it would like to defer
consideration, that is fine by the government. The
program contains a reasonable workload, and I urge the
opposition to support the government business program
for once.
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — Let us recall those
words from the Leader of the House — that she will do
‘whatever the Labor Party wishes’. I welcome that
invitation from the manager of government business. I
think that is a great move forward from her in terms of
progressing the government business program for this
week. If she starts every government business program
debate with those words, the program may have a
smoother passage through the house.
However, I note that the Leader of the House made
comments around the amendments to the Mental
Health Bill 2014. In addressing the government
business program motion moved this afternoon, the
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Leader of the House made reference to the Mental
Health Bill, which is before the upper house and which
we anticipate, as a result of house amendments being
made in that chamber, will come back to our chamber
for further consideration. The Leader of the House
made much of, and is desirous often of, having things
dealt with expeditiously in this chamber. This bill
would have been dealt with expeditiously if the
government had accepted the amendments put forward
when it came before this house last sitting week — if it
had moved them through at that point in time rather
than trying to save face for the embattled Minister for
Community Services.
We know that the Minister for Community Services has
been awfully distracted in recent weeks and months.
She has been focused more on saving her own political
skin than on addressing important issues before the
Parliament. This issue was highlighted by the
opposition during the last sitting week, and it could
have been dealt with expeditiously at that point in time.
The embattled Minister for Community Services
rejected that opportunity, and now time is being taken
up in the upper house — and most likely subsequently
in the lower house — to make these amendments. We
hope that other ministers do not follow the practice of
the embattled Minister for Community Services and
recognise — as the minister for WorkCover did
previously in relation to a bill that was before him for
consideration — that the opposition can make
reasonable and sensible amendments that could be
accepted by the government, should it choose to do so.
As the Leader of the House said, there are seven bills
on the government business program. It is interesting
that the Leader of the House has been doing some
research. She is quite obsessed with Labor’s time in
government, and she is spending a lot of time looking at
the good work we did. She mentioned that there were
often seven bills on the government business program
under the Labor governments. Can I say that it has not
been a feature of this government to have seven bills on
the business program. It is now a feature because, as we
know, the government business program continues to
be backed up to billyo. This is the legacy of problems
that were caused in the two weeks over the last couple
of months when the government did not have a
business program in place and the Parliament was
thrown into chaos and crisis. That is why we have
seven bills this week, as we have had previously —
because there is a significant backlog in the government
business program.
However, there is one bill that is of particular concern
to the opposition — a bill that has significant revenue
implications; a bill that would have addressed issues
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that have been raised in the community by the fire
services property levy that was introduced by this
government — and that is of course the State Taxation
Legislation Amendment Bill 2014, which is not on the
government business program this week. That is of
concern to the opposition because this is an important
bill.
Once again this bill has not appeared on the
government business program. We had the farcical
situation in the last sitting week where it was on the
program, then it was off the program, all at the behest
of the member for Frankston, who as the Leader of the
House has already told us calls the shots when it comes
to this government. We wonder whether he has ticked
off this government business program as well and that
is why the state taxation bill is not on the program once
again. I wonder how the Treasurer is explaining to his
colleagues and to other people the revenue hole this is
blowing in his budget. I guess we will find out more in
a month or so, when it comes to budget time.
Finally, I once again acknowledge the reform of the
second-reading speeches being incorporated. The
Leader of the House thanked us for our facilitation of
this process. We would like to thank her for taking on
our idea and recognising that it was a good idea. We
always welcome our good ideas being picked up. With
those few comments and with our concerns around the
state taxation bill not being part of the program, the
Labor opposition will not be supporting the government
business program.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — Why am I not
surprised at the lugubrious contribution of the member
for Bendigo East? I will make my contribution very
short, simple and concise. I rise in support of the
motion moved by the Leader of the House. This is a
more than manageable business program, with seven
bills. I say once again, paying credit where credit is due,
that my opposite number, the Opposition Whip, and I
have discussed how after this motion goes through the
smooth running of the house is assured. I think the
Opposition Whip, from the negotiations that we
conduct from time to time, would do a far better job
than the manager of opposition business of seeing a
thoroughly smooth program for the Assembly. With
that, I support the motion moved by the Leader of the
House. Let us get down to business.
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I rise to oppose the
government business program, and in so doing I want
to reinforce the basic message that for a smooth flow of
legislation the government needs to have a consistent
legislative regime and the bills introduced into this
place need to move within a reasonable period of
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expectation through the processes of scrutiny and
debate. They should neither be moved quickly nor be
delayed to a point where their continued tenure as bills
before this place is brought into question.
What we have effectively heard from the Leader of the
House is that it is not unreasonable to expect that bills
can be dealt with reasonably. But what is unreasonable
is that a bill has disappeared off the government
business program, and it deals with matters that are
very substantial — matters that go not only to
substantial amounts of revenue that the government
seeks to garner but also to issues of principle.
Mr Morris — On a point of order, Speaker, the
debate on the government business program is about
the government business program, not about the
hundreds or perhaps thousands of other matters that
could be on the government business program but are
not. I ask you to bring the member back to the matter
under discussion.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order at the moment. I believe the member for
Tarneit was coming back to the government business
program.
Mr PALLAS — I am, yes; thank you, Speaker. An
appreciation of the actions that the government seeks to
initiate in this program can only be viewed through the
milieu and the context of the omissions in this program.
They go very much to the attitudes and the disposition
that the opposition brings to this debate around the
appropriateness of the government’s business program.
What we see is a government program of some seven
items. I think the member for Bendigo East adequately
described it as ‘backed up to billyo’. If this was
plumbing, it would be in serious need of repair.
Essentially what it tells us is that this is a government
that has failed to effectively manage the smooth flow of
legislation through this place and that has failed to deal
with bills that are critical. As the member for Benambra
said, it is a ‘more than manageable business program’,
which is seen for its deficiencies, for what it lacks,
rather than for what it incorporates.
This place is capable of dealing with a government
business program, but not one that is both shambolic
and illustrative of the blind panic that seems to underpin
every daily action that this government takes before this
place. We continue to see a government that expects the
opposition to support and manage its business program,
when what this government fails to do is manage its
own business program and bring bills before this place
and move them through this place in a timely and
reasonable fashion. That failure goes very much to the
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heart of the frustration and dissatisfaction that the
opposition has had and continues to have with the
government’s failures in this respect. You cannot
simply look at the bills before this place and say that
they are sufficient to justify support or otherwise for a
government business program. You must look at the
overall management that this government has brought
to its legislative agenda in a broader and more fulsome
context.
Those failures are quite telling, perhaps no more telling
than the fact that we have had the Leader of House tell
us that the government intends at some point to bring
amendments to the Mental Health Bill 2014 into this
place after they have been considered by the upper
house, when the government had the opportunity to
make those amendments in this place through the
consideration-in-detail stage. What this government has
done is once again demonstrate its inflexibility and its
inability to address issues of substantial concern that go
to a capacity to engage the opposition around its
government business program and more importantly to
engage the Victorian people around the substantial
nature of the issues that it has put not only on the
business program but on the public agenda, and those
issues need to be adequately dealt with.
If the government wants a smooth flow of legislation, it
must be consistent in that which it introduces and
ultimately moves through this place. For bills to
disappear and for there to be processes to effectively
have this place subverted as an appropriate forum for
moving amendments in favour of the upper house, is
inappropriate. On that basis I oppose the government
business program.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise on behalf of The
Nationals to support the government business program.
It is a program that has a number of bills on it. They
include the Children, Youth and Families Amendment
(Security Measures) Bill 2013. Surely in this house
there can be no objection to the amendments proposed
in this bill and those that were flagged earlier. The
Corrections Amendment (Parole) Bill 2014 deals with
the Julian Knight affair, and the less said about that the
better at this stage. Another is the Gambling and Liquor
Legislation Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill
2014, and red tape is something I am sure we all want
to see unwound. Again I can see that there should be
little objection from the opposition to that bill.
There is also the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Discovery, Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2014.
This is a straightforward bill but again it is tightening
up on how serious sex offending matters are dealt with,
something I am sure this house would universally
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support. The program includes the Transport (Safety
Schemes Compliance and Enforcement) Bill 2014. This
is about harmonising and enacting some national
legislation, which is something I am sure everyone
would welcome.
The program also includes the Water Amendment
(Water Trading) Bill 2014, which is very close to the
hearts of The Nationals. Water is the lifeblood of the
north and the east and is extremely important to those
we represent. The bill allows for some more flexible
trading and the availability of future allocations, and
that is something that needs to be done. It needs to be
done reasonably soon, as the water trading season
traditionally begins on 1 July. If the government is
going to make any changes, the water industry and the
people I represent would very much like to know well
in advance about those and have them enshrined in law.
Having listened to speeches of the member for Bendigo
East and the member for Tarneit, I am confused. If the
aim, as they stated, is to seek the smooth flow and
capable management of bills in this house, then they are
certainly going about that the wrong way. Opposing the
government business program does exactly what they
say they do not want to do. There is a word for that, and
it is hypocrisy. This will be the last time I undertake this
task, as the member for Lowan is going to take over as
Nationals Whip in the house. With the Speaker’s
indulgence, I would like to thank the other whips and
the Leader of the House; I have had a lot of fun doing
this job over the last three and a bit years. No doubt
members will be well taken care of by the member for
Lowan.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — There have
been some developments in the approaches made by
the Leader of the House. I think we on this side of the
house were all delighted to see that she made the
proposition, ‘I will do whatever the Labor Party wishes’
in an effort to provide greater cooperation. That is
appreciated on this side of the house. I also note that the
incorporation of second-reading speeches is an
initiative that has been put on the table. I particularly
remember in a previous contribution saying to the
Leader of the House as the Minister for Innovation that
this would be a worthwhile innovation that would take
the business of the house into the modern era. That has
occurred.
The Labor Party has also gone to a couple of the key
concerns we have. One is with the Mental Health Bill
2014, which went through this house. There was an
opportunity at that time to have leadership on this issue
because the critical point that I and others were deeply
concerned about was how to provide the best scrutiny,
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accountability and, most importantly, compliance for
young people who are vulnerable. I say this in the
context of the way we have seen systemic failure in
different areas through the betrayal of trust and the way
we take care of children. This bill makes provision for
children who are 12 and younger to have electroshock
therapy. It was raised at that time that we should have
the best regime we can possibly have, and my view has
been that that should be through scrutiny within the
Parliament and then by the media. I think that is
important.
We have been told now that this legislation will be
looked at in the upper house and then it will come back
to this house for further scrutiny. I place on the record
that my argument was about what is in the best interests
of vulnerable children. We were hoping the last time
we had this debate that that would be taken up. It was
not. It was an opportunity missed, as I said during my
contributions. But let us see if we can redress that issue
when the bill comes back to this house before the end
of this week. I think that would be clearly in the public
interest and not a matter of politics; this issue is too
important for us to play politics with it. Let us get a
regime in place that is in the best interests of some of
our most vulnerable citizens. Even when you believe
there has been systemic change, too often we can all be
disappointed and we can all see the failures that have
occurred. I say that in reference to a number of different
areas of administration, both government and
non-government. These failures have only been too
plain and painful for us all to observe over the last
couple of years.
The other bill the opposition is taking exception to is
the State Taxation Legislation Amendment Bill 2014.
What is at the heart of the issue there is not just the
income and the revenue to be raised but also the
stability of government. The fact that the bill has been
on the notice paper and then has been withdrawn and is
not on it again this week goes to the issue of stability
and certainty. That has been something that the
opposition is concerned about, and again we raise our
deepest concerns because it goes to the whole
proposition of government business.
Mr Morris — On a point of order, Speaker, again
the opposition is taking the discussion to areas that have
absolutely no relevance to this debate. If we are going
to go down the track of talking about everything that is
not on the government business program, we could
potentially spend the entire week debating the program.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the member to come back to speaking on
the government business program.
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Mr McGUIRE — On the government business
program, as I was framing it, there are issues about not
just scrutiny, accountability and compliance — I have
dealt with those — but also about the stability of the
administration in Victoria. This is a fundamental
proposition that needs to be addressed. We have seven
bills on the business program. I do not think they are
onerous — we will take care of those — but it goes to
the greater understanding of the community about
stability. That is what people want from government,
and that is why I raise this point and why it is pertinent
to this debate. It goes to whether we can have certainty
about bills being passed by this house, and the answer
is: no. Why is that? The State Taxation Legislation
Amendment Bill 2014 is emblematic of that
proposition, and that is why I raise it in debate on this
motion. For those reasons the Labor Party will be
opposing the government business program.
House divided on motion:
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
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms

Howard, Mr
Kairouz, Ms
Kanis, Ms
Knight, Ms
Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Madden, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Ms
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Wynne, Mr
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which was first held in 2011 and was secured by this
government, will return to Bendigo in 2014 and 2015.
It is the only Australian event on the World Snooker
Tour.

Motion agreed to.

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy
The SPEAKER — Order! I have received the
following message from the Legislative Council:
The Legislative Council acquaint the Legislative Assembly
they have agreed to the following resolution:
That this house meets the Legislative Assembly for the
purpose of sitting and voting together to choose a person
to hold the seat in the Legislative Council rendered
vacant by the resignation of Mr Peter Hall and proposes
the time and place of such a meeting to be the
Legislative Assembly chamber on Wednesday, 26
March 2014, at 6.15 p.m.

with which they request the agreement of the
Legislative Assembly.
Ordered that message be taken into consideration
immediately.
Ms ASHER (Minister for Innovation) — I move:
That this house meets the Legislative Council for the purpose
of sitting and voting together to choose a person to hold the
seat in the Legislative Council rendered vacant by the
resignation of Peter Hall and, as proposed by the Legislative
Council, agrees that the place and time of this meeting be the
Legislative Assembly chamber on Wednesday, 26 March
2014, at 6.15 p.m.

Motion agreed to.
Ordered that message be sent to Council informing
them of resolution.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Major events
Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The coalition government is committed to
supporting the Victorian major events industry, which
injects $1.4 billion into Victoria’s economy and attracts
tourists from interstate and overseas. That helps support
our retail, hospitality and tourism industries. It also
provides employment for over 3300 people and
investment opportunities. I am delighted to advise that
two relatively new major events to the calendar, the
Australian Goldfields Open snooker tournament and
the Ironman Asia-Pacific Championship Melbourne,
have been renewed. The Australian Goldfields Open,

The Ironman Asia-Pacific Championship, which had its
inaugural race in 2012 — obviously another event
secured by the coalition government — has been
renewed for 2015 and 2016. These events provide an
economic boost to the local tourism industry and
provide significant international broadcast exposure for
Victoria — in the case of Bendigo in relation to the
snooker event and for Frankston and Melbourne
bayside in relation to the Ironman event. Victoria has
had success over many years in its major events
program. It is very important to renew the program, and
the coalition has been doing so.

Huntly pedestrian safety
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — Huntly is a
delightful and growing community to the north of
Bendigo. The very busy Midland Highway passes
through the town, and increasing traffic and the lack of
a safe pedestrian crossing are causing concern in the
local community.
Last Wednesday I was very pleased to join with
Kathryn Stanislawski, Huntly Primary School principal
Craig Burnett, City of Greater Bendigo councillors
Peter Cox and James Williams and other parents and
their children in Huntly to discuss their concerns about
the lack of a safe crossing across the highway. Kathryn
has initiated a petition that is being circulated widely in
the local community calling for the installation of a
pedestrian crossing somewhere across the Midland
Highway. I am pleased to support this petition and call
for a pedestrian crossing in Huntly. The Huntly Primary
School and Huntly Kindergarten are attracting more
students who need a safe crossing as more young
families move into the area. Older residents also feel
anxious when they are crossing the highway, which
carries many cars and trucks, particularly through to
northern Victoria. I would like to thank Kathryn for her
efforts in organising the community and for
highlighting the community concerns about not having
a safe crossing.
In addition to raising the issue in Parliament I
undertook to the group that I would write to the
Minister for Roads. I have also offered to accept the
petition on behalf of the community when the
collection of signatures is completed in the near future.
I look forward to having further discussions about this
important issue.
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Marong emergency services complex
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — It was an honour to open the new Marong
Country Fire Authority (CFA) fire station and State
Emergency Service (SES) building complex on
Sunday, 16 March. This project was a joint initiative
between the CFA and the Victorian SES. I was joined
by two members for Northern Victoria Region in the
Council — Amanda Millar and Damian Drum — and
local Liberal candidates Greg Bickley and Jack Lyons. I
take this opportunity to thank them for the hard work
they do in making representations on behalf of the SES
and the CFA. This complex will see Marong become a
new hub for emergency service management in
Bendigo’s booming west and will allow for more
effective collaboration and coordination between SES,
CFA and other emergency services during emergencies.
The Victorian coalition government has continued its
commitment to strengthen Victoria’s emergency
services in this particular area. To date 113 stations
have been completed, including three co-located SES
facilities.
I want to make one thing perfectly clear. Contrary to a
recent misleading letter to the editor in local Bendigo
media, this project in Marong to replace its ageing
45-year-old facility was developed and delivered by the
Victorian coalition government in its first term of
office. The member for Bendigo East had 11 years
under the previous Labor government to upgrade this
facility and, as usual, she failed to deliver.

Wally Curran
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I stand to pay tribute to
the great Wally Curran. Wally was the embodiment of
true commitment and passion for the rights of workers.
His years of service to the union movement are
testament to the dedicated manner with which he
pursued an ongoing battle for a better deal for workers.
He joined the former Meatworkers Union in 1954, and
served as its assistant secretary for 16 years before
taking on the role of secretary from 1973 until 1997.
Amongst the many achievements he delivered during
his service was the long and ultimately successful fight
to provide for superannuation for meatworkers. He
campaigned tirelessly for improved safety standards
which brought about the introduction of life-saving
equipment that is still used in the meat industry today
and which has saved the lives of numerous workers.
His legacy and achievements will continue to add value
to the union movement for many years to come. He
also actively campaigned for and delivered the Meat
Market Craft Centre at the site of the old and at the time
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disused Metropolitan Meat Market in North Melbourne
back in 1979.
Wally was a straight-talking mentor to many within the
labour movement, including me, and his loss will be
felt far and wide. To Wally’s partner, Kay, his
daughters, Lisa and Cyndy, and his grandchildren I
offer my sincere condolences. Vale Wally Curran — a
great unionist, a wonderful mentor, a true friend and a
true comrade.

Julie Aldous
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Congratulations to Julie
Aldous on winning the Rural Industries Research and
Development Corporation’s Victoria rural women’s
award for 2014. Julie teaches agriculture to
school-based apprentices at Mansfield Secondary
College. Julie’s enthusiasm is infectious. She has
gained the support of many local farmers who help
provide hands-on experiences to her students. I am sure
that Julie will use the $10 000 bursary to further her
leadership skills and to further promote agricultural
education in our schools. It was wonderful that Julie’s
three adult children were present to celebrate her
achievements. Well done Julie.

Benalla RSL film screening
Dr SYKES — I thank local World War II veterans
and current serving member Corporal Louis Van Der
Heyden from Mansfield, for their presence at the
showing of the film Railway Man at Benalla. It was
shown to Benalla secondary school students and to the
public. Our young people and people in the broader
community now have a much greater appreciation of
the price paid by our servicemen and women and their
families for the freedom that we enjoy today. Lest we
forget.

Upper Kiewa Valley Lions Club
Dr SYKES — I also congratulate members of the
Upper Kiewa Valley Lions Club on celebrating their
50th anniversary recently. The members of the club are
very much givers, as are members of the community in
the Upper Kiewa Valley and throughout regional
Victoria.

Falls Creek mountain bike trail
Dr SYKES — Whilst I was in that neck of the
woods I opened the mountain bike trail for Falls Creek
and managed to do a face plant coming down, much to
the amusement of the locals.
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Doreen and Mernda schools

Ringwood Private Hospital

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — This morning Doreen
and Mernda, which have the fastest growing postcode
in Victoria and Australia, finally got some good news. I
thank the Leader of the Opposition and the shadow
Minister for Education for one of the many visits they
have made to assist me in my advocacy for that local
community to have a fully functional secondary college
in that postcode.

Ms RYALL — The care and support provided to
my father, Don, and my mother, Marion, during my
father’s extensive radiotherapy as both an inpatient and
an outpatient at Ringwood Private Hospital were
second to none. The nursing team, as well as his
oncologist, Dr Lionel Lim, helped him at every stage of
his care. We thank Heather Dunning for her regular
visits, which filled his days with positive messages,
words of hope and a shoulder.

Labor’s $10 million pledge will fund the construction
of the next stage of Hazel Glen College — this follows
on from Labor’s funding of the land purchase in
2010 — which was put on hold by this minister upon
the change of government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GREEN — Had Labor been elected in 2010, we
would have a fully functional high school right now,
but as usual the minister is not listening — he is
interrupting. The minister needs to stop interrupting,
look at the brief on his desk and confirm the
governance structure for this school. Eight weeks out
from when the parents need to make a decision about
grade 6 there is no governance structure for what
should be a K–12 school and no principal has even
been appointed. Currently teenagers are running the
gauntlet of underfunded school buses, dangerous bus
stops — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Don Smith
Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — On Monday, 17 March,
my wonderful and loving father, Don Smith, passed
away. On behalf of my family I would like to extend
our appreciation to the incredible medical expertise of
Professor Hatem Salem, Associate Professor Paul
Coughlin and Dr John Lubel, who cared for my father
during his battle with myelofibrosis. Don often spoke of
how his doctors were so committed to keeping him
alive, and indeed they did.
While not a guarantee, the clinical trial gave us, his
family and friends, years extra to enjoy his wonderful
company and create many special times. We also thank
members of Monash University’s eastern clinical
research unit, including Lesley Poulton and Claire
Gollogly, for their love and support. When Don was
diagnosed with prostate cancer a further wonderful
team treated and supported him. Our appreciation goes
to Mr David Angus, Dr Daryl Lim Joon and Associate
Professor Mathis Grossmann.

Epworth Eastern Hospital
Ms RYALL — To the Epworth Eastern Hospital
oncology day unit team and to the nursing, catering and
cleaning staff of ward 4 south oncology: where would
we have been without you? You brightened every day
and provided comfort, reassurance and a warmth that
was so important.

Allan Whittaker commemoration
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — Allan Whittaker died
on Australia Day in 1929, having been shot by Victoria
Police; on 25 April 1915, 14 years earlier, he was shot
by a Turkish bullet at Anzac Cove. On both occasions
he was shot in defence of the ideals of the young
democratic nation he was a part of. His story is one of
the Anzac stories that are being promoted by the
government as we enter the Anzac centenary. Allan
Whittaker was among the first troops to land at
Gallipoli. After recovering from his injuries in Egypt,
Allan returned to Port Melbourne, where he worked
under the savage terms offered by the stevedore
employers on the waterfront. He and thousands of
others were locked out in 1928 when they refused to
accept the terms of the infamous ‘dog collar act’, which
cut wages and changed hiring conditions. Malnourished
after having been refused work for many months, Allan
was shot by police on 2 November 1928 and died of his
injuries on 26 January 1929.
Now the local community wants to erect a memorial
plaque alongside Princes Pier in Port Melbourne
commemorating Allan Whittaker and marking his
service. The Victorian government’s major projects
group has refused permission. This comes as a great
disappointment to many locals. I call upon the
government to recognise this site as an important part
of Port Melbourne’s connections to World War I, its
maritime industrial history and the story of the Great
Depression. This is a man who was wounded on
25 April 1915 and who died on 26 January 1929 — two
days of great significance to all Victorians. The
community wants to honour him with a simple
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commemorative plaque. As we approach the centenary
of the Anzac landing it is shameful that the government
refuses to allow the community to honour a man
wounded and killed in the service of his nation and
community.

Damien’s Favourite Event
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I commend one of the
residents of an electorate next door to mine, Wendy
Patella, who came to my office. Wendy has a son with
multiple disabilities, and she is working very hard to get
a vehicle that has full disability and wheelchair access
at the rear. When she originally came into my office it
was to talk about getting a hamper to use as an auction
item or a raffle prize in one of her fundraisers. When I
walked out to the car and witnessed what Wendy has to
go through every day to get her son Damien, who
currently weighs 30 kilograms, in and out of the
vehicle, I understood why she was trying to raise the
funds for a new vehicle. Rather than just putting her
hand out, she was out there working hard for that. I also
commend her daughter Laura — what an amazing
sister to Damien she is. She is there every day for
Damien when she can to ensure that he has a better life.
I thank Craig Ondarchie, a member for Northern
Metropolitan Region in the other place, who came out
to do the auctions, and deputy mayor Amanda
Stapleton for her support on the evening. I thank all the
carers of those with disability who were there on the
night for their support for Damien and Wendy getting
this car. I thank Qantas for supplying the main auction
item. More importantly, I thank Travis Bell, who is
known as ‘The Bucket List Guy’. He spoke to us about
how we could get the most out of our lives and how
people with disability can only improve our lives. I
commend everyone who was there on the evening.

Get Wyndham Moving
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I rise to speak about the
Get Wyndham Moving campaign, which aims to tackle
congestion issues across road, rail and bus transport in
Wyndham and highlight the need for adequate
investment in transport infrastructure. As I have
mentioned many times in this chamber, Wyndham is
the fastest growing municipality in Australia, with a
growth rate of around 8 per cent every year, and last
year it had about 13 000 new residents. This growth has
put a huge strain on the community’s transport system.
Across Tarneit, Werribee and Hoppers Crossing traffic
volumes increased on average by a massive 17 per cent
in 2013. Recently released Public Transport Victoria
statistics show Werribee trains are right up there as the
most overcrowded trains in the metropolitan train
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network across peak times. Bus routes in Wyndham
extend more than twice as far as most of the direct
routes, making them the most inefficient in Melbourne.
While this campaign originated within the council, the
local community has been the real driver behind it. As
part of the campaign, the council has recruited transport
champions — local residents who each use different
types of transport and come from a range of
backgrounds. These champions have highlighted the
need for the metropolitan rail link, which would allow
for a threefold increase in the number of trains to and
from Wyndham in peak hour, grade separations and a
duplication of arterial roads at capacity, as well as an
increase in train services. The local community
deserves better, and through this campaign it has shown
it is not afraid to advocate for better either.

Horsham College
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — Last Wednesday I
was very proud to announce funding of $10 million
from the state budget to rebuild Horsham College. This
announcement was met with great delight by students,
staff and community members, who received nothing
from Labor during its 11 years in government. I
congratulate the school council president, Rowan
Smith, the acting principal Graeme Holmes, the school
and the Horsham community, all of whom have
advocated for this college upgrade. This was a great
day in the history of the college, and it continues the
good work of the Minister for Education and the
coalition government, who have also funded, built and
opened a new special school in Horsham.

Dunkeld Community Centre
Mr DELAHUNTY — Last Friday I was privileged
to turn the first sod for the $1.6 million Dunkeld
Community Centre, which will provide the district with
a modern facility capable of hosting community events
and RSL meetings as well as accommodating locals in
times of emergency. The coalition government has
provided $500 000 towards the project through its
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund.

Dartmoor Football Netball Club
Mr DELAHUNTY — Last Friday I had the
opportunity to attend the launch of the new look
Dartmoor Giants, along with the Greater Western
Sydney Giants Football Club board member Kevin
Sheedy, members of the Dartmoor Football Netball
Club and community members. The change of the
club’s colours and identity from those of the Sydney
Swans to those of the Giants signals a new era for this
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tight-knit, passionate sporting club and a community
that loves its sport. This was a great way to honour the
achievements of home-grown rising star, last year’s
AFL All-Australian full-forward, Jeremy Cameron.

Halls Gap Zoo
Mr DELAHUNTY — Last Sunday I opened
facilities at Halls Gap Zoo, which was granted
$100 000 in funding for the installation of a biosecurity
fence and upgrade of the giraffe complex. It is a great
complex that everyone should visit.

School bullying
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — As last Friday,
21 March, was National Day of Action against Bullying
and Violence, I congratulate all the school communities
that have been working hard to build safer and more
inclusive schools. The day of action provided an
opportunity to consider the action the state government
is taking to address bullying in schools. Unfortunately it
is all too clear that the Napthine government has simply
walked away from bullying programs in Victorian
schools in 2014, with no funding having been allocated.
This year the government has ceased funding the
cybersafety eSmart program that had been initiated in
Victorian schools by the Labor government.
The eSmart program was delivered by the Alannah and
Madeline Foundation, with funding from the
government, to help schools combat cyberbullying and
to promote online safety for students. The funding for
schools to participate in this program ended in 2013,
and the Napthine government seems to be hoping
no-one will notice that there is no further funding this
year. Even a small grants program to assist school
communities to reduce bullying has now wound up,
with no new funding this year. The last round of Bully
Stoppers grants of up to $10 000 per school closed in
the middle of last year, and no new funding appears to
have been allocated to continue support for schools.
When the lack of specific funding this year is combined
with the Napthine government’s massive cuts to
education, schools will find it very difficult to build
safer, more inclusive schools where the incidence of
bullying is reduced, and 2014 will go down as the year
that the Premier gave up the fight against bullying in
our schools. While the government has talked tough on
stamping out bullying in schools, this year it has run up
the white flag of surrender.
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Parkdale Tennis Club
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — The Parkdale
Tennis Club is a very active club under the leadership
of Colin Crawford and the team. Recently I was invited
to one of the club’s social nights to meet the members.
It is a terrific club; the members really make every
effort to branch out into the community and get more
people involved in tennis. They are clearly succeeding.
They often get 30 to 50 people along to their social
nights. I say very well done to the club.

Chelsea Heights Primary School
Ms WREFORD — Yesterday I had the privilege of
presenting the 2014 Chelsea Heights Primary School
leaders with their badges. Jack, Ruby, Zoe, Louis,
Calvin, Bethany, Teaghan, Mitchell, Kamaree, Thomas,
Kiara, Chloe, Charlotte and Viktor will certainly be
good leaders, alongside the principal, Jane Satchwell,
and her team at the school. I also visited them last week
for Ride to School Day, when they had more bikes than
the bike shed could handle. Good luck to the new
leaders in 2014. I am sure they will do well.

Chelsea Bowling Club
Ms WREFORD — On Sunday I attended the
Chelsea Bowling Club open day. It was an incredibly
successful day and was extremely well attended. It is a
terrific club which really looks after its members in a
great environment. It holds a good range of events each
week, and will launch its Friday night barefoot bowls
this week at 6.30 p.m. I am sure it will do very well.
Congratulations to the club.

Boral Western Landfill
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise today to speak
against the planned expansion of Boral’s Western
Landfill, which is currently being considered by Melton
City Council. The community response against this
expansion has been enormous. The City of Melton has
already received nearly 2000 letters of objection — the
largest response it has ever had to a planning permit
application in the area. Over 3000 people have signed a
petition opposing the expansion, and it is pretty clear
that the community does not want to see this tip
expansion go ahead.
It is also clear that the community has a pretty good
reason for this, and that is that Boral is seeking to
expand the size of the landfill site by the equivalent of
over 100 MCGs. The current site is already plagued by
existing concerns over constant odour pollution.
Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA) has
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received 48 odour reports in and around the Caroline
Springs area since July last year, and it does not look
like a solution to the current problem has been found.
The expanded site is proposed to have a 500-metre
buffer located around the perimeter of the existing and
proposed landfill sites. The EPA’s best practice would
normally require a 1000-metre buffer. The site is
situated in Ravenhall, in the middle of Melbourne’s
western growth corridor, among rapidly growing
suburbs such as Caroline Springs, Deer Park, Derrimut
and Rockbank. I take the opportunity to thank the
member for Kororoit and a member for Western
Metropolitan Region in the other place, Cesar Melhem,
MLC, for all the work on this issue they have done to
date.

City of Monash Neighbourhood Watch
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I recently met
with Neighbourhood Watch City of Monash group
MON 059 to discuss public safety in the Waverley area
and other matters of interest. The evening provided me
with the opportunity to listen to the concerns of local
residents whilst also providing information on the many
programs that are being delivered to improve public
safety. I thank the area manager, Neil Williams, the
committee and members of Neighbourhood Watch for
that opportunity.

Waverley RSL
Mr GIDLEY — I was pleased to have the then
Minister for Veterans’ Affairs and member for Lowan
recently visit Waverley to meet with the Waverley RSL
to discuss matters of importance to returned servicemen
and women throughout the state. Over morning tea in
my electorate office, the minister outlined programs
available from the Victorian government to support
communities in their efforts to recognise the sacrifices
of our servicemen and women. Thereafter we visited
the Waverley RSL to meet with local residents utilising
RSL facilities to gain a firsthand look at those facilities.
I take this opportunity to thank the secretary of the
Waverley RSL sub-branch, Dennis Everitt, and an
executive member, George Cooney, for taking the time
to meet with me and the minister during his visit. I
commend the Waverley RSL on its continued efforts in
the community.

Deakin University
Mr GIDLEY — I appreciated the opportunity to
visit Deakin University during its orientation week to
meet with students and hear their views and ideas about
further improving government in our state. During the
visit I also met with members of the Deakin University
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Liberal Club and talked with students committed to
liberal ideals. I recognise and thank the club president,
Angela Sterjova, her fellow Deakin University Student
Association representative, committee member
Jean-Luc Corelli and other club members for their
continued efforts

Multiculturalism
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — Last
week was Cultural Diversity Week, an event that
started when I was Minister Assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs. I congratulate the government on
the many events during the week and on having a
bipartisan approach to the event. It was a pleasure to see
the article in the Herald Sun today of the member for
Bulleen, the former Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship. I commend him on the work he has
done as a minister. I totally agree with what is said in
that article and its sentiment, encouraging the federal
government to take a stronger view on multiculturalism
and to implement a multicultural act, as has happened
in this state and in Canada.

Racial discrimination legislation
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — Last
week was Harmony Day, which is the International
Day for the Elimination of Racism and Discrimination.
It therefore astounds me that today, for the first time in
Australia, a federal Attorney-General has proposed to
wind back racial discrimination laws. This is the first
time anywhere in the Western world that racial
discrimination laws have been wound back. Ethnic
communities right across the board, and religious
communities, rightly, including within the conservative
parties, have been telling the federal government this is
a totally inappropriate way to go. It is highly
inconsistent with what we have all been celebrating and
were encouraged to do last week. We have a racial and
religious tolerance law here in Victoria, and if these
proposed changes are passed they will be inconsistent
with our law. Victoria is the diversity capital of
Australia. The Australian government should be doing
more, not winding back accepted racial discrimination
laws.

Mildura South Kindergarten
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — It was my pleasure to open
the extensions to the Mildura South Kindergarten,
which has doubled the size of this vital service to a
growing community in my electorate. This is the
continuation of the government’s commitment to
providing access to preschool education for all. It brings
to over $1 million the investment the government has
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made to preschools run by the Mildura Rural City
Council.

Healthy Together Mildura
Mr CRISP — Together with the Parliamentary
Secretary for Health I received a briefing on the rollout
of Healthy Together Mildura, a coalition
government-funded program for preventive health. The
parliamentary secretary’s visit was to celebrate the
29th business to sign up to the program.
Congratulations to the Mallee Catchment Management
Authority on its commitment. The Mildura Rural City
Council, through its community development
department, is implementing the program. This is
important work in primary health to secure a healthier
future for Mildura’s residents.

O’Connors Farm Machinery
Mr CRISP — Recently I attended the official
opening of O’Connors Farm Machinery new premises
in Birchip recently. Congratulations to O’Connors,
which is a leading dealership, for having the confidence
in the Mallee to invest in the state-of-the-art parts and
administrative centre. The attendance on the night
could well lay claim to the biggest celebration in the
Mallee for a long time. I say well done to O’Connors.

Clontarf Foundation football carnival
Mr CRISP — Robinvale hosted the annual Clontarf
Academy football carnival. Clontarf academies from
Warrnambool, East Gippsland, Swan Hill, Robinvale
and Mildura competed in a round-robin football
competition. The players were well supported by
parents and friends. Well done to the
Warrnambool-Swan Hill team, which won the
competition. However, the Aboriginal men are the real
winners.

Beulah Lake Committee
Mr CRISP — Congratulations to the Beulah Lake
Committee. Boy, do they know how to throw a party!

Victoria Police bands
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I place on record
this Parliament’s deep appreciation for the members of
the recently disbanded Victoria Police bands. I
understand that many members have now been
redeployed or have since left the force. Sadly, it has
been reported to me that Victoria Police refused all
requests for a final performance and that the handling
of the process to resolve the individual futures of each
band member lacked the necessary dignity and respect.
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It is important that this Parliament publicly
acknowledge the outstanding contribution the bands
have made to the community since 1891 and to thank
the final members for their service. Given that they
delivered more than 650 performances each year, there
would be very few Victorians who would not have
experienced firsthand the wonderful energy and
excitement that these bands generated across the state.
In addition, the bands connected with hundreds of
thousands of Victorians through their work, building
positive relationships and assisting many communities
to fundraise and recover from natural disasters. I, for
one, have enjoyed countless memorable performances
by each of the bands at Victoria Police Blue Ribbon
Foundation events.
While I believe the decision to shut down the bands is
regrettable, I recognise that the Chief Commissioner of
Police, rather than politicians, should appropriately
determine how to use the resources available to police,
although I am very pleased to see that a civilianised
pipe band will be retained. Once again we thank each
and every one of the former members of the Victoria
Police bands. We thank the communities that have
supported them in their work. We thank their families,
friends and supporters.

Labor government
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — As we approach the
business end of the political season and as the people of
Victoria decide who they will trust to govern for the
next four years, I invite them to consider the track
record of the alternative. In the three elections that gave
them government, Labor members made many
promises. Sadly, they failed repeatedly to keep them. In
1999 they promised to reduce the number of planning
appeals, yet the numbers went through the roof. They
promised to work in true partnership with local
government, to give local government real influence
over metropolitan planning policy. Did they keep that
promise? No. They introduced Melbourne 2030, and
made every residential street a potential growth area.
They amended the planning act so that every significant
application, in every principal activity centre in
27 locations in the metropolitan area, plus the city of
Greater Geelong, had to be determined by a committee
hand-picked by the Minister for Planning.
Labor government members made every bus route
across the metropolitan area a candidate for high-rise,
high-density development. Far from working in
partnership, they stripped councils of their
decision-making powers. In 2002 Labor members
promised to end Melbourne’s urban sprawl. Did they
keep this promise? No. In 2003 they expanded the
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boundaries by 40 000 hectares, in 2005 by
7000 hectares and in 2010 by 43 600 hectares —
90 000 hectares in eight years, after promising there
would be no more. When it comes to planning, Labor
simply cannot be trusted.
Honourable members interjecting.

Supreme Sikh Council of Australia
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — My colleague
sitting next to me interjects and is absolutely right. I
inform the house of a special event held in Epping on
14 March to mark the Sikh New Year 546. The
Supreme Sikh Council of Australia is a team of highly
motivated and dedicated community members who
work very hard in their local community to promote
Sikhism. Harkirat Singh and Gurninder Singh have
been inspirational leaders in the broader community,
and they have brought the benefits of the philosophy of
Sikhism to the broader community in very tangible
ways. They and the council are renowned for their
blood donation drives, for example, which started
several years ago in response to the Black Saturday
bushfires. Other guests in attendance were Rob
Mitchell, the federal member for McEwen; the member
for Yan Yean; the member for Yuroke; Cr Kris Pavlidis
and Cr Mary Lalios; and Chin Tan. I congratulate
Harkirat and his team at the Supreme Sikh Council of
Australia, and wish them a very happy new year.

CORRECTIONS AMENDMENT (PAROLE)
BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 March; motion of
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services).
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Corrections Amendment (Parole) Bill
2014. In doing so, allow me to indicate on behalf of the
opposition that the Labor Party supports Julian Knight
staying in prison for the term of his natural life. We
believe that the vast majority of Victorians also support
this. Julian Knight is an individual who took seven lives
and destroyed many more lives than that. He is an
individual who has shown no sign of remorse for his
actions and who has continued to seek to contact the
families of victims. We in government acted to stop
him from continuing to send letters and correspond
with one of his victims. We indicated that he ought to
be serving multiple life sentences. The offences that he
is responsible for were heinous. They destroyed and
affected many more lives than those of the seven direct
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victims who were killed during his rampage in Hoddle
Street all those years ago.
We on this side of the house imagine that even without
this bill it would be highly unlikely that Julian Knight
would be granted parole, now or at any stage. However,
for the 27 years that he has been incarcerated he has
caused numerous difficulties for the corrections system,
and given that he is eligible for parole in 2014 it is
timely that this Parliament act to ensure that parole is
not available to him.
The legislation itself goes to the question of the
circumstances in which Mr Knight could in the future
be granted parole. Under new section 74AA the Adult
Parole Board of Victoria can only make an order for
parole for Mr Knight if he is in imminent danger of
dying or is seriously incapacitated and as a result no
longer has the physical ability to do harm to any person
and if he has demonstrated that he does not pose a risk
to the community. The board must be further satisfied
that because of those circumstances the making of the
order is justified. The bill does not say that there are no
circumstances in which Julian Knight can ever be
granted parole in the future, but it says that those
circumstances are exceptionally limited. Effectively he
can only be released when he could no longer pose any
physical threat to the community.
There has been commentary from sections of the
media, from organisations such as the Australian
Lawyers Alliance and from prisoner advocates and
others that has expressed a degree of community unease
and disquiet about this legislation. I do not believe that
any of the individuals or organisations expressing this
unease or disquiet do so because they want to see Julian
Knight released. In fact I am quite sure that many of the
individuals and organisations which have been critical
or have at least expressed concern about this bill would
be quite happy to see Julian Knight remain behind bars
for the rest of his life. Those organisations, to give them
their due and their credit, are approaching this far more
as a matter of principle.
The principle that has been causing a degree of concern
for those organisations is one about the separation of
powers: the separation between the judiciary, the
Parliament and the executive. This is a rational and
reasonable concern for those organisations to raise, and
it is one that we as members of Parliament must be
mindful of and alive to. To put it crudely, there are two
types of legal systems and societies: one in which the
government of the day decides who stays in jail and for
how long, and one in which an independent judiciary
makes those decisions. All of us know which society
we would rather live in: one in which the independent
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judiciary makes decisions about who goes to prison and
for how long, rather than those decisions being left to
the government of the day or indeed being the subject
of political debate and pressure.
This is a rational and understandable concern for those
organisations to have raised. In response to this concern
the Attorney-General has said that it is and has been the
case that the granting of parole is an executive rather
than a judicial function. Without question there appear
to be precedents from the High Court that would tend to
support that assertion, such as the case of
Crump v. New South Wales and Another. It is likely
that this assertion will be tested, and it may well be
tested by Mr Knight in response to this legislation. We
understand from the briefing we received from the
government that it is confident this legislation will
withstand a High Court challenge, if such a challenge is
presented. We are hopeful the advice that has been
given to the opposition and the government by the
Department of Justice and whoever else has been
engaged to provide that advice is correct, and we hope
this legislation stands up in the way it has been
suggested to us that it will.
Having said that, even if one accepts that the granting
of parole and the circumstances that surround the
granting of parole are an executive function, it still
behoves us as members of Parliament to exercise this
kind of power exceedingly sparingly and with great
reluctance. I do not think any of us — any of us who
may one day be Attorney-General or Minister for
Corrections or who may sit on the government benches
in whatever capacity that might be — wants to be in a
situation where members of Parliament or government
ministers are called upon by whomever to change, vary
or extend in some kind of willy-nilly way prison
sentences handed down by the judiciary. At the point
we start to do that, our society and the legal system will
become entirely different. Even if we accept that the
granting of parole and the circumstances surrounding it
are an executive function, to legislate in the way we are
proposing to do today is something that ought to be
done only in the most extreme cases and exceedingly
rarely.
The opposition is satisfied that the case of Julian Knight
is one of those extreme cases and warrants the
intervention of the Parliament in this manner. I say that
because we should not delude ourselves and imagine
that this is the last time there will be a clamour from
somewhere for a person who becomes eligible for
parole to have that eligibility legislated away. There are
lots of really bad people in prison at the moment, some
of whom have lengthy non-parole periods —
sometimes 30 years or 35 years. I do not intend to put
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their names on the record in this debate, but it would
take only a brief Google search for members to
discover to whom I might be referring. There are some
people in jail in the state of Victoria who have
committed heinous crimes and are not serving
sentences of life with no parole — they are serving
sentences of life with a minimum of 30 or 35 years —
and no doubt when those individuals become eligible
for parole there will be an expectation of the
government of the day, whoever that might be, that it
legislate to remove the possibility of that person being
granted parole.
It is incumbent on us to ensure that there is a parole
system in place under which the government and
opposition, and the community more generally, can
have sufficient confidence in and respect for the parole
board that they are able to imagine and accept that the
parole board will make correct, justifiable and
appropriate decisions in the interests of community
safety, without the government having to legislate on
each and every occasion to take that decision away
from the board. I make the point that when the recent
changes to the parole system were made by this
government — changes that put community safety first,
as the government described it — it was said by
ministers and the Premier at the time that those changes
would ensure that individuals of this nature would not
be released by the parole board. In those circumstances
the only curiosity about this bill is: if the government
accepts its own rhetoric about the changes it recently
made to the Adult Parole Board of Victoria system,
why does the government not believe those changes
will lead to the outcome it seeks with the
implementation of this bill — that is, the refusal to
release Julian Knight?
It is important that in future we have in place a system
in which all parties and all members of the community
have confidence that the parole board will make a
decision that is in the interests of the community when
it comes to assessing parole for some of these
exceedingly dangerous individuals who remain behind
bars with non-parole periods that will expire sometime
in the future. I re-emphasise that while we believe the
Parliament legislating in this way is something it ought
to do in only the most rare and extreme cases and while
we believe it is not ultimately desirable to have a
situation where in any kind of consistent way the
Parliament is being called upon to vary, extend or
change sentences that have been handed down by a
court — while we believe it ought to be in only the
rarest of cases that we do so — we believe Julian
Knight is one of those exceedingly rare cases. We
believe his crimes and his behaviour since he has been
incarcerated are such that they allow us to arrive at the
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view that community peace of mind and the community
protection we all seek are best assured by the house
passing this bill. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — Every Victorian is
painfully aware of the horrific mass murder committed
by Julian Knight. Victorians still recall that night in
Hoddle Street and remember the lives that were lost and
the grief and suffering of those who were left behind.
We recognise that the trauma experienced by the
injured and everyone else at the scene, including
members of Victoria Police, can only be described as
horrific. Knight committed one of the worst crimes in
Victoria’s history. He was sentenced to life
imprisonment with a non-parole period of 27 years.
Importantly this legislation changes the preconditions
for Julian Knight’s eligibility for parole — it does not
change the sentence — and it has the effect of
preventing him from being released on parole unless
the Adult Parole Board of Victoria is satisfied that he is
in imminent danger of death or is seriously
incapacitated such that he is physically unable to
commit further crimes.
The bill builds on the significant changes to the parole
system this government has introduced: legislation
providing for the automatic cancellation of parole for
serious sex offenders and violent offenders who
commit such crimes while on parole; legislation
making breach of parole an offence; legislation
enshrining the principles that parole is a privilege not a
right and that community safety must be the paramount
consideration of the parole board in determining
whether to grant parole; and legislation for
administrative changes, implementing the
recommendations of the review of the adult parole
system by former High Court judge Mr Ian Callinan,
AC. This legislation builds on those reforms by
providing that Julian Knight will never be released,
except in very restricted circumstances. The coalition
government is fulfilling its commitment to the people
of Victoria in relation to this bill. Victims’ families,
emergency services personnel and the Victorian people
deserve that certainty.
Justice Hampel sentenced Knight to seven life terms for
murder and also 10 years for each of 46 counts of
attempted murder, all to be served concurrently. A
non-parole period of 27 years was set, which means
Knight’s earliest eligibility date for parole is 8 May this
year. This bill implements a key commitment of the
Victorian coalition government in relation to
community safety — to make certain to protect the
community from Julian Knight by keeping him in jail
until he poses no further threat to the community. This
legislation delivers on that promise and removes any
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risk that Julian Knight will be free to harm again. Of
current Victorian prisoners, Julian Knight is in a class
of his own. I adopt the words of the shadow
Attorney-General in his description of Julian Knight
and do not propose to take that matter any further. The
bill changes the preconditions of Julian Knight’s
eligibility for parole, as I have said.
It has the effect of preventing Julian Knight from being
released on parole unless the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria is satisfied that he is in imminent danger of
death or seriously incapacitated with the result that he
lacks the capacity to harm another and that he has
demonstrated that he does not pose a risk to the
community. In such circumstances the making of the
order is justified. The government has made sweeping
reforms of the adult parole board, and indeed the parole
system here in Victoria, making it the toughest in
Australia. This legislation builds on those reforms. The
bill changes the preconditions for Mr Knight’s
eligibility for parole. Most importantly — and I
emphasise this — it does not change his original
sentence. Essentially the same preconditions are
contained in New South Wales legislation that was
recently upheld by the High Court in the decision of
Crump v. New South Wales. The government is
confident that this legislation is valid.
The minister has tabled a comprehensive statement of
compatibility. I do not propose to go into detail except
on one issue. In relation to the question of whether or
not to extend Victoria’s existing laws for the continued
detention of serious sex offenders, I remind the house
that the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act 2009 provides for a post-sentence
regime that applies at the end of a sentence. The
problem is that Julian Knight is serving a life sentence.
He remains under sentence for life. Prisoners serving
life sentences are not eligible for parole under the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Act, as they are always under sentence. The main
purpose of the act is to enhance the protection of the
community by requiring that offenders who have
served custodial sentences for certain sexual offences
and who present an unacceptable risk of harm to the
community be subject to ongoing detention and
supervision. As I said, this does not apply in the case of
Julian Knight because he has a life sentence and, of
course, that life sentence continues for his entire life, no
matter what happens to him with parole or otherwise.
Accordingly, for all the reasons that I have adumbrated,
and adopting the eloquence of the contribution by the
shadow Attorney-General in expressing his concerns
about Julian Knight and his possible reoffending, I
commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr FOLEY (Albert
Park).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

GAMBLING AND LIQUOR LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (REDUCTION OF RED
TAPE) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 12 March; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer).
Ms KANIS (Melbourne) — I rise to speak on the
Gambling and Liquor Legislation Amendment
(Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014. I would like to put
on the record from the outset that the opposition will
not be opposing this bill. The bill is probably more
remarkable for what it does not do rather than for what
it does. I do not think it is a surprise to anyone in this
house that gambling and alcohol consumption have the
capacity to cause great harm in our community. The
amendments in this bill do nothing to address the
concerns that Victorians have about problem gambling
and the problematic consumption of liquor in our
community.
As I will mention later in my contribution, this bill
targets venues where liquor is only a small part of the
business. The real trouble spots are not addressed at all.
Similarly, the gambling amendments only address the
playing of two-up at RSLs on Anzac Day and do not
deal with any of the very real gambling problems that
are evident in many RSL clubs across the state on a
daily basis. When faced with serious problems such as
the social harm caused by drinking and gambling, this
government chooses to dance around the edges rather
than tackle these issues in a serious way. It is almost as
if the government is trying to distract our attention from
those issues. I note that while the opposition will not
oppose this bill, we will not be distracted from the need
to address the harm caused by these lawful activities in
our community.
This bill proposes to reduce unnecessary and
burdensome red-tape requirements that apply to
Victorian businesses, clubs and other licensed premises.
The changes are uncontroversial. In relation to
gambling, the amendments in this bill relate to the
playing of two-up on Anzac Day at RSLs. Currently the
law provides that an RSL must seek ministerial
approval to conduct a two-up game on Anzac Day. In
the briefings on this bill we were unable to find any
circumstances where that approval was refused. Given
the very limited time and places in which this gambling
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takes place, given the strong cultural attachment to and
symbolic significance of the practice, and given the
very limited possibility for problematic gambling to
occur at a two-up game on Anzac Day, we do not
oppose this proposal. The amendments in the bill will
allow RSLs to concentrate on some of the more
important activities they undertake on Anzac Day. My
local RSL club, the Flemington Kensington RSL, is —
like many RSL clubs, I expect — run by a dedicated
group of volunteers. I know they are very busy around
Anzac Day and they will welcome the chance to take
this task, which seems to serve no real purpose, off their
list.
In relation to liquor consumption, this bill removes
some notice and licensing requirements. Currently
certain businesses are not required to hold a liquor
licence, but they need to notify the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation
(VCGLR) if they intend to supply liquor. These
businesses are bed-and-breakfast operators, florists and
giftmakers, butchers and hairdressers. The requirement
for these businesses to notify the VCGLR is removed in
this bill. The rationale is that there is a very low risk of
harm from the supply of liquor by these businesses.
Many businesses, such as florists, giftmakers and
butchers, supply liquor in gift baskets and gift hampers;
others, such as hairdressers, supply a drink with their
service — I think it is colloquially known as a ‘clip and
sip’; and bed and breakfasts often supply a bottle of
wine to guests on arrival. We do not oppose this change
in the notification requirement; however, we call on the
government to ensure that all businesses are aware of
their responsibilities in regard to the supply of liquor,
regardless of whether they need a licence or whether
they need to notify the VCGLR.
The bill also stipulates some businesses and services
that will no longer be required to hold a liquor licence.
These businesses are hospitals, residential care services
and retirement villages, which will only be able to
supply limited amounts of alcohol and must ensure that
alcohol is not supplied to minors. I am sure that many
people do or would like to enjoy a drink with a loved
one in one of these facilities, and we would agree that
the supply of alcohol in these businesses is very limited
and low risk and that the removal of a licence
requirement is warranted. We support these changes as
they support businesses and will allow alcohol to be
consumed in a way that is ancillary to their other
activities. They are also places where there is little or no
harm associated with the consumption of alcohol.
The bill clarifies that a cruise ship in Victorian waters
does not need a Victorian liquor licence in order to
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serve alcohol on board. It is our understanding from the
briefing that while there was never an explicit
requirement for cruise ships to have a liquor licence,
there was some uncertainty in the law, and I think it is
sensible to clarify that position. It is also a sensible
clarification given that the consumption of alcohol
occurs wholly on board the ship. However, I note that
cruise ships are not like the other categories of
businesses that do not need a liquor licence. Unlike
having a drink at the hairdresser or buying a gift basket
with a bottle of wine in it, there is the possibility — and
we know that it occurs — of alcohol being consumed at
dangerous levels on cruise ships, and there are some
horrific examples in the media and in our courts of the
impact of that alcohol consumption. I ask the
government what it will do to reduce the dangerous
consumption of alcohol on cruise ships and what
measures it will take to support and protect Victorians
on cruise ships from alcohol-related harm.
The current law is very clunky in the way that it deals
with under-age events at licensed venues. This bill
allows under-18 live music events to be held at licensed
venues without the need for VCGLR approval,
provided that no alcohol is served to any person at the
event. The current requirement is that a licensed venue
has to provide 45 days notice in order to have an
alcohol-free under-18 event, and that is not nimble
enough to allow a full range of under-age events to be
held. The impact of this has been particularly felt in
country and regional areas where venues are limited. I
welcome this change as it allows under-18s to enjoy
live music without the consumption of alcohol. I am
sure we all know of under-18s who have entered
venues where they probably should not have gone to
hear live music, and I welcome the opportunity to allow
under-18s to listen to and to see live music without the
need to break the law. But I call on the government to
provide sufficient funds to enable such venues to be
visited by an inspector, because I think it is very
important, if these are going to be alcohol-free events,
that they are indeed alcohol free and that that is
followed up to ensure that no alcohol is being served.
The bill also makes a minor change to the provisions
for holders of restricted club licences, which are
typically held by volunteer-run organisations such as
small sporting clubs. This bill changes the way those
restricted club licence-holders are permitted to purchase
alcohol for resale. I was not aware that currently those
licence-holders can only purchase supplies from retail
outlets. This bill removes that restriction so restricted
licence-holders can now purchase supplies from
elsewhere, including from wholesalers. This is an
uncontroversial change. It has no impact on the
consumption of alcohol at restricted-licence venues and
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I think giving those licence-holders more flexibility in
where they purchase their alcohol is warranted. I know
that sometimes restricted licence-holders want to
purchase from wholesalers because it is much easier to
get delivery from a wholesaler than from a retail outlet.
These licence-holders are generally volunteers, so that
time saving can be important.
There is not a lot in this bill that is controversial, so my
comments are limited. The final change in the bill is to
allow holders of general full club and late-night
licences to supply liquor for consumption on the
premises until 1.00 a.m. on 1 January each year. In
essence, it allows these sorts of venues to trade through
New Year’s Eve into 1 January. Given the very limited
circumstances of this change in trading hours, we do
not oppose it.
I will close by saying that these amendments are not
controversial or offensive and we do not oppose them,
but we call on the government to ensure that the
reduction in and relaxation of certain licence
requirements are met with a correlating increase in
education around the consumption of alcohol. We
would like to see education around the responsibilities
of businesses that serve alcohol, regardless of whether a
licence is needed. We also call on the government to
address some of the more devastating consequences
that alcohol and gambling have in our community.
Some members were able to see a live performance in
Parliament in the last sitting week put on by a number
of recovered gambling addicts. It was a very moving,
very personal and very touching performance. I think
no-one came away from it without a greater
understanding of the harm that can be caused in our
community by gambling.
Similarly, when you hear of some of the domestic and
public violence that occurs as a result of alcohol
consumption, it is clear there is a real need to make sure
that those people who cannot drink in a sensible manner
or who spoil the drinking experience for everyone else
are brought into line. It is important that we accept and
understand that the consumption of alcohol is a lawful
and enjoyable activity and an activity that we celebrate.
It is an activity that we do in a whole lot of
circumstances but we need to make sure that we respect
and address the harm that is caused by this activity.
In closing, we do not oppose this bill. We wish it a
speedy passage through the house. I am not sure if this
bill is going to enable RSLs to not have to apply for
their two-up permits this year, but I hope that in the
future RSLs are able to concentrate on some of the
more serious aspects of their Anzac Day activities.
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Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I am delighted
to rise and make a contribution on the Gambling and
Liquor Legislation Amendment (Reduction of Red
Tape) Bill 2014. I was pleased with the contribution by
the member for Melbourne, and I am also delighted that
the opposition is not opposing the bill. This is another
practical piece of legislation the government is
introducing. Reducing red tape is something we
highlighted that we wanted to do when we came to
government, and we are getting on and doing
something about it.
The main objective of this legislation is to make a
number of amendments to the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003 and the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 to
remove the unnecessary red tape that currently applies
to Victorian clubs and other licensed venues. As I said,
when we came to government we made that
commitment and we continue to honour that
commitment. This bill will remove red tape by
removing the requirement for the minister to approve
the conduct of, for example, two-up at an RSL club on
Anzac Day. It removes the requirement for certain
clubs to purchase liquor from bottle shops instead of
wholesalers — for example, a local tennis club whose
primary activity is not selling alcohol, although that is
sometimes very successful at tennis clubs and football
clubs. The bill gives them flexibility in where they
purchase their alcohol.
The bill also extends the existing exemption from
requiring a liquor licence that applies to businesses
where the supply of liquor is incidental to their business
operation, such as hospitals, nursing homes and
retirement villages. This will reduce the burden on
small businesses such as hairdressers and butchers that
currently provide liquor under those exemptions. The
bill provides for the automatic extension of trading
hours for most liquor licensees serving liquor on New
Year’s Eve. This is another practical outcome because
it is no good having all this red tape.
As we get closer to the Christmas period we all know
that all of these organisations are going to look for
extensions and changes to the liquor licensing
agreements they have, and this will provide a practical
outcome for all. Up until now that extension has been
provided at the discretion of the relevant regulator. That
has been the case since 1999. These changes will
provide certainty to those industries. Wherever we go
small businesses tell us that what they need more than
anything is certainty and to understand what they can
and cannot do. As I said earlier, the bill provides for
reduction of red tape so that they can just get on and
plan for their business and not be sweating about
whether a liquor licence is going to be granted or the

833

timing that might take place. Finally, the bill removes
the requirement for under-age and mixed-age live
music events at liquor-licensed premises to be approved
by the Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation (VCGLR).
I will go into a bit of detail in the time that I have, and I
will begin with two-up on Anzac Day, a very important
day in our calendar. The bill will remove the
requirement for RSL clubs to seek ministerial approval
to conduct two-up on or before Anzac Day each year.
Currently two-up may be played in Victoria with that
ministerial approval. Two-up obviously commemorates
Anzac Day. It is heavily associated with the RSL, and
the minister accepts the recommendation of the RSL
clubs as to where two-up should be played on Anzac
Day or in the week leading up to Anzac Day.
Removing the requirement for ministerial approval will
allow the RSL to determine where two-up is played,
again reducing the red tape involved in seeking
approval for what it can and cannot do. This is another
common-sense approach that we are very pleased to
uphold.
Anzac Day in the Murray Valley electorate is a huge
day, and I am sure it is in many other electorates
throughout regional Victoria and metropolitan
Melbourne. I regularly attend the dawn service at
Rutherglen, Wangaratta, Cobram or Numurkah; I try to
get to their services throughout the day. What always
inspires me on those days is not just the two-up and the
Anzac Day services themselves but the involvement of
young people in the services these days. Everybody
considers Anzac Day to be a really important day in the
calendar, and it is always heart-warming to see the
number of young people who come and get involved.
This reduction in red tape will go a long way towards
encouraging their participation.
The bill also provides some minor exemptions for
business. It removes the existing requirement for
exempted businesses to notify the VCGLR that they
intend to supply liquor. Currently exempted businesses
must notify the commission if they intend to supply
liquor in accordance with the relevant conditions and
the commission assesses and advises on each
notification. This is — I will not say a waste of time —
unnecessary paperwork that needs to be completed. The
notification requirement for these businesses is another
unnecessary burden and is probably disproportionate to
the risk of alcohol-related harm that would be posed by
them.
The bill amends the definition of ‘bed and breakfast
business’ in relation to the minor business exemption.
The effect of these amendments is to allow
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bed-and-breakfast operators, where proprietors do not
live on the premises, to be eligible for the exemption to
bring them into line with other businesses by placing a
limit on the amount of alcohol that can be served —
that is, 750 millilitres a day, equivalent to a bottle of
wine. This amendment means that proprietors of those
businesses are no longer required to be on site or to
complete responsible serving of alcohol training.
Bed-and-breakfast businesses are another important
aspect of the tourism industry in the Murray Valley
region. With the Wangaratta Jazz Festival and the
Rutherglen Winery Walkabout we often find that all of
the accommodation is booked, even bed-and-breakfast
venues, and even people’s homes are booked because
there is such a demand for bed and breakfast. The
amendments to requirements we are providing for in
this bill will make life a lot easier for all of those small
business operators.
Currently it is in order for proprietors of bed and
breakfasts to take advantage of the exemptions, but as I
said, they must reside on the premises and there is no
limit on the amount of alcohol that can be supplied, but
that will be changed by this bill.
Cruise ships are another beneficiary of this legislation.
The exemption relating to the supply of liquor on cruise
ships relates to those that can sleep 100 passengers or
more. Both New South Wales and Tasmania exempt
cruise ships from the requirement to hold a liquor
licence, so we need to be competitive when those ships
dock in our waters and we need to provide the same
advantages. If we remain competitive, those cruise
ships will continue to dock on our shores and we will
experience the flow-on effects that come from cruise
ships, such as people spending money on fine wine and
food and in shops at the respective dock. Let us be
clear, this is not about booze cruises, it is not about a
boat that just gets a heap of people on board; those
exemptions do not apply. As I said, it is about genuine
cruise ships that can sleep at least 100 people. Let us be
clear that this is not an opportunity for loopholes.
The bill also covers under-age and mixed-age live
music events on liquor licensed premises. The Liquor
Control Reform Act 1998 prohibits any person under
the age of 18 from entering licensed premises, subject
to different exemptions along the way. Prohibition does
not apply to any part of a licensed premises for an event
at which entertainment is provided for people
predominantly under the age of 18 and where liquor is
not supplied on site. Currently a liquor licensee must
seek approval to host an under-age or mixed-age live
music event at least 45 days before the proposed event.
Again, this is quite impractical, and the process for
approval is time consuming and a burden for all those
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applying. This will make life a whole lot easier in those
circumstances. The licensee will be required to notify
the VCGLR of an event at least 7 days before the event
is held, as opposed to the current 45 days as it sits at the
moment.
The Victorian government is committed to helping
Victorian businesses cut costs. We made a commitment
that we will reduce red tape by as much as 25 per cent
by July 2014. This bill is another step along the way.
Reducing red tape for all clubs will result in clubs being
able to direct those savings towards delivering
additional direct and indirect benefits to the community.
My electorate of Murray Valley is an example of that.
If you free up resources in country towns, instead of
spending money on red tape and burdensome licence
fees and costs, small businesses will reinvest back into
those towns, spend in the towns and everybody will be
a winner. There has certainly been extensive
consultation. With those words, I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — It is a
pleasure to speak on the Gambling and Liquor
Legislation Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill
2014, which Labor will not oppose. There are some
small, technical improvements to the legislation, but as
with all the initiatives in cutting red tape, we need to
understand what drives the agenda. Is it the cutbacks in
funding to the Victorian Commission for Gambling and
Liquor Regulation that is driving the agenda? When I
look at this bill, it is obvious to me that most of these
obligations will now no longer require notification,
permits or approval from ministers. In effect it is really
about notifying the commission.
The idea of having to notify, as an example, is really
just that the RSL has notified the commission that these
things are happening — and having been a minister
who has had to technically approve two-up on Anzac
Day, I can say that no minister has ever rejected those
requests; it is just a piece of paper that comes from the
commission and it gets signed on the same day. One of
the reasons we have notification to government is to
help build data and knowledge about what is
happening, such as whether there is a growth or a
decline in two-up game locations. If it is growing,
where is it growing? Is it growing on racetracks versus
in RSL clubs? Or is it growing in pubs versus RSL
clubs? That might be useful information for the
government to have and for the agencies when they are
setting policies or making recommendations to
ministers. None of this is really groundbreaking stuff. I
would say that most of it is useful, but it is probably
most likely driven by the cutbacks that occur within
those agencies where we have seen widespread
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cutbacks in public sector employment right across the
board, including in areas of service and regulation.
I will talk a little more about the bill. Two-up on Anzac
Day is an Australian tradition. It is one of those things
that we should promote and encourage, not because
people gamble a lot of money but just because it is part
of remembering what the day is all about. The diggers
did this in every part of the world where there were
Australian diggers in all the conflicts and wars we have
been involved in. It is a bit of fun and for many people
it is the first time they will see it. At picnic day races
where two-up events have been approved, it has been
quite popular and it gets people involved in that
activity, many of them for the first time. Of course in
RSL clubs it is part of the tradition of the day, and we
remember those who have fallen. Anything that
symbolises that is fine. There could come a day when
government is blindsided about the real situation in
many activities on the ground simply because it does
not have the facts, and that is why we have notification
systems that in effect require a rubber stamp rather than
a significant and detailed analysis and process that is
very costly to government in order to assess some of
these sorts of applications.
Likewise with bed-and-breakfast establishments, which
are an important part of the boutique tourism industry.
It is a good way for regional communities to participate
and be involved in the tourism industry at a much lower
cost than would be involved in setting up a motel or a
hotel. Those businesses focus on service to their
customers. bed and breakfasts are often used for
romantic getaways, and maybe having a bottle of
champagne or a liqueur or a port could be a useful
service to provide. There is nothing to restrict people
who are going to bed and breakfasts from taking their
own alcohol. In effect there is no control of
consumption in any accommodation provider’s
establishment, apart from any requirement that they
offer liquor if it is for sale. In this particular case it is a
matter of providing a service and an attempt to remove
this as red tape from the statute book. I think it will be
welcomed by bed-and-breakfast operators, and they
will themselves consider what type of additional service
they would like to offer their customers.
There are exemptions that have been expanded in areas
where the primary purpose of the business is not selling
alcohol, and that is similar to the comments I have
made about bed-and-breakfast services. It covers
residential care services and retirement villages, which
are in effect people’s homes where they live in joint
communities, supported by each other. My dad is in a
nursing home, and when we take him out every
Saturday night he likes to have a bit of ouzo, as he did
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the other day, just to have a sip and remember what
it — —
Ms Green — Does it run in the family?
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — No. The reality is that
in a lot of these places people do not go over the top.
Many of them are on medication and are being
supervised. In addition, the serving of liquor is not the
primary purpose of such businesses, so they do not
offer large amounts of liquor to their clients. I
understand the need for this amendment.
Clause 4 of the bill inserts some new definitions into
the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 relating to
exempting certain minor businesses from the
requirement to have a liquor licence if they comply
with certain conditions relating to the safe supply of
liquor. Clause 9 inserts new section 6H into the Liquor
Control Reform Act 1998 to exempt cruise ships from
the requirement of having a liquor licence. I understand
the need for incentives to attract cruise ships, but I also
understand that there are a number of public arguments
about how to reduce barriers to cruise ship operators.
The cruise ship industry is very competitive, and
Australia and Victoria have been doing well in
increasing the number of cruise ships which visit. All
the forward projections indicate that this trend will
continue as more baby boomers and retirees embark on
cruises. I understand that exemption from having to
have a liquor licence would be of concern to operators
in the cruise ship industry because those businesses
operate across various jurisdictions, so I can understand
why those operators would see the need to have a liquor
licence as a nuisance and a barrier.
Nevertheless we all know about the pricing of liquor on
cruise ships and all-you-can-drink cruise packages.
Some people in the cruise ship industry are concerned
about this trend in particular instances. Clause 4 of the
bill inserts a new definition into the Liquor Control
Reform Act 1998 — that is, that ‘cruise ship’ means a
ship that has sleeping facilities for at least
100 passengers, other than crew members. That is a
sizable venue. If it were any other sort of venue, it
would be regulated differently to what is proposed in
this bill, so it is important that the government explain
this provision. Is it part of a strategy to ensure that we
can attract cruise ships? If so, what is the rest of the
strategy? I can understand why we need to regulate
cruise ships a bit differently in a whole lot of areas,
including gambling on site et cetera, but it could be
argued that this legislation is only partly consistent with
that aim.
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Clause 10 inserts a new section 8(1)(ba) into the Liquor
Control Reform Act relating to the serving of alcohol
on licensed premises on New Year’s Eve. This is very
useful. One other measure that I think is useful,
compared to removing anticompetitive restrictions, is
that holders of restricted club and renewable limited
club licences will no longer be able to purchase alcohol
only from retail outlets but will also be able to purchase
from wholesalers, where liquor can normally be bought
at a better price. On many occasions wholesalers can
also offer a greater diversity of product range than is
stocked at some retail outlets.
Clause 16 of the bill relates to provisions to allow
minors on licensed or authorised premises, including
the times live-music venues will be able to entertain
people aged under 18 years. It is important to see how
this provision is implemented and how we separate the
viewing and listening of a live music event from the
consumption of alcohol. Often these venues and bars
have numerous rows of different types of spirit and
alcohol that are normally available to customers. I am
not sure that is necessarily what we would want to
observe in under-age venues. Victoria has done a whole
lot of good work on tobacco reform so products are not
visible. I am not saying that we should make alcohol
products visible only to adults, but I would like to see
the details of how this measure will be implemented.
The reality is that the bigger issues involved in alcohol
abuse go well beyond this bill. Victoria — Australia —
has a problem with binge drinking, and we also have a
liquor industry that mostly works very well. The liquor
industry is a core part of Victoria’s tourism industry; it
is part of what we are known for. After all, Melbourne
is the restaurant, bar and nightlife capital of Australia,
and that is a competitive tourism strength for Victoria.
However, we also know that we have a cultural issue
compared to other countries inasmuch as we have a
binge drinking problem and sometimes alcohol is
abused to an extent we normally would not see in other
parts of the world. Other countries have a different
culture around the drinking of alcohol. There are
lessons to be learnt from those countries about how we
can change. Nevertheless, I know that venue operators
do not want to have troublesome people who have
drunk too much alcohol on their premises. Those
operators try to do what they can. Opposition members
will not oppose this bill.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is a pleasure to
rise to speak on the Gambling and Liquor Legislation
Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014. As
other members have said, the gambling and liquor
industries certainly need proper monitoring and
regulation, so it is very important that we put in place
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measures to ensure that those who want to gamble are
able to gamble and that we do not promote situations
where gambling gets out of control. That is why this
government established the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation, of which I am a proud member,
along with the member for Geelong and the member for
Murray Valley. The coalition government has made
some substantial changes in our first term of
government.
This bill focuses on arrangements for exempting minor
businesses and not-for-profit clubs from the need to
apply for a liquor license in certain circumstances. This
legislation will cut red tape to allow many
organisations, such as those in the not-for-profit sector,
including RSL clubs, to do what they do best — that is,
service their membership and allow such small
organisations and businesses to compete against larger
operations. The Victorian government made a
commitment back in 2010 to cut red tape by 25 per cent
right across the board — through all agencies, through
all areas and through all ministries and departments.
This bill goes to the crux of that commitment. It is great
to be able to talk about a series of amendments which
will reduce red tape. These measures include removing
the requirement for the minister to approve the conduct
of a game of two-up if it is conducted or approved by
an RSL club, and they remove the requirement for
certain clubs to purchase liquor from bottle shops
instead of liquor wholesalers.
On the two-up scenario, in my electorate is the
Caulfield RSL club, and each year on Anzac Day it
runs its own game of two-up. This bill provides that,
rather than the club having to wait for approval from
the minister year in, year out, it can work through its
membership body of the RSL to be able to operate such
activities in a more nimble manner. That is what this
sort of red-tape-reduction amendment is all about.
Removing the requirement for clubs having to purchase
liquor from bottle shops instead of wholesalers is very
important because such a restriction is anticompetitive.
Although, as many of us might know, in some instances
bottle shops might be cheaper than wholesalers in the
marketplace, clubs should have the opportunity to make
that choice and to purchase as larger clubs and larger
organisations do, whether it be from wholesalers or
from bottle shops, and this bill will enable them to do
so.
The bill also extends the exemption from requiring a
liquor licence to businesses where the supply of liquor
is incidental to their operations, including hospitals,
nursing homes and retirement villages. The amendment
will also reduce the regulatory burden on small
businesses, such as hairdressers and butchers, who
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currently provide liquor under the exemptions. This bill
is about introducing more competitive measures. For
some businesses, providing alcohol to their customers
is not a core part of their business. This bill provides
such businesses — including retirement villages,
hospitals and nursing homes — with the ability to serve
their customers and clients a glass of wine or another
alcoholic beverage as part of a meal. My father is in a
nursing home in Caulfield. He is in Arcare. Each Friday
at 5 o’clock is happy hour, when the residents are
served a drink. It is a great way for the residents to sit
down, socialise and have a drink before their meal.
They really look forward to it as an activity they can all
participate in. As the member for Dandenong said, such
people are not going to get absolutely drunk over a
period of 1 hour; they have a drink before having their
meal. The same will apply for hairdressers and
butchers, who currently do the same sort of thing.
When you are having your hair cut, if you are offered a
glass of champagne it is simply a nice gesture by the
salon as part of its business, and this bill will exempt
such a business from having to have a liquor licence.
Cruise ships, which are not based in Victoria
specifically but operate in international waters, will also
be exempt from that process. The current law applies in
other states. What we are doing here is ensuring that we
are competitive and that we are keeping up with what is
happening in other jurisdictions, and that is why this is
very important. The bill provides automatic extensions
for trading hours for most liquor licensees serving on
premises on New Year’s Eve. Again this allows the
discretion of the regulator to extend trading hours. This
is allowing that important flexibility for venues to
operate as they do once a year during the New Year’s
Eve period.
The last part of the bill looks at removing the
requirement for under-age and mixed-age live music
events at liquor licensed premises to be approved by the
Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation. This means that young people will have the
opportunity to experience live music in venues with
great acoustics that are set up for live music, provided
that alcohol is not being served. The current situation is
that applications have to be made 45 days in
advance — again, more red tape — and that needs to be
approved by the regulator, and only then can somebody
start to market this under-age event. Quite often the
opportunity is missed, particularly considering how
young people operate — a good idea comes up when
there is an opportunity to promote an event as part of a
festival or something else that is happening —
especially in rural and regional communities.
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I had the opportunity to be involved in the Education
and Training Committee inquiry into music education
in schools. Throughout the regions we saw that the
opportunity for live music events was being lost. Quite
often the problem was that young people could not find
a venue to hold these concerts in. As I said earlier, the
flexibility to hold events at clubs that are perfectly set
up with all the right equipment — providing alcohol is
not being served at the venues — is important. It
certainly goes to the crux of being able to promote live
music and encourage young people to participate in the
live music industry. I know providing that flexibility
would give the FReeZA program, Blue Light and a
number of other organisations that promote live music
and try to get more people involved in it the opportunity
to do so. It is a great experience for a young person to
be able to do that.
This legislation is all about reducing red tape. It is very
specific. I have the ability to stand here in this place and
look at things that are not getting in the way of small
business — people who are flat out trying to keep their
doors open — and in particular not-for-profit
organisations, which are often made up of elected
volunteers. They have put their hands up to do
something for the community. They spend most of their
time filling in paperwork, complying with
requirements, and have little time to do what they want
to do — that is, to provide a service to the community.
This enables them to do that. I am sure that many
people within the community will say this is a step in
the right direction. As I said, it is important to
distinguish between the promotion of gambling, which
is not what this is about, and the promotion of an equal
footing. This will ensure that opportunities are there for
all organisations — whether they be small enterprises
or not-for-profit organisations — to participate on an
equal footing. As I said earlier, most importantly, while
ensuring that businesses comply with requirements, the
bill reduces red tape and makes it easier and more
appealing for those who want to participate to do so.
I commend the bill. I commend the minister on the
work he has done in this area. It is a step in the right
direction. It is not the first step; we have had a series of
bills to reduce red tape and compliance costs in liquor
and gaming regulation. It is important that we continue
to do that, that we continue to make things easier and
that we give small businesses an easier run so they can
compete on the broader platform. I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I will make some brief
comments on the Gambling and Liquor Legislation
Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014. As has
been stated previously, Labor is not opposed to this bill.
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The particular provisions I would like to speak on are
those that relate to changes to the regulation of two-up
on Anzac Day and in the week leading up to Anzac
Day. Currently two-up may be played in Victoria, but
there is a requirement for ministerial approval. It is
played to commemorate Anzac Day. There is a
tradition of playing two-up in the Australian Army
during World War I and later. As the minister noted in
the second-reading speech, two-up is now heavily
associated with the RSL. The RSL has recommended
that two-up be played on Anzac Day or in the week
leading up to Anzac Day. The bill removes the
requirement for ministerial approval, and the RSL will
be able to determine where two-up may be played. This
change has been made with the intention of reducing
the regulatory burden.
Along with other members, I take the opportunity to
note the fantastic work that is undertaken by the RSL in
the community. Its commemorations of Anzac Day are
among the most solemn of occasions in the year and
among the most important community functions that
members of Parliament are lucky enough to attend. In
my electorate there are two RSLs — the Darebin RSL
and the Reservoir RSL. I pay particular tribute to the
work that has been undertaken by the Darebin RSL.
While it is bedded down now, it undertook a long
period of work to establish itself at what was its new
venue on Bell Street, Preston, after moving from near
the town hall. The president, Bob Cross, and others
have worked not just to commemorate Anzac Day but
also to support returned servicemen in many different
ways. The provisions that will allow two-up to be
played will be of interest to the Darebin RSL.
As a local member of Parliament I certainly trust the
judgement of the RSL in making determinations about
where two-up should be played because the RSL does
such fantastic work on behalf of the community and has
done so much to highlight those who have served and
those who have made the ultimate sacrifice in
protecting democracy, which we celebrate in this place.
That particular aspect of the bill and the work of the
RSL is something I would like to highlight.
Looking at the other provisions of the bill briefly, the
bill makes a number of other changes, including the
regulation of bed and breakfasts, which has been
touched upon, where there will not be a requirement to
hold a liquor licence or undertake relevant training to
serve alcohol provided that the service is limited to
750 millilitres per room daily. There is also an
exclusion for notification requirements under the
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 for businesses such as
I have mentioned previously — bed and breakfasts,
florists, gift makers, butchers and hairdressers. There
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will be the removal of the requirement to provide
notification due to there being considered a low risk of
harm in those businesses.
There will also be exemptions to the requirement to
hold a liquor licence for hospitals, residential care
services and retirement villages. The basis of this
decision is that the service of alcohol in these
businesses is, as the minister said, ‘ancillary to the
primary purpose of the business’. The businesses will
be able to supply only limited amounts of alcohol, the
definition being no more than two standard drinks per
recipient, and they must ensure that alcohol is not
supplied to minors. There are also exemptions for
cruise ships, and I think the member for Dandenong
touched upon the issue of cruise ships. They are an
important part of the tourism industry as it relates to
Victoria, and the provisions here will allow cruise ships
to supply alcohol to the passengers and crew members.
There is also an extension of New Year’s Eve trading
hours and changes to restricted club licences. We are
really talking about limited club licences, which usually
apply to volunteer-run organisations. There is also a
removal of the requirement that they purchase alcohol
only from retail outlets, allowing them to access
wholesale providers of alcohol. There are also changes
to live music venues to allow people under 18 to attend
premises without the need for approval, provided that
liquor is not served to any person at the event. These
changes are not opposed by the Labor Party. As I said, I
would like to take the opportunity to place on the record
particular appreciation — I am sure on behalf of all
members of the house but for myself on behalf of the
community of Preston — of the fantastic work
undertaken by the Darebin RSL and the Reservoir RSL
as it relates to provisions of this bill that reduce
regulation for two-up on Anzac Day.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — I rise to
support the Gambling and Liquor Legislation
Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014. The
title of this bill really says it all. This is a hallmark of
the Liberal coalition government, making it easier for
business owners by cutting red tape and cutting
regulatory burden so that they can get on with their
lives, with employing people and with making their
businesses able to run in the most efficient manner
possible. There are regulatory burdens that have been
built up over many years, and through this legislation
and many other pieces of legislation over the last three
years or so this government has made sensible changes
in almost every portfolio. There are numerous examples
of improved efficiencies and examples of reductions in
red tape. This enables people to get on with their
businesses and get on with their activities. Small
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government is the hallmark of the Liberal coalition so
that people can move forward and get ahead without
the drag of government regulations.
I am very proud to support this bill. There are small but
significant changes which will have practical impacts
on many people’s lives. Turning first to the live music
industry, this bill reduces much of the red tape involved
in that industry. This government is very supportive of
the live music industry. The house will no doubt recall
the debacle of 2008 — the 2.00 a.m. lockout. This was
the failed experiment of the Brumby government
whereby people were locked in or out of venues at
2.00 a.m. This was an unmitigated disaster. It ruined
our famous reputation for late-night venues, certainly in
the live music industry, where late nights are when live
music is primarily played. The 2.00 a.m. lockout caused
great problems for this industry and for our community.
It was an unmitigated disaster, and the community said
so.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — I am being heckled in
the chamber, but no doubt those in the chamber will
recall the ‘Make Brumby history’ movement which
grew out of the 2.00 a.m. lockout. There was a rising up
in the community, particularly among those in the
younger community. The community rose up against
this failed experiment, and within months it was over.
The member for Caulfield notes that it worked, and
indeed it did work, because the Brumby government
backflipped on this lockout. Not long after that, in a
couple of short years, Brumby was indeed history.
The Liberal coalition commissioned a report in 2011
which looked at the impact on live music and found
that it generates $300 million to our economy and
15 000 full-time jobs. It is a very important part of the
cultural landscape in Victoria, and certainly Melbourne
has more live music venues than any other city in
Australia. There are 370 venues in Melbourne, and if
you add those in areas outside Melbourne, we come to
600 venues in Victoria, averaging about 3000 live
performances per week. There is no doubt that it is a
significant industry for this state, and through this bill
the coalition government is offering strong support for
the live music industry, which very much began with
the establishment of the live music round table.
One of the objectives of the Liquor Control Reform Act
1998 was that there should be a contribution to the
development of the live music industry. This includes
everything from large international acts that are touring
right down to small gigs in pubs, and certainly all these
venues make significant contributions to the cultural
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life of Melbourne. The current application process is
that a licensee must apply at least 45 days before a
proposed under-age, alcohol-free gig. Clearly if there is
no alcohol being served, there is a greatly reduced
chance for harm to occur. The Liberal coalition
government believes that kids who are under 18 should
also be allowed to enjoy live music, and those gigs
provide a future audience for the industry. When those
people become 18, they can go into licensed venues,
but prior to that there are venues which are
underutilised during the early hours of the evening and
in the afternoons. Those venues that want to promote
live music through under-age gigs should be supported,
and we should make it easy for them, both for their
businesses and for the benefit of the live music
industry, which will be introducing the next wave of
supporters at a younger age. Certainly the feedback I
have had over recent years is that these under-age gigs
are well run and provide a great service both for kids
and for businesses. This bill will go some way to
support that.
I turn to the extension of trading hours on New Year’s
Eve. This is again a very sensible decision. Every year
venues want to extend their hours, and certainly New
Year’s Eve, particularly in central Melbourne, is a
really special event. It goes much later into the night
than most other nights, and there are certainly many
people who will want to be out late on New Year’s Eve
whereas they may not on other nights of the year. The
changes in this bill provide certainty for venues; they
know that they can all extend their licences to 1.00 a.m.
for hotels, clubs and bars and 3.00 a.m. for restaurants.
Restaurants can simply open their doors and take
bookings, and they do not have the red tape involved in
getting the special permission that they would
otherwise need to get.
The bill permits small clubs to purchase liquor from
wholesalers, and this is again a very sensible decision.
Currently there is an anticompetitive restriction on
small clubs whereby they are not able to buy from
wholesalers and have to buy liquor from a retail outlet.
The bill removes this anticompetitive restriction and
provides for greater choice for these clubs, making
them more viable. There are also a number of minor
business exemptions for venues such as hospitals,
nursing homes, retirement villages, cruise ships,
butchers, hairdressers and bed-and-breakfast operators.
Basically the bill makes it easier for these types of
venues to provide moderate amounts of liquor. The
coalition government has weighed up the risk versus
the red tape and come down in favour of businesses —
the red tape will be reduced because the government
believes the risk is relatively low. The existing
requirement for exempted businesses to notify the
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Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation that they intend to supply liquor under an
exemption will be removed, again removing
unnecessary administrative burden while keeping in
mind the risks involved. The government is coming
down in favour of businesses.
Two-up on Anzac Day is a great Australian tradition. It
involves a ‘spinner’ and two coins — traditionally
copper pennies were used. I understand the decimal
coins do not have the right weight, so a two-up game is
still played using old pennies. This game grew out of
convict times and was first mentioned in 1798 by the
first judge advocate of New South Wales, who noted
that the game involved a distinct lack of skill and large
losses. Despite this, it grew in popularity. It became
popular in the goldfields, and in the First World War it
was played extensively by Australian soldiers. That is
why there is great sentiment around the game for
diggers on Anzac Day and in the lead-up to Anzac Day.
With this legislation the coalition government is
making it easier for this cultural pursuit to continue for
the diggers who hold it so dear.
In conclusion, all the legislation this government
presents to the house offers sensible changes, and this
legislation is no different. It supports business and it
supports the community.
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I rise to speak on the
Gambling and Liquor Legislation Amendment
(Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014. My contribution
will be much the same in many ways as those that have
been made by a number of other speakers, and therefore
I do not propose to labour it, but rather to make a
number of points around red tape reduction. The bill
amends the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 and the
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 to reduce what is
described as:
… unnecessary and burdensome red tape requirements that
apply to Victorian businesses, clubs and other … licensed
premises.

The reduction of red tape is often used as a talisman of
opportunity in terms of reducing the cost to business,
but quite often the reduction in red tape is an end in
itself. It has a profound effect upon people’s
comprehension and perception of their legislative
obligations and of their interaction with the state, so a
reduction in red tape is in itself a good thing. It often
provides an opportunity for the government to reassess
the relevance and continued viability of what can be
archaic and no longer relevant legislation.
One thing we need to recognise is that the removal of
red tape is also about a very profound impact upon
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business. The cost to businesses when red tape impacts
how they run profoundly impacts the staff they employ
and their processes to meet their regulatory and
legislative obligations. Some jurisdictions have
introduced ‘one in, one out’ legislative practices, and
we have seen other practices in the federal
Parliament — a red tape reduction day, a bonfire. I do
not say that these things in themselves are necessarily
desirable ends, but it is good that there is a continuing
emphasis on how we can reduce the burden on
business.
It is one thing for government to go around talking
about the reduction in red tape, but the greatest burden
that government can place on businesses is to increase
the taxation impost. To reduce the red tape burden with
one hand and then with the other impose upon pubs and
clubs an increased electronic gaming machine (EGM)
levy is the height of hypocrisy. Unstated is the fact that
a taxation amendment bill that goes to EGM charging
and the levy is not before this place, but a bill with a
relatively minor series of amendments that relate to red
tape reduction is. It speaks volumes to the
government’s priorities that this bill would be before
us, rather than one that seeks to place an inordinate
burden upon business.
We know that red tape reduction can provide for more
efficient businesses, increase employment opportunities
and enable pubs and clubs to pick up more of their
community capacities. But we also know that if you
increase the taxation burden on RSLs and football clubs
through an EGM levy, then you have the practical
consequence of requiring them to review their
employment levels and look at the number of social
provisions that they make — whether it be subsidised
meals for the community or sponsorships of local
football teams. Reducing the overall level of red tape is
marginal in the context of what could be offset by a
very deleterious and substantial increase in business
costs through an electronic gaming machine levy.
The RSL clubs are speaking long and loudly about this.
They are concerned about it. Other clubs across
Victoria are very concerned about it as well, and this
will impact directly on employment. This bill is a case
of the small print giving and the unstated, unseen
taxation amendment bill is the large print taking away,
and of course that will have a profound impact upon
business right throughout this state.
On the more substantial issues before the house relating
to this bill, RSL clubs will be able to conduct two-up
games on Anzac Day without being required to seek
ministerial approval each year, and I understand that
also extends to the week prior to Anzac Day. I might
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say that is a good thing. In the community I represent in
the outer western suburbs of Melbourne, quite often
there are ceremonies recognising Anzac Day before the
actual day itself. Why is that? That is because on the
day itself a lot of the ex-servicemen like to congregate
in the city and meet their fellows from far and wide
across the state. Providing for that capacity and
flexibility is a good thing.
Similarly providing for capacity and flexibility
regarding bed-and-breakfast businesses effectively not
being required to undertake responsible service of
alcohol to serve alcohol, provided that the service is
limited to a 750-millilitre ration entitlement per room, is
not such a bad thing, and it is sensible. Also there are
arrangements around the exclusion from notification
requirements for bed-and-breakfast businesses, florists,
gift makers, butchers and hairdressers. They are exempt
from the requirement to hold a licence, but they must
notify the Victorian Commission for Gambling and
Liquor Regulation if they intend to supply liquor.
Because of the stated low risk of harm due to service in
these institutions, it is a sensible, modest and on balance
desirable modification to the existing regulatory
scheme.
There are exemptions from the requirement to hold
liquor licences for hospitals, residential care services
and retirement villages on the basis that service of
alcohol in these businesses is ancillary to the primary
purpose of the business. There are restrictions that insist
that the supply is only for a limited number of drinks —
two standard drinks — per recipient, and that makes
sense. There are cruise ship exceptions, provided that
alcohol is supplied only to passengers and crew
members for consumption aboard the ship; and there
are no limits specified in relation to alcohol served on
cruise ships.
Far and wide these arrangements make sense. For the
holders of restricted club and renewable limited club
licences who are currently permitted to purchase liquor
from retail outlets, the bill removes these
anticompetitive restrictions. It will ultimately allow
these licensees to purchase liquor elsewhere, including
from wholesalers. That in itself is a good thing. On
balance the opposition does not oppose the bill. It
makes some modest but ultimately net beneficial
changes to the regulatory scheme imposed on
businesses. But I restate that the unspoken problem here
is that the government will undo all the good work it
will achieve through these minor reductions with the
increased tax burden it will place on pubs, clubs and
RSL clubs through its unfair electronic gaming
machine levy, a levy that the government has yet to
bring before this Parliament.

841

Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I rise in support of
the Gambling and Liquor Legislation Amendment
(Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014. This government
has made a raft of reforms to liquor and gambling
legislation since the 2010 state election. We have been
implementing the Victorian coalition’s plan for liquor
licencing and its comprehensive plan to restore probity,
responsibility and integrity to gambling legislation. So
there will not be any more crazy pokies auctions, and
no more of the ill-conceived ideas that those opposite
left us with. Clearly that will mean fewer problems and
much better results for the community.
This bill amends the Gambling Regulation Act 2003
and the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998. In particular
it reduces wasteful red-tape requirements that apply to
Victorian businesses and especially not-for-profit clubs.
One of the biggest differences between the major
parties is that Labor loves to create endless seas of red
tape, and we try to free people from it. We are trying to
create a Victoria where things are simple, yet efficient.
Our government thinks local clubs are a vital part of our
community. Their ability to connect with people in the
community, to induce people to become volunteers, to
create jobs, to provide entertainment, to build
infrastructure and to bring money into the local
community is fantastic. I look at what clubs like the
Mordialloc Sporting Club can do for their community.
It does all the things that I have mentioned, and more. It
is a brilliant club. While there are other similar clubs in
my electorate and in other communities, it would be
terrific if we had more clubs like it.
However, you do not get more of these clubs when
Labor’s love of breeding red tape just makes life
difficult for them. Many clubs are scared to take the
next step up, because of the red tape burden that comes
with it. They may want a higher level of existence, but
in order to get there volunteers have to deal with pages
and pages of forms to fill out and extremely tough
compliance requirements, and it takes more hours of
work than volunteers can handle. The reduction of
unnecessary red tape will save clubs time and money
which they can put towards giving more back to their
local communities.
In terms of gambling this bill removes the need for the
minister to approve the playing of two-up around
Anzac Day every year. Currently RSL clubs have to
apply each year to play two-up on Anzac Day, and the
minister has to approve it. What we are doing is letting
RSL clubs play two-up without the unnecessary
process.
In terms of liquor, this bill strengthens the live music
industry by removing the ridiculous requirements for
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approval of under-age live music events in licensed
premises. It extends exemptions from the requirements
to hold a particular type of liquor licence on New
Year’s Eve and reduces anticompetitive restrictions on
clubs. We are allowing clubs to buy liquor from
wholesalers. Currently they have to buy their liquor
from retailers like the local bottle shop. This practice
will probably continue; however, it is pretty
anticompetitive. What we are doing is just giving the
clubs far more choice.
We are also making life fairer for retirement villages,
nursing homes, hospitals and cruise ship operators by
not requiring them to consistently have to seek liquor
licences. However, they will need to comply with
conditions relating to the safe supply of liquor; then
they can go into the same category as bed-and-breakfast
operators, hairdressers and butchers. I suppose many of
us have been to hairdressers salons where they have
been offered a nice glass of champagne to accompany a
haircut. I know I have.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms WREFORD — I did not actually say I took it,
but it was nice to have had it offered. Once again this
bill cuts red tape for those businesses. It is a
common-sense move. The conditions obviously include
not supplying alcohol to minors and limiting the supply
of alcohol so that there is not an endless supply of
alcohol to one client at the hairdressing salon. For all of
the groups in this category we are also removing the
existing requirement that they notify the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation on
every single occasion. That regulation was very
burdensome, particularly considering the low risk these
types of businesses pose.
Further, in relation to bed-and-breakfast operators, we
are allowing proprietors who do not live on the
premises to be eligible for the same exemption. Given
that these operators will be subject to the 750-millilitre
daily limit, the requirement to complete responsible
service of alcohol training is no longer relevant. All
exempt businesses have other controls that support the
responsible service of alcohol. If businesses fail to
comply with these conditions, they are serving alcohol
without a licence and in such cases the exemptions no
longer apply.
This bill also allows entertainment and hospitality
businesses an extension to trading hours on New Year’s
Eve. These businesses are currently allowed this
extension with a permit, which is usually granted. This
is a longstanding practice. We acknowledge that these
clubs, hotels and bars want to open on New Year’s Eve
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until 1.00 a.m. However, notorious licensees, licence
types or local areas may be precluded from obtaining
this extension if they are deemed not to be suitable.
The highlight of this package in many respects is the
impact it will have on the live music industry. Many
types of nightlife events were slaughtered by the Bracks
and Brumby governments. Who could forget Labor’s
bungled lockout and the violence on the streets in 2008.
So much of its policy was misdirected.
Live music was one of the industry sectors damaged by
the previous government. We have taken bold steps to
resuscitate the industry. These include the
establishment of the live music round table, which
discusses licensing issues within the industry. We take
this industry seriously. We want to see it flourish, from
huge international bands at stadiums to small gigs at
local venues. It is a big part of Victoria’s culture. I,
along with many other people in this room, spent my
formative years in the environment of live music
venues. Live music is important in my electorate. It has
jazz bars, and bands perform at a number of pubs and
clubs in the area. We also have events such as
Mordialloc by the Bay and the Mordialloc Food, Wine
and Music Festival.
There is also an issue relating to de-licensing lead-in
periods for under-age events. Many under-age events
feature established bands and developing young bands.
It is difficult for groups organising these events to find
venues willing to host them. Many licensed venues are
perfect for these events and are keen to host them, but
as it stands they must apply for a de-licence 45 days
prior to the event. Also, the application form and
process are extremely burdensome, so many venues
cannot be bothered. An under-age event is not
profitable for such venues, so when you consider the
time lost, why would they want to run something at a
loss? Also, if the local inspector has a grudge, the
de-licence will not be granted.
We are changing this process so that the licensee only
has to provide seven business days notice to the
commission. This is enough time for the commissioner
and police to undertake the appropriate checks and
ensure the safety of the event. Licensees and youth
event organisers have been begging for these
common-sense changes for years, and we are happy to
deliver them.
In summary, this government has made a raft of
reforms to liquor and gambling legislation since the
2010 election, delivering on its promises. This bill
reduces wasteful red-tape requirements that apply to
Victorian businesses, especially in the not-for-profit
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sector. The coalition government believes local clubs
are a vital part of our community. In terms of gambling,
this bill removes the need for the minister to approve
two-up on or around Anzac Day every year. In terms of
liquor, this bill allows clubs to buy liquor from
wholesalers and removes other restrictions. Importantly
it also helps the live music industry. I commend this bill
to the house. The Regional Growth Fund has provided
more than $365 million to support over 1250 projects
across rural and regional Victoria, leveraging
$1.5 billion in total investment.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I am very pleased to rise and
speak on the Gambling and Liquor Legislation
Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014. The
bill amends the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 and the
Liquor Legislation Control Reform Act 1998 in several
ways. Firstly, the bill removes the requirement that the
minister approve the playing of two-up on or around
Anzac Day every year. We all know that two-up is a
gambling game in which players bet whether two
tossed coins will land as heads or tails. RSL clubs have
a history and tradition relating to the game, particularly
on Anzac Day. As a result, Anzac Day is the one day of
the year when playing two-up is legal. The removal of
the requirement for ministerial approval will reduce the
regulatory burden on RSL clubs to seek approval in
preparation for Anzac Day celebrations.
Secondly, the bill removes the restriction that holders of
restricted club licences or renewable limited club
licences can only purchase liquor from retail outlets.
Currently these clubs, which are typically run by
volunteers and not-for-profit organisations, are
prohibited from purchasing liquor from wholesalers.
The removal of this restriction will allow such clubs to
operate more effectively, competitively and cheaply.
Thirdly, the bill extends an exemption that will allow
some minor businesses to supply alcohol pursuant to
certain conditions. Currently, some business types are
exempt from the requirement to hold a liquor licence.
Such businesses include bed-and-breakfast operators,
butchers and hairdressers. These exemptions exist in
the acknowledgement that the supply of alcohol is an
incidental part of the primary purpose and service of
such business. The sale of alcohol forms a very small
portion of the financial operations of the businesses, so
the exemption to hold a liquor licence reduces their
regulatory burden.
The bill extends the exemption to include hospitals,
nursing homes, retirement villages and cruise ships.
These types of businesses generally exhibit a low risk
of harm in relation to alcohol use, and therefore the
exemption is an appropriate method for reducing red
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tape. However, the serving of alcohol by these new
business types is restricted to no more than two
standard drinks per recipient, and the operators must
ensure that no alcohol is served to minors. These limits
do not apply to cruise ships, though.
In respect of bed-and-breakfast operators, the
exemption from the requirement to complete
responsible service of alcohol training in order to
supply liquor is on the condition that no more than
750 millilitres of alcohol per room is supplied within a
day. The failure to comply with this condition will
effectively render the offending business as supplying
alcohol without a licence and liable for applicable
penalties.
The bill will also extend permitted trading hours for the
supply of alcohol by certain business types on New
Year’s Eve and New Year’s Day. New Year’s Eve is
one of the major dates in Victoria’s events calendar.
Over half a million people flock to the CBD to
celebrate the occasion. Major events are held at
Treasury Gardens, Kings Domain, Flagstaff Gardens,
Docklands and throughout the CBD to provide
entertainment and fun for the community. There are
large gatherings in other areas of Melbourne as well.
New Year’s Eve is a major date for the hospitality and
entertainment industries in Victoria, and it has become
an important cultural event for our city. As a result,
many businesses within these industries apply for
extended trading hours on New Year’s Eve. This bill
will extend trading hours for hotels, clubs and bars until
1.00 a.m. on 1 January. Trading hours for restaurants
will be extended until 3.00 a.m. on 1 January. It will be
at the discretion of individual businesses whether they
extend their trading hours to what the bill permits. If
they do, they will remain subject to the normal
responsibilities and requirements associated with the
responsible serving of alcohol.
Finally the bill makes amendments relating to the live
music industry. Currently licensees are required to
apply for an exemption at least 45 days before an event.
This is a cumbersome piece of red tape and a hindrance
to the growth of our live music industry. Instead
licensees will be required to notify the commission of a
proposed alcohol-free under-age or mixed-age event at
least seven days prior to the event. This notice will give
Victoria Police and the commission sufficient time to
make preparations and undertake appropriate
compliance in relation to the event. Licensees will be
required to comply with any requirement imposed by
the commission or Victoria Police. This change will
encourage venues and live music event organisers to
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push ahead with their events and continue to grow the
industry through the reduction of red tape.
I welcome the measures in this bill, and I am sure they
will be welcomed by the businesses it affects. I trust
that the reductions in red tape achieved by this bill will
be substantial and that businesses will become more
effective in their operations as a result. I commend the
bill to the house and wish it a speedy passage.
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Gambling and Liquor
Legislation Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill
2014. Firstly, this is another example of this
government implementing its comprehensive plan to
restore integrity and probity and put personal
responsibility front and centre of gaming regulation and
liquor licensing. Secondly, it is a hallmark of this
government to strike a better balance between
necessary regulation to achieve outcomes and,
wherever possible, reducing the regulatory burden on
our community, whether it be on clubs, not-for-profits,
RSLs or live music venues. There are a number of areas
impacted by a reduction in regulation, which is a
hallmark of this government.
Why is that important? If it is possible to achieve good
outcomes with less regulation, less cost and less
intrusiveness in the lives of businesses and voluntary
organisations, that is good for our community. Firstly, it
means there will be less cost involved for those
organisations, and therefore they will have a greater
capacity to put those savings into their focus areas —
their primary areas of service, if you like — rather than
ancillary areas of regulation. Secondly, as a
consequence there will be a substantial economic
impact on the state of Victoria. As you reduce
regulatory burden you provide an opportunity for
greater economic growth through greater return on
investment.
In relation to two-up on Anzac Day, the bill removes
the requirement for the RSL to seek ministerial
approval to conduct two-up on or before Anzac Day
each year. Currently two-up may be played in Victoria
to commemorate Anzac Day, but only with ministerial
approval. It is sensible to ensure that there is a removal
of the requirement to seek ministerial approval. In
many ways ministerial approval is not needed to ensure,
firstly, that people have an opportunity to participate in
that tradition and, secondly, that it is done in a manner
befitting the tradition.
The bill removes an existing prohibition on holders of
restricted club licences and renewable limited club
licences from purchasing liquor from wholesalers. That
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legislated restriction has reduced competition, if you
like, because holders of restricted club licences and
renewable limited club licences have been unable to
reduce their costs by purchasing from a wholesaler. As
a consequence their costs have been higher than they
would have been if that restriction were not in place, in
which case they may have been able to provide more
services in their primary areas of service. I welcome
that provision, which in my view removes an
anticompetitive restriction on those particular
licence-holders.
The amendments relating to minor business exemptions
will expand the number of businesses eligible for
exemptions. They make hospitals, nursing homes,
retirement villages and cruise ship operators eligible for
an exemption from the requirement to have a liquor
licence if they comply with certain conditions relating
to the safe supply of liquor. Those exemptions already
apply in other cases and seem to have worked well.
Therefore, if there is the capacity to get the right
balance between necessary regulation of the
consumption of alcohol and reducing the regulatory and
financial burden on those operators, that is a healthy
thing. For these operators the supply of alcohol forms
only a small or incidental part of their operations. If the
supply of alcohol is only a small or incidental part of
the operations of a business or service club, then
expanding those exemptions will help reduce costs for
those organisations.
The bill also removes the existing requirement for
exempted businesses to notify the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation that
they intend to supply liquor under that exemption. That
notification requirement seems an unnecessary
administrative burden for those businesses. Most
importantly, again the risk is out of kilter with the
administrative burden. When the requirement was
originally put forward requiring those businesses to
notify the commission that they intended to supply
liquor it was disproportionate to the risk and
unnecessary, given the risk profile of those
organisations. The bill makes a few different
amendments to the definition of ‘bed-and-breakfast
business’ in some situations, which others before me
have talked about.
I note that Melbourne is a very social city and Victoria
is a very social state. It is a good thing if people in a
free society have the opportunity to go out and enjoy
time with family, loved ones and friends, and to be able
to celebrate big occasions like New Year’s Eve. I note
that in order to provide greater certainty to hospitality
and entertainment businesses this bill provides an
extension to permitted trading hours for the majority of
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liquor licences on New Year’s Eve. I am advised that
that will allow for the following trading hours for
relevant licensees — until 1.00 a.m. on 1 January each
year for hotels, clubs and bars, and until 3.00 a.m. for
restaurants. By enshrining that longstanding practice,
ideally there will be greater confidence and certainty for
industries that service people who want to go and
celebrate in a responsible manner with family, friends
and loved ones on a night like New Year’s Eve. It is a
reminder to me of the freedoms and liberties that we
have in our state. We sometimes take for granted the
fact that we have the capacity to do that; not all
countries do.
In addition to that, I note that in terms of the live music
industry one of the objectives of the Liquor Control
Reform Act 1998 is to contribute to the development of
the live music industry. The coalition has been
supportive of that through a number of forums.
Unfortunately under the current application process a
licensee must apply at least 45 days before a proposed
event. That has been deemed an unnecessary
administrative burden, therefore the bill seeks to reduce
that unnecessary burden by reducing the lead-in time in
which to apply for those licences — that is,
alcohol-free, under-age and mixed-age licences. These
are sensible amendments to the existing law that will
improve the regulatory burden balance.
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business and trying to enjoy an occasion like New
Year’s Eve. With those few words, I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I am pleased to speak
on the Gambling and Liquor Legislation Amendment
(Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014. It is a pretty
straightforward bill. It continues the general operations
of government in terms of regulatory reform.
Governments are constantly looking at our regulations
and seeing whether they meet changing times. I have
been listening to those opposite crowing about what
great initiatives there are in this bill and going on and
on about the coalition government doing this and that.
They cannot seriously have anything to crow about,
given the dearth of policy offerings and initiatives in
this place. When it comes down to it, they say this is the
best and the biggest initiative that we have seen in this
state under the coalition government. That is really sad
to hear. It is a shocking indictment of this government,
which is doing absolutely nothing when it comes to
tackling the real problems in this state.
Having said that, of course everyone is going to support
this bill. But let me be clear: it is not something that has
come out of the blue as a huge new initiative. I could
not tell you the number of regulations in the gambling
and liquor area that have come to this Parliament. We
do it virtually every year. There is a changing
environment in terms of the way society uses alcohol
and the way gambling works — everything from trying
to stop the involvement of organised crime in the
gambling industry to the abuse of liquor by young
people. Of course we have to keep changing
regulations, and this bill is part of a long line of
regulation in this state.

In my contribution tonight I would also like to mention
that one of the great aspects of this area — and this is at
the front and centre of coalition policy — is the
importance of personal responsibility. Regardless of
what regulations Parliament puts forward, personal
responsibility has the greatest impact on ensuring that
people can consume alcohol in a sensible manner —
that is, people taking responsibility for controlling their
consumption of alcohol. There is a clear link between
alcohol consumption and family violence, there is a
clear link between excessive alcohol consumption and
health issues, and there are clear links between alcohol
and a range of other factors. Therefore I again indicate
the importance of setting the bar high in our state in
relation to personal responsibility and excessive
consumption of alcohol.

As we have heard, the bill makes some minor changes
to business exemptions, particularly for hospitals,
nursing homes, retirement villages and cruise ships. In
relation to cruise ships, interestingly there has been a
kind of revolution in travel and Victorians’ travel
preferences in recent years. A lot more people are going
on cruises — people who in the past would have caught
a plane and stayed in a place for a while.

That is not to say that there will not be situations where
excessive consumption occurs; human nature is such
that it will. But if the bar is high for our community in
relation to personal responsibility for the consumption
of alcohol, the signal that gives to our community
should ensure that excessive consumption happens less
often. Moreover, the risk of things like family violence
and alcohol-related medical issues would be reduced, as
would the risk of people who have had too much
alcohol disrupting others who are going about their

We are starting to see a renaissance in people taking
cruises. This is partly because they are much cheaper
now. That is the truth of it: as a packaged holiday they
are good value for many families, who get to visit
places and have a good time on the ship in place of
going to a holiday resort like, say, a beach resort. That
is a good thing. It makes sense that there should be
exemptions for these ships, which are coming to
Melbourne in greater numbers more and more
frequently, and for Victorians who are taking cruises
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and want to have a good time. We support that. It is a
straightforward thing and a smart thing to do, and it
goes some way towards meeting the changes in
people’s travel habits in this state.
On the issue of two-up, most people here will have
been to Anzac Day ceremonies and tossed a few coins
now and then. I have had a fair bit of luck at
Montmorency RSL in the past. I do not mind having a
bit of a flutter on two-up in the lead-up to or on Anzac
Day. This change means RSLs will not have to seek
ministerial approval to host what is a great tradition in
Australia. We retain some of the knockabout part of our
history, and two-up games on Anzac Day are part of
that history. It would be a sad day were we to lose that
aspect of our history, and it is good that we can make it
a little easier for RSLs with a little less regulation
around that great tradition.
The third provision in the bill that I will talk about
briefly is the amendment that will enable
bed-and-breakfast operators to supply liquor to their
customers in small amounts without having to have a
liquor licence or to complete responsible service of
alcohol training. This is a straightforward thing and it is
a smart thing too. Not so long ago I stayed at a bed and
breakfast in Beechworth. As is the case with good bed
and breakfasts, they had a bit of port on a side table for
guests to help themselves to when they returned of an
evening. Often guests sit around the lounge room, have
a cup of tea and maybe a nip of port, et cetera. It is a
nice thing to do, and the practice has been going on for
a long time. The amendment will legalise the practice, I
guess you would say.
There is one aspect of the bill I will comment on. It is
all very well to say, ‘Hey, we are going to regulate
things’ or ‘We are going to reduce the regulations’, but
I note that the bill puts a daily limit of 750 millilitres on
the supply of liquor through bed and breakfasts,
regardless of the size of the bed and breakfast —
whether it is a two-bedroom unit or whether it is a five
or six-bedroom unit. If there is one thing that annoys
me more than anything else in this place it is a
regulation that is simply unenforceable. Seriously, does
the government really want to start up a
bed-and-breakfast police regime to enforce a daily
750-millilitre limit on the service of alcohol? It is just
nonsense. No-one will ever go into a bed and breakfast
to count or even be able to count how much alcohol has
been consumed by guests in the lounge room after
10 o’clock or 12 o’clock at night. It is a weird thing to
do. The regulation is there and those opposite have
been crowing about it — of course, this is Liberal
legislation. The government has had a chance to look at
this regulation and it would have made sense, had it
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been serious about getting rid of unnecessary
regulation, for it to think about how it could be
enforced. There is some strangeness about this
provision, even though the government is attempting to
clean up the regulations.
The last thing I would like to comment on is the
extension of trading hours on New Year’s Eve. This is
another reasonable thing to do. Regulation is a complex
issue because on the one hand we know there are
groups of people who drink to excess and create
trouble. There are issues with the crowds that
congregate along our seaside towns. We get large crews
of young people in Lorne and there is a need to have
restrictions on alcohol, a lot more enforcement and
more restrictions to counter what are often hot spots.
On the other hand we are a growing city and we are a
cosmopolitan city. If anyone goes down to Southbank
on New Year’s Eve they will see families there and
people wanting to have a good time. The old days of
having to finish at 10 o’clock or right on midnight are
over. Recently Labor announced 24-hour-a-day train
services for people who wanted to celebrate New
Year’s Eve, and it was a great initiative. I think we need
to be realistic, and this regulation helps a little in terms
of saying, ‘People are going to stay out late. They are
going to party late. Melbourne is a sophisticated city
and we need to recognise people’s changing habits and
extend those trading hours’.
All in all, this bill changes regulations in a positive way.
It is part of a continuing process of looking at how, as a
state, we regulate gambling and liquor service. It will
not be the end of the story. Legislation will constantly
be brought in here to change the regulations and to
change the law to cater for and meet changing
community expectations and changing patterns of
community behaviour when it comes to gambling and
liquor. No-one here wants to promote excessive
drinking, no-one here wants to promote irresponsible
gambling. I think that is absolutely clear. If this bill did
extend the regulation of those issues, everyone here
would be condemning it.
The truth is that the government has looked at the
patterns of behaviour in Melbourne today — our
traditional events such as Anzac Day and the playing of
two-up — and has simply shaped the regulations to
better fit the sorts of practices that occur and the
changes that have occurred in Melbourne, such as the
increase in cruise ships and the Anzac Day functions,
together with the responsible partying that goes on on
New Year’s Eve. We have looked at what is happening
and said, ‘Let’s s. Let’s make sure the laws of this state
reflect the good patterns of behaviour that people
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display’. That concept should be supported, and I am
pleased to have spoken on the bill.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Gambling and Liquor
Legislation Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill
2014. I say at the outset that I support the bill. I think
the overall aim of the bill is to reduce red tape, and we
have heard that from quite a number of members as we
have worked our way through the debate. The bill
makes some amendments to various acts to reduce the
regulatory burden on Victorian clubs. It removes a
requirement for the minister to approve the conduct of
two-up if it is conducted or approved by the RSL and it
removes the requirement for certain clubs to purchase
liquor from bottle shops, instead freeing them up to
purchase their liquor from wholesalers. It extends the
exemption from the need for liquor licences for
businesses that supply liquor which is incidental to their
businesses and provides automatic extensions to trading
hours for New Year’s Eve. Finally, the bill removes the
requirement for approval of under-age and mixed-age
live music events on liquor licensed premises. The bill
is part of our commitment to cut costs to these clubs
and functions and to continue our support for
not-for-profit organisations.
If we look at this bill in some detail and in particular the
parts that are of interest to us, we can see that, firstly, it
deals with the playing of two-up. Anzac Day is a pretty
special day in most of country Victoria and it is a
special day in Mildura. The bill removes the
requirement for the minister to approve the conduct of
two-up games on or around Anzac Day each year,
which will simplify things for RSLs. However, RSLs
will still be able to control where this occurs, which is
very important. We all know the good work the RSL
clubs do in caring for not only returned servicemen but
also greater parts of our community. They play a
special role, and in Mildura the RSL is a major
benefactor to a lot of clubs and organisations and
performs charitable works. I commend the club and its
committee on its work. Barely a month goes by without
my having a conversation with one of the committee
members or management, and that builds on Mildura’s
great tradition as a soldier settlement area.
For our small clubs, easing liquor licensing is extremely
important. I was at the Merbein Golf Club on Friday
night for a barbecue and social night, and it was just a
lovely night. As you walk up to the club you can see
this is a small community golf club. There is a bar and
it is staffed by volunteers. Being able to get a little extra
margin on the beer fridge is pretty important to that
club’s survival. Kim Trigg and her many assistants
made a wonderful Friday autumn evening something
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special in Mildura. I hope the Merbein Golf Club
attracts the members and interest it needs. I noticed
though as I had a walk around that there were quite a
number of kangaroos. I am not sure whether they had
paid the green fees but they were certainly having a
good chew on the greens, and there was no sign of golf
clubs.
For minor businesses such as retirement villages, which
all have their community centres, to be able to have
alcohol at functions is very important and is now
reasonably straightforward. I can remember the
enabling legislation that brought this to the house; I
think it has settled into our community very well. For
bed and breakfasts the exemption related to a proprietor
not having to be on site shows how well the initial work
that was done has settled in those areas. I remember the
debate over butcher shops and hairdressers that
occurred at that time, and again I think that being able
to ease the restrictions for those businesses shows that
they have settled in well, that there have not been
problems and that now we can go that bit further to
make things so much easier for them.
With respect to the New Year’s Eve exemptions, I must
be showing my age here because 1.00 a.m. for hotels
and bars and 3.00 a.m. for restaurants is probably a bit
past when I am up. However, it is important to be able
to make this exemption automatic so that the
proprietors of these premises do not have to go through
the licensing requirements that are usually involved.
For all those people who are involved in those
celebrations I think the extension to 3.00 a.m. for
restaurants where food is served is very wise. The
45 days notice required for live music venues was fairly
onerous if a small function was involved. For
alcohol-free, under-age events I think the change to
7 days notice will help young people who are often
involved in organising these events to get on and
organise them.
That is the extent of the bill. It covers a broad number
of areas of interest. It tidies up the legislation and
makes life much better for operators of licenced venues.
It shows that the initial move into these areas has been
widely supported in our community and has caused few
problems. With those words, I support the bill.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am delighted to
have this timely opportunity to address the Gambling
and Liquor Legislation Amendment (Reduction of Red
Tape) Bill 2014. Essentially, as members have noted,
the bill has four distinct areas. The first is very much
about reducing the regulatory burden on Victorian
clubs. It is about removing the requirement for the
minister to approve the conduct of two-up — which
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occurs once a year and not every day of the year —
when it is conducted or approved by an RSL club.
Secondly, it is about removing the requirement for
some clubs to purchase liquor from bottle shops rather
than from wholesalers. The bill also extends the
opportunity for exemptions where a business exists for
some other purpose and not for the primary purpose of
the provision of liquor. It provides for an automatic
extension to trading hours for most categories of
licences, but importantly not packaged licences, on
New Year’s Eve. Finally it deals with removing
requirements for under-age and mixed-age live music
events to be approved by the Victorian Commission for
Gambling and Liquor Regulation (VCGLR).
At the commencement of this debate the member for
Melbourne, the opposition’s lead speaker on the bill,
made a series of comments regarding the bill,
particularly about what in her view the bill did not
encompass. In particular she essentially said, and I am
not intending to verbal her in any way but simply to
paraphrase, ‘It is all very well and good but, really, we
have other issues. It is tinkering around the edges, and
you should be doing something about the substance of
the issue and not just moving around the edges’. It is
important that in the context of this debate we identify
what has been done in this field since the government
took office because we are absolutely committed to
reducing the impact of alcohol misuse, not only on
individuals but on families and communities as well.
In January last year we released a document entitled
Reducing the Alcohol and Drug Toll — Victoria’s Plan
2013–2017 That was the first whole-of-government
strategy intended to reduce the impact of alcohol
misuse and drug abuse on the Victorian community. It
sets out a 15-point plan for encouraging social change,
because in these matters it is not just about the rules, it
is about the culture. You have got to encourage social
change, target excessive drinking and drug use and
support that by education and enforcement through
health and social services, and we have done that.
We have strengthened liquor regulation, and the
VCGLR was established as an integrated regulator. We
have introduced the 5-star rating and demerit point
system so that licensees now have stronger incentives
to comply with liquor laws. Prior to that introduction it
was really all stick — and the stick was very rarely
used — and no carrot, so we have introduced that. We
have enacted legislation prohibiting the secondary
supply of liquor to minors without the consent of a
parent or guardian. We have introduced new powers
permitting police, gaming and liquor inspectors and
protective services officers to tip out any alcohol that
they seize from minors rather than having to cart it back
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to the police stations, which obviously gives them a
practical edge when they are out in the field. We have
enacted legislation to empower licensees and police to
bar patrons when they misbehave in a particularly
offensive manner and prevent them from entering or
remaining at a venue if they are drunk, violent or
quarrelsome.
We are in the process of developing the advanced
responsible service of alcohol training for owners and
staff at late-night trading venues. Those venues have
particular issues, and this process is developing training
specific to those venues, which will be implemented in
2014. We have also fulfilled our election commitment
to allocate $200 000 over four years to Step Back.
Think. As most members will know, Step Back. Think.
is a non-profit organisation which is about raising
awareness in young people about alcohol-related harm.
It works with websites and social media, it holds events
and it runs public education and awareness campaigns.
In the context of just over three years, it is absolutely
incorrect to say that the government has stood back and
ignored this issue. We have taken a series of actions,
and I have outlined just some of them here, and I
contrast that with the 11-year period prior to the
coalition taking office when the fact that alcohol is a
poison that can do harm was forgotten, when there were
consumer affairs inspectors supposedly policing alcohol
laws and when there were insufficient police on the
streets of Melbourne, so that there were punch-ups
every Friday and Saturday night — and big ones. There
was a spate of alcohol-related violence. We have
tackled that, we have dealt with that, and to suggest
otherwise is absolutely wrong.
To return to the substance of the bill, essentially, as I
said at the outset, it is about reducing red tape. It is
about giving people the opportunity to go about their
business in a responsible way but at the same time
recognising that particularly with alcohol it is a
substance that needs to be treated with care. Changes
have been made in terms of exemptions so that a range
of businesses will be able to supply alcohol in modest
quantities. New rules with regard to bed and brekfasts
being able to supply alcohol to their patrons, limited to
750 millilitres, is an important initiative as well. They
get greater flexibility and will no longer have to report
to and receive the permission of the VCGLR, which
cuts red tape as well. These are all sensible, practical
and very helpful reforms for business. I commend the
bill to the house.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
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Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I am very pleased
to rise to make a contribution to the debate on and
support the Gambling and Liquor Legislation
Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014. Before
I start I make the observation that it is evident that the
coalition parties are the parties of reducing red tape and
of getting out of the way of business and letting people
in business get on with their job. We are about getting
out of the way of clubs, unlike those opposite, who are
masters at creating red tape. I use the former federal
government as an example. In its last six years some
21 000 new regulations passed through the federal
Parliament. That is an example of the amount of
regulation that Labor likes to introduce, because
essentially its members are socialists and like to control
our lives. But I turn to the substance of the bill.
Mr McGuire interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member for South Barwon, without the assistance
of the member for Broadmeadows.
Mr KATOS — I thought it was Brighton. This bill
makes legislative amendments to the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003 and the Liquor Control Reform
Act 1998 to reduce a number of red-tape issues which
currently apply to Victorian clubs and licensed venues.
Clause 3 of the bill amends the Gambling Regulation
Act to allow two-up games on Anzac Day without
needing to get the permission of the minister. At the
moment the RSL consults with its clubs and then
informs the minister where the RSL wants to hold
licensed two-up games. Through this legislation
members of the coalition are now saying to the RSL
that two-up can be played in any club on Anzac Day.
On any other day of the year two-up is only permitted
to be played in a casino, but the government recognises
that two-up is a game that was played by diggers in
both World War I and World War II. We recognise the
significance of two-up to those returned soldiers and we
recognise that the game has a lot of sentimental value,
so it is sensible to allow two-up to be played on Anzac
Day. I am very pleased, and I am looking forward to
seeing it played at the Torquay RSL. I recently assisted
the Torquay RSL to find a new home with the Torquay
Bowls Club, so I am sure its members will be looking
forward to their first game of two-up there this coming
Anzac Day.
The bill also makes amendments to liquor licensing
arrangements. At the moment holders of certain liquor
licences are not permitted to buy liquor from
wholesalers; they can buy only from retail liquor
outlets. Obviously this arrangement is anticompetitive,
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and this legislation provides that holders of such
licences will be allowed to purchase liquor from
wholesalers. Many of these clubs are run by volunteers,
and it is very important that they are able to buy from
liquor wholesalers so that they can make more money.
We have to remember that these clubs are not run for
profit, but any money they make is invested back into
the club. It is important that we allow those clubs to do
that.
The bill also exempts minor businesses from having to
have a licence to serve small amounts of alcohol when
doing so is incidental to the operation of their business.
For example, people in hospitals, nursing homes and
retirement villages may want to be served a glass of
beer or wine with dinner, so it is sensible that those
sorts of organisations do not have burdensome
requirements placed on them. The same applies to
bed-and-breakfast operators, butchers and hairdressers.
Some hairdressers may offer you a glass of wine or a
glass of beer while you are getting your hair cut, but
they are not licensed venues that are profiting from the
sale of that alcohol; the drink is provided as an
incidental, and this legislation recognises that.
Obviously such people will only be permitted to supply
limited quantities, because we do not want these places
to turn into pseudo clubs and pubs. Such businesses
will not be permitted to supply any alcohol to minors.
The bill also provides for an extension of licensed
venue trading hours on New Year’s Eve. Rather than
have the proprietors of such businesses go through the
process of seeking an extension to their licence each
year, the bill provides that clubs, hotels and bars can
serve alcohol until 1.00 a.m. and restaurants until
3.00 a.m., which has been a longstanding practice. It is
not unusual for clubs to seek that extension for New
Year’s Eve, so it is quite sensible not to require them to
apply each year. But of course some areas will have to
be considered differently, particularly some holiday
resorts which have always been hot spots for problems.
Businesses in areas where there have been problems in
the past may not be permitted to serve alcohol on New
Year’s Eve.
With regard to the live music industry, the current
arrangement is that a licensee must apply for a licence
at least 45 days before a proposed event. This
arrangement will be brought back to 7 days, which will
make things much simpler. A licence will not have to
be applied for; a licensee will simply be required to
notify the Victorian Commission for Gambling and
Liquor Regulation (VCGLR) of the event. Therefore if
the liquor licensing section of VCGLR or the police are
aware of such an event, they can come along and
inspect it if they wish. Obviously such music events can
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be attended by people of mixed ages, so inspections
will be able to be carried out to ensure that no alcohol is
served — for example, during an event attended by
people aged under 18 years.
This is sensible legislation, as is any legislation that
removes the burden of red tape. We should be making
life easier for businesses, particularly pubs and clubs. A
lot of these licensed venues are effectively
community-run organisations and do not exist to make
private profit. Any money made goes back into those
clubs for their members as a whole, so it is quite
sensible that we try to maximise the amount of money
that can be made available to run them. With that, as I
said, it is very sensible legislation and I am more than
happy to commend it to the house.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
speak on the Gambling and Liquor Legislation
Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014. The
bill amends the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 and the
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 to do a number of
things the government said it would do. It removes
unnecessary and burdensome red tape for businesses, in
particular the hotels, pubs and clubs that are so
important to country Victoria, which means that the
savings made by those pubs and clubs that give so
much to country areas will go right back into their
communities. This is one of those bills that not only
makes common-sense amendments but also is very
important to communities. The savings the pubs and
clubs will make because of the initiatives of this
government will be directed into community projects
and initiatives, putting back into the community as all
sporting clubs do.
One of the issues I would like to speak about is the
importance of live music. As a former singer I got my
start in pubs and clubs around Victoria, and I think it is
important that some of the restrictions on pubs and
clubs are lifted. This will mean so much to the live
music industry. I can remember under the former
government, standing on the steps of Parliament House
with thousands of people down Bourke Street, all
concerned about the changes to regulations around the
live music industry, meaning that live music venues had
to have security guards. This was a huge concern to
pubs and clubs. Thankfully, those restrictions have been
removed. This government is about removing
restrictions while making sure those businesses do the
right thing.
While it is important for pubs and clubs to have live
music it is also important for singers and musicians
who go to these venues to be exposed to friendly
crowds. Removing some of the unnecessary burden
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will mean that live music can thrive both in country
Victoria and in the cities. I know that a number of press
releases over the years have talked about the
disadvantage to clubs, pubs and other venues if live
music attracts the burden of red tape. I am proud that
this government has seen fit to make sure that the live
music trade continues to prosper and gives so many
young musicians and bands their start.
In country areas the main places where young people
can hear bands are in licensed pubs and clubs. The bill
removes the requirement for approval for under-age
and mixed-age live music events on liquor-licensed
premises, so young people will be able to go to these
venues as long as the venues ensure they do not drink.
The bill also provides an automatic extension to liquor
licensee trading hours on New Year’s Eve. It makes a
number of amendments to the legislation to allow pubs
and clubs to extend their trading hours until 2 o’clock
or 3 o’clock in the morning, which is what happens on
New Year’s Eve. We are making some common-sense
amendments to legislation around pubs, clubs and other
venues.
Among the other amendments I am pleased to see is the
removal of the requirement for an RSL to seek
ministerial approval to conduct a two-up game on or
before Anzac Day each year. Anzac Day is celebrated
by many Victorians. People like to go to Anzac Day
commemorations to pay tribute to our servicemen and
servicewomen. We understand that people who go to
their RSL for these occasions enjoy a game of two-up. I
have been going to RSLs and to Anzac Day events in
Shepparton, Mooroopna and right across my electorate
for 25 years. I know RSLs welcome people coming to
their venues. Lifting the requirement on RSLs to go to
the minister to get an exemption each year will allow
them to get on with providing for two-up sessions. It is
something that returned soldiers love to do; it is part of
the Anzac spirit and part of what people do on Anzac
Day. We have now removed some of the red tape to
provide for much more common-sense arrangements. I
know the RSL called for this, and I am pleased to say
this government has listened.
The bill also removes the prohibition on those who hold
restricted club licences and renewable limited club
licences from purchasing liquor from wholesalers.
Clubs are now only allowed to purchase their liquor
from retail outlets. This puts a burden on these
organisations, because it means they cannot buy at the
best price. If a pub or club can buy where they can get
the best price, that is better not only for their business
but also for the community and the patrons who visit
the venue to have a drink as, hopefully, the drinks will
be sold at a cheaper price. Again it is about this
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government making common-sense decisions to allow
pubs and clubs to get on with the job of running their
businesses and not putting red-tape burdens on them.
The bill also makes amendments to exempt some
businesses and not-for-profit organisations like
retirement villages from the requirement to have a
liquor licence under certain conditions. They sometimes
have happy hour on a Wednesday evening, when some
of the retirees may go into the administration area to
have a quiet drink — a soft drink or whatever. The bill
will mean retirement villages will not need to get a
liquor licence for that. What we are trying to do is to
make those common-sense changes to allow clubs and
pubs to not be burdened unnecessarily by red tape.
This is fantastic legislation. I am pleased to note that the
opposition is not opposing it; it could not, because it is
good legislation. As a government we have said we will
remove any red tape that we think is going to stop
businesses from prospering. With that, I applaud the
minister and wish the bill a speedy passage.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr TILLEY
(Benambra).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I am advised that we have the former member
for Kilsyth in the gallery. I welcome her, and it is lovely
to see her back.

TRANSPORT (SAFETY SCHEMES
COMPLIANCE AND ENFORCEMENT)
BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 February; motion of
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport).
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I rise to speak on the
Transport (Safety Schemes Compliance and
Enforcement) Bill 2014. I say at the outset that the
Victorian opposition will not be opposing this bill.
Occasionally in this house we have some terrific
debates around values and technical details. This will
not be one of those debates as this is a reasonably dry
bill. It is the product of a long period of negotiation
with the federal government. It arises out of a Council
of Australian Governments agreement, and I will speak
a little bit more about that in a moment.
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Having said that we do not oppose the bill, there are a
number of issues that I wish to place on the record, and
I respectfully make the request of government speakers,
if and when they are in a position to do so, that they
provide some assurances. These are follow-up issues
that have come out of the briefing that I very gratefully
received from the department — and may I also put on
the record my appreciation to both the minister’s office
and the departmental staff for taking the time to brief
me so thoroughly on the bill.
In the course of that briefing we were given the
assurance that Transport Safety Victoria and the
department were very supportive of the proposed
legislation and that the national scheme was able to be
implemented with improved safety outcomes for
Victoria. Again, that is not a contested aim; it is one
that we very passionately support. However, some
documents that we obtained under freedom of
information indicate that Transport Safety Victoria has
had a significant range of concerns through the process
of developing a national agreement and a service level
agreement. I wish to step briefly through those, and also
again respectfully request that government members
address those issues in the course of their contributions,
if and when they are able to do so. It does not change
our position. As I said, we do not intend to oppose this
bill. It does seem to me, through the course of the
briefing and subsequent research, that many of these
concerns have subsequently been met, but I do think it
is incumbent upon the government to reassure the
chamber and the community that this is in fact the case.
The ability of Victoria to enforce this legislation seems
to be primarily contained in the service level agreement
between Transport Safety Victoria and the Office of the
National Rail Safety Regulator. Having done some
recent research, it seems that this service level
agreement was signed only very recently — in fact, it
appears to me, on Friday — and it is expected to come
into effect on 19 May. I understand that this service
level agreement will see Transport Safety Victoria
undertaking regulatory activities in Victoria on behalf
of the national rail safety regulator, with Transport
Safety Victoria acting effectively as the Victorian
branch.
That is a substantive and important step. The Office of
the National Rail Safety Regulator has acknowledged
that the Victorian rail system is hugely important in the
broader Australian rail network. Labor certainly agrees
with that, and that is why we have made commitments
to things like removing 50 level crossings. The removal
of those crossings is going to deliver significant safety
improvements to public transport and relieve
congestion across the rail network. We see too many

TRANSPORT (SAFETY SCHEMES COMPLIANCE AND ENFORCEMENT) BILL 2014
852

ASSEMBLY

Victorians, whether pedestrians or commuters, killed or
injured on our rail network, and rail safety is a very
important part of this bill and of the broader public
policy debate. It is important that we have both a
national and a state-based system that will ensure that
we have the right and proper powers, but we also need
governments to make the right investments, to set the
right priorities and to fund and deliver those.
This bill will enable Victorian transport safety officers
to monitor compliance under the national laws, and
Labor supports this. But, as we in this chamber all
know, the devil is always in the detail, and that is why
we seek from the government further information and
clarity to ensure that the concerns of Transport Safety
Victoria have been met. There were some transitional
issues identified, and advice was given to the minister
approximately 18 months ago in correspondence from
Transport Safety Victoria that it sent to the national rail
safety regulator project officer. We want to ensure that
all those issues have been addressed. There were also
some issues raised in respect of risk registers and
performance reporting processes and strategies. We
seek confirmation from the government that those
issues have also been resolved.
Another issue that we wish to raise is that there was
some concern being expressed by Transport Safety
Victoria that its comments had not been taken into
account in the independent assessment of the rail
regulator and the risks and controls document that it
undertook in 2012. We want to ensure that all those
issues have been addressed. The department was
concerned about IT systems, and took the time and
effort to explain to the government how the process of
negotiation and trying to resolve these issues was in fact
significantly diverting its resources. I acknowledge this
is a task that has certainly borne the brunt of the impact
on resources both within the department and Transport
Safety Victoria.
In a further briefing from the department there was an
indication that it had significant concerns about the
draft service level agreement — this is the document
that was signed last Friday — and its capacity to be
implemented. I ask again that the government assure
the house that those concerns have been adequately
addressed, whether that is via the service level
agreement or the resource allocations that might have
been made.
It is also important when one starts to adopt what is
effectively nationalisation of a scheme to ensure that
there is absolute clarity and certainty in step. These
were largely the issues that Transport Safety Victoria
canvassed in its correspondence with both the minister
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and the national regulator. Essentially the concerns
outlined by Transport Safety Victoria are the issues that
we ask the government to assure the house about
tonight. We want to know that in the service level
agreement there has been no diminution of safety for
Victorians, that there are no oversights in the operation
of a dual safety system, and that there is clarity around
what is expected to be complied with, in terms of both
the Victorian and national requirements. Many of those
measures in the bill seem likely to enhance the capacity
of Transport Safety Victoria to administer what is
called a dual safety system. There will be improved
powers of entry and improved powers to give direction,
utilise equipment and secure sites.
Likewise it seems it is both practical and appropriate to
ensure that the regulation of marine environments
aligns with that of ports and waterways to ensure that
we have not just comprehensive but consistent
outcomes. Again, opposition members in this chamber
would like to place on the record that when it comes to
ensuring transport safety we will always support the
application of the highest safety standards that are
practicable. We certainly note that the origins of this
bill can be found in that aspiration. In fact, that was part
of the discussion in the debate in August 2012 when
agreement was reached at the Council of Australian
Governments (COAG) meeting.
Essentially the COAG agreement sought to establish a
national system of rail safety regulation and
investigation and to ensure that we had uniform
regulation and a single national safety rail regulator.
The national rail safety scheme is reminiscent of its
roots. There was a seamless national economy
agreement in 2008, and that was a really important
approach in dealing with issues in which both the
national and state governments have roles and
responsibilities. It is important not just in terms of
consistency and productivity but also in terms of
ensuring that we are able to amend and have the
relevant flexibility in responding to issues both at a
national and state level.
I also note that an earlier part of this reform package
that covers marine safety is already in operation. I
understand this new system will operate alongside the
regulation that has already occurred, with significant
compliance and enforcement activity that has been
delegated by the Australian Maritime Safety Authority
to Victorian officers. This bill will enable a similar or
analogous arrangement to be put in place in respect of
rail transport.
Essentially the opposition does not oppose this bill on
the basis that it believes it will improve safety and
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compliance for Victorians. Having the same authority
and officers dealing with both Victorian and national
safety schemes will reduce confusion. It will also
ensure that there is an equal standard around
enforcement, service provision and protection. In a
sense not only will that certainty be more efficient but I
also hope it will encourage a greater familiarity with
how to comply with these safety procedures and
protocols. We are broadly supportive of those
principles so long as they are enforced in Victoria with
fairness and clarity and above all that there are
appropriate resources in order to do that.
This is about the alignment of local rail safety schemes
with the national scheme and actually having those
administered by the same officers. Again I would like
to acknowledge and thank the departmental officers
who took me through some of the challenges of having
a national scheme. Ultimately this is not just about
addressing some of those regulatory difficulties; we
also want to see improved safety outcomes. To the
extent that this bill will enable that, we support it. But
we also think it is important to reduce the confusion
around enforcement, such as which officers are
exercising which powers and whether they are
exercising a state or a national power. They are the
issues that the system has had to grapple with through
having two separate regulators trying to operate
simultaneously.
The bill also deals with some issues around directors
liability. I think we all agree it is a good thing to see
that directors liability provisions are being brought into
line with national principles. Collectivising
responsibility for decision making and ensuring that
those with the power and authority to make or not make
decisions are held accountable and responsible for those
decisions is absolutely essential for a fair and effective
safety scheme. We certainly endorse those
amendments.
I have only one other reasonably modest caution that I
wish to place on the public record. It goes to the issue
of resources. It is incredibly important to ensure that
Transport Safety Victoria is resourced properly. As we
debate this in this chamber time and again, it is very
easy — or in this case perhaps not so easy, because this
has been a pretty long and arduous process — or very
simple, I suppose, to set the regulatory regime, but if
government does not resource that properly and does
not put its money where its mouth is, the effectiveness
of regulatory change and an attempt to simplify it will
not be as effective as its initial aspirations led us to
expect. Again we call on the government to ensure that
the public sector is resourced properly and
appropriately in that regard.
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As I said at the commencement of my contribution to
the debate, we are very committed to reform that
improves safety outcomes for Victorians. As I conclude
my remarks, I ask government speakers as they make
their contributions to the debate to provide us with the
assurance and confirmation that the concerns I raised
earlier that were canvassed by Transport Safety
Victoria have been addressed — namely, that there are
appropriate operational mechanisms in place to
administer the dual safety scheme; that the government
is satisfied that there is enough clarity around
responsibilities, both for Transport Safety Victoria and
the commonwealth regulators, and that there are no
gaps in respect of the provision for safety regulation nor
any capacity for there to be any confusion on the
service level agreement. I acknowledge that the ink is
barely dry on that service level agreement, but they are
the issues that Transport Safety Victoria raised as
concerns. We seek an assurance that those issues have
been addressed and that Transport Safety Victoria will
be adequately resourced to administer the dual safety
scheme appropriately.
Subject to those cautions and respectful requests, I wish
the bill a speedy passage through the house.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to speak on the Transport (Safety
Schemes Compliance and Enforcement) Bill 2014. Just
before I get into discussion of the bill, the member for
Altona has raised some issues which I can answer some
of now, given the advice I have just received, which
may help a little. In terms of the safety director, that is
an independent regulator. The safety director has now
signed the service level agreement, as the member
indicated. The minister and the national regulator have
also signed off on that service level agreement. This
means that the national regulator, Victoria’s safety
director and the government are comfortable with the
arrangements and that all issues have been addressed.
That partly answers those matters raised by the member
for Altona. In regard to anything else that she requires
clarification about, I am happy to follow that up at a
later date.
In terms of the bill, I will break up my contribution into
three or four sections. The functions and powers of the
transport safety officers are critically important to the
way this bill will operate at the coalface, so to speak.
The Transport (Safety Schemes Compliance and
Enforcement) Bill 2014 provides for the appointment of
transport safety officers and outlines their functions,
which relate to monitoring, securing compliance with
and enforcing rail, bus and marine safety laws.
Transport safety officers are charged with providing
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information and advice about transport safety or
infrastructure laws — that is, laws about local rail, bus
and marine safety. They are also charged with requiring
compliance with those laws and investigating breaches
of the law. They must also assist with prosecutions if
required. The bill therefore provides a framework for
the exercise of transport safety officers’ powers.
Transport safety officers’ powers under the bill are
similar to those currently available under the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983. However,
various changes and improvements are made by the
bill. Officers’ powers include powers of entry, warrant
powers and search and seizure powers. Officers are also
given powers of inquiry. Provision is made for serving
improvement and prohibition notices, and courts are
provided with sanctions such as the power to make
commercial benefits orders. While many of these
powers currently exist, improvements are made to the
current powers. Many of these improvements align
local standards with those applying under national
schemes.
The improvements include clarifying the definition of
bus premises so it is clearer where officers can exercise
their powers. This is achieved by referring to a place
where bus safety work is carried out. Another
improvement made by the bill is allowing entry to
public transport or marine premises via adjoining
premises if the matter is urgent — for example, if an
accident occurs on a railway track bounded on both
sides by private farmland. The bill allows for officers to
leave a notice of entry, providing details of the entry
and what was done if no-one is present when they enter
the premises. This provision is not contained in the
national laws, but it adds a new protection and also
makes it easier for regulated parties to contact the safety
director.
The bill provides officers with powers to direct a person
to move or stop rolling stock and other vehicles — for
example, to move a locomotive to an area where it can
be examined more easily and more safely. It also
provides officers with powers to require a person to
give reasonable help — for example, unloading rolling
stock, providing a key, demonstrating the features of a
bus, or providing copying or scanning facilities. The
bill provides that electronic equipment such as a laptop,
storage device or document scanner can be taken onto
premises and used.
The bill ties officers’ power to secure a site to
compliance and investigative purposes, rather than
simply to offences or preserving evidence, as is
currently the case. This is a wider and better description
of why sites can be secured. The bill provides a new
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power to require people to answer questions. As is the
case with similar schemes, the bill provides protections
relating to self-incrimination, and legal professional
privilege is protected. However, documents that are
required to be kept under a relevant law can be used in
evidence because they are discoverable anyway.
There is a new power to serve a non-disturbance notice.
This means that, for example, an operator of a train or
bus can be required to preserve the vehicle and
associated infrastructure pending an investigation. A
new power is provided which enables the regulator to
require works to be done or things to be provided in
response to safety reports, such as a coroner’s report.
There is also a new power requiring works threatening
the operational integrity or the safety of a railway to be
stopped — for example, if a contractor is laying pipes
under a railway without having the necessary checks
and approvals in place.
The bill also deals with the chief investigator, transport
safety. The chief investigator carries out no-blame
investigations of transport accidents. The chief
investigator currently has broadly the same powers of
entry, search and inquiry as transport safety officers
under the Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous)
Act 1983. However, transport safety officers’ powers
from that act are repealed, because those powers and
additional powers are contained in this bill. The
relevant powers in the bill therefore apply to the chief
investigator. The provisions are applied subject to
necessary modifications. These are needed because the
powers are used for investigative purposes and not for
compliance and enforcement purposes. This is the same
format as currently applies.
In terms of directors liability, the bill furthers Victoria’s
implementation of national directors liability reforms.
The bill applies national directors liability standards to
Victoria’s local transport safety schemes. This reduces
the legal burden on corporate officers. The national
reforms follow a March 2008 agreement by the Council
of Australian Governments to harmonise legislation
that imposes liability on corporate officers for a
corporation’s criminal actions. Common principles to
determine whether liability should be imposed on
officers were developed. These principles include that
officers should not be liable for corporate default by the
blanket imposition of liability.
Secondly, liability for corporate misconduct should be
confined to situations where there are compelling
public policy reasons for imposing liability. Corporate
liability alone is not sufficient to promote compliance,
and it is reasonable in all the circumstances for the
officer to be liable. Where officers’ liability is
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appropriate it should apply where officers have
encouraged or assisted in the commission of the
offence, or been negligent or reckless about the
corporation’s offending.

implement nationally agreed directors liability
principles, as outlined by a previous speaker. It also
seeks to continue to implement nationally agreed
standards.

Model provisions to implement national principles are
being applied across Victorian statutes. In most cases,
the formulation of directors liability provisions require
that the prosecution prove, beyond reasonable doubt,
that the officer failed to exercise due diligence to avoid
or prevent the corporation’s contravention. This
formulation is applied in respect of specified offences
in the current bill, the Bus Safety Act 2009, and the
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983.
The bill complements earlier reforms already in place
for the Rail Safety National Law Application Act 2013,
the Rail Safety (Local Operations) Act 2006 and ports
legislation.

Labor supports efficient and consistent safety regulation
across transport systems. We recognise that it is not in
the public’s interest for there to be inconsistency across
the states. Having borders and designated waterways
across Australia does not mean people travelling across
borders should be limited when it comes to safety, so it
is extremely important that we have a national system
in place. In the application of safety schemes across
different transport modes in Victoria there is a need for
coordination across the transport system, and a range of
different regulations and powers apply to Transport
Safety Victoria, our transport safety organisation, in
carrying out its important work.

In summary, the bill deals with the compliance and
enforcement of Victoria’s local rail, bus and marine
safety schemes. It provides local schemes with the same
levels of compliance and enforcement support as recent
national schemes, which helps avoid anomalies
between state and national regulation. It also promotes
consistent and efficient regulation, and it provides
investigative powers to the chief investigator. National
directors liability principles are applied to transport
safety legislation. In the minister’s second-reading
speech, he summarised the bill as follows:

In the briefing the opposition received, the department
assured us that Transport Safety Victoria is supportive
of the legislation and that the new schemes that have
been established will continue to roll out. Having said
that, the opposition is mindful that Transport Safety
Victoria has a number of serious concerns about the
development of the service level agreement that gives
effect to the national reforms. Similar issues were raised
last year when the heavy vehicle regulator was put in
place, and also when the maritime safety laws were
implemented nationally. We are guided by the advice
provided to us by the department that Transport Safety
Victoria is supportive of the new regime. We are aware
that the service level agreement was signed on Friday,
21 March, enabling the Rail Safety National Law to
come into operation in Victoria, and we note that in
some cases the new national schemes have improved
regulation around safety compliance and the
enforcement of Victorian standards.

The bill helps to maintain and improve Victoria’s high
transport safety standards on land and water and for that
reason it deserves to enjoy the strong support of all members.

I appreciate the fact that the opposition will not be
opposing this bill. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to speak on the
Transport (Safety Schemes Compliance and
Enforcement) Bill 2014. As stated by the lead speaker,
the opposition does not oppose the bill. The purpose of
the bill is to ensure that Victoria’s local rail,
maritime — including local waterways — and bus
sectors enjoy the same levels of compliance and
enforcement in relation to safety, following the recent
implementation of national reforms in the same areas.
This follows the work of the Council of Australian
Governments and the implementation by this
Parliament of reforms in the maritime sector around
this time last year.
The bill seeks to avoid anomalies between the state and
national regulatory environments, which is important in
many circumstances when incidents affecting safety
occur. The implementation of these reforms goes to a
level of prevention. The bill seeks to continue to

However, in addressing these issues I put on the record
that in the state of Victoria there are still some big
concerns when it comes to transport safety on our road
and rail systems. In going through 150 of the press
releases the Minister for Roads and Minister for Public
Transport put out in the last 12 months, I failed to find
any reference not only to rail freight safety but to rail
freight itself. There seems to be a big hole in policy and
implementation around rail freight and rail freight
safety across the state, which needs the attention of the
minister and the state government not only to progress
our export market within Australia but also in terms of
the interaction of rail freight and roads, particularly in
rural and regional Victoria, where we have had
significant disasters.
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In 2007 there was a horrible incident in Kerang, which
unfortunately came to court only through a recent
coroner’s report. Eleven people were killed and
23 people were injured when a truck slammed into a
Melbourne-bound train. However, we have not put in
place all the safety tools needed to prevent a similar
accident from happening again, and in this debate I
draw the minister’s attention to the need for a continued
program around freight trains and rail safety,
particularly the interaction of those trains with the
community. By no means am I saying that we should
not have more freight trains — do not get me wrong, I
am very much an advocate of having more freight on
rail — but I put on the record that the safety issues of
trains interacting with the community should not be left
behind and that there should be some focus on them. I
cannot touch on this subject without pointing to the fact
that the Labor Party has a policy of fixing 50 dangerous
level crossings.
On the issue of road safety, I will touch on a significant
issue that has been raised both in this Parliament and in
the media, and that is the defective notices that have
been issued to Cootes Transport and its very concerning
maintenance issues, including a range of safety
breaches on its vehicles that operate on Victorian roads,
carrying both fuel and oil. In the first instance Cootes
Transport had its trucks taken off Victorian roads, and
in the second instance after investigation in early
February it voluntarily took its trucks off the road.
However, these dangerous vehicles — dangerous when
they are not maintained to standard — may be back on
our roads and may still be carrying loads that make
them liable to rollovers. The trucks may be liable to
accidents due to brake failures or issues with axles that
occur when they are not properly maintained.
I acknowledge that there are highly skilled drivers
behind the wheels of these sorts of vehicles and that
they are on our suburban, regional and rural roads every
day, but without proper maintenance of these sorts of
vehicles and a real commitment to safety we are
looking at a dangerous situation every day on our roads.
I call on the government to make sure it is funding
VicRoads adequately to make sure that these vehicles
are safe and properly maintained.
The bill extends to maritime areas and waterways.
When looking at the record I was surprised by how
many people in the last three or four years were killed
in accidents, particularly in Port Phillip Bay, involving
boats, jet skis or kayaks. I draw the attention of the
house to the boating safety and facilities program,
which is a state government-funded program that plays
an extremely important role in boating safety and
making waterways more accessible and safe for all
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Victorians. The boating safety and facilities program
allocates funds to individual grants-based projects
initiated by community, agency and stakeholder groups
and to programs initiated by Transport Safety Victoria,
the marine regulator. However, these programs have
not been fully implemented as a result of the
government’s budgeting, and I call on the minister to
bring holistic safety programs back to Port Phillip Bay
rather than pork-barrelling individual projects.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am very pleased to
rise this evening to speak in support of the Transport
(Safety Schemes Compliance and Enforcement) Bill
2014. The purpose of the bill is to provide a scheme for
the enforcement of transport system safety legislation,
firstly by re-enacting with modifications provisions of
the scheme under the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Act 1983 for the enforcement of
transport systems safety legislation, and secondly, by
adopting and adapting provisions from the Rail Safety
National Law. As other speakers have mentioned, we
can see that this is part of a harmonisation program
resulting from a Council of Australian Governments
(COAG) agreement. The overall objectives are to
improve compliance and enforcement support for
locally regulated rail, bus and marine operations by
making powers, sanctions and legislative standards
more consistent with recent national transport scheme
standards applied by Victorian laws. It also makes
directors liability standards in rail and bus safety more
consistent with the national directors liability principles,
and I will come back and talk about that in a little
while. Finally, the bill makes some necessary
consequential changes.
At the outset of my contribution I want to make some
general comments in relation to some of the
improvements that have been undertaken. I note that the
Minister for Public Transport is in the chamber at the
moment. There have been some outstanding
improvements in relation to punctuality and other
measures of effectiveness in relation to the rail system
under the coalition government. I think back to a couple
of the rail lines that were notoriously problematic under
the previous government. For example, on the
Frankston line punctuality was languishing down at
roughly 50 per cent, and under the coalition it is now up
in the mid-90s. Just south of my electorate of Forest
Hill we have the Glen Waverley line. There have been
some marvellous improvements to that line under the
coalition government. We have gone from punctuality
of 91.8 per cent in January 2010 under the Labor
government to punctuality of 97.4 per cent in January
2014 under the coalition government. As someone who
used to catch the train to the city on a regular basis, I
know the importance of the reliability and punctuality
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of the train system. I congratulate the minister and his
team on the huge amount of work they have undertaken
to get those figures to the more appropriate levels they
are at now, in contrast to the very poor service
previously provided under the Labor government.
I turn to some of the announcements that have been
made in recent times. I particularly think of the
$2.5 billion upgrade to the Pakenham-Cranbourne line
announced in recent weeks by the minister and the
Premier. That is going to be an outstanding
improvement for all commuters on those lines, with
resultant improvements for all passengers. In particular,
there are going to be 25 new trains, new signalling, four
level-crossing removals, three station rebuilds and a
30 per cent increase in capacity that will result in about
4500 more passengers per hour. A range of terrific
initiatives have been undertaken by the coalition
government in relation to public transport. A huge
amount of work has gone on in the various means of
public transport. I congratulate the minister on his
work. Obviously that work is ongoing, but it has been
very well received by commuters on these various rail
lines. In addition to that, thousands more bus services
have been added to the regular timetables. Public
transport has been seriously addressed by the coalition
government, and as I said, I congratulate the minister
and his team on the marvellous inroads they have made
in fixing up what was a desperately poor and
languishing system after 11 years of the previous
government.
Turning back to the details of the bill before us, we can
see that its main purpose is to improve compliance and
enforcement provisions that apply to locally regulated
bus, rail and marine transport services in Victoria and
bring them broadly into line with national standards.
That is achieved by establishing a new statute that
makes state standards more consistent with national
levels, particularly the Rail Safety National Law, by
consolidating and improving existing monitoring,
compliance, investigation and enforcement powers
available to Transport Safety Victoria (TSV) and
transport safety officers. The bill provides TSV with
detailed entry, search, seizure, inquiry and questioning
powers. It also gives TSV important administrative
sanctions to use, such as the power to serve
improvement and prohibition notices, and contains
court-based sanctions. As I said before, the bill also
provides a platform for Victoria to implement
nationally approved directors liability principles which
limit the offences for which an officer might be liable
when an offence is committed by a corporation.
I want to spend a couple of minutes looking at that
particular aspect of the bill in my contribution. The bill
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applies the national directors liability standards to
Victoria’s local transport safety schemes, and this
reduces the legal burden on corporate officers. The
national reforms follow a March 2008 agreement by
COAG to harmonise legislation that imposed liability
on corporate officers for corporations’ criminal actions.
Common principles to determine whether liability
should be imposed on officers were developed. These
stipulated that officers should not be liable for corporate
default by blanket imposition of liability and that
liability for corporate misconduct should be confined to
situations where there are compelling public policy
reasons for imposing liability, where corporate liability
alone is not sufficient to promote compliance and
where it is reasonable in all the circumstances for the
officer to be liable. Where officer liability is
appropriate, it should apply where officers have, firstly,
encouraged or assisted in the commission of the
offence, or secondly, been negligent or reckless about
the corporation’s offending. That is good,
common-sense legislation. It puts the onus where it
should be: placing the level of responsibility on officers
liability, as it should be in these circumstances.
The model provisions to implement national principles
are being applied across Victorian statutes. In most
cases the formulation of directors liability provisions
require that the prosecution prove beyond reasonable
doubt that the officer failed to exercise due diligence to
avoid or prevent the corporation’s contravention. This
formulation is applied in respect of specified offences
in the bill, in the Bus Safety Act 2009 and the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983. The bill
complements earlier reforms which are already in place
for the Rail Safety National Law Application Act 2013,
the Rail Safety Act 2006 and ports legislation. That is a
good reform in itself.
Coming back to some of the improvements that have
been made under the coalition government, I turn my
attention now to a couple on the line that is just to the
north of my electorate, and they are the recently
removed level crossings in the electorate of Mitcham
on Rooks Road, Mitcham, and on Mitcham Road,
Mitcham. As I said, they are not in my electorate but
they affect my residents. I have had a lot of feedback
over a long period of time in relation to the bottlenecks
that choked the north–south traffic coming in and out of
my electorate due to those crossings. Their removal has
been very well received by the community in the
eastern suburbs and in my electorate of Forest Hill.
I again congratulate the teams that were involved in
putting these projects together and executing them in
such an efficient way. The minister has presided over
the new regime to ensure that we get projects like this
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done on time and on budget. That is in stark contrast to
the way projects used to be done here in Victoria. With
those few comments, I commend the bill to the house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
Just before I call the member for Geelong, I would be
comfortable if the member for Richmond were to take
his place at the table.
Mr Wynne — Thank you very much for the advice,
Acting Speaker. I was consulting with the Minister for
Public Transport on some very important public policy
issues. But I am here at the behest of the Parliament.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order! I
thank the member for Richmond for his explanation. It
is my understanding that the process is that each party
has representatives at the front table during the debate.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I am pleased to speak
on the Transport (Safety Schemes Compliance and
Enforcement) Bill 2014 tonight, and I note that the
opposition is not opposing the bill. I represent the
regional seat of Geelong, which is a port city. Not only
is Geelong a city that is heavily reliant on our port, we
are also a city that is heavily reliant on rail from the
point of view of both industry and commuters.
Therefore the legislation before us is relevant to my seat
of Geelong, because it is a both a port city and a city
that relies heavily on rail.
It is important from a port of Geelong point of view that
we have safety regulations and schemes in place
because there are large oil tankers servicing the Shell
wharf, grain vessels into the Bulk Grain pier, bulk
cargo into Lascelles Wharf and goods such as
woodchips into Corio Quay. It is clear that the safe
passage of vessels through the port of Geelong is
absolutely paramount, not only for the ongoing future
operation of the port but also from an environmental
point of view. One would hate to think of a disaster
occurring in Corio Bay, for example, if an oil tanker
came to grief within the bay. The point I am making is
that, with something like 500 shipping movements in
and out of Geelong per year, it is vital that we have
effective safety regulations and laws in place that
govern the port of Geelong.
In talking about the port, it is the Labor opposition and
the Labor government before that that have worked
hard to ensure that we have a healthy port. It is this side
of the house which is currently supporting Bay West in
talking about Geelong and ensuring we have assets
such as Avalon Airport and Pacific National Rail, with
the Princes Freeway going straight past an area that
would be serviced by Bay West. On this side of the
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house we understand the importance of ports and we
understand the importance of safety within the ports.
There are something like 7000, 8000 or 9000 people
who leave Geelong on a daily basis, travelling on our
trains and commuting to Melbourne. It is important
therefore that we have a safe rail scheme and safety
regulations in place to ensure that the commuters who
leave Geelong daily return home at night. There is one
glaring issue that affects rail services for our daily
commuters at the present time, especially on peak hour
trains, and that is the issue of overcrowding.
Overcrowding has become a major issue in the last
three or four years due to a lack of commitment on the
part of this government to ensure that we are adequately
serviced on the Melbourne line. When we talk about
safety and rail services, overcrowding is an important
issue at the present time. People contact me regularly in
regard to that. I am happy to speak on this bill tonight
because, as I have just said, both in the port area and the
rail area it is important for a regional centre like
Geelong to have effective schemes in place.
As other speakers have said, the bill improves safety in
the transport area and improves the current monitoring,
compliance, investigation and enforcement powers of
the Victorian safety director. In essence, the bill brings
the rail and marine sectors into line with recently
implemented national reforms. The bill seeks to avoid
anomalies between the state and federal or national
regulatory environments, which is important given that
in many circumstances when an accident or incident
occurs, it does so in a way that crosses over both federal
and state regulations. Therefore it is important that this
legislation passes through the house this evening.
I also recognise that it is not in the public interest for
there to be inconsistencies in the application of safety
schemes across various transport modes in Victoria or a
need for investigators or officers of Transport Safety
Victoria to apply a range of different regulations or
powers in carrying out their important work. I also note
that the new national schemes have improved
regulation and safety compliance and enforcement. We
accept that there is a need to ensure that Victoria’s
health and safety standards do not fall behind national
standards and therefore we need to ensure that those
standards apply in Victoria. I note that, as I said at the
outset, we are not opposing this legislation and I
therefore wish it a speedy passage through the house.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise this evening to speak on the Transport
(Safety Schemes Compliance and Enforcement) Bill
2014. As we have heard, members have been talking
about investment in rail, and I am very proud to say that
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the coalition government has invested $5.16 million in
upgrading all the railway crossings between Bendigo
and Echuca by installing boom gates, bells and lights.
Those crossings are safer than they were. As I said,
members have been talking about the need for
investment in rail and I am pleased to inform the house
that the coalition government has reopened the
Echuca–Toolamba freight line, which is a great thing
for this government. The government is not only
talking about rail, the government is investing in rail.
There was a commitment prior to the 2010 election that
in government we would get the basics right — we
would get the ballast right, the sleepers right, the rails
right and the air conditioning in the trains right — and
we would deliver more services. Between rail and bus
services, there are thousands more services per week in
the public transport system. The government is
delivering on that commitment and this bill delivers
further reform. The Transport (Safety Schemes
Compliance and Enforcement) Bill provides for the
appointment of transport safety officers and explains
their functions, which relate to monitoring, securing
compliance and enforcing rail, bus and marine safety
laws.
Transport safety officers are charged with providing
information and advice about transport safety and
infrastructure laws — the laws about local rail, bus and
marine safety. They are also charged with requiring
compliance with those laws and investigating
contraventions. They must also assist with prosecutions
if required. The bill therefore provides a framework for
the exercise of transport safety officers’ powers.
Transport safety officers’ powers under the bill are
similar to those currently available under the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983; however,
various changes and improvements are made by the
bill.
Transport safety officers’ powers include powers of
entry, warrant powers and search-and-seizure powers.
Officers are also given powers of inquiry. Provision is
made for serving improvement and prohibition notices,
and courts are provided with sanctions such as the
power to make commercial benefits orders. While
many of these powers currently exist, improvements are
made by the bill. Many of these improvements align
local standards with those applying under national
schemes. Coming from an electorate that is on the
border with the Murray River, I know how important it
is to have national consistency in legislation. There is
nothing more frustrating than border anomalies, and
members of the coalition are very pleased to be part of
a government that is bringing in changes that get rid of
those anomalies.
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Improvements provided by this bill include clarifying
the definition of ‘bus premises’ so that it is clearer
where officers can exercise powers. This is achieved by
referring to bus premises as places where bus safety
work is carried out. The improvements also include
allowing entry to public transport premises or marine
premises via adjoining premises if the matter is
urgent — for example, if an accident occurs on a
railway track bounded on both sides by private
farmland. I heard the member for Keilor talking about
the terrible incident at Kerang, where it would have
been necessary to gain access to some farmland.
Other improvements are the requirement to leave a
notice of entry if no-one is present when officers enter
premises, giving details of the entry and what was done.
This provision is not in the national laws, but it adds a
new protection and also makes it easier for regulated
parties to contact the safety director. The improvements
also include providing the power to direct a person to
move or stop rolling stock and other vehicles — for
example, to move a locomotive to an area where it can
be examined more easily; and providing the power to
require a person to give reasonable help, such as
unloading rolling stock, providing a key, demonstrating
the features of a bus or providing copying or scanning
facilities.
The improvements also include providing that
electronic equipment such as a laptop, storage device or
document scanner can be taken onto premises and used;
and tying the power to secure a site to compliance and
investigative purposes rather than just to offences or to
preserving evidence as is currently the case. This is a
wider and better description of why sites can be
secured. Other improvements include providing a new
power to require people to answer questions. As is the
case with similar schemes, protections relating to the
privilege against self-incrimination are provided and
legal professional privilege is protected. However,
documents required to be kept under a relevant law can
be used in evidence; this is because they are
discoverable anyway.
The bill provides a new power to serve a
non-disturbance notice. This means, for example, that
the operator of a train or bus can be required to preserve
the vehicle and associated infrastructure pending an
investigation. A new power is provided which enables
the regulator to require works to be done or things to be
provided in response to safety reports, such as a
coroner’s report. There is also a new power to require
works threatening the operational integrity or safety of
a railway to be stopped — for example, if a contractor
is laying pipes under a railway without having the
necessary checks and approvals in place. Obviously we
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would not want people boring under railway lines
without the appropriate approvals, because that could
damage the lines and affect their reliability et cetera.
The bill also deals with the chief investigator, transport
safety, who carries out no-blame investigations of
transport accidents. The chief investigator currently has
broadly the same powers of entry, search and inquiry as
a transport safety officer under the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983. However,
the transport safety officers’ powers in that act are
repealed by the bill. The relevant powers in the bill
therefore apply to the chief investigator, transport
safety. These provisions are applied subject to
necessary modifications, which are needed because the
powers are used for investigative purposes, not
compliance and enforcement purposes. This is the same
format as currently applies.
The bill also furthers Victoria’s implementation of
national directors liability reforms. It applies national
directors liability standards to Victoria’s local transport
safety schemes, reducing the legal burden on corporate
officers. The national reforms follow a March 2008
agreement by the Council of Australian Governments
to harmonise legislation that imposed liability on
corporate officers for a corporation’s criminal actions.
Common principles to determine whether liability
should be imposed on officers were developed. They
stipulate that officers should not be liable for corporate
default by a blanket imposition of liability and that
liability for corporate misconduct should be confined to
situations where there are compelling public policy
reasons for imposing liability, corporate liability alone
is not sufficient to promote compliance and it is
reasonable in all the circumstances for the officer to be
liable. Where officers’ liability is appropriate it should
apply where officers have encouraged or assisted in the
commission of the offence or been negligent or reckless
about the corporation’s offending.
Model provisions to implement national principles are
being applied across Victorian statutes. In most cases
the formulation of directors liability provisions require
that the prosecution prove beyond reasonable doubt that
the officer failed to exercise due diligence to avoid or
prevent the corporation’s contravention. This
formulation is applied in respect of specified offences
in the bill, the Bus Safety Act 2009 and the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983. The bill
complements earlier reforms which are already in place
for the Rail Safety National Law Application Act 2013,
the Rail Safety (Local Operations) Act 2006 and ports
legislation.
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This bill is about getting harmony across Australia so
that people who operate in Victoria will work under the
same regulations when they go interstate. It will apply
right across bus, train and marine safety schemes. This
is about having no confusion when you are operating
anywhere in Australia. It is about being consistent. This
bill will reduce red tape, and it is a bill that I am pleased
to say members of the opposition are not opposing,
because they can see its benefits. I commend the bill to
the house and wish it a speedy passage.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to make a
short contribution on the Transport (Safety Schemes
Compliance and Enforcement) Bill 2014. In 2009 the
Council of Australian Governments (COAG) agreed to
establish a national rail safety regulatory body by
January 2013. As this has been planned since 2009,
obviously it has bipartisan support. In 2013 national
schemes regarding government settings and regulations
for the rail and marine sectors were mandated by
COAG. That scheme set the platform for bringing most
parts of the rail and marine sectors under national
control, while leaving remaining areas under state
control. At the outset, Transport Safety Victoria (TSV)
expressed some concerns about the development of
service level agreements. However, the department has
assured the opposition that TSV has the full support of
the process, which I am glad to hear.
The national rail safety regulator (NRSR) will have
responsibility in those jurisdictions where the Rail
Safety National Law (RSNL) has been enacted. Since
20 January 2013 that includes South Australia,
Tasmania, Northern Territory and New South Wales.
The NRSR will be the responsible rail safety regulator
in Victoria when the bill before the house is enacted. In
Victoria the Marine Safety (Domestic Commercial
Vessel) National Law Act 2012 commenced in 2013.
This bill also sets up the Office of the National Rail
Safety Regulator, which is an independent authority
with legislative responsibility to administer the RSNL,
making it accountable under that law. The Office of the
NRSR will continue to act independently to promote
safety and safety improvements as a fundamental
objective and in the best interests of the public.
What does the national rail scheme cover? It covers all
Metro Trains Melbourne and V/Line operations, freight
railways, freight terminals, interstate railways, tourist
and heritage railways using main lines, and three tourist
heritage railways which opted for national regulation.
Pretty much all railways are covered in the national
scheme. What are not covered are the Yarra Trams
network and other tourist heritage rail and tram
operators, which remain locally regulated by TSV. The
national marine safety regulator, the Australian Marine
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Safety Authority (AMSA), is based in Canberra.
AMSA has delegated most matters, including most
compliance and enforcement matters, to the safety
director, TSV.
The purpose of the bill is to ensure that Victoria’s local
rail, marine and bus sectors enjoy the same levels of
compliance and enforcement in relation to safety as the
recently implemented national reform in some of those
areas. The bill seeks to avoid anomalies between the
state and national regulatory environment, which is
important given that in many circumstances when a
safety incident occurs it does so in a way that crosses
over both national and state regulations.
The bill also seeks to continue to implement nationally
agreed directors liability principles. Labor supports
more efficient and consistent safety regulations across
our transport system. Labor recognises that it is not in
the public interest to be inconsistent in the application
of safety schemes across different transport modes in
Victoria. According to Transport Safety Victoria’s
quarterly incident statistics of all rail fatalities, 9
occurred in 2011, 10 in 2012 and 4 in the first
three-quarters of 2013. Of all level crossing collisions
with road vehicles, there were 17 in 2011, 17 in 2012
and 11 in the first three-quarters of 2013. The level is
pretty consistent. There are too many collisions and too
many fatalities.
The level crossing near Mernda Park railway station in
my electorate creates heavy traffic congestion during
peak times. It hinders the smooth traffic flow on
Thompsons Road, which is the main arterial connecting
from east to west in the south-eastern suburbs. The
worst level crossing in the area is the one at the
intersection of Gippsland Highway and Princes
Highway. It creates havoc during peak hour. That
congestion creates uneasiness for the peak-time
traveller, who could take unnecessary chances to get to
work or home earlier, jeopardising the safety of all road
users. That is why Labor addresses this issue in its
policy Project 10 000. That policy is about improving
safety at level crossings and the congestion on our
roads. Under that plan Labor will remove 50 of the
state’s most dangerous and congested level crossings,
many of which have been the site of terrible accidents
and deaths. That will enormously increase rail and road
safety. Those are typical projects that will not only
improve congestion but importantly safety as well.
At COAG the parties agreed that NRSR establishment
costs are limited to those requirements essential to
establishing the NRSR head office and creating a
minimum level of information technology systems
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connectivity necessary to allow seamless national rail
regulatory processing.
At COAG the parties agreed that all transitional costs
will be borne by the states and territories. These costs
include implementing the Rail Safety National Law and
disestablishment costs of jurisdictions’ existing
regulators where required.
All ongoing NRSR costs will be shared by each state
and territory through a combination of cost recovery
from industry and/or state and territory government
contributions. Each state and territory may individually
determine the level of any government contribution
with its own jurisdiction.
Where jurisdictions elect to enter into a service
agreement to deliver rail safety regulation services on
behalf of the NRSR, the NRSR will make payments to
the service delivery agency according to the service
agreement. States and territories not fully recovering
costs from industry will consider progressively moving
towards full cost recovery in the longer term. Any state
or territory government contribution will take into
account implications for the national system.
There is a concern about whether the office of NRSR
can retain its independence while being funded by the
industry; however, in the end the state rail scheme has
been entrusted to the national regulator, which has had
to happen. I wish this bill a speedy passage.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to support the Transport (Safety
Schemes Compliance and Enforcement) Bill 2014. This
bill will improve compliance and enforcement powers
for Victoria’s local rail, bus and marine safety schemes.
It is important to put on record how important it is that
there is a consistent system across the country. The big
message at the moment is about consistency; it is about
making sure that someone who operates a boat in
Victoria, especially at the commercial level, has the
same understanding of the law wherever they go in
Australia. Consistency in regulation also applies to
Victoria’s rail and bus networks across the state.
Consistency is achieved by broadly aligning local
standards for bus, rail and marine safety with powers,
sanctions and administrative tools under national
transport safety scheme standards. National rail and
commercial marine standards were applied in Victoria
by laws passed in 2013.
Since coming to office, members of the coalition
government have been very active in improving rail
services and rail safety. In my electorate these
initiatives are seen as very important, and my
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constituents will continue to support them. Many great
changes have already been made. At a personal safety
level, there are now protective services officers (PSOs)
on many of our railway stations, and the residents of
Berwick and Pakenham thoroughly appreciate having
PSOs on their railway stations from 6.00 p.m. until the
last train, seven days a week. Such a measure provides
great opportunities for my constituents.
People in my electorate are also very keen to see some
local upgrades. The member for Bass said he was proud
when people saw the upgrade of the pedestrian crossing
at the intersection of the Princes Highway and
McGregor Road in Pakenham, a regular crossing point
for young people. People used to walk straight across
the line on one side where there were no safety barriers,
obviously taking a bit of a risk at quite a dangerous
spot. The upgrade of the pedestrian crossing on
McGregor Road was essential.
Also, during the upgrade of Clyde Road in Berwick the
coalition government ensured that the pedestrian
crossings on that road were made safer. Because Clyde
Road now carries more vehicles, government members
wanted to ensure that there was added safety for
pedestrians as well as for vehicles which travel through
an area containing many schools and businesses near
that location.
As I said earlier, the main purpose of this bill is to
achieve consistency across the states. The bill addresses
gaps between local and national compliance and
enforcement provisions by providing Transport Safety
Victoria with similar powers to those of the national
schemes, particularly rail, which is used as the main
basis for the powers in the bill, although some existing
provisions are retained where they are not contained in
the national law.
The bill re-enacts existing appointment, administrative
and power provisions with a number of improvements,
including the appointment of transport safety officers;
powers of entry or boarding without consent and under
warrant; and powers to inspect, search, copy or seize
evidence and make inquiries. The latter is very
important. During an investigation anyone completing
the investigation, whether they be the coroner or
another organisation in relation to a breach of safety
standards, needs to understand the rules. The people
being investigated will have no excuse to say that they
were not aware of what the rules are in different states,
because they will understand that the rules are
consistent across the entire country. This is super
important.
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Other improvements include directions powers about
the movement of rolling stock, vessels and buses. It is
timely to talk about rolling stock. I note that the
Minister for Manufacturing is here. I have visited one
of our fantastic manufacturers in Dandenong —
Bombardier. Only recently, due to savings Bombardier
has made on our new rolling stock of V/Locity trains,
the coalition government has had the opportunity to
save $17 million. Rather than put that money back into
government coffers, we have chosen to invest it in
putting more trains on the lines and have ordered
another three V/Locity trains.
In addition, there are improvements to safety on the
Pakenham line and improvements to train timetabling.
The coalition government will be spending $2.5 billion
on the rail network in that area upgrading the Pakenham
and Cranbourne lines. Many people have discussed the
pros and cons of this announcement, but the outcome
will be a better result for our communities.
I note that the member for Cranbourne did not talk too
much about this project, but each hour more than
4500 extra passengers will be able to travel along those
lines, and I am sure the people of Cranbourne would
love the opportunity for those extra passengers to travel
into and out of Melbourne on new trains with new
signals. The new signalling system has increased the
train service to a 71⁄2-minute timetable down that way,
which is a 30 per cent increase on what we had already
achieved. This work builds on the work already done
on the Cranbourne and Pakenham lines. There are
already more trains during peak periods, and many
passengers are now able to travel more easily. Most
importantly, the timetable has been improved, which
has meant fewer cancellations and an improvement in
safety that is second to none.
This bill also relates to buses and ensuring consistency
across the country. It is important to have consistency,
because with many people coming into Victoria
obviously we will need more bus drivers. There are
3500 new bus services in Victoria, so of course we will
need drivers, and the number of drivers will increase.
There are more than 4000 at the moment. We will be
more than happy for bus drivers from other states to
come down here and work as we improve our public
transport system. It is fantastic to have them down here.
Mr McGuire interjected.
Mr BATTIN — I am more than happy to employ
people in Victoria as well, but we have to make sure
there is consistency across the country so that should
people want to relocate to Victoria — the greatest state
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in the world — of course we will be more than happy to
accommodate them as well.

enforced by the same regulator, Transport Safety
Victoria.

Part of ensuring consistency is providing the ability to
serve improvement, prohibition and non-disturbance
notices; the ability to have rules around enforceable
voluntary undertakings, and the ability to seek court
orders to improve compliance. In a lot of areas of law
enforcement different states have different paperwork,
different types of red tape and different ways people
have to apply for court orders et cetera. It is important
that those investigating such matters have an
understanding of how the process works throughout the
entire country to ensure that they get the right court
orders.

Again this is a matter of reinforcement. We want to
ensure that we do not fall behind and that we are at the
same standard across the country. We have seen this in
the past in relation to other issues on which the Council
of Australian Governments (COAG) tried to make sure
all jurisdictions came up to the same standard. We want
to make sure we are at or better than the standard across
the country. One of the other examples of this was
WorkCover, where there was an attempt to bring in a
WorkCover-related bill in relation to the standards.
However, Victoria would not sign up for the
WorkCover bill because it would have actually taken
the state backwards in relation to WorkCover standards.
That is not something we want to do in this state. If we
are going to sign anything on a national level, we want
to make sure it is to the betterment of the industries it
will involve. It is important that we have that on the
record — that is, that this government will sign up only
to COAG agreements that are to the betterment or
benefit of Victorians.

Other improvements include commercial benefits
orders, supervisory intervention orders, exclusion
orders, adverse publicity orders — again, very
important — provisions about infringement notices and
safety work infringements relating to rail alcohol
offences. This last point concerns a subject that has
been spoken about many times in many different
workforces and in many different employment areas.
Alcohol offences are becoming more prevalent, so the
community is encouraging government to legislate in
particular areas to ensure that members in particular
industry sectors are not under the influence of any
alcohol or drugs while at work.
These measures are not only about ensuring the safety
of workers. I am referring not only to people working in
the rail and commercial marine sector but also to those
working on our bus networks. We need to ensure that
safety is the first thing that comes to mind. We also
need to ensure that safety is consistent across Victoria
and across the country. We need to introduce more bills
like this one so that the entire country is on the same
wavelength. Bus drivers and train drivers must all
comply with legislation concerning alcohol-related
offences.
The last improvement is about evidentiary matters to
make sure there is consistency across the country
around what is required as evidence when a matter is
taken to court. That is exceptionally important. Most
importantly, compliance and enforcement standards in
the state safety scheme are behind national standards.
The national schemes, particularly the national rail
safety scheme, made changes and improvements to
compliance and enforcement standards, some of them
very significant. These recent changes and
improvements have not been reflected in the state’s
local scheme laws. State standards have therefore fallen
behind national standards, even though the transport
modes — both national and state — are or will be

With that contribution, I have much pleasure in
commending the bill to the house. I strongly encourage
people to stay on board as we move through the
coalition’s plan to build a better railway line for
Pakenham and Cranbourne residents. I am sure the
member for Cranbourne will get on board shortly and
speak highly of the new trains and extra services for
Cranbourne. If he does not want to do that, I am sure
our candidate for Cranbourne at the coming election
will be more than happy to promote them throughout
the electorate.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — On this day
160 years ago the Victoria Constitution Act 1855,
which established the Parliament of Victoria, was
dispatched to England for the approval of the British
Parliament and royal assent. It ran into difficulties
because the British Parliament was preoccupied with
the Crimean War — such are the echoes of history. I
provide this context to highlight how important
compliance is and note that one of the most striking
emblems of the attempts to achieve uniformity in
Australia was the varying rail gauges throughout the
colonies and the historic problems they caused. In
marking the 160th anniversary of the establishment of
the Parliament of Victoria, it is therefore fitting that all
sides of Parliament are supporting compliance
concerning transport. Sadly, Crimea is under
occupation.
The bill before the house has evolved from last year’s
Council of Australian Governments agreement to
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secure national schemes mandating regulation and
governance for the rail and marine sectors. The main
purpose of the bill is to consolidate and improve
existing monitoring, compliance, investigation and
enforcement powers available to the Victorian safety
director — Victoria’s rail, bus and marine regulator —
and transport safety officers following the
implementation of national rail and marine safety
schemes in Victoria.
The schemes set the platform for bringing together
most parts of the rail and marine sectors under national
control, while leaving the remaining areas under state
control. This is part of the constant ebb and flow of
regulation and the attempt to get better uniformity. I
know that the Economic Development, Infrastructure
and Outer Suburban/Interface Services Committee is
looking at this issue in the marine sector. For example,
in the rail sector, national rail safety regulation and
investigation schemes apply to most Victorian railways,
including metropolitan and V/Line services, both
passenger and freight, but tram and light rail systems
and most heritage and tourist railways remain locally
regulated. The activities of small commercial vessels
are regulated nationally, especially in relation to
licensing and certification, but other matters, including
waterways and pilotage, and drug and alcohol
standards, remain locally regulated.
The national rail and marine schemes largely adopted
pre-existing Victorian legislation and underlying policy
in those areas, although the national laws did make
some improvements in some areas. As a result of these
changes, differences now exist between the national
scheme’s legislation and the state legislation, including
in areas such as compliance and enforcement standards.
The point I was making at the outset was that this is an
ongoing issue for us in the way that we evolve to
achieve greater uniformity and compliance and
therefore safer, more efficient and effective systems.
The purpose of the bill is to ensure that Victoria’s local
rail systems, including the tram system and tourist and
heritage rail and tram operators; the marine sectors,
including local waterways; and the bus sectors enjoy
the same levels of compliance and enforcement in
relation to safety as provided by recently implemented
national reforms in some of these areas. The bill seeks
to avoid anomalies between the state and national
regulator, which is important given that in many
circumstances when a safety incident occurs it does so
in a way that crosses both national and state regulation.
This duplication and overlap raises the issue of who has
responsibility, particularly on safety. Some of the
anomalies in this area beggar belief and common sense,
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and that is what we are trying to rationalise at the
moment.
Labor supports more efficient and consistent safety
regulation across transport systems. We recognise that
it is not in the public interest for there to be
inconsistency in the application of safety schemes
across different transport modes in Victoria. We also
recognise the need for investigators or officers of
Transport Safety Victoria (TSV) to apply a range of
different regulations or powers in carrying out their
important work. As Labor’s shadow Minister for Public
Transport and lead speaker said, in its briefing of the
opposition the department has assured Labor that TSV
is supportive of the legislation and of the new schemes
that have been established and that continue to roll out.
That said, the opposition is mindful that TSV has had a
number of serious concerns about the development of
the service level agreement to give effect to the national
reform and to Victoria’s transition to the national rail
safety regulator. However, Labor is guided by the
advice provided by the department that TSV is in fact
supportive of the new regime.
Labor is also aware that the service level agreement
was signed on Friday, 21 March, enabling the Rail
Safety National Law to come into operation in Victoria.
Labor also notes that in some cases new national
schemes have improved regulation around safety
compliance and enforcement and accepts the need to
ensure that Victoria’s standards do not fall behind the
national standards applying in Victoria. Nevertheless,
there have been some concerns that were provided in
detail by the lead speaker for the opposition, the
shadow Minister for Public Transport, and I just want
to address some of those.
The Office of the National Rail Safety Regulator
acknowledged that the Victorian rail system is a hugely
important part of the Australian rail network. We agree
with that, and that is why Labor is committed to
tackling the congestion bottlenecks at 50 dangerous
level crossings, including in Glenroy in the electorate of
Broadmeadows. The removal of these crossings will
deliver significant safety improvements to public
transport and reduce congestion for communities across
the state. It is important for safety and it is important for
increasing productivity, and that has both a human and
an economic benefit.
As we are aware, too many Victorians have been
injured or, worse, killed at level crossings. Whether it is
pedestrians trying to cross railway tracks while trains
are on approach or car drivers attempting to cross while
boom gates are down, we are trying to look at how a
better system can be implemented. The Labor side of
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the chamber is committed to the safety of all Victorians.
That is why we have raised Project 10 000, which is the
policy about improving safety at level crossings and
congestion on our roads. This is the plan that will
remove 50 of the state’s most dangerous and congested
level crossings, many of which have been the site of
terrible accidents and unfortunately deaths. These are
critical projects that will not only improve congestion
and safety but, as I said, also have a significant impact
on productivity.
That is where Labor stands on this bill. We think it has
merit, but one of the issues I want to raise on transport
as the member for Broadmeadows is that there was the
opportunity this week for the Minister for Public
Transport to actually commit to completing the central
activities district project in Broadmeadows, which is
around the Broadmeadows railway station. This project
was a Labor vision, but it won bipartisan support. It was
in the budget, and then it was cut last year. While the
minister during question time today beat his chest
loudly about all the other stations that were going to be
taken care of, the historic salt has again been rubbed
into the wounds of people in Broadmeadows through
the ongoing neglect of these projects, particularly this
one, where there was bipartisan support for two years.
The plans were delivered. The project was shovel
ready. The City of Hume said axing this project cost an
extra $11 million, and this was kept secret; it was only
revealed in the budget. It was done unilaterally. It came
from the Minister for Planning, Matthew Guy, in the
other house. To add insult to injury, he continues to say
that he represents the people of Broadmeadows in the
upper house.
It comes down to the issue of where the delivery is.
Where is the fair go for all on transport? While I am
happy to be in agreement with and supportive of the
legislative change in this bill before the house, I want it
to be known and understood that the people of
Broadmeadows will not continue to be regarded as the
forgotten people. The government cannot just keep
coming out and cutting these issues. With the Minister
for Manufacturing at the table, I remind him about Ford
and what needs to be done.
Mr Hodgett — There was an announcement over
there last week — a great announcement.
Mr McGUIRE — You had better come out more
often.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member will not respond to interjections.
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Mr McGUIRE — Where is the development on
these issues? We do not want to lose the fair go for all
when the so-called age of entitlement is over.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Transport (Safety Schemes Compliance and
Enforcement) Bill 2014. Picking up where the member
for Broadmeadows left off, talking about a fair go for
all, I want to congratulate the Minister for Public
Transport for the great work he has done over the last
three and a half years fixing up the great mess that was
left behind by the former government due to 11 long,
dark, miserable years of hard Labor and the neglect the
transport system was left in.
I have had some time to reflect on some of the
performances of some of the train lines. The member
for Broadmeadows talked about a fair go for all. I
remember — I think it was in January 2010 — listening
to a former Minister for Public Transport talk about a
plan to close the Alamein train line in my electorate.
She talked about this great scheme she had dreamt up
with her department, inasmuch as all the trains were
moved off the Alamein train line at that time. She then
went on radio the next day. It was not just the Alamein
train line; the member for Williamstown should be
standing in this place yelling and screaming just as
loudly as I am, because the Williamstown train line was
also devoid of trains that day.
The then Minister for Public Transport, Lynne Kosky,
went on 3AW and gloated about this great plan that had
been implemented, and that plan was put in place on the
day prior to when she was on radio. She was talking
about the plan that had been put in place, which worked
for the entire network and was great for everybody —
fairness for all! The member for Broadmeadows talks
about a fair go for all. I put in an FOI request and found
out what the plan actually was. The plan the former
government had hatched was very clear: when it got too
hot and there were not enough trains the government
would cancel all the trains on the Alamein train line and
cancel all the trains on the Williamstown train line. I
know the member for Williamstown will not get up and
yell and scream about the efforts of that former public
transport minister, but I am here to defend the good
people in Ashburton and those living along the Alamein
train line, up into Glen Iris and all the way into
Camberwell.
In my electorate we deserve good trains. We deserve a
good train service. It is disappointing that those
opposite had condoned this plan, and I accept that the
current member for Broadmeadows was not in this
place at that point. I acknowledge that he would not
have been responsible for that plan, but under fairness
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for all and a fair-go-for-all policy, which the member
for Broadmeadows talked about, I want to put it on
record that the people of Ashburton, the people of
Burwood and the people of Glen Iris will never forget
that the former government hatched and put into place a
plan that resulted in there being no trains on the
Alamein train line.
I remember going up and down the Alamein train line
consulting with residents and asking them their views
on this plan to close the line. The fact is that we had
hundreds of signatures on a petition calling for a
reversal of the plan. One of the first things we did when
we got into government — and I had spoken to the
Minister for Public Transport at the time — was to
scrap the plan and put trains back on the Alamein train
line. We made sure that we got a fair go in the Burwood
electorate. We made sure that we got a fair go in
Alamein, Ashburton and Glen Iris, all the way up the
Alamein train line. Not only that, we have also invested
$4.7 million to replace some of the tired old wooden
sleepers on the Alamein train line, just like how on
29 November this year we are going to replace some of
the tired old wooden sleepers on the other side of the
house.
There is $4.7 million to replace and upgrade the tram
square at the Riversdale Road level crossing. On a
number of occasions in this place I have talked about
how I have more than once seen trams come off the
track at that particular section. We are upgrading that
section and making sure that trams can actually come
through to Wattle Park along routes 70 and 75, the two
tram routes we have in my electorate. We are making
sure that we have good tram services down Toorak
Road and down Riversdale Road and making sure that
we have good train services in the Burwood electorate
down the Glen Waverley line, which we made a
$12 million investment in, once again replacing tired
old wooden sleepers, like those on the Alamein train
line. Even up into the north of the electorate there are
the Belgrave and Lilydale train lines going through
stations such as Chatham, Surrey Hills and even
Canterbury. I note once again the great improvement in
all the train lines throughout and close to the Burwood
electorate.
If we compare the punctuality of trains along those
lines before we were in government with some of the
most recent figures, we see that for the Alamein train
line, in the month before we were elected — November
2010, the month of the election — 89.7 per cent of
trains ran on time. In January this year, just over three
years later, 96.5 per cent of trains were running on time.
People can do the math, but that is a 6.8 per cent
increase in punctuality. If we look at the Belgrave train
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line — and you will understand this, Acting Speaker,
being a member representing the area which the
Belgrave train line runs through — we see that there is
a vast increase in its performance, from 86.8 per cent in
November 2010 to 98.2 per cent in January this year.
That is an 11.4 per cent increase in the punctuality on
the Belgrave train line. It is testimony to the work of the
Minister for Public Transport and to all those members
who represent electorates up and down that train line.
The Lilydale train line, which goes through Ringwood,
had 88.1 per cent punctuality in November 2010. That
had increased to 94.8 per cent in January this year —
that is a 6.7 per cent increase in the punctuality on that
line. The Glen Waverley train line — and I see the
member for Mount Waverley is here — had 93.3 per
cent punctuality in November 2010 and that has
increased to 97.4 per cent. Much of that has been
brought about by not only my advocacy but also the
advocacy of the member for Mount Waverley, the
member for Malvern and the member for Hawthorn in
making sure that we get great improvements on that
line. I note there are 1078 extra train services and at
least 3870 new bus services throughout Victoria.
I also want to talk about the future plans we have for
other train lines. I am sure that the member for
Cranbourne is a great supporter of the investment that
the government is making in the Cranbourne,
Pakenham and Dandenong lines — $2 billion to
$2.5 billion to remove some of those level crossings. I
note that the member for Clayton is in the house, but I
do not see him jumping up and down, clapping his
hands and congratulating the government for being able
to do something or for putting in place plans to do
something that he did not do in his 11 long, dark,
miserable years of government, and that is to fix the
Clayton Road level crossing. We are going to remove
the Clayton Road level crossing. We are going to
remove the level crossings at Centre Road and
Murrumbeena Road. We are going to make sure that
we get good services up and down that line, so that we
can get good access to the brand-new Monash
Children’s hospital, a $250 million project. We will
make sure that we can get to that very easily.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Transport (Safety Schemes
Compliance and Enforcement) Bill 2014. I guess what
this bill is about is adopting and adapting provisions
from the Rail Safety National Law. I am going to talk
about the importance of having these uniform laws
across borders. Cross-border issues are something that
those of us who live along borders constantly talk
about, and here we are fixing one of those in the area of
safety issues. However, there is still plenty of work to
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be done with cross-border issues, in particular when
you look at transport safety and some of the other
matters dealt with in this bill. Yes, we have come a long
way, and yes, we are doing a lot of work; but there is
still a lot to be done. When you cross a border — with a
vehicle or a train or a bicycle — the fact that the laws
are different on one side of the river to the other, or one
side of the border to the other, is just plain ridiculous in
21st century Australia.
I know that there is a cross-border commission
involved and that it has been working very hard to
address these issues. Over the years we have seen an
awful lot of compliance action undertaken, particularly
in the trades. I can refer to a number of tradesmen in
border areas who have told me that they operate on
only one side or the other of the border because it is
simply too hard to work out the two systems. We have
also worked this through with national compliance in
the health professions, and I remember that being a
significant bill to get through. We looked at uniform
registration for doctors, nurses and other health
professionals. At about that time my brother was
involved as one of the members on the national
chiropractic board, and he still spends some time
talking about how difficult it was to do that — but how
wonderful an achievement it is to have national
registration of chiropractors.
This bill is about our continuing commitment as a
government — step by step, issue by issue — to work
away at these cross-border issues and to have a uniform
and common-sense approach to a national transport
system. We do need to have that national registration. I
know the Deputy Speaker is a long time supporter of
cross-border issues, and I am sure that he would have
made mention in his contribution of some of those
issues.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CRISP — The interjection reminds me that you
in fact did, Deputy Speaker! Again this is delivering on
yet another piece of a very important jigsaw for those of
us who live along state borders. I am very happy to be
supporting this bill.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Ann Nichol House
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Environment and Climate Change,
and the action I seek is that the minister intervenes and
refuses to approve the transfer of the lease of Crown
land and changes to the committee of management
arrangements in relation to land currently under the
control of Bellarine Community Health (BCH) in order
to ensure that Ann Nichol House is not sold to a private
provider.
For the minister’s information I will provide the
background to this issue. Ann Nichol House is a 60-bed
nursing home. It was built with funds mainly raised
through the hard work and commitment of local
volunteers, with the strong support of the community
across North Bellarine. The final project, Ann Nichol
House, was transferred by the community to Bellarine
Community Health because people knew, or thought,
they could rely on the agency to provide high-quality,
affordable aged-care services, and they believed this
would continue for decades to come. The quality of
care provided by staff at Ann Nichol House has
definitely met the expectations of families and the
community. The nurse-patient ratios are equivalent to
those for public sector beds, thus delivering greater
ability to deal with high-need residents especially.
The belief that Bellarine Community Health would
have a long-term commitment to providing public aged
care has been shattered. Ann Nichol House is on Crown
land in Portarlington. The BCH has the lease on the
land and committee of management responsibilities. In
order to enable the sale of Ann Nichol House it has
indicated to the community and to me that changes to
the current lease and committee of management
arrangements need to be approved by the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change. Despite all efforts to
alter the decision of the health centre, it will not shift its
position, and the most feasible way for the community
to achieve what it wants — that is, Ann Nichol House
remaining in the hands of the community — is for the
minister to intervene over the Crown land issue. Both
the City of Greater Geelong and the Borough of
Queenscliffe strongly and unanimously support my call
tonight to stop the sale of this asset to a private
provider. Even if what can be achieved is a halt to the
decision so that further community consultation occurs,
this will be welcome.

ADJOURNMENT
868

ASSEMBLY

It is worth noting that many of the residents who are
currently in Ann Nichol House were in Coorabin
Hostel, which was owned by Bellarine Community
Health. They were forced to move late last year and
were guaranteed a future at Ann Nichol House. Many
families chose to go to Ann Nichol House because it is
a not-for-profit aged-care facility, as they did not want
to go to the private option that was available in Point
Lonsdale. Many in the community are shocked by this
decision, and again they would welcome any
intervention by the minister or the government to stop
the sale of this community asset to a private aged-care
provider.

Scotchmans Creek and Valley Reserve
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Water. The action that I seek is for the minister to
update the house on Melbourne Water’s response to a
recent spill of a greenish substance into Scotchmans
Creek between Waverley and Blackburn roads, Glen
Waverley, which also flowed down into Mount
Waverley. The Scotchmans Creek and Valley Reserve
area is an important part of my local community,
providing both conservation opportunities for local
residents such as water filtering and natural habitat
protection and also recreational opportunities such as
cycling, walking or jogging.
On Saturday, 15 March, I was walking through
Scotchmans Creek and Valley Reserve with other
residents, enjoying this local asset, when I noticed a
greenish substance flowing through the creek.
Concerned at the effect this may have had on our
environment, I noted that Melbourne Water was aware
of the substance through its website and Twitter
account. Whilst I was appreciative of this update, I am
concerned about the effect the spill may have had on
the creek and reserve.
A number of residents have contacted me with
concerns about the effect of the spill and seeking
information as to who may be responsible for it. Their
concern does not surprise me, given the interest that
local residents and community groups have in the
reserve and creek, which is evident through work such
as that performed by the Friends of Scotchmans Creek
and Valley Reserve. The friends group consists of local
residents who volunteer to help maintain and enhance
the reserves along Scotchmans Creek and Valley
Reserve. The group has been doing so, I am reliably
informed, since 1999, working in cooperation with the
Monash City Council and Melbourne Water. One of its
main activities is its revegetation program, which it
undertakes in cooperation with Monash council’s
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horticultural section. The group also helps to maintain
and improve Valley Reserve by having regular working
parties once a month.
Importantly, the friends group takes a close interest in
the health of the creek through its Waterwatch
activities. It has a trained team which regularly assesses
water quality through chemical testing; by catching,
identifying and counting the bugs and other creatures
living in the creek; and by monitoring the vegetation.
Members keep a close watch on pollution and erosion
problems and report these to the relevant authorities.
Additionally a speakers forum is presented during the
year, to which expert speakers are invited to make
presentations about conservation subjects.
I have been fortunate to attend a few of the events put
on by the Friends of Scotchmans Creek and Valley
Reserve and to see firsthand their commitment and
dedication to their cause. Their work really does make a
difference to protecting and enhancing the creek and
reserve. That is why the recent spill is of significant
concern to me. Therefore I seek that the minister update
the house on Melbourne Water’s response to a recent
spill of a greenish substance into Scotchmans Creek
between Waverley and Blackburn roads, Glen
Waverley, which unfortunately has also flowed down
into Mount Waverley.

Fishermans Bend urban renewal project
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — The matter I wish to
raise is for the Minister for Planning. The matter I seek
to bring to his attention is the planning-free,
developer-led frenzy he is overseeing at Fishermans
Bend. The specific action I seek from him is that he
commit to ensuring that the necessary infrastructure for
this area — economic, social and transport — is funded
and planned before he continues any further with his
let-it-rip-at-all-costs approach to planning approvals in
the area.
Should the minister fail to do so, he will condemn the
local community and those moving into the area to the
same soulless outcomes that his predecessors oversaw
in Docklands. He will condemn future governments at
both state and local government levels to billions of
dollars of infrastructure catch-up and a generational
disadvantage for those future communities. Members
will recall that after the 2010 election campaign the
Minister for Planning promised delivery of the inner
urban renewal area within eight years. Then it became
10 years, and now it is well on its way past 40 years as
he seeks to develop a larger area than the CBD of the
Hoddle grid.
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The minister has made himself the sole planning
authority and approval agency for some years and has
declared the area open for business applications for
numerous high-rise towers. He has become the
all-powerful, one-stop approval tsar of Fishermans
Bend. He got applications in spades, with his desk
currently groaning under the number of applications,
many well above 50-storeys high, currently awaiting
his approval. It is reported that there are now
15 applications about to be approved by the Department
of Transport, Planning and Local Infrastructure for a
total of 30 towers ranging from 18 to 53 storeys,
including one on land earmarked for public open space
in the government’s visionless and inappropriately
named Fishermans Bend draft vision.
Yet, the minister has no planning tools and no
enforceable instruments with which to shape and build
these communities in an area that is flood prone and
built on reclaimed Yarra silt, with extraordinary
amounts of contaminated material that has built up over
100 years of industrial and chemical dumping. He has
no enforceable best practice models in his kit to enforce
water-sensitive or energy-sensitive urban design or
precinct outcomes. He has no enforceable tools to
deliver the open space that he has promised, or
recreational activity in the areas he has allocated, and
his plans run to making sure that the area has urban
densities greater than that of Lower Manhattan.
The minister’s promised spread of affordable housing
types, of different family-friendly and even social
housing options, is nowhere to be seen. Even his
promised areas of open space are the subject of
applications for 50-storey towers currently awaiting his
approval. The minister has no budget to fund any open
spaces, and he has promised the area that this will be
done through developer contribution payments. The
minister needs to go back to the drawing board, consult
with the communities and get a decent outcome for the
people of the inner south.

Spring Creek Valley
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise this evening
in the adjournment debate to request action from the
Minister for Planning. The action I seek is for the
minister to provide assistance from the Department of
Transport, Planning and Local Infrastructure to the Surf
Coast Shire Council to undertake a strategic
investigation of ways of maintaining a green break
from Torquay to Bellbrae in Spring Creek Valley. The
previous Minister for Planning, the member for
Essendon, set the town boundary at 1 kilometre west of
Duffields Road. At the time, the Labor-aligned and
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Greens councillors at the Surf Coast shire took no
action with regard to this.
Upon the election of the coalition government the Surf
Coast Shire wanted to change the town boundary back
to Duffields Road and initiated planning scheme
amendment C66 in order to do that. The amendment
went to a planning panel, and after hearing numerous
submissions the panel recommended that the town
boundary remain at 1 kilometre west of Duffields Road.
The minister accepted the advice of the independent
panel and left the boundary in its present position,
which, as I said, was put there by the Labor
government. The land within 1 kilometre west of
Duffields Road is to be of a lower density and not the
15 lots per hectare mandated by the Labor government.
The coalition government wants to see a permanent
green break in the Spring Creek Valley between the
Torquay-Jan Juc area and Bellbrae; hence there is a
need for a strategic investigation into the best way to
achieve that. The area in question is zoned for farming,
and by farming standards the lot sizes are smaller. We
need to investigate the best uses of the land to preserve
this green break. These uses may involve, for example,
horticulture, viticulture, tourism opportunities or hobby
farms. The land needs to be used for purposes that are
sympathetic to a green break but at the same time
provide either a return for the owners or lifestyle
opportunities.
I have met with representatives of the Bellbrae
Residents Association, who agree that this investigation
needs to take place with the input of the Surf Coast
Shire Council and local residents from Torquay, Jan Juc
and Bellbrae. While I understand that the community
feels angst regarding development, the Labor
government allowed the Surf Coast shire to grow
between 4 per cent and 5 per cent per year and did not
provide the necessary infrastructure. The coalition
government is getting on with the job of providing the
necessary infrastructure, whether it be the new Surf
Coast Secondary College, land for the second primary
school, upgrades to the Torquay Kindergarten and Jan
Juc Kindergarten, upgrades to the Surf Coast Highway,
a new Torquay State Emergency Service facility, a new
Bellbrae Country Fire Authority facility, upgrades to
Mount Moriac Reserve, upgrades to the community and
civic precinct, the redevelopment of Spring Creek
Reserve pavilion or a $100 000 contribution towards
the second soccer pitch at the Torquay community and
civic precinct. I call on the minister to provide this
assistance.
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Cranbourne North primary school
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — My adjournment
matter is addressed to the Minister for Education. The
action I seek is that the minister urge his government to
fully fund in this budget the construction of a
much-needed primary school in Cranbourne North. My
office has been inundated by concerned residents living
within the following boundaries of Cranbourne North:
north of Thompsons Road, south of Glasscocks Road,
east of Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road, and west of
Berwick-Cranbourne Road. Over 2200 residents now
call this area home, and many of them are the members
of young families. The grave concern of many of these
residents relates to the non-action by this government.
Land has been purchased in this area with the main
purpose of constructing a primary school. My colleague
the member for Narre Warren South has raised this
issue on previous occasions. However, over the last
three budgets this government has turned its back, as it
has with many schools in my electorate.
The kids in Cranbourne North need a primary school
now. They need it in this budget, not as a lame Liberal
election commitment. Hillsmeade Primary School is the
closest primary school to the area, and it is full, with
almost 800 students. I ask the minister where the
children of this area will receive their primary
education? Do they have to walk many miles to be
educated? They are very young kids, and they cannot
walk long distances. The children’s working parents are
very busy, and they also cannot travel long distances to
drop the kids off at school.
This government has an appalling record when it comes
to supporting the schools in my area. It was only nine
months into the term of this coalition government
before it set its eyes on selling its first primary school. It
wanted to close the Seaford Park Primary School and
sell the land to developers. This is valuable land
because it is located right next to the famous St Kilda
Football Club’s Seaford administration and training
grounds. However, after much public outrage and
humiliation, the government decided to do a backflip.
The new secondary school, Alkira Secondary College,
is a great Labor initiative, and it is located within the
boundaries of the Cranbourne North area that I have
identified. It is a model school, which even attracts
international fee-paying students because of its high
standards and the professionalism of its principal and
staff. What we need is a state-of-the-art primary school
to complement the state-of-the-art secondary school, to
give the students of Cranbourne North the best
education possible. I urge the minister to allocate the
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funding in this budget for the construction of a
much-needed primary school — —

Hazelwood mine fire
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for State Development. The
action I seek is that the minister establish a process or
committee whereby council and community projects
can be identified and considered for funding along the
lines of the Latrobe Valley Industry and Infrastructure
Fund (LVIIF) ministerial advisory group. At the outset
I congratulate and thank the agencies, both government
and non-government, that have been involved in the
Hazelwood mine fire suppression effort. The members
of each and every organisation deserve our utmost and
sincere thanks for their persistence and commitment
over 40-plus days. I also commend the Latrobe City
Council for the important role it has played and its
cooperation with government agencies to ensure the
communities impacted by this fire received appropriate
and timely support.
Local government has played a critical role in assisting
the state government to deliver the relocation payments,
emergency grants and the $2 million clean-up
packages. The Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry must be commended for its
coordination of the allocation of the $2 million the state
government has provided for small businesses, which
have been the collateral damage, so to speak, of this
awful fire. The member for Morwell must also be
commended for his tireless efforts, with the tremendous
support of his hardworking staff, in advocating for the
needs of his community with the relevant government
ministers.
The LVIIF ministerial working group was chaired by
Damian Drum, the new Minister for Sport and
Recreation, and was supported by the member for
Morwell, the new Minister for Energy and Resources
and Minister for Small Business, and me in conjunction
with representatives from Regional Development
Victoria and higher education, skills and training. The
working group has been very successful in identifying,
assessing and awarding grants to businesses across the
three Gippsland local government areas of Baw Baw,
Latrobe and Wellington. LVIIF was a $15 million fund
falling under the auspices of the $l billion Regional
Growth Fund and was aimed at businesses that had the
potential to expand, create new jobs and adapt
innovative technology.
The Regional Growth Fund has provided more than
$365 million to support over 1250 projects across rural
and regional Victoria, leveraging $1.5 billion in total
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investment. In Baw Baw shire the Regional Growth
Fund has provided more than $93 million to
41 projects, leveraging more than $35.5 million in total
investment. Those projects include $1.2 million for the
$12.7 million leisure centre project, $460 000 for the
$996 000 Flavorite water efficiency project and
$100 000 for the $200 000 Phoenix Street drainage
upgrade in Warragul.
I genuinely believe the effectiveness and structure of
the LVIIF ministerial working group provides a good
model that could be deployed to identify and allocate
assistance to the Morwell community in conjunction
with Latrobe City Council for the recovery effort that is
being undertaken following the Hazelwood mine fire.
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Authority lists the locality of Manor Lakes in the
growth area plan for Wyndham. For all intents and
purposes the area is known by the local community as
Manor Lakes. Given the prominence and the
prevalence of Manor Lakes in describing the local area,
schools, sporting clubs, aged-care homes and a
shopping centre as well as on road signs, it could well
be argued that calling the new train station Wyndham
Vale station would cause public confusion.
The residents association also argues that the area will
increasingly be referred to as Manor Lakes as the area
continues to grow in line with the government’s
precinct structure plan for the area. In 2012 the minister
outlined the growth, stating that Manor Lakes would
feature:

Manor Lakes railway station
Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Planning concerning the formal name to be
given to the area commonly known as Manor Lakes.
The action I seek is that the Minister for Planning meet
with representatives of Wyndham City Council and the
Manor Lakes Residents Association and through that
process ensure that the suburb and the new train station
are consistently named in accordance with the
community’s wishes. I note that in June 2012 the
minister stated that Manor Lakes in the local
government area of Wyndham is intended to be one of
six new growth area suburbs. The name Manor Lakes
has considerable community support, and numerous
naming decisions in the area reflect the fact that the
name is in common usage by local residents to describe
their area and community. There is also an evident
desire and activism within the Manor Lakes area to
have the new train station on Manor Lakes Boulevard
named as Manor Lakes station rather than Wyndham
Vale station.
The Manor Lakes Residents Association has collected
more than 1000 signatures in support of its campaign to
have the area formally recognised as Manor Lakes and
to have the train station called Manor Lakes station.
The association points out that other key features in the
area bear the Manor Lakes name, including Manor
Lakes College, Uniting AgeWell Manor Lakes, Manor
Lakes Football Club, Manor Lakes Cricket Club and
the Manor Lakes Central Shopping Centre, all of which
surround the location of the new train station. The use
of the name Manor Lakes has grown over the past
10 years, and its use by government departments, the
council and newspapers adds to the perception that the
area is already officially a suburb.
VicRoads signs helpfully direct motorists to Manor
Lakes, buses run to Manor Lakes and the Growth Areas

… two state primary schools, two large new recreation
reserves, a local town centre and an important new
north–south arterial road for 13 500 new residents over the
next 30 years.

The association has also begun the process of
requesting that Manor Lakes be recognised as a suburb
in its own right by the local council. All that these
residents want is a connection to the place they call
home. For 100 years the area was known as Manor
Park, and locals today know it to be Manor Lakes. They
want the government to formally recognise that name
and reflect that in the naming of the new station.

Caulfield Racecourse Reserve
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security. The
action I seek is that the minister consider including the
lake at Caulfield Racecourse Reserve in the Family
Fishing Lakes program for the school holiday period. In
2012 I was fortunate enough to join the minister in
releasing 1000 trout into Albert Park Lake as part of the
fishing program, which is a great program giving young
people the opportunity to learn about fishing. I recall on
that day being inappropriately dressed in my suit and
being shown up by the minister, who arrived suitably
attired in gumboots to get into the water and release the
fish. I assure members that this time, if the minister
comes to Caulfield Racecourse, I will wear the
appropriate gear to release fish into the racecourse lake.
My electorate of Caulfield has a rich history of fishing.
In 1879 it was part of a string of swamps stretching out
to the east and along Dandenong Road. In the early
years of settlement deeper water pools were fished
commercially by fishermen who sold their catch in
nearby shopping centres or from barrows wheeled door
to door. Long after this was disallowed, children
continued to collect fish, yabbies and even leeches for
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the local chemists, both as a sport and as a way to earn
money.

on the residential side of Fullarton Road. I thank the
minister for his assistance on these two matters.

Today we have a racecourse reserve on Crown land that
outside of racing activities is a park with barbecue
facilities, picnic areas, a small sports ground, a walking
track, an off-leash dog park, a place to fly model planes
and, importantly, a fishing lake. Since being elected in
2010 I have been looking at ways to get more people to
use and appreciate this fantastic public space in
Caulfield. Last year as part of the opening of the
upgraded centre reserve I hosted a fun run that attracted
1000 people and raised almost $50 000 for charity.
Unfortunately it is difficult to access the centre reserve
because of fencing around it.

However, when visiting the Fullarton Road site recently
I was dismayed to see that the freeway noise wall that
separates Fullarton Road from the Calder Freeway
recently sustained serious damage, with local residents
reporting that the gaping hole in the aged wooden wall
has been covered only by temporary chicken wire for
weeks. When compared with sound walls along other
major roads, such as EastLink and the Craigieburn
bypass, the old grey wooden fence that lines the Calder
Freeway throughout my electorate is an eyesore. The
low height and degree of damage render the Fullarton
Road noise wall unfit to block out sound or improve the
local vista and amenity. I urge the minister to
investigate the replacement of this old, decrepit and
damaged Calder Freeway noise wall to the same quality
and visual amenity of sound walls in the eastern
suburbs and other parts of Victoria.

I understand that in the past a number of keen
fishermen frequented the lake when it was stocked by
Fisheries Victoria, but it is a local well-kept secret. I
also understand that between April and November each
year the Department of Environment and Primary
Industries and Fisheries Victoria release some 600 000
to 700 000 trout and salmon into Victoria’s public
waterways. The school holiday period is a great time
for children to have a go at catching their first fish, and
I can think of no better place than at the racecourse
reserve lake. Glen Eira City Council, Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve Trust, Melbourne Racing Club and
I have been talking for a number of years about ways to
activate this area. We need to provide these types of
activities to encourage visitors to the area. I am looking
at many different ways to encourage people to come to
the racecourse reserve. It is a great area with a huge
footprint of land. It is the people’s park, and we need to
do what we can to get people to utilise it. I ask the
minister to take up this important program.

Calder Freeway noise wall
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Roads. The action I seek is
the construction of a new freeway noise wall along the
Calder Freeway where it interfaces with Fullarton
Road, Airport West. I recently presented to the minister
and showed to him photos of the existing decrepit and
damaged wooden freeway wall that clearly show what
a sad state the existing Calder Freeway wall is in. Its
use-by date has well passed. Issues concerning the
Calder Freeway and Fullarton Road will not be new to
the minister, and I take this opportunity to thank him
for his assistance in addressing concerns I raised in this
place on 19 September last year concerning safety
issues along Fullarton Road, Airport West. Following
the minister’s intervention the dangerous bus stop on
the westbound side of Fullarton Road bus stop has been
relocated and the installation of a guardrail has begun

Glen Eira Sports and Aquatic Centre
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — I raise a matter with
the newly appointed Minister for Sport and Recreation,
the Honourable Damian Drum. The action I seek is that
the minister come to the Bentleigh electorate and visit
the Glen Eira Sports and Aquatic Centre (GESAC).
GESAC will have been open for two years in May and
has proven itself to be a well-utilised resource for the
community.
GESAC offers something for everybody, with
swimming lessons for children as young as six months
old and a program entitled Living Longer Living
Stronger specifically designed to get senior Victorians
moving. An integral part of GESAC is a state-of-the-art
gym boasting Australia’s largest group exercise
program, with over 200 classes on offer each week.
GESAC hosts two swimming pools, two water slides, a
leisure pool, a sauna and spa area and a stadium that has
been welcomed by local sporting groups, such as the
Warriors basketball club. The facility also offers an
on-site wellness program, with a warm water wellness
pool and a physiotherapy consulting suite. Just seven
months after opening, GESAC signed up its
10 000th member, making it Australia’s largest council
run facility and one of Australia’s most popular leisure
centres.
GESAC has many membership options available to
members of the Bentleigh community. Health club
memberships are available for all people aged 14 years
and above. Restrictions apply to junior memberships
for those aged 14 to 17. Aquatic memberships are
available for all people aged 10 years and above, and
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swim school memberships are available to children
from six months of age. GESAC was designed around
the needs of the population of the Glen Eira
municipality, paying particular attention to the needs of
seniors and youngsters — for example, hydrotherapy
and learn-to-swim programs respectively — as well as
those of people of all ages and abilities seeking
improved health and local entertainment.
Designs for the facility were released in early 2009, and
significant funding contributions were received from
the federal government, the Victorian state government
and the local Glen Eira council. An option for an indoor
sports stadium was also included as part of the tender,
subject to funding. Council was able to secure further
funding from the state government in late 2009 to allow
this to be included as part of the project. The
construction contract was awarded in October 2009 and
GESAC opened in 2012.
Through speaking with members of the Bentleigh
electorate I understand that the facility is a source of
community cohesiveness for the electorate, and many
praise the centre’s inclusive programs for people of all
ages, abilities and needs. GESAC was funded through a
joint partnership between the federal government, the
Victorian government and the City of Glen Eira. Today
it has over 11 000 members and accommodates over
1 million visitors a year. The 822 bus currently services
this facility on Gardeners Road at its rear. The bus
service to the facility is well patronised. I note that the
opposition is currently conducting a petition to state
otherwise. The action I seek is for the minister to come
to the Bentleigh electorate and visit the Glen Eira
Sports and Aquatic Centre as it completes its second
year of operation and view the consistent improvements
that the facility has made since its opening.

Responses
Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) — I
rise to respond to a matter raised for my attention by the
member for Narracan relating to the Hazelwood
coalmine fire. In particular the member has asked me to
facilitate the development of a process or committee
similar to the Latrobe Valley Industry and
Infrastructure Fund. The idea of this committee would
be to oversee proposals for post-fire development, if I
might so term it, within the Morwell region in particular
and the Latrobe Valley region more generally.
In the course of his commentary to the house the
member made reference to a couple of other issues to
which I want to address some comments. Firstly, he
quite rightly congratulated the many agencies that have
been engaged in fighting the fire. I am pleased to say
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that today the fire services commissioner has finally
declared that the fire is out. After this curse of a thing
has been fought for some 45 days, the position has now
been achieved where the fire is no more. This is a direct
result of the magnificent endeavours of all those who
fought the fire: the career firefighters; the volunteers,
including the many volunteers who came from the
other five jurisdictions that contributed to the
firefighting force; the helicopter pilots; and those from
the other volunteer agencies in all their forms, as well
as the police. All of these people and more are
deserving of the great commendation of the community
at Morwell in particular but also of Victorians at large.
I want to lay to rest — hopefully once and for all —
some of the commentary which has been promulgated
again today by Peter Marshall and the United
Firefighters Union of Australia (UFU). Once again we
have had them at the front steps trotting out all sorts of
propositions which they assert reflect the current
funding and resourcing of both the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade (MFB) and the Country Fire Authority (CFA).
In fact the situation is that since coming to office the
coalition government has provided the CFA with
funding of more than $1.84 billion and the MFB with
more than $1.13 billion. The CFA budget for 2013–14
is $446 million. That is $47 million more — I
emphasise ‘more’ — than under the last Labor budget.
The MFB budget for 2013–14 was $316 million. That
is $30 million more — I emphasise, $30 million
more — than under the last Labor budget.
By any standards, even a passing reference to the
budget papers will clearly demonstrate that these two
great agencies are funded far in excess of what was
ever the case when Labor was in government. It is
timely, therefore, for Mr Marshall and the UFU to
suspend this rubbishy commentary that they
consistently make. The figures clearly show that the
two organisations are being funded to a far greater
extent than was the case under the former government.
The other matter the member raised that I want to make
specific reference to relates to the clean-up kits which
the government is funding and the City of Latrobe is
delivering. These have a total value of some $2 million.
They are made up of professional services that are
being made available to certain categories of persons in
and around Morwell, and additional facilities that are
being made available to those who are physically
capable of doing the work in their own establishments
but are nevertheless being assisted by the package,
which has been developed by the City of Latrobe and is
funded by this coalition government to the tune, as I
said, of some $2 million.
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Some commentary has arisen with regard to the
high-pressure hoses that were part of the package
announced by the government. I want to make clear the
position that applies on this very important issue. Last
Tuesday — 18 March — I went to Morwell with the
Premier in the company of the local member, who is
now of course the Minister for Energy and Resources.
There we made announcements with regard to the
clean-up kits which were available to the public at
large. Those included reference to the high-pressure
hoses. As it happened, in the days subsequent Vicki
Hamilton, on behalf of Gippsland Asbestos Related
Disease Support, which is a well-known organisation
that does great work in the Latrobe Valley on behalf of
those who are affected by asbestos-related diseases,
brought to the attention of the council, and in turn the
government, that there was a risk of the high-pressure
hoses damaging asbestos sheeting that might be
attached to homes being cleaned through the use of
these devices. She made it clear in the course of her
general comments that she was worried, as was her
organisation, that there might be some danger to the
people using these hoses in that they might incidentally
contract a problem associated with asbestos. That I
believe was a reasonable concern on her part.
As a government we therefore took the decision, in
concert with the Latrobe City Council, that the hoses
would be withdrawn from the kits, which were to be
made available to the public at large and used by the
professional cleaners, until such time as a protocol can
be developed as to how these hoses can be incorporated
in that work. That decision was made in the course of
my travelling to Morwell on the Friday morning of last
week, where I eventually gave a press conference with
the local member, the Minister for Energy and
Resources, while we launched the one-stop shop where
all these different facilities are located.
I emphasise to the house that although the comment
had been made on the Tuesday that the high-pressure
hoses would be included in the kit, in the course of the
trip to Morwell I spoke to the chief executive officer of
the council and we agreed that the hoses should be
withdrawn until the protocol was developed. When I
arrived in Morwell I had a conversation with the
member of the council staff responsible for organising
all this. He also agreed that the hoses should be
withdrawn. I then conducted a press conference. I went
to great pains to explain the full circumstances of this
during that press conference. It was again confirmed
that the hoses would be withdrawn until such time as a
protocol for their use had been developed.
As I was leaving the premises in Morwell some little
time later, there was a truck in the back car park
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delivering these high-pressure hoses. The fact is that at
that time and indeed up until now, as I stand here in this
house, no hoses have been dispensed. None of these
devices has been made available.
Mr Foley interjected.
Mr RYAN — In response to the interjection asking
whether I am sure about that, I spoke to the acting chief
executive officer, Mr Mitchell, an hour ago and he
advises me that such is the case. I am prepared to accept
the word of the acting chief executive officer of the
Latrobe City Council as opposed to that of the member
who is now chirping away like a butcher’s magpie and
is not in possession of the facts, which is not unusual
for the Labor Party. As I left the car park, the truck was
moving into position with a view to delivering these
hoses. But, as I say, none of them, according to my
advice from the chief executive officer, has been
dispensed.
Out of an excess of caution, I also rang ABC radio at
10.40 a.m. last Friday morning and had about a
10-minute interview, which went live to air, where this
was again explained. I might say that at 4 o’clock today
a meeting was convened between council and all the
relevant agencies where this protocol to which I
referred was under discussion. The government
anticipates that the council will have this matter ordered
appropriately by, hopefully, tomorrow and things can
move forward in terms of the distribution of the hoses
as part of the clean-up kit.
The bottom line is that we have seen the Labor Party
again on the go, doing what the Labor Party does
best — creating a complete beat-up out of an issue in
circumstances where right from the start there was
never a problem in relation to this matter. There was
never a problem; there was a clear understanding in the
public arena as to what the situation was to be. For the
Labor Party to again beat this up and attempt to create
the sort of furore it did today is nothing less than
disgraceful. I might say, Labor was trying to fire up the
media this morning, as I understand it, urging them to
come to question time today to see the series of
questions being put to the newly appointed Minister for
Energy and Resources. The only ones who got cleaned
up today were members of the Labor Party. They made
absolute fools of themselves in relation to an issue
which insofar as the public at large is concerned,
particularly at Morwell, has been well and truly
accommodated. We will make sure, as always, that
safety is a high priority and this matter is dealt with in
an appropriate manner to ensure that the safety and
security of the people of Morwell is paramount.
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I conclude with two final comments. The first is to pay
tribute to the local member, who in his new role as the
Minister for Energy and Resources started today in
question time very eloquently by explaining all these
matters fulsomely. I might say it is reflective of the way
in which he has conducted himself generally
throughout this very trying time. He has stood the line
for this community every day, bar only those when he
has had to be here in Parliament and one other
exceptional day. He has stood the line every day for this
community since 9 February, when this fire broke out.
It is to his eternal credit that such is the case.
Finally, in response to the matter raised with me by the
member for Narracan, I will be very pleased to see the
formal establishment of the committee which he seeks.
I think it is an admirable thing to do, and it is designed
to get us the best outcome for the people of Morwell
and surrounds, because they are going to need plenty of
ongoing support. In that regard the government has
already provided a series of initiatives to occur in
concert which will establish new and needed
infrastructure in and around Morwell and the Latrobe
Valley.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Cranbourne raised an issue with me
regarding the need for an additional primary school in
Cranbourne North. He gave us statistics and what have
you. He was going well until he mentioned that, in his
own words, ‘the government has an appalling record on
education’. I think it is important in the context of the
answer that I set the record straight. This year in
schools a record $8.8 billion has been spent on
education. That is more than was ever spent by Labor
governments. It is a record amount, and that is hardly
an appalling record. While we have been in government
we have increased spending on school education by
more than $500 million, so that is an increase. There
have been no cuts. We have increased spending; it is a
record amount That is hardly an appalling record.
If we look at capital works and the former
government’s record on capital works and maintenance,
we see that an independent audit found, and the
Auditor-General verified the fact, that this government
inherited a $420 million maintenance backlog. I would
call that appalling. We are not appalling; it is the former
government that was appalling in the way that it
neglected schools. In terms of what the former
government promised schools, which just shows you
cannot trust Labor to deliver on some of its school
capital works, 200 schools went through the planning
process — some for three or four years — and there
was no money for them. That is an appalling record.
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It is this government that has got on with the job. We
have spent more than $600 million on capital works.
We have increased the maintenance budget by 40 per
cent in our schools. Just last year an extra $51 million
was put into school maintenance. We have a fantastic
record on building schools in growth areas, on buying
land, with a record amount of money being spent on
land acquisitions in these new areas. If there is one
government that can deliver schools in growth areas, it
is this coalition government. We will certainly do that.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — First of all I will respond to the
adjournment matter raised by the member for Caulfield
about having the lake in the middle of Caulfield
Racecourse included in the fish stocking program. He
talked about the fact that we went to Albert Park Lake
two years ago to stock it for the school holiday fishing
program, which is an outstanding success and has
involved young people in fishing and taught them to
fish. The member for Caulfield mentioned that he
turned up in his suit instead of jeans and rubber boots to
release fish. He has given me a commitment that if the
Caulfield lake is put in the program, he will turn up in
appropriate clothing. I remind the member for Caulfield
that if we release fish and he plans to catch some of
those fish, he will need to buy a fishing licence and that
the minister may ensure that he is fined if he does not
have one, so he had better make sure that he updates his
fishing licence.
I am very happy to take that matter on board and pass it
on to the department for the normal processes and
assessment to take place of whether the lake can be
included in the program. I commend the member for
Caulfield on the fact that he has been very proactive in
the development of Caulfield Racecourse, bringing the
community in and utilising that particular space. This is
just another example of what he is doing in his
community to use that open space to get people out and
get them active and involved in the community.
I understand a fun run was held at the racecourse
recently. I am not sure if the member won it; he might
like to inform the house next time he is on his feet of
what position he ended up in in the fun run or whether
he ran at all or just waited to wave the finishing flag or
whatever. I think the member for Caulfield is doing
what all local members should be doing — that is,
getting involved in his community and helping it grow,
develop and do things. I am very happy to take on
board his suggestion and talk to the department about
whether the lake in the middle of the racecourse can be
included in the school holiday fishing program in the
future.
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The member for Mount Waverley raised an issue for
me as the Minister for Water about the spill of a green
substance into Scotchmans Creek between Waverley
and Blackburn roads in Glen Waverley which flowed
down into Mount Waverley. I inform the member for
Mount Waverley that in pollution incidents such as this
Melbourne Water is involved in providing a
multi-agency response, including provision of
on-ground resources. Upon being notified of a pollution
event Melbourne Water will investigate it, together
with other response agencies, and implement
appropriate measures, depending on the nature of the
pollution event, which include ascertaining the threat
posed by the event to the health of the waterway and to
the general public.
Melbourne Water’s response can include physical
works, such as the placement of containment booms,
on-site communications and signage where appropriate.
It also plays a key role in media and other
communications to make sure that stakeholders and the
community are well informed about an event. In the
instance raised, a combination of all of these measures
was deployed. As part of this event, through testing of
the polluted water, Melbourne Water ascertained that
the likely pollutant was engine coolant; however, the
source could not be traced because engine coolant is
water soluble, which means there is no trace left in the
drainage system.
Melbourne Water is continuing to manage the green
dye spill in Scotchmans Creek, and tests of the affected
water have confirmed that the dye is not toxic and is
continuing to dilute due to natural flows in the creek
and exposure to ultraviolet light. Obviously any rain
events in the near future will help to disperse the spill
even more.
Again the member for Mount Waverley has been a
good and proactive local member in raising this issue
on behalf of his community. The response from
Melbourne Water will enable him to go back and
inform that community of the outcome.
Mr R. SMITH (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — The member for Bellarine raised
an issue regarding a residential aged-care facility in her
electorate. The facility in question is on two parcels of
Crown land, both reserved for health and social welfare
purposes. While I do have administrative responsibility
for this land I am advised that the land is on the asset
register for the Department of Health; therefore it will
be up to the Minister for Health to determine the future
of that land. However, I am keen to have a conversation
with the Minister for Health to determine where we are
going to go with this piece of land. The government is
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certainly open to having a look at this issue before it is
resolved in a manner in which perhaps the community
would not be keen to see it resolved.
The members for Albert Park, South Barwon and
Tarneit raised matters for the Minister for Planning.
The member for South Barwon raised an issue
regarding the minister supporting a strategic
investigation of ways to provide a green break in Spring
Creek Valley. I will pass that matter on.
The member for Albert Park, in a contribution peppered
with his usual rhetoric and hyperbole, raised issues for
the Minister for Planning regarding infrastructure for
the proposed Fishermans Bend development.
The member for Tarneit asked that the Minister for
Planning meet with the local residents association and
local council to discuss naming issues.
The member for Niddrie raised issues for the Minister
for Roads with regard to a noise wall along the Calder
Freeway.
Finally, the member for Bentleigh raised a matter for
the Minister for Sport and Recreation with regard to his
visiting Glen Eira Sports and Aquatic Centre.
I will pass those issues on to the respective ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 10.48 p.m.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Wednesday, 26 March 2014
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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
Notices of motion
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 10 to
19 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:

Stanley water extraction proposal
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of the electorate of Benambra draws
to the attention of the house that an application has been made
by Stanley Pastoral Pty Ltd to Indigo Shire Council for a
planning permit for proposed use and development of a utility
installation (bulk water extraction) and the development of a
water transfer station adjacent to the bore situated at
PC 370674Q — Cue Springs Road, Stanley, Victoria 3747,
and to the outrage of the community in response to this
proposal.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria support the community by advising
Indigo Shire Council that the application for the permit by
Stanley Pastoral Pty Ltd should be rejected on the grounds
that it does not meet the objectives of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 or Indigo planning scheme schedule 1
to the environment significance overlay (ESO 1), and
undermines the security of Stanley’s fragile water supply.

By Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (376 signatures).

Northern suburbs bus services
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the Baillieu
government’s cancellation of, and changes to, bus services in
the north. In particular, we note:
l.

reduction in these bus services have occurred without
community consultation;

2.

the changes have brought about significant
inconvenience and additional travelling time for families
who rely on buses for school, work, shops and medical
appointments.

The petitioners therefore request that the Baillieu government
immediately restores services where these inconveniences
have been caused, and provides new investment for services
to meet the needs of our growing community.

By Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) (38 signatures).

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the Victorian taxidrivers of the Victorian taxi
industry draws to the attention of the house that we are the
lowest paid workers in Victoria, and the lowest paid
taxidrivers in Australia. We have not been represented by any
effective group. The taxi industry has failed to protect the
income and interest of its drivers which has led many to
extreme financial hardship, depression and anxiety. We are
unable to support our families, pay our mortgages, rent, bills
and live a lifestyle equivalent to the majority of the Victorian
population. Victorian taxidrivers have not had a fare increase
since 2008, which is unheard of in any other industry, and are
paid 30 per cent less than our colleagues in all the other states
of Australia. Many of us earn as little as $7 an hour while
being forced to work in excess of 75 hours a week. We are
struggling to survive while living under these conditions,
causing many to leave the industry, which may have a
significant impact on our ability to serve the community.
Hence the undersigned individuals impel the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria to make amends of this wrong and
allow us to earn an equal income with our fellow taxidrivers
in New South Wales.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure:
that the Victorian metropolitan and outer suburban taxi
fare and rates, and maximum taxi fares and charges, are
increased to the equivalent of the New South Wales taxi
schedule 1 — urban areas which applies to taxicabs
licensed to operate in Sydney metropolitan transport
district fares and rates, and maximum taxi fares and
charges, with a CPI increase every year to follow.

By Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) (194 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Benambra be considered next day on
motion of Mr TILLEY (Benambra).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mill Park be considered next day on
motion of Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Oakleigh be considered next day on
motion of Ms BARKER (Oakleigh).

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC ADVOCATE
Community visitors report 2012–13
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services), by leave, presented government response.
Tabled.
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PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Review of performance measurement and
reporting system
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) presented report,
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Residential Care Services for Children —
Ordered to be printed
Ombudsman:
Report on the investigation into deaths and harm in
custody — Ordered to be printed
Report on the investigation into Latrobe City Council’s
failure to reinstate Summerfield Track following a
landslip in June 2012 — Ordered to be printed
Professional Standards Act 2003 — CPA Australia Limited
Professional Standards Scheme under s 14 (Gazette S53,
21 February 2014).

MENTAL HEALTH BILL 2014
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered later this day.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Racial discrimination legislation
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — The federal
Liberal government has made a reckless commitment to
repeal section 18C of the commonwealth Racial
Discrimination Act 1975 in its current form, otherwise
known as the racial vilification laws. These provisions
render conduct that is reasonably likely to cause
offence, insult, humiliation or intimidation on the
grounds of race unlawful.
It is highly concerning that the federal Liberal
government is rallying for the removal of laws which
provide effective avenues for the conciliation of
complaints of racial vilification. While free expression
is an integral part of Australia’s democratic society, it is
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not a right that is superior to any other human right,
including the right to be free from racial vilification.
The legislators who drafted these racial vilification
provisions were fully aware of the importance of free
speech and sought to protect this right. Section 18D of
the Racial Discrimination Act is one of the few pieces
of Australian legislation that expressly recognises the
right to free expression in Australian society. The
current provisions under part IIA of the Racial
Discrimination Act cogently balance the right to free
expression with the right to be free from racial
vilification. Similarly, the existing jurisprudence
demonstrates a strong commitment to upholding the
right to free expression.
The federal Liberal government’s commitment to
curtail the operation of section 18C has met widespread
condemnation from a number of Victorian and
Australian community groups. I quote the Ethnic
Communities Council of Victoria, which stated:
One’s freedom ends where racial vilification begins — hence
ECCV endorses religious and ethnic groups coming together
across Australia to voice their opposition against the
government’s proposed repeal of sections of the Racial
Discrimination Act in the name of ‘free speech’.

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

O’Connors Farm Machinery
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — Two Fridays ago I had the pleasure of
opening O’Connors Farm Machinery’s new Case IH
dealership in Birchip. It was a $2 million investment by
that business in the community of Birchip and the
agricultural industry there to service those people who
buy Case IH machinery. It was a great night with a
great presentation, and there were over 500 people
there. O’Connors is Case IH’s biggest dealer in
Australia, and it has been a dealer for 50 years, so it is a
very important statement for that particular community.

Donald scout hall
Mr WALSH — Last Sunday I had the opportunity
to represent the Minister for Youth Affairs at Donald to
open a new scout hall there. There was a $320 000
investment into a new multi-use scout hall. The scouts,
the guides, the local angling club and the local archery
club have all worked together to put a great facility
there next to the caravan park lake in Donald. Again,
that is a very important statement for that community.
The key message is that it is great to see the
organisations in our country communities working
together.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 26 March 2014

ASSEMBLY

879

Boort Pacing Cup

Mobile dialysis unit

Mr WALSH — I had the opportunity to attend the
Boort Pacing Cup two Sundays ago. It was a great
meeting. It was great to see the initiative of the Minister
for Racing in returning trotting to our country
communities really working. There was a tremendous
crowd and a tremendous community feel. All the
sporting organisations had the opportunity to raise
money by running the barbecues and running the bar.

Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I wish to acknowledge the recent launch
of the Big Red Kidney Bus and the key instigators
behind this exciting project. The bus, which was
launched locally last week, is fitted with a dialysis unit
and can travel to holiday destinations across Victoria,
therefore allowing patients undergoing regular dialysis
the opportunity to take a well-earnt break whilst still
receiving treatment. The concept was a vision of
Traralgon resident Vince Tripodi, who in 2011 formed
a local group consisting of his wife, Frances, Bruce
Bremner, Suzi Picken, Peter Maxwell and Margaret
Blanck. Sadly Vince, Bruce and Suzi have since passed
on, but they have left a wonderful legacy that will
benefit generations to come, and I know their respective
families would be immensely proud. A big thankyou to
other groups and organisations that have supported the
cause, including the Grenda Foundation, Monash
University, Rhonda Renwick from Latrobe Valley Bus
Lines and Kidney Health Australia.

Kyneton schools
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — Yesterday I
joined with the Leader of the Opposition and the Labor
candidate for Macedon, Mary-Anne Thomas, at
Kyneton, where we were able to announce that if
elected to government in November, Labor will provide
$11.5 million to build a new primary school next to the
secondary school. This will enable the Kyneton
education plan, developed under Labor, to become a
reality. With no progress on this plan being made over
the last four years of the Baillieu-Napthine government,
this news was very well received by the members of the
school community present. The challenge is for the
Napthine government to match this offer.
The secondary school was devastated earlier this year
by the removal of two of the four portable buildings
which had been built together to form the years 7 and 8
learning centre. Kyneton deserves better and should be
provided with a funding commitment in this coming
Napthine budget for significant upgrade works at the
secondary school site. I call on the Premier to commit
to supporting state education in Kyneton.

Phoenix P–12 Community College
Mr HOWARD — Last week I was very pleased to
be able to join the Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Ballarat West in Sebastopol, where we
were able to announce that if elected to government in
November, Labor will fund a $10 million stage 3
upgrade of Phoenix P–12 Community College. That is
great news for the school community, which over
recent years, since the creation of Phoenix P–12, has
worked to improve the image and aspirations of the
school. The announcement will assist members of the
school community to continue to work positively,
knowing that their facilities will be able to match the
school’s aspirations. The challenge is for the Napthine
government to match this commitment and provide
greater certainty for this important school.

Bowls Australia Trans-Tasman Test Series
Mr NORTHE — The coalition government was
proud to support the recent 2014 Bowls Australia
Trans-Tasman Test Series by way of a $10 000
Significant Sporting Events program grant. The event
was hosted by the Traralgon Bowling Club and was a
startling success, with the Australian team
comprehensively defeating the Kiwis in the majority of
competitions. The economic benefit to our local
community was profound, whilst all those who
participated in or attended the competition gave high
praise for the organisers and hosts of the event. To club
manager Zoe Cooper and Austin Gapper, along with
their team of staff, committee members and volunteers,
we say well done for hosting the best ever Bowls
Australia Trans-Tasman Test Series.

City of Casey mayor
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — It is with regret that
I speak about the current mayor of the City of Casey,
Geoff Ablett, who is also now the Liberal candidate for
Cranbourne. I had the pleasure of being a guest at City
of Casey citizenship ceremonies on 6 March and
20 March at the city’s council chambers. Both events
commenced at 2.00 p.m. At the ceremony on 6 March
the mayor of the City of Casey was absent. I was
advised by a representative of the council that neither
he nor the deputy mayor, Amanda Stapledon, could
attend the citizenship ceremony. What a coincidence:
that was the day Liberal preselections were determined
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for Cranbourne and Narre Warren North. The
immigration officer had to fill in for the mayor.
Again on 20 March the mayor of the City of Casey was
absent, and the mayor of the Shire of Cardinia had to
stand in for him at the last minute. Was it another
Liberal Party event that he had to attend, leaving the
official car behind? A story in the Berwick News dated
13 March cited one of the mayor’s council colleagues
as stating:
… Cr Ablett shouldn’t put himself in a position where he was
compromised —

and as —
citing occasions when the mayor might have to lobby the
state government on behalf of council.

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

Purple Day
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — Today is
international Purple Day for epilepsy. This is a
grassroots effort to raise awareness about epilepsy,
which 1 in 25 Australians will experience. In Victoria
that means more than 200 000 people. They are often
hidden from view, and many suffer increased levels of
anxiety, with perceived stigma, depression, and social
and job issues associated with seizures. I am proud to
be a patron of the Epilepsy Foundation. The dedicated
staff of the foundation work hard to educate and assist
through a range of programs and individual support. I
urge all Victorians to do what they can to normalise
epilepsy and to support those with the condition.

Peter Greste
Mr BAILLIEU — I take this opportunity to support
the best intentions of the Egyptian people in tough
times. But I also express concern at the arrest and
continued detention of Australian journalist Peter
Greste, for reasons inconsistent with the aspirations of
those seeking an open and democratic Egypt and the
expectations of the international community. The
family recently received encouraging news from
Egypt’s interim president, only to see Peter Greste
again denied bail. I urge the Egyptian community and
our governments to use their influence to seek a speedy
and appropriate conclusion to Mr Greste’s case.

Melbourne Fashion Festival
Mr BAILLIEU — Last week saw the Virgin
Australia Melbourne Fashion Festival, which
showcased our designers, stylists, make-up artists,
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hairdressers, models, manufacturers and retailers to the
world in a program that provided runways, business
and cultural events, pop-ups, shopping and awards. The
focus on design and international opportunity is at the
heart of Victoria’s heritage, skill base and economic
engagement strategy. The response has been beyond
expectations, and I congratulate festival chair Laura
Anderson, CEO Graeme Lewsey and their team.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I condemn
coalition governments, state and federal, for their
political prejudice against Broadmeadows, the capital
of Melbourne’s north and its economic engine room,
which for generations has produced one-third of
Victoria’s manufactured exports, underwriting the
prosperity of the entire state. The historic nature of the
neglect of Liberal and coalition governments is
summed up by the fact that I have not been able to find
one plaque with a Liberal prime minister or a Liberal
Premier’s name on it for a Liberal-funded project in
Broadmeadows, despite the wealth that has been
created by the muscle, sweat and nous of families from
Victoria’s poorest community.
The latest decision on enhancing railway station
precincts in Victoria underscores the coalition’s neglect.
At a time when Prime Minister Tony Abbott has called
for infrastructure projects to create jobs and
Broadmeadows is reeling from the demise of the Ford
Motor Company, the upgrade of the Broadmeadows
station as part of the central activities district was again
abandoned by coalition governments, despite the
Brumby Labor government allocating more than
$30 million for this redevelopment in 2009.
This catalyst project had won bipartisan support and
stands shovel-ready, but the Napthine government
secretly axed it last year. I have written to the Prime
Minister and the Premier, offering a bipartisan strategy
for jobs and growth. Their response has been cruel and
uncaring. This needs to be done; it is ready to go and it
is what the government is supposedly saying. We have
had a strategy that has brought together the three tiers
of government as well as business and civil society.
The only ones missing are Liberal coalition
governments. We need jobs and growth, not knights
and dames!

Vannara and Socheata Be
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I want to congratulate
Vannara Be and his sister Socheata on being named in
the 15-man Australian weightlifting squad for this
year’s Glasgow Commonwealth Games. Graduating
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from Mount Lilydale College, the Cambodian-born
siblings from Dixons Creek have certainly excelled in
their field and can be proud of their achievements. I
wish them all the best with selection.

Coranderrk Festival
Ms McLEISH — The feats of William Barak are
well known, he having been a significant leader and
spokesman for the Wurundjeri at Coranderrk. Barak
was an important negotiator between his people and the
government, and took a leading role in the struggle for
Aboriginal rights and justice. At the same time he
worked to protect the Aboriginal culture and heritage.
At Coranderrk in Healesville, when Aboriginal
ceremonies were banned, Barak used his paintings to
teach and lead his people, passing on Aboriginal history
and customs. His spirit was one to be admired. That is
why it is so pleasing to see the efforts made by the
younger Wurundjeri in Healesville to, as they say,
‘Keep Barak’s spirit alive’.
A key component of this is the Coranderrk Festival,
which I attended recently. The festival attracts
Indigenous and non-Indigenous people, and aims to
bring the history to light — both positive and
negative — and bring about a renewed sense of pride in
Coranderrk. The festival also provides a lever to help
with the restoration of the land and residence and a link
with the history and culture through schools and
technology, whilst demonstrating the resilience of the
people and respecting the ancestors. Festival directors
Brooke and Jacqui Wandin, their committee and the
huge army of volunteers who worked on the day are to
be commended on their efforts. They had a great
crowd, wonderful and diverse music and a fabulous
collection of photos depicting the history at the site.

Purple Day
Mr MADDEN (Essendon) — I acknowledge the
great work of the Epilepsy Foundation, and
acknowledge also that today, 26 March, is Purple Day
for epilepsy. Purple Day is a grassroots effort dedicated
to increasing the awareness of epilepsy worldwide.
People from around the world today are asked to spread
the word about epilepsy by wearing purple. Founded in
2008 by a then nine-year old, Cassidy Megan of Nova
Scotia, Canada, Cassidy started Purple Day in an effort
to get people talking about the disorder and to inform
them that they are not alone in the seizures that they
have. Cassidy named the day Purple Day after the
internationally recognised colour for epilepsy —
lavender. Epilepsy Australia is the official partner of
Purple Day and has joined up with other epilepsy
organisations from across the globe, including Canada,
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the USA, the UK and South Africa, to make Purple
Day even bigger.
The Epilepsy Foundation is the Victorian member of
Epilepsy Australia, and is proud to have the official role
in promoting Purple Day in Victoria. Cassidy has
acknowledged the importance of this day because at her
age there was an enormous degree of concern about
what seizures meant for those young people and the
anxiety that caused young people who had epilepsy,
and she saw this as an opportunity to take up the cause
and to promote a positive image and actions that can
take place in relation to overcoming anxiety and fear
about the implications of epilepsy in everyday life.

Katandra School
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It was a pleasure
to visit Katandra School twice last month to present
badges to the school captains. Katandra is a government
special school for primary-aged students, and I
especially acknowledge principal Bruce McPhate and
the staff for the wonderful job they do.

Rivki Barber
Mr SOUTHWICK — I would like to pass on my
condolences to Rabbi Barber and his family, including
six children, on the passing of their wife, mother and
grandmother, Rivki Barber. Rivki served as the
rebbetzin to the South Caulfield Hebrew congregation,
and was also a beloved fourth grade teacher at Beth
Rivkah Ladies College. Rivki touched the hearts and
lives of all who met her and will be sadly missed. May
her soul rest in peace. We wish the family a long life.
Rivki passed away on 21 March at the age of 49.

Kilvington Grammar
Mr SOUTHWICK — Last week I had the
opportunity to visit and tour a school in my electorate,
Kilvington Grammar School, and meet with principal
Jon Charlton and business manager Graham Williams.
This is a great school that has experienced rapid growth
in recent years, moving from an all-girls school to a
coeducational school. I was very impressed that, despite
the growth, the school maintains a warm and
welcoming attitude and the principal can still refer to
each child by their first name.

Hillel Benedykt
Mr SOUTHWICK — The Victorian Freemasons
swore in Hillel Benedykt, only the second Jewish
Grandmaster in 125 years of Freemasonry. I was very
impressed with the ceremony and Hillel’s speech,
combining Jewish traditions with Freemasonry, and
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would like to thank Peter Fuchs, who was also elevated
to a senior office, for inviting me to this terrific event.

Blokes Day Out
Mr SOUTHWICK — The facts are that men are
more likely than women to have serious health
problems than women and die earlier in greater
numbers. That is why men’s health is very important. I
would like to thank Steve Bridges for organising
Blokes Day Out, which was held at the Sandown
Racecourse, and I particularly want to thank the State
Emergency Service, the Country Fire Authority,
Victoria Police and the Australian Red Cross for
exhibiting at this very important event, to create
awareness among men that they must have a health
check and they much take their health seriously.

Hope, Assistance, Local Tradies
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — Last Tuesday I
attended the HALT breakfast at Hume and Iser Home
Timber and Hardware store. HALT stands for Hope,
Assistance, Local Tradies, and was formed in response
to the impact of recent suicides of tradies on the region.
Congratulations to co-founder Jeremy Forbes, who
hopes to make the Bendigo HALT breakfast an annual
event and eventually expand it to other regions. The
event was attended by about 250 people, including local
tradies and representatives from support services in
Bendigo.

Suicide Prevention Awareness Network
Ms EDWARDS — On Sunday I attended the
Suicide Prevention Awareness Network walk. Over
500 people attended, and they were joined this year by
the Black Dog motorbike riders. Organisers Alannah
McGregor and Bette Phillips have worked tirelessly on
organising this event since its inception in 2011 and are
to be congratulated for their efforts in raising awareness
of suicide and suicide prevention and in reducing the
stigma so often still associated with suicide.

Tour de Transplant
Ms EDWARDS — On Sunday the Tour de
Transplant riders arrived in Bendigo and were hosted at
a dinner organised by Penny Davies and La Trobe
University. Their nine-day, 1100 kilometre ride around
Victoria is to raise awareness of heart and lung organ
transplant recipients and of the need for more organ
transplant donors.
The Tour de Transplant is being led by Tour de France
legend Phil Anderson. Aside from completing the
challenge, the participants’ goal is to raise money for
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the Second Chance Accommodation program so that
transplant recipients have accommodation in
Melbourne while they undergo rehabilitation. The
Bendigo leg of the Tour de Transplant raised $10 000
for Second Chance Accommodation. Bendigo has
again shown itself to be a generous and proactive
community. I would like to congratulate all involved in
these events.

Pickering Joinery
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — On Friday,
21 March, along with the federal member for
Corangamite, Sarah Henderson, I was pleased to
announce a $230 000 grant from the Geelong Region
Innovation and Investment Fund to Pickering Joinery in
Belmont. The joinery presently employs 20 people, and
it will expand its operations, employing an additional
8 staff. Pickering Joinery is an example of one of the
many small to medium-size manufacturers in Geelong,
and I wish Bob Furphy and his team all the best in their
future endeavours.

Barwon Valley Pony Club
Mr KATOS — Last Sunday, along with my family,
I attended the Barwon Valley Pony Club one-day event
at Mount Moriac Reserve. Over 130 competitors
showcased their skills in dressage, cross-country and
showjumping. The coalition government in 2012
funded the all-weather dressage ring, which was well
used on Sunday. I would like to thank Suzie Batten for
extending an invitation and the club for its warm
hospitality.

St Paul’s Lutheran Church playgroup
Mr KATOS — Last Monday, along with my wife
and youngest son, Jack, I took great pleasure in
attending St Paul’s playgroup in Grovedale as part of
National Playgroup Week. Jack really enjoyed the
morning, where he celebrated his fourth birthday. In
particular he enjoyed his cupcake. I would like to thank
Ainsley O’Doherty and the other mothers there for
being extremely welcoming. I think they found a new
member of their playgroup in my little boy Jack.

Public transport fares
Mr KATOS — I would like to congratulate the
Premier on his announcement today that daily fares for
travel across Melbourne’s entire tram, train and bus
network will be capped at zone 1 from 1 January next
year. I commend the Premier on his vision and
leadership, and as James Campbell said in this
morning’s Herald Sun — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Kensington Women’s Dinner
Ms KANIS (Melbourne) — On Thursday, 6 March,
I attended the Kensington Women’s Dinner and
Reclaim the Night walk. It was the 20th dinner and was
a great celebration of the wonderful women of
Kensington. With over 200 women attending, the
evening could not have happened without a dedicated
group of volunteers. I would like to thank and
acknowledge the work done by Julie Harbert, Margaret
Bergin, Melissa Martin, Helen Coates, Leanne Bowes,
Andria Hutchins, Klara Coates, Gen Nihill, Kirsty
Brown, Kym Rafferty, Nadia Chaves, Mirrin Pedro,
Kerry Breeze and Cherie Williams. Thank you for all
your hard work in creating a warm, inclusive and fun
event.
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for the people of Melbourne. With free tram travel in
the CBD, the reduction in the cost of a zone 1 and 2
fare is 40 per cent. Typically residents will save
between $750 and $1200.
I regularly find myself at train stations in my electorate.
Most mornings that I am not here in Parliament I am at
train stations. I also regularly visit Holmesglen station
in the electorate of Malvern, the Treasurer’s electorate,
and I see the influx of travellers in cars and on bikes
coming to Holmesglen station because it is the last
zone 1 station on the line. Those residents will no
longer have to travel that distance; they will be able to
leave from Jordanville, Mount Waverley, Syndal or
Glen Waverley stations. This announcement is
fantastic, and it is fantastic that we are investing in
public transport, with more trains moving more people
more often. While Dan dithers, Denis delivers.

North Geelong Secondary College
National Australian Chinese Women’s
Association
Ms KANIS — On 23 March I attended the National
Australian Chinese Women’s Association celebration
of International Women’s Day. Attendees were treated
to some very thought-provoking speeches, which called
for action, as well as performances of singing and
dancing. I congratulate and acknowledge May Hu for
all the work she has done with the association and for
progressing the social, political and economic
wellbeing of Chinese women in Australia.

Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — On Monday,
24 March, North Geelong Secondary College held
celebrations to mark Harmony Day. If ever there was a
school that on a day-to-day basis works to promote
multiculturalism, understanding and commitment to
social cohesion and harmony, it is North Geelong. With
a school population that traverses many cultural groups,
the school, under the leadership of the principal, Nick
Adamou, and his staff, works hard to ensure that
students from all backgrounds are given the opportunity
to learn in a supportive, progressive and accepting
environment.

Carlton Harmony Day
Ms KANIS — On Thursday last I attended the
Carlton Harmony Day event held at the Carlton
housing estate. It is great to see how that event has
grown over the last two years and to see the community
really celebrating the diverse population that we are all
very proud of in Melbourne.

Public transport fares
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I would like to
congratulate the Premier, the Treasurer and the Minister
for Public Transport on the recent announcement that
all travellers in zones 1 and 2 will be able to travel on a
zone 1 fare, meaning that residents in the eastern part of
my electorate of Burwood who travel through
Chadstone, Ashwood, Burwood, Box Hill South and
Surrey Hills will be able to travel to the city for the
same fare as the residents in zone 1. They will not have
to walk to Warrigal Road — that short distance — and
will be able to travel for the price of a zone 1 fare. It is
fantastic for the residents of the Burwood electorate and

Geelong West Neighbourhood House
Mr TREZISE — This weekend the Geelong West
Neighbourhood House is holding its annual WestFest,
which is a free community festival. The festival will be
a great day celebrating the history, people and culture
of historic Geelong West. There will be live performers
entertaining the crowd all day, food and drink, lots of
hands-on activities for the young and not so young and
a market featuring handmade goods. Geelong West
Neighbourhood House has done a great job since its
inception only a few years ago, and I congratulate all
those people who were part of the inception of the
neighbourhood house.

Jeannette Johanson
Mr TREZISE — On Friday, 14 March, I was proud
to once again attend the Geelong Trades Hall Council
Labour Day dinner. Geelong has a strong and proud
tradition of trade unionism, and the dinner not only
provides a social night but also ensures that the history
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and achievements of the union movement in Geelong
are recognised. At the dinner Jeannette Johanson was
recognised for her tireless contribution to the labour
movement in Geelong and her work in establishing the
Geelong Trades Hall Council choir via the Geelong
Women Unionist Network annual award. I take this
opportunity to congratulate Jeannette Johanson on her
work.

Coatesville Primary School
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — Last week the Premier
and I visited Coatesville Primary School in order to do
a tour of the school and to make a funding
announcement of up to $7.8 million for major upgrades
to school facilities. I am proud to have honoured my
commitment to provide this much-needed funding for
Coatesville Primary School in my first term and deliver
for the community, whereas the Labor government
failed over 11 years. The project will allow for the
replacement of the current administration centre. It will
provide the junior school with new state-of-the-art
facilities, including new games, music and arts
facilities. It will provide general target upgrades and
landscaping works. The school principal, Louise
Pearce, and the assistant principal, Michael Jones, were
elated with the news and welcomed me to the school
assembly this week to address the school community.

Public transport fares
Ms MILLER — Residents of Bentleigh electorate
will benefit from the Napthine coalition government’s
plan to cut the cost of public transport fares for
Victorian families. As of 1 January 2015 residents who
currently travel from zone 2 to the city will only have to
pay the zone 1 fare. I have listened to the local
community and delivered a great outcome for
commuters on the Frankston line. This is good news for
families, for students and for young people. It will save
many commuters hundreds of dollars, which will ease
cost of living pressures for Bentleigh families. The
Napthine coalition government is building a better
Victoria. We are building a better Bentleigh and
planning for the future. Miller and Napthine make it
happen.

Moorabbin Primary School
Ms MILLER — Last weekend I attended the
Moorabbin Primary School fete accompanied by the
principal, Noxia Angelides; the Honourable Andrew
Robb, federal Minister for Trade and Investment; the
member for Sandringham; and Moorabbin Primary
School parent Simone Sullivan. It was a wonderful day
that I and my colleagues were proud to support.
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Congratulations to Ms Angelides, Ms Sullivan and all
the other parents and teachers who were involved in the
organisation of this event.

Greek Independence Day
Ms MILLER — On Sunday I was proud to witness
a wonderful parade of thousands of Greek Victorians,
from young people to seniors, paying tribute to their
nation by commemorating Greek Independence Day.

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — There have
been many reasons to smile and celebrate in my
electorate of Narre Warren South, including uplifting
examples of skill and talent, and acts of dedication and
hard work. Hampton Park Library celebrated its
10th birthday. It is a very busy and much-valued
community place that is the result of a grassroots
campaign. It was great to see some of my favourite
people who belong to the Friends of Hampton Park
Library: Dawn Dakin, Ros and Tony O’Hara, Karen
Grainger, Carol Williams and Ellie McKenzie.
The Casey Australia Day study group recently visited
Parliament. It is an outstanding group of young people:
Stephen Capon, Samantha Chapman, Kelsy De Prada,
Sarah Dunstan, Sitarah Mohammadi, Mason Peatling,
Nelson Phan, Arnhie-Marie, San Juan, Asanga
Seneviratne and Wali Sultani. I am sure they will
achieve their personal dreams and take up roles as
community leaders. Our future is in good hands.
The ctrl+alt+del robotics team from Berwick Lodge
Primary School will be heading off to Spain to
represent our state and indeed our country at the First
Lego League Open European Championship. Students
Eric Blyth, Joshua Davis, Sean Ford, Henna Hasanovic,
Nivethan Iyer, Kyle Lim, David Liu, Thomas Pang,
Kaaviyan Pathmasiri and Zoe Sriratana are led by their
enthusiastic and dedicated teacher, Tracey Rapinett.
They are such a wonderful and talented group of young
people. I wish them well.
On Sunday I was blessed with a visit to the Church of
Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, where the Hampton
Park-Narre Warren state conference was taking place. It
was my privilege to attend and my pleasure to hear the
Samoan choir. Their voices lifted my heart and their
broad smiles made me smile too. It was a truly joyous
occasion. I am deeply touched to represent so many
exceptional people, and I thank them from the bottom
of my heart for all the wonderful work they do on
behalf of our community.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 26 March 2014

ASSEMBLY

Desalination plant
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — What a delight it was
yesterday to see the front page of the Australian with
the headline ‘Union “cold cases” reopened’ with the
director of Fair Work Building and Construction, Nigel
Hadgkiss, looking at our ill-fated, $1.8 million-a-day
desalination plant and the deals done between the
builder and the Leader of the Opposition’s sponsoring
union, the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy
Union (CFMEU). There are some in the Labor Party
wondering why he wanted the CFMEU back at the
union trough on Lygon Street. Why? Because he wants
to get the big bucks out of them for the campaign funds,
and he owes it to them for his position.
Of course, this will put the focus on Thiess, one of the
partners in the desal construction, which has shown it is
more than happy to contribute to the unions as long as it
gets industrial peace on the worksite, knowing the cost
of any deals can be passed onto the customer — in this
case the Victorian people. It is common knowledge that
former Premier Bracks and former Treasurer Brumby
told the two French companies, Degremont and Veolia
Environnement, that they had to negotiate a deal with
unions before they would be considered for the job.
And did they negotiate. They went like lambs to the
slaughter. The union set a benchmark on wages and
conditions that would flow to other sites and make the
cost of building in Victoria the highest in Australia. The
builders knew that whatever they negotiated they could
pass on to the taxpayers of Victoria. What a sorry state
of affairs. I can only wish Nigel Hadgkiss all the best.

The Pines Pride Festival
Mr SHAW (Frankston) — In November new
electoral boundaries will include Frankston North in the
electorate of Frankston. I have previously spoken about
this and welcomed The Pines into Frankston, where it
always belonged. On 16 March the Frankston North
community held its Pines Pride Festival. There were
stalls and entertainment, such as Marion Beattie reciting
an Anzac Day poem that she had written accompanied
by yours truly on the bagpipes, church bands, Monterey
Secondary College showcasing their school for the first
time in a few years, skateboarding et cetera. The
Frankston Pines Football Club, which recently received
funding for new lights, held various football
competitions and skills teaching. Congratulations to all
the volunteers and the organisers of this annual event.
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Ironman Asia-Pacific Championship
Melbourne
Mr SHAW — On Sunday, 23 March, Frankston
once again showcased the world-renowned Ironman
Asia-Pacific Championship Melbourne. There was a
record number of participants from the Asia-Pacific
region, with over 2500 sign-ups and 800 athletes
competing for the first time. The bay was somewhat
calm compared to last year’s surf-like conditions. I
congratulate the organisers on another successful event,
as well as all the volunteers, who stretched from
Frankston to St Kilda, who encouraged and helped the
participants and facilitated the smooth running of the
event. Congratulations also to the government on
making the economically sensible decision to secure the
event in Frankston for another two years.

World’s Greatest Shave
Mr SHAW — On 15 March, in support of the
Leukaemia Foundation World’s Greatest Shave and the
slogan ‘Be brave and shave’, I shaved off my beard. I
thank Channel Nine — and I do not often thank the
media, as members will know — for attending and
reporting this on the news, showcasing the
world-renowned sand sculptures at Frankston
foreshore, which it sponsors, and also increasing
awareness of leukaemia.

Public transport fares
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I pay tribute to
the vision and leadership of the Premier, the Treasurer
and the Minister for Public Transport on the
introduction of a zone 1 fare across the metropolitan
network. It will certainly benefit commuters in
Hampton, Highett, Sandringham, Black Rock,
Beaumaris, Cheltenham and Mentone, and relieve cost
of living pressures.

Purple Day
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to the Victorian
organisers of Purple Day 2014 and salute the courage of
those with epilepsy who go about their daily lives.

Dame Quentin Bryce
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to Dame Quentin
Bryce for her recent work as Governor-General of
Australia and the taking on board of the title ‘Dame’, an
award and an honour that will be warmly welcomed by
members on both sides of the chamber.
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Clean Up Australia Day
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to members of
the Sandringham electorate and the girl guides of
Hampton who participated in Clean Up Australia Day.

Lydia Lassila
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to Lydia Lassila
and congratulate her on the achievement of her
Olympic bronze medal at the Winter Olympics in
Sochi. She is an outstanding role model.

GRIEVANCES
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That grievances be noted.

Education funding
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — Education is
everything. It is there for infants to learn the basics of
human communication. It is there for boys and girls to
learn the skills and the codes upon which our society is
built. It is there for young men and women to discover
logic and thought. It is there for adults to retrain and to
refine their knowledge. It fuels that great mass of
human activity we call our modern economy. It is the
source of our health, our dignity, our prosperity and our
purpose. A child’s ability to learn tells us about their
ability to grow, to work and to lead. Our passion for
education makes us the thinking state. In Victoria we
dug our prosperity out of a book, not a mine. We were
always the first to experiment, the first to innovate, and
we did not rest until we gave every child every chance.
But when I look at the state of this government, when I
look at the state of our schools, I know that we are
failing our aspiration and failing our obligation. Our
schools are falling apart. Too many kids are learning in
crowded portables, which are 30 degrees Celsius hot
and just as many years old. The toilet blocks at some
schools are sickening. If the toilets were at a restaurant,
a council would have shut it down. I wonder how many
libraries have chairs that can barely be sat on and books
that can barely be read. I wonder how many ovals,
courts and sports facilities are safe enough to put two
teams of children on. As countries around the world are
rocketing up to the dais, investing record amounts of
money in their schools and making them the best in the
world, what are we doing?
Premier Napthine has cut funding to school buildings in
Victoria to the lowest point in a decade. We have
actually gone backwards. This government is investing
less than half the amount in school buildings than did
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the Labor government. In three budgets the average
investment in school buildings has been just
$200 million a year. In Labor’s last term in office an
average of $467 million a year was invested in schools
compared to the measly $200 million by this
government. If we travel around the state and meet with
the teachers, principals, parents and experts, we hear
them say the same thing: you cannot get a first-rate
education in a second-rate classroom. You cannot
expect a child to excel in a building that is unsafe,
uncomfortable and unwelcoming. Our future cannot be
nurtured in a relic of the past. Our kids deserve better,
and that is why Labor has always rebuilt and
redeveloped Victoria’s worst school buildings to give
our kids the best start, to build a future for our economy
and for local jobs, and to fix our schools
I want to talk now about a school in Melbourne’s
south-east, McKinnon Secondary College. If you are a
student at McKinnon college, the chances are that you
have spent a fair part of your education crammed out
the back in a portable classroom. For three and a half
years McKinnon’s dedicated principal, Mrs Pitsa
Binnion, has not had anyone from the government
bother to listen. What has the member for Bentleigh
been up to? The lazy member for Bentleigh has not
once engaged in any constructive way with the school
community at McKinnon. Mrs Binnion has not been
able to plan for the future of her school and the future
of her students.
I was proud to join with the Leader of the Opposition,
the member for Mulgrave, and Mrs Binnion this very
morning alongside parents and teachers and Labor’s
candidate for Bentleigh, Nick Staikos. I was proud that
Labor announced a $9 million upgrade of this
secondary college. New world-class facilities will
replace the tired old portables. A new library, canteen
and specialist learning spaces will be built. This is what
parents and teachers have been crying out for. This is
the project that the students at McKinnon Secondary
College deserve. I can tell the house, and I could have
told the member for Bentleigh if she had bothered to be
in the chamber now, that the school was absolutely
delighted that at least the Labor Party, the alternative
government in this state, was listening to their concerns.
Last Thursday I was just as proud to head to Geelong
High School. Geelong High is an icon in that great
regional city with great teachers and a great principal in
Glenn Davey. It has spirit and it has soul. It has a
modern curriculum, and it enjoys strong leadership. If
the Premier had not shelved the previous government’s
plans to upgrade this school, it would have modern
classrooms and facilities right now, but it does not. I
visited Geelong High last week with the Leader of the
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Opposition, the member for Geelong and the member
for Bellarine, when we announced a landmark
$12 million commitment to rebuild this proud school. It
will receive funding for new classrooms, new toilet
blocks, new administrative quarters, new hospitality
and new arts facilities. The school has tried to survive
as best it can in spite of this Premier’s abandonment. It
cobbled together some of its own funds that were
desperately needed for smaller projects, and it was a
valiant effort. We made a commitment that if the sods
are turned by local workers on the Geelong High
School upgrade under a Labor government then we will
have honoured their efforts.
Doreen, in Melbourne’s outer north, is one of
Australia’s fastest growing areas. Many families are
moving there to start their lives and raise families. It is a
beautiful area. How is it possible after three and a half
years of this government that parents at Doreen do not
have a completed high school to send their children to?
How is it possible that year 7 students will start next
year at the local Hazel Glen College when they do not
have specialist, middle and senior years buildings to
move into? They do not have the teachers; they do not
have a plan for their future in Doreen. They only have
half a school. Local families only have half a choice. It
is not good enough. Yesterday I again joined the Leader
of the Opposition and the member for Yan Yean and
we went to Doreen. We gave the principal, Darryl
Furze, the good news that Labor will complete Hazel
Glen College and finally provide the families of that
community with a high school of their own. It will be a
real school and a real choice for local parents, and that
is something that a real government would have done
three years ago.
That is just a piece of Labor’s plan. Only Labor will
build new indoor sports facilities and a new performing
arts centre at Mordialloc College. Only Labor will turn
old classrooms into new learning centres at Frankston
Primary School. Only Labor will completely redevelop
Portarlington Primary School. Only Labor will build
stage 3 of Phoenix P–12 Community College with new
visual arts, administration, food and resource facilities.
Only Labor will build a new Kyneton Primary School
next to the local secondary school as the beginnings of
the Kyneton education plan, the education plan that has
been shelved by this government for three and a half
years. Only Labor will finish the construction at
Castlemaine Secondary College and build a high-tech
engineering, chemistry and physics precinct. Only
Labor will provide a new and innovative year 9 arts and
science campus for Albert Park College. Only Labor
will rebuild the performing arts centre at Patterson
River Secondary College. This government has
abandoned our schools. Classrooms are falling down.
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Regarding TAFEs, Speaker, as you well know, in our
community in the outer east youth unemployment has
increased by a massive 48 per cent. What has this
government done? This government has forced the
closure of Swinburne Lilydale university and TAFE
campuses, which were there for your constituents and
mine, and for the constituents of the new Minister for
Higher Education and Skills and for those of the
member for Kilsyth. That facility is padlocked because
this government has ripped the heart out of TAFE.
Hardworking teachers have been misled. Hardworking
parents have been the target of cuts. The education
maintenance allowance (EMA) and the School Start
bonus have been completely cut by this heartless and
education-hating government. That is what it has done.
Is it wrong?
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr MERLINO — The Minister for State
Development, who is at the table, says this government
has not cut the School Start bonus. I ask the minister to
get up in 31⁄2 minutes and say to this chamber and the
people of Victoria that I am wrong — that this
government has not cut the School Start bonus, that this
government has not cut EMA, that this government has
not cut Victorian certificate of applied learning
coordination by $50 million. I challenge the minister to
get up and say that his government’s capital budget for
schools is not $200 million on average — less than half
of what the Labor government provided previously. I
challenge the minister, rather than making cowardly
comments across the table, to get up and put on the
record this government’s legacy in terms of education.
It is now harder to send your kids to school. It is harder
for them to learn. It is harder to afford things like
books, excursions and uniforms. If this government is
re-elected in November, next year there will be no
EMA to pay for uniforms, books or excursions. That is
what this government is taking to the election — a
guaranteed zero for providing parents with support just
for the basics to get their children to school and allow
them to fully experience everything that our wonderful
schools have to offer. It is harder for teenagers to catch
a bus to school if they live in the outer suburbs because
the government has cracked down on the education
conveyance allowance. It has questioned the need for
quality. It is putting families last. It will hurt our
economy, our schools and our future. Labor has
listened to our school communities and Labor will
deliver. Only Labor has a plan for local jobs, only
Labor will put our kids first in schools, only Labor will
fix our schools because Victorians deserve better than a
government that is only interested in slashing
education — an education budget that in three years has
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been cut by $625 million. That capital program has left
our schools reeling. There are classrooms literally
falling down around them.
The member for Bentleigh had to be dragged kicking
and screaming to make a commitment to Coatesville
Primary School. There is a building at Coatesville
Primary School with three classrooms, but not one
student or teacher is allowed to set foot into the middle
one for fear that the floor will collapse. The member for
Bentleigh made a promise four years ago, but it took
Labor to raise it time and again in this place. It took
Labor to raise it in the public sphere, in the media, for
this government to be dragged kicking and screaming
to its commitment. Not only were we going to fund
Coatesville Primary School, but we made a
commitment this morning to McKinnon Secondary
College. We will rebuild McKinnon and we will
rebuild schools right across the state. We will do it, but
this government will never do it.

Employment
Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) — I
grieve today for those Victorians who are facing the
reality of the transition in the structure of our
employment market over the course of the coming
years, but I want to assure them that they are led by a
government which is absolutely committed to a first
principle of jobs, jobs and jobs. We are intent on
making sure that we continue to have an environment
where the creation of jobs and the maintenance of
employment is uppermost in the minds of those of us
who are in government in the state of Victoria.
I put that position on two fundamental principles. The
first is, as all Victorian know — and indeed as all
Australians know — our economy is the only
AAA-rated economy in the Australian nation. In recent
years Labor has wrought havoc in every state in which
it has been in government, and certainly in those up and
down the east coast of Australia. Labor in Queensland
had an appalling record, Labor in New South Wales
had a disgraceful record, as evidenced by the daily
activities before the Independent Commission Against
Corruption, and in Victoria it was the same again. The
simple fact is had Labor still been in government in
Victoria — thank goodness it is not — we would have
the same sort of situation facing us as has applied in
those other jurisdictions. As it happens, the
Liberal-Nationals coalition government has been able
to run the economy in this state efficiently and
productively, and has done so in concert with the
people of Victoria. That has resulted in a AAA-rated
economy. We are able to forecast surpluses for the out
years. We have a stable outlook on that AAA rating. It
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means therefore that we have a strong foundation
within our economy for future growth. That is the first
of the very important points for those who
understandably are concerned about how the transition
of our economic structures is going to occur,
particularly as it reflects on jobs.
The second issue government members can point to is
that this government has a proud track record with
regard to the creation of additional jobs in the state of
Victoria. Since we came to government in 2010 more
than 65 000 jobs have been created in Victoria. More
than 65 000 more Victorians are in employment than
were working when we came to office in 2010. Only
last year we saw extraordinary growth, particularly in
the regions of Victoria, not only in their own context
but in terms of a national comparator. Therefore I say to
those people who are facing that measure of uncertainty
in relation to what the future may hold that, firstly, they
can have confidence in a government which has an
economy that, relatively speaking, is running better
than that of any other jurisdiction in Australia, and
secondly, they can have confidence in the fact that this
government has an established track record to which it
can point as being reflective of its efforts in relation to
job creation.
One of the pivotal issues in this whole conversation
about future jobs is to recognise the reality of the world
in which we live. It is pointless trying to deny the
implications and impacts of what is happening to us
globally. It is no good living in a fool’s paradise. For
example, when in the motor vehicle industry we hear
the announcements made by Ford, by General Motors
and by Toyota we all need to recognise that, in a global
sense, that is the world in which we live. The relatively
newly appointed CEO of General Motors said from
America that it would not matter what amount of
money had been offered to General Motors to stay in
Australia, it simply would not have done it. When we
have those sorts of scenarios facing us we have to be
honest with the people of Victoria. It is pointless pining
for what might have been.
In the motor vehicle industry, for example, the harsh
reality is that Australians choose not to buy
Australian-made motor vehicles. That is their choice,
they are making it and it is reflected in the marketplace,
in that something in the order of 85 per cent or
thereabouts — 85 per cent plus — of motor vehicles
purchased in Australia are made in other nations. That
is the practical hard fact of it. It is no good trying to say,
as is said by members of the Labor Party so regularly,
that we should keep pouring money into the automobile
manufacturing industry — keep tipping money into it
and keep trying to fool people who are employed in the
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sector that somehow or other Labor is going to do
something different from what the rest of the world is
doing and therefore somehow produce an outcome
which is going to enable these people to continue to do
what they have historically done.
Mr McGuire interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Broadmeadows!
Mr RYAN — None of us likes it, but the practical
and hard reality is that that is the fact. For confirmation
of that you only need listen to people like Paul Howes,
for example, who is the first to say that if you are going
to transition your economy and transition these sectors
of your economy in a way that is going to best enable
the people employed in that sector to be productive in
their own right for their own good and then for the good
of the economy as a whole and for the state and for
Australia, then first and foremost you have to face up to
the reality. As a government, we have faced up to the
reality. We have done everything we could and more
for the sake of trying to perpetuate the presence of these
respective manufacturers here in Victoria and in
Australia. They have made their decision, and now we
need to look to the way in which we can transition this
workforce into the next generation.
Mr McGuire interjected.
Mr RYAN — I hear the interjection from the
member for Broadmeadows, who says, ‘That’s the
point’, but immediately this engages Labor at a
fundamental point: Labor members will not accept the
threshold point — that is, that change is upon us;
change is imminent. They will not accept it. If the
member accepts it — —
Mr McGuire interjected.
Mr RYAN — Does the member accept that?
Mr McGuire interjected.
Mr RYAN — Will the member for Broadmeadows
accept that threshold point that we have change being
imposed upon us globally and that we have to recognise
that as being a reality?
Mr McGuire interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Broadmeadows will cease interjecting. I ask the
minister not to respond to interjections.
Mr RYAN — Presumably the member will get the
call in due course and can clarify that, but from the
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Labor Party’s point of view, its members will not
accept this threshold point. If they do not accept it, then
of course they are unable to move to any other element
of what might happen with regard to this all-important
discussion.
In terms of being able to accommodate this inevitable
change in the way in which our economy is structured,
government members can point proudly to many of the
initiatives we have undertaken over the period we have
been in government. I refer to some of the outcomes we
have been able to achieve. Indeed those outcomes are
best measured by the sorts of job creation programs that
we have been able to deliver over the course of our
three years in government, and they are replete.
We can look at issues around the Regional Growth
Fund and the influence it has had on the development
of jobs in regional Victoria. As at the end of January
2014 just over $394 million had been invested through
the Regional Growth Fund grants. Those grants have
been productive of some 1385 projects, and a total of
$1.57 billion has been leveraged by way of investment
out of the allocation of those funds — out of the
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund.
One component of the Regional Growth Fund, the
economic infrastructure program, has been particularly
productive in the sense that it is the first $200 million of
a total of $500 million which is being dedicated to these
purposes. It has been very productive of some of these
great outcomes. Just out of this one section some
$155 million has been invested in 75 projects. These
projects alone are resulting in a total investment of
more than $955 million across regional and rural
Victoria. The expectation is that they will create more
than 4700 direct full-time jobs, 10 500-plus indirect
jobs, more than 3500 jobs during construction and the
support and retention of some 8000-plus existing jobs.
These are not just numbers on a page; these are mums
and dads and small to medium enterprises in particular.
These are the very heartbeat of the regions of the state
of Victoria, and we are enabling these sorts of
initiatives to occur through the use of the Regional
Growth Fund.
The Putting Locals First program within the fund is a
further $100 million initiative. We have been able to
produce 545 projects with a total cost of over
$163 million leveraged out of an investment of some
$61 million. Under a third element of the Regional
Growth Fund — the local government infrastructure
program — all 48 regional and rural councils in
Victoria share that $100 million, which is over and
above the funding they otherwise derive from both rates
and commonwealth inputs. Over the four years, as at

GRIEVANCES
890

ASSEMBLY

the end of January, this has produced over $94 million
of approved projects, and 339 local infrastructure
projects have been generated as a result, with a total
project cost of $274 million.
These conversations often take place at a macro level
without being able to demonstrate how things happen
on the ground, so I want to instance what has happened
in relation to a project that people can identify with —
True Foods in Maryborough, in the electorate of Ripon.
The government provided two investment grants to
assist this company to relocate into regional Victoria
and expand its operations. Through the Victorian
Business Flood Recovery Fund relocation of the
existing facility out of Braeside in Melbourne was able
to be achieved and the food processing facility in
Maryborough was established. Initially it was
principally concerned with flat bread, or wrap,
production. That investment resulted in the creation of
85 full-time jobs with the potential for a further
165 jobs. We contributed $500 000 to a total
investment of some $3.4 million by the company.
Subsequently, through our Putting Locals First Fund,
we made a grant of a further $100 000 towards an
$850 000 investment. An additional 20 full-time jobs
have been created, with provision for a further 30.
I instance that as just one example of how we have been
able to use the Regional Growth Fund and the other
programs available to us to ensure that in the regions of
the state of Victoria we are maximising the
opportunities for jobs, because when rural and regional
Victoria prosper it is good for the whole of the state of
Victoria; everybody in Victoria benefits when that
happens. We are seeing that occur through the use of
the Regional Growth Fund in particular, but the story
goes well beyond that. I will read through just a few of
the initiatives in which we have been involved.
At Midfield Meats in Warrnambool 200 jobs have been
created through a $20 million investment, with the
government contributing $1.5 million from the
Regional Growth Fund. I am only reading a random
selection of the larger projects from about nine pages of
initiatives that have been supported by the government.
There has been a $2.1 million overall investment into
the Ballarat Technology Park, creating 200 new jobs.
What a sensation Carbon Revolution is — a window to
the future — and of course it is in Geelong. We on this
side of the house understand how important Geelong is
to the future of this great state, which is why there is an
investment of $23.8 million in Carbon Revolution, with
another 150 jobs being created as a result of the money
that we are contributing as part of that investment.
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At Fresenius Kabi, a state-of-the-art pharmaceutical
manufacturing facility and distribution centre in
Derrimut, 120 new jobs are being created. At Energy
Australia, also in Geelong — this government supports
Geelong — another 300 jobs are being created as a
result of the work that has been done through my
department. This is wonderful news.
We were recently able to celebrate Vitol’s acquisition
of the Shell refinery at Geelong. Heavens above, it is at
Geelong again! A $2.9 billion investment is being made
by that company, which is wonderful news for
Geelong. There is the Pactum Dairy Group at
Shepparton, a $40 million investment, creating another
52 jobs.
Honourable members interjecting.
Debate interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Broadmeadows
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Broadmeadows has been warned. I ask him to leave the
chamber for 1 hour.
Honourable member for Broadmeadows withdrew
from chamber.

GRIEVANCES
Employment
Debate resumed.
Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) — I
refer to new Coles stores across Victoria, including
$130 million invested in Coles in four new stores.
Where? It is Geelong again. There are another four new
stores in Geelong. This expansion will create 3500 jobs
in total, with 1000 of them in Geelong.
I had the great pleasure of launching a facility that
Sanoyas Rides Australia developed — the Melbourne
Star observation wheel — creating another 100 jobs. At
Little Creatures brewery in South Geelong another
50 jobs are being created. Exxon Mobil’s gas
conditioning plant in my own electorate, Gippsland
South, is a $1 billion investment. And so it goes on for
pages and pages, all of them working towards this basic
principle of 65 000-plus more Victorians working than
were working when we came to government. This
government is committed to the dignity of people being
able to work — jobs, jobs and jobs.
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Education funding
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — Today I grieve for
education in Geelong under this uncaring and lazy
Napthine government, which has slashed the education
budget in Victoria by more than $600 million. Students
in Geelong have suffered as a result of these disgraceful
cuts. Cuts have affected every school in Geelong and
every student in Geelong. For example, the cuts have
affected Whittington Primary School. The students of
Whittington Primary School, kids from disadvantaged
areas, have suffered. They deserve better from their
state government.
I can assure the house that despite the spin of the
Deputy Premier during his contribution, there are two
main issues in Geelong that remain unresolved. The
first is jobs and the second is education. I can assure the
house that jobs and education are intrinsically linked,
even though this government would not understand that
point. As the Deputy Premier leaves the chamber, I
point out that the people of Geelong have been failed
by this government in relation to jobs and education in
Geelong. In the Deputy Premier’s grievance speech he
ignored Ford, Alcoa, Avalon and the fact that this
government has sacked more than 500 of its own
employees — public servants — in the greater Geelong
region. Those jobs have a lot to do with education and
training.
First of all, I refer to Gordon TAFE. Under this
government Gordon TAFE has had its funding slashed
by $17 million; as a result at least 90 jobs have been
lost at Gordon TAFE. It was interesting to hear the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills get up
yesterday and say that he went with the member for
South Barwon, I think last week, to the Gordon TAFE,
and that the Gordon TAFE had thanked them for their
work. Let me tell the new Minister for Higher
Education and Skills that people will tell him what he
wants to hear because when we speak to the employees
of TAFE they are aghast at what has happened to their
institution. They are aghast that 90 of their former
workmates have now had to move on to other
employment. It is those 90 people who would have
been at the front line in training or retraining workers
who are going to be made redundant from Ford
Australia and who have been made redundant from
Alcoa and Avalon Airport. They would have retrained
the hundreds of government public servants who have
been sacked by this uncaring government over the last
three years. I can assure this government that come
November the people of Geelong will not forget that
this government has slashed $17 million from Gordon
TAFE.
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If the minister was in Geelong last week with the
member for South Barwon — —
Mr Katos interjected.
Mr TREZISE — The member for South Barwon
interjects. I can assure him that he wants to listen,
because given that the electorate of Geelong is now
moving across the river and into South Barwon I have
had the opportunity to meet with a couple of schools in
the current electorate of South Barwon. The one big
message I got out of those schools was that the current
member for South Barwon has gone AWOL when it
comes to education. I will deal with a couple of those
schools in a few minutes. However, I call on the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills to do
something, such as reinstating the $17 million to
Gordon TAFE so we can reinstate the nearly 100 jobs
to assist in the retraining of manufacturing workers who
are going to be made redundant over the coming years.
In relation to education, the Minister for Education has
hardly been to Geelong. The only thing I can remember
the minister coming to Geelong for was to open what is
now the Western Heights Secondary College. The
Western Heights Secondary College, for the
information of this house, was a school worth almost
$30 million established by the Bracks and Brumby
governments. The timing of it was that by 2011 the
school had been built over a number of years. The
Minister for Education came down and waxed lyrical
about the work that his government had done, but the
only time we see him in Geelong is when he is opening
projects commenced by the former Bracks and Brumby
governments.
It was only a few weeks ago that the Geelong
Advertiser highlighted the plight of nearly two dozen
Geelong regional state schools that were desperately
pleading for maintenance funding for basic work. These
schools included North Geelong Secondary College,
Whittington Primary School, Oberon South Primary
School in the South Barwon electorate, Montpellier
Primary School, Oberon High School, Highton Primary
School, Clifton Springs Primary School — and the list
goes on. I raised the issue of the plight of these schools
in an adjournment matter on 18 February. The principal
of Oberon South Primary School in the electorate of
South Barwon told the Geelong Advertiser:
I called the department to find out when my school was
getting money and was told we might get some in the next
round, but they didn’t know when the next round was …

As I also said in that adjournment matter, the principal
of Whittington Primary School was cited by the
Geelong Advertiser in mid-February as stating:
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… the only parts of the school to pass condition benchmarks
were the bike shed and shade sails.

Coming from Whittington Primary School, which
services some of the most disadvantaged kids in
Geelong, that comment is an indictment of this
government. It says volumes about this government’s
lack of commitment to education in this state,
especially the education of those who are really behind
the eight ball in life.
In contrast, as the shadow Minister for Education
mentioned earlier, we were in Geelong last week, when
we announced $12 million for my former school. I am
proud to say I am a former student of Geelong High
School. In the last couple of years the school has been
working hard with its local member to get funding for
its master plan. Prior to the 2010 election, the Brumby
government approved the master plan, but of course we
were not returned to power in 2010 and the Liberal
government has done nothing over the last three years.
Mr Katos — Where was the money?
Mr TREZISE — The member for South Barwon
again interjects, and I can assure him that the previous
government had a commitment to Geelong High
School. We provided $3.4 million in 2004 for the
construction of a gym, and we provided $540 000 in
2006 for a year 7 learning centre. More than $4 million
was provided by the former government to the school.
Not only that, but the feeder schools — such as Tate
Street Primary School, East Geelong Primary School,
Whittington Primary School, Geelong South Primary
School and perhaps Chilwell Primary School — were
provided with multimillion-dollar upgrades under the
former government. Far from sitting on its hands when
it came to Geelong High School, the previous
government had a proud record — unlike this
government, which has done absolutely nothing for the
school.
We have now pledged $12 million to fund the master
project for the school, which will include new
classrooms, offices, toilet blocks and, most importantly,
the Winstanley wing of the high school. After our visit
last week, with our announcement, I can assure the
house that this news was warmly welcomed by
Geelong High School and its principal, Glenn Davey.
Last Friday in the Geelong Advertiser Glenn Davey
welcomed the news, and under the headline,
‘Century-old Geelong landmark promised 21st century
makeover — School’s on a $12 million high’, the
principal said:
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… a promised $12 million refurbishment was the first step
towards delivering staff and students the amenities they
deserved.

The article continues:
‘We’ve been looking forward to a promise like this for so
long and it is quite emotional for staff, many whom have been
here for a long time and have seen the school deteriorate
physically’, he said, urging the coalition to match the ALP’s
promise.

Mr Davey further said:
We have fantastic, dedicated teachers and we’re seen as a
desirable school, so you can imagine if we had the resources
and facilities to match we would be really flourishing.
Our motto is “Prepare us for life”, but you can’t live up to that
properly with second-rate facilities and in the 21st century
students and staff are entitled to better. This upgrade would be
a huge lift to the whole school community.

I can assure the house that the $12 million promised by
this opposition is warmly welcomed by not only the
Geelong High School but the entire community
serviced by the school, which is essentially the East
Geelong area of my electorate. Geelong High School is
a great school and it deserves far better than it is
receiving at present from the Napthine government,
which is absolutely nothing.
Only a couple of weeks ago, the member for Bellarine
raised in this house — and I notice it is never
government members who raise these issues — a
concern about Geelong High School and the
conveyancing allowance. The government has slashed
conveyancing allowances, and it took the member for
Bellarine to raise the concern on behalf of a number of
students at Leopold, where dozens of families have lost
their conveyancing allowance as they travel into
Geelong High School. I understand that issue is just
about to be fixed, no thanks to the government but
thanks to the member for Bellarine who raised this
issue on behalf of Geelong High School students.
An issue dear to my heart is the Victorian certificate of
applied learning (VCAL). It was an initiative of the
former Labor government, and it is close to my heart
because I understand the importance of VCAL. My
youngest daughter was having difficulty getting
through secondary college, and I can assure the house
that if it were not for her engagement in VCAL in her
last year at school, she probably would have left school
in year 10. VCAL is a great program, but thanks to the
government we have seen something like $12 million
cut from VCAL in schools across the state, and some
schools have lost more than $100 000 per year in
VCAL funding.
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finding themselves increasingly being squeezed out of
an increasingly unrepresentative Victorian Labor Party.

Because of the cuts to VCAL — and I saw the effects
of them at North Geelong Secondary College — and
because of this uncaring government, schools have had
to mould their school budget to cover them. Schools
have had to cut literacy specialist teachers and cut
managed individual pathways. We have seen them go
into debt to keep programs running, and we have seen
schools cut music programs and numeracy tutors and
increase class sizes by up to 25 per cent. We have seen
teachers doing extra work with no pay just so schools
can continue to provide funding for the VCAL
program. The government stands condemned for the
cuts to the VCAL program across all schools in
Victoria.

Members on this side of the house see it at election after
election. When one attends at local polling booths the
custom is that booth workers on either side of politics
get into conversation, and local community
representatives have a pleasant, civilised and
democratic exchange of views. But we are increasingly
finding that when we turn up to our local polling booths
it is not local members of the Labor Party who come
along to man them but union members imported from
outside the electorate with no connection to the local
community.

It has to be said loud and clear that the Napthine Liberal
government has failed the people of Geelong and
people right across the Geelong region, especially our
younger generations, through its deplorable lack of
commitment to education. It stands condemned by the
community, and I assure the house and the member for
South Barwon that, come 29 November, the people of
Geelong will not forget the cruel cuts that the
government has imposed on its schools across our
community, and it stands condemned by the
community of Geelong for those uncaring and arrogant
cuts.

This excessive and undemocratic relationship between
the union movement and the Victorian Labor Party is
not only bad for democratic politics in this state, it is
bad for ordinary union members as well because
increasingly we are seeing that the interests of ordinary
union members are being sacrificed to the political
interests and ambitions of union officials and to the
pressure that former union officials who are now in
Parliament can put on unions to act in the political
interests of those former union officials rather than the
interests of ordinary, hardworking union members and
their families.

Labor Party membership

If one ever needed a demonstration of the corrosive and
destructive influence of militant unions on public life in
Victoria, one need only look at the relationship between
the Leader of the Opposition and the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU). That
connection is very simple: the Leader of the Opposition
is a member of the Socialist Left of the Labor Party,
and the CFMEU is one of the most powerful unions
backing the Socialist Left. The Leader of the
Opposition needs the CFMEU both for money and
manpower, not only within his own faction but also
within the broader Victorian Labor Party. Thus the
Leader of the Opposition can be seen sharing a platform
at state Labor conferences with the CFMEU. He can be
seen from time to time allowing himself to be
photographed with CFMEU officials, although he
manages to ensure that those photographs do not
receive widespread circulation.

Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I grieve for the
effects and risks of union dominance of the Victorian
Labor Party on the future of our state. Victorian Labor
members have become the puppets of narrow,
unrepresentative and often militant unions with
destructive and undemocratic relationships that make
the interests of hardworking Victorians and their
families subordinate to union and political power plays.
Increasingly, to become a member of Parliament on the
Labor side of the house, one needs to be either the tool
or the protégé of these unions, and to have a union
background. That is having the effect of making the
Victorian Labor Party increasingly narrow and
unrepresentative of the broader community.
This is compounded by the fact that the unions are
increasingly experiencing a declining and narrowing
membership base, which makes them even less
representative of the community. Once in Parliament,
of course, the consequence is that these members are
expected to put the interests of their union sponsors
ahead of the interests of the broader community, and in
turn that results in individual members of the Labor
Party, those who have joined because of their genuine
interest in public affairs or their commitment to a cause,

Mr Madden interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I warn the
member for Essendon.
Mr CLARK — On the one hand, he is wanting to
put his arm around the CFMEU for its money and
manpower; on the other hand, he wants to keep his
distance as far as possible in the public arena. However,
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the most damaging aspect of this for Victorians is that
the Leader of the Opposition then ends up making
promises that will sell out the interests of law-abiding
Victorian workers and their families to the demands of
his militant union masters. We have already seen that
he has promised to abolish the construction code
compliance unit —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr CLARK — as was just echoed by the member
for Melton — and the guidelines that promote
law-abiding, safe and productive work sites on
Victorian government building projects. What that
means is that the rules and the watchdog in Victoria that
are preventing the intimidation and coercion that
dissuades subcontractors from taking action against
under-the-table payments and other illegal conduct
would go out of the window. It would mean Victorian
Labor would be turning its back on former Prime
Minister Julia Gillard’s Fair Work Act, scrapping the
very unit that upholds the laws introduced by federal
Labor on Victorian government building sites. That is
the price that Victorians would be paying for the close
relationship between the Leader of the Opposition and
the CFMEU. It would also mean an end to rules that
will require employers on Victorian government
building sites to have drug and alcohol screening to
help keep workers safe from the dangers of improper
use of alcohol and the use of illicit drugs. Victorian
Labor would also be scrapping rules that require
employers to have proper site security to prevent
unlawful entry to these sites and help keep workers on
those sites safe from criminal activity and infiltration.
The Leader of the Opposition is also selling out to his
union masters in promising to repeal laws that allow
police to move on those who engage in blockades that
would stop others from going about their lawful
business, in order to give open season to his militant
union masters to use unlawful coercion and force to
impose their will on others. This union dominance of
Victorian Labor does not end with the Leader of the
Opposition. Let us have a look at the rest of the shadow
cabinet members and their union backgrounds. There is
nothing wrong with a union background in itself, but
when it leads to the dominance and the coercion —
Mr Madden interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I remind the
member for Essendon that he is on a warning.
Mr CLARK — and the undemocratic and
manipulative relationships that currently exist between

Wednesday, 26 March 2014

Victorian Labor and the union movement, it is very
worrying indeed.
Let us look at how this line-up appears from the public
record. If I have anybody wrong, I am happy to stand
corrected. Let us look at the member for Bendigo East,
the shadow Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. Her background is with the Community
and Public Sector Union (CPSU). The member for Mill
Park, who is the shadow Minister for Energy and
Resources, has a background with the Australian
Services Union (ASU). The member for Lara, who is
the shadow Minister for Tourism and Major Events, has
a background with the Australian Workers Union. The
member for Albert Park, who is the shadow Minister
for Water, again has a background with the Australian
Services Union. The member for Brunswick, who is the
shadow Cabinet Secretary, has a background with the
ASU. The member for Yan Yean, who is the shadow
minister for health promotion, has a background with
the Australian Workers Union. The member for Altona,
who is the shadow Minister for Public Transport, has a
background with the Australian Services Union.
The member for Keilor, who is the shadow Minister for
Industrial Relations, has a background with the
Australian Workers Union. The member for Monbulk,
who is the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, has a
background with the Shop, Distributive and Allied
Employees Association. The member for
Williamstown, who is the shadow minister for
emergency services, has a background with the
Transport Workers Union. The member for Lyndhurst,
who is the shadow Attorney-General, has a background
with the National Union of Workers; likewise the
member for Tarneit, who is the shadow Treasurer. The
member for Northcote, who is the shadow Minister for
Small Business, has a background with the Australian
Services Union. The member for Preston, who is
shadow Minister for Consumer Affairs, is an unknown
quantity. I look forward to finding out his declaration of
interest.
Mr Scott interjected.
Mr CLARK — CPSU. I thank the member for
Preston.
The Honourable Gavin Jennings, who is the shadow
Minister for Health, has a background with the
Electrical Trades Union. The
Honourable John Lenders, who is the shadow minister
with the responsibility for policy coordination, has a
background with the Australian Services Union. Last
but certainly not least, Mr Brian Tee, the shadow
Minister for Planning, has a background with the
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Australian Liquor, Hospitality and Miscellaneous
Workers Union.
If you go through the shadow cabinet, you see that it
bears out exactly the point that I am making: that there
is a dominance of unions and a destructive and
undemocratic relationship between an increasingly
narrowing union membership and an increasingly
narrowing Victorian Labor Party. There is nothing
wrong with the legitimate role of trade unions in
representing their members in negotiations and in
protecting members where employers do the wrong
thing — and there is nothing wrong in itself with
having a union background. However, when the culture
of abuse and rorts develops and union officials are
increasingly exercising power outside the law and not
in the interests of their members, that can have a
pernicious and corroding effect. The slippery slope can
be seen to increasingly descend. One can start with the
legitimate use of collective bargaining under the laws of
the day to win pay rises or other benefits for members.
That is a legitimate and appropriate role for unions.
However, if the culture goes off the rails, it very easily
moves from there to the use of threats of stoppages on
false or illegitimate grounds to secure benefits for
members, to the use of threats to force people to join
unions, to the use of threats to force subcontractors to
sign enterprise bargaining agreements, to the use of
threats to secure benefits for the union itself, to the use
of external threats when industrial threats do not work
and enlisting outside helpers to enforce those threats, to
the use of threats to obtain benefits for political or other
external objectives and ultimately to the use of threats
to obtain personal benefits for union officials
themselves.
This culture of threats and intimidation, which has been
allowed to proliferate in an increasing number of
unions across Victoria, has flowed through to become
part of the culture endemic in many unions, through to
the culture of the Labor Party organisation and through
to the parliamentary Labor Party itself, in which
members are seen not as individuals with contributions
to make but as numbers to make up power plays and as
part of fiefdoms and voting blocs to be manipulated at
will and to vote on command. It is no wonder that the
shrinking number of ordinary, decent
non-union-aligned members of the Labor Party are
becoming angry and frustrated at what is going on
within their party.
I conclude by outlining a few points that were made by
none other than the Honourable Race Mathews in an
article recently published in the Age newspaper. For
those younger members of the Labor Party who may
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not remember Race Mathews being in this Parliament,
he was an honourable and decent man who served the
community to the best of his ability. He is a life
member of the party. He was a minister in a former
Labor government and a chief of staff to Gough
Whitlam and others, so he has impeccable credentials
within the Labor Party. His recent article begins:
ALP members and supporters in Victoria have cause for
alarm about the party’s wellbeing and perhaps long-term
survival … the Victorian ALP is lurching back into a troubled
past, which threatens its effectiveness and future.

It goes on to say:
General meetings are used by the factions to lock in their
members to decisions arrived at by inner circles behind closed
doors. Union delegates to the party’s state conference mostly
aren’t elected, but appointed by factionally aligned union
officials or management committees, subject to their
acceptance of factional direction.

Members opposite do not have to take just my word for
the pernicious effects of union dominance on their
party; one of the stalwarts and icons of the Labor Party,
the Honourable Race Mathews, has made exactly the
same sorts of points that I have made in my
contribution today.
What is happening in the Victorian Labor Party is a
problem not only for the Labor Party itself but because
of what would occur if it were to win its way back to
government and this side of the house, because it is
absolutely clear that its first priority would be the
demands and dictates of its militant union mates. In
Victoria we would see the scrapping of those guidelines
and watchdogs that seek to ensure compliance with the
law and safe and productive work sites — that is,
compliance with the laws that were enacted by federal
Labor. We would see laws repealed that enable
ordinary hardworking Victorians to go about their
lawful business without blockades, without intimidation
and without threats in public places and to earn an
income for their families.

Education funding
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — Before I
commence my contribution to the grievance debate, I
declare that I am a proud member of the Australian
Services Union. I have always been a member of the
union, and I thank the unions for all the work they do,
for the help they give people and for caring about jobs
in this state, which is something the Attorney-General
obviously does not do, considering that he just wasted
about 15 minutes of parliamentary time.
I grieve for the people of Ballarat and the people of
Victoria because this government has ripped the heart
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and soul out of public education, cruelly and callously
ripping services from those who need them most. My
son Will is 23, and apparently he knows everything.
The other day he said to me, ‘You know, Mum,
education is the most important infrastructure that
governments can build and support’. I absolutely agree
with him, and I wish members on the other side of the
chamber would agree with that statement, because it is
true.
Last Friday the Leader of the Opposition announced
that should Labor win the next election Phoenix P–12
Community College will receive $10 million for the
next stage of its building program and that the work
will go to local building companies. The next stage is
critical to the evolution of the school, which has taken
great strides in its development and operation. Most
importantly it has taken great strides in changing its
culture.
Last Friday I had the great pleasure of talking to some
students, and it was an amazing experience. They
talked with pride about who they are and where they
are going. They talked of their aspirations and of their
future. They wore their uniform as a badge of honour. It
was a truly inspiring experience to listen to those young
people talk about what their school means to them and
how it is forming and informing their lives.
I congratulate Scott Dellar, a truly inspirational school
and community leader and a force to be reckoned with.
I congratulate all the teaching staff, administrative staff
and ancillary staff. I also congratulate the families, the
community of Sebastopol and most of all the students.
This school is now one of the best schools one could
ever see, which is not something that could have been
said just a few years ago.
This government claims to have a proud record on
education, so I will have a look at the list of some of its
proud achievements, in no particular order. There have
been cuts of over $625 million to Victoria’s education
system. What does this say to the teachers who struggle
every day to provide an education for our children? The
cutting of $625 million from education is not something
I would be proud of. This government has scrapped
Labor’s $1.7 billion school rebuilding and
modernisation plan. Add to this the failure to
adequately fund school maintenance and we have a
disaster of monumental proportions on our hands.
I would like to tell the house about Ballarat Secondary
College Wendouree campus. It had to get assistance
from Bunnings Warehouse in order to make one of its
classrooms safe. This is the future under the Napthine
government — classroom maintenance brought to you
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by Bunnings. The students also assisted in this
maintenance task, so we effectively had kids helping to
build their classrooms in order to learn in their
classrooms. This is not the type of story I would be
particularly proud of.
In addition, how can we forget the promise to make
Victorian teachers the best paid in Australia and not the
worst? How did that play out? The so-called
negotiations dragged on for over two years. We have
not forgotten that. We will never forget that, and I can
tell members that the teachers will never forget that. It
is disgraceful and despicable. What do members think
that kind of behaviour does for morale? What sort of
message does that send to teachers and the community
about the value we place on those who educate our
children and prepare them to become the workforce of
the future?
Let us turn to the education maintenance allowance
(EMA). This one really burns. To scrap the school
component is cruel and short-sighted but to scrap the
parent component from 2015 shows a complete lack of
understanding and empathy. Add to this another one of
the government’s proud achievements — scrapping the
School Start bonus. It says very clearly that this
government has no understanding of and no interest in
families who are doing it really tough. The elimination
of the School Start bonus and the slashing of the
education maintenance allowance are cruel blows that
will affect the most vulnerable families in our
community. I worry about schools in my electorate that
will be most affected, schools such as Delacombe
Primary School, Phoenix P–12 Community College
and Yuille Park P–8 Community College. Those
schools have really high numbers of students and
families who are eligible for the EMA — or who were
eligible for the EMA!
At Delacombe Primary School 80 per cent of students
are budgeted as eligible for the EMA, which goes
towards materials and supplies, swimming lessons and
a food program. This school, as I am sure is the case
with other schools, has made a considered decision to
ensure that all children have access to the same
experiences regardless of their challenges,
circumstances or experiences. This cruel cut has the
capacity to divide a school into two distinct camps of
haves and have nots. Imagine what this does to a child’s
capacity to learn and develop. Imagine how a child
would feel walking into school knowing that due to
circumstances beyond their control they are not entitled
to engage in the same opportunities as everyone else.
Of course schools will do everything they can to
prevent that from happening because, unlike this
government, they understand the importance of every
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child having the same access and opportunities. I know
the dedicated staff at Delacombe Primary School,
Phoenix P–12 Community College and Yuille Park P–8
Community College, and the staff at every other
primary school in my electorate, will now work even
harder to continue to provide a curriculum based on
justice and fairness. They will do that because they care
about all their students, not just some.
Of course the other aspect of this issue is the family
component of the EMA, which is being scrapped in
2015 along with the School Start bonus, as I mentioned
before. I want to talk to members about how important
the EMA is. I was eligible for the EMA when my kids
were going through school. I had three kids under three
years of age. They all went through school but they
were all at different schools — and I had a girl and two
boys, so there was no opportunity to hand down school
uniforms. I did my best to buy second hand whenever I
could, and I trawled through op shops, because the start
of the school year comes just after Christmas, and it is a
really difficult time of financial hardship. I relied on
that parent component of the EMA to buy shoes for my
kids. Every year I would know that I may not be able to
get them brand-new uniforms and brand-new
jumpers — I could barely afford to pay for food — but
with the EMA at least my kids would have one thing
that was new, and that was their school shoes and their
runners. I do not know how I could have done it
without the EMA. That is what getting rid of the EMA
means to parents.
I will to talk now about the decision of this government
to no longer fund Reading Recovery program tutors,
which has caused real upset in my schools. One
principal rang me and said, ‘Sharon, this is the straw
that has broken the camel’s back; this is the one that has
sent us over’. This decision will impact on the most
vulnerable students in our schools. The students who
would be eligible for the program are those who require
their literacy levels to be lifted. They are the students
who we need to help the most. This is important for the
teachers who care about their students and only want
them to have the best educational opportunities, and it
is important to the parents who care about their kids as
well.
What distresses me the most about this decision is that
kids who struggle with reading and who live in difficult
circumstances, whose home lives are difficult and
challenging, and who face lives that most of us cannot
even imagine, will now not get the literacy tutoring they
require through Reading Recovery. I believe this will
have a definite impact on future learning and economic
opportunities for the state, and I feel really upset that
kids, some of whom have it so tough at home, will be
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unable to learn to read in order to escape to a different
place. I remember that I loved reading as a kid because
it took me to different places and showed me a life that
was a bit different to the one that had been mapped out
for me. That is why I found it really important to teach
my kids to read at an early age — so that imagination
happens. It is important that kids can look around their
home and imagine something a bit different, aspire to
something different and perhaps break a generational
line of unemployment. That is what distresses me the
most about the Reading Recovery tutors not being
funded.
Add to that the fact that 200 teaching and learning
coaches, 45 literacy experts and 15 specialists to assist
Indigenous students have been scrapped, as has the
Young Readers program, the only universal reading
program that provides free books to families. We have
an agency in Ballarat called United Way that is now
part of the Dolly Parton Imagination Library, so we can
get books to kids whose families may not buy books,
may not have access to books or may not even think
about taking their kids to the library.
Funding for literacy and numeracy has been withheld. I
could not believe this. It was withheld for public
schools but not for Catholic and independent schools;
they received their funding. This really hit the schools
that worked hard to increase the literacy standards in
their schools. Again I use Delacombe Primary School
as an example. That school used the funding to employ
a leading teacher who developed a curriculum that
focused on lifting literacy and numeracy rates, and it
worked. The rates were lifted significantly. To have that
money withheld is just cruel. What does that say to the
schools? What does that say to the kids who work so
hard?
We have seen public service jobs ripped out of regional
centres. They were filled by hardworking people who
had very strong relationships with schools and
principals. I cannot even begin to tell members how
many principals and teachers have said to me, ‘It is so
difficult getting answers now. We had our local people.
They knew us. They knew the families that were in
crisis. They knew the services that we could access and
now we do not even bother picking up the phone
because we know we will not get an answer. We will
be talking to someone elsewhere’. The 70 positions that
were put in place specifically to support the schools that
were struggling the most, the schools that were facing
real challenges, rural and remote schools, are gone.
Victorian certificate of applied learning (VCAL)
coordinator funding is gone. I want to thank the
member for Geelong for telling us the story of his
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daughter, which expresses so clearly why that funding
was so important. VCAL is critical for the kids who are
in danger of leaving school or who want to explore that
as an option. I cannot believe a government would
remove the coordinator funding, remove those
coordinator positions that acted almost as case
management positions and remove funding that was
there for the most vulnerable students — the ones who
were at risk or had mental health issues or were suicidal
or facing real difficulties at home — when it is so
important that we keep kids, particularly those at risk,
in education and engaged. We must do it for our
economy. It is a no-brainer.
I will finish with a discussion of TAFE funding. It is
hard to choose, there have been so many cuts to
funding. Funding of $20 million has been cut from the
University of Ballarat, now the Federation University
Australia, with 43 courses cut and up to 100 jobs lost.
TAFE plays an essential role in our community and in
the future of Victoria, and it must be adequately
supported to ensure that workers, families,
communities, industry and the economy in this state do
not suffer. Young people seeking skills to get them
started on the path to employment, retrenched
workers — and we have seen quite a few of those lately
seeking retraining, — communities that need local
employers and an economy that needs a skills base to
grow have all been let down by this government. I am
appalled at this government’s record or lack of a record
on education.
I reckon Will was right: education is the most important
infrastructure that a state government can build and
support. That is obviously not a sentiment shared by the
Napthine government. As a principal said to me
recently, he has never experienced such low morale in
schools over his long and distinguished career as he is
experiencing now. This government is responsible for
that low morale, and its members should hang their
heads in shame.

Opposition policy
Mr HODGETT (Minister for Ports) — I grieve
today for the people of Victoria who have to put up
with a failing opposition that has no vision for
state-owned ports, no vision for jobs or manufacturing
in our great state of Victoria and no plans, pipeline of
ideas or capacity to run and deliver major projects that
deliver jobs, confidence and investment for Victoria
and the Victorian economy. Let me start with a
discussion of my portfolio of ports, and if time permits
I will move on to the other two.
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr HODGETT — First of all, an extension will be
gratefully received, should I need it. The opposition just
does not get it when it comes to ports. Labor’s so-called
plan for ports is flawed in many ways. Let me explain
that the port of Melbourne has two challenges: capacity
and access. By way of background, the port of
Melbourne handled 2.6 million, twenty-foot equivalent
units (TEUs) last year. Melbourne has a 37 per cent
market share and is the freight and logistics capital of
Australia. We are very competitive, and if we do not do
something about capacity, we will lose that trade to
other states on the eastern seaboard — to Brisbane and
Sydney. Let me tell members that if that trade is lost it
will be devastating for Victorian jobs and for the
Victorian economy, and if we lose that trade we will
not get it back.
One would have thought that a government of 11 years
standing would have done something about port
capacity rather than let it creep up on us and be a threat
to our state and to our economy. The first day I was
sworn in as Minister for Ports I went down to Webb
Dock with the Premier where together we announced
the $1.6 billion port of Melbourne port capacity project,
which will give us some certainty in terms of capacity
of container trade through to the mid-2020s, when we
will have fast-tracked Hastings and brought it online.
That project at Webb Dock and Swanson Dock will
give us capacity to deal with about 5 million to
5.1 million TEUs and take us through to the 2020s. It is
not the 8 million containers that opposition members go
on about. I do not know how they thought they would
get 8 million containers through the port of Melbourne.
I do not know which suburb they intended to rip out,
whether it be Williamstown or in and around the port.
To suggest getting 8 million containers through the port
is just a false claim by the opposition.
We have a plan. We have an integrated port strategy
and, as I said, we will deal with capacity issues in
Melbourne to take us through to the mid-2020s. We
had $110 million in last year’s budget to bring Hastings
on as our next container port here in Victoria. I will
come back to Hastings shortly, because I want to touch
on the other challenge that the port of Melbourne faces,
access. It is here that the opposition again just does not
get it. Access to the port of Melbourne is going to be
almost impossible in the future. The ships of the future
are going to be bigger, longer and wider. We have ships
visiting now that are about 4000 to 4500 TEUs. I am
told that we could have ships of 8000 TEUs here by
2015; and the ones on the major trade routes, which we
may not see here, will be 18 000 TEUs. They are ships
of a significant size. They are going to be longer, they
are going to be wider and they are going to have deeper
drafts. The port of Melbourne has a draft of about
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14.5 metres if you rely on tides, but if you talk to
shipping companies they will tell you they do not like
relying on tides; they like certainty. Future ships will
have 16 metre drafts; that means the heads would need
to be blasted and deepened. I would hate to be the
Labor environment minister who had to decide whether
to blow up Point Nepean or Point Lonsdale.
Do members of the Labor Party not have an
environmental bone in their bodies? Where are their
environmental credentials? They are going to blow up
the parks and dredge the bay. I am told that dredging
for some Bay West or Point Wilson option — and even
the opposition does not know where that is — would
mean removing two, three or four times the amount of
cubic metres that were removed in the recent channel
deepening.
I keep saying to people and to my good friend Tim
Pallas, who is not quite as tall as me, that I am a
waterskier. I have skied in the bay off Point Wilson,
and when you fall off out there you can actually stand
up, so the dredging in that area would be significant. It
was false for the opposition’s shadow Minister for Ports
to go down to Hastings on Saturday night, pander to
environmental groups and talk about the negatives of
Hastings as the opposition sees them but not have the
guts to talk about the dredging that would be required
for a Bay West or a Point Wilson option.
Labor members do not even have a policy on ports.
They say that if they were to form government they
would set up a committee to go and have a look at other
options or go and have a look at land in the west. They
do not even know where it is. They do not get it. Ships
will not be able to get into Melbourne; they will not be
able to deliver. As I said, if we lose that trade to
Brisbane and to Sydney, it is very hard to get it back.
That would have devastating consequences for Victoria
and the Victorian economy and that is why we have an
integrated plan to bring on Hastings as our next major
container port.
Let me talk about the advantages of Hastings compared
to a Bay West option. Hastings is a confirmed location
within 60 kilometres of Melbourne, with 3500 hectares
in and around Hastings zoned for port-related use. What
vision there was back then. Bay West is not a
confirmed location — it is a dot on the map; it is a
thought bubble; it is somewhere on the western
coastline of Port Phillip Bay. That is one advantage that
Hastings has.
Hastings is an existing port with existing trade. A
number of ships go in and out of the port already. It has
existing shipping channels; it is a natural deepwater
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port. It will require some dredging, but ships with
16 metre drafts will be able to access it, unlike Port
Phillip Bay, where you would need the substantial
dredging that Labor apparently is going to do at three to
four times the cubic capacity of the recent channel
deepening. Imagine what that is going to do to the bay.
If you widened and deepened the heads, the tap would
be on and off longer, so there would be more water
coming in and out of the bay at tide changes, and you
can only imagine what sort of environmental
consequences that would have.
I have talked about the zoned land. We have
3500 hectares of zoned land in and around Hastings for
port-related use. These things give us a significant
advantage and a significant head start in terms of
developing our next container port. Even if you stopped
today and convinced us to go somewhere else and start
from scratch without zoned land, without a deepwater
channel and without an existing port, you would not
have a new container port up and running by the time
capacity maxes out at the Melbourne port. Again this is
what members of the opposition just do not get. They
have their heads in the sand. Bay West is a thought
bubble that is not achievable and not practical.
We believe we can have Hastings port operational
within that time period as capacity starts to max out at
the port of Melbourne. We can then bring on Hastings
as our next container port. This will avoid the further
dredging of Port Phillip Bay. We estimate we can
deliver Hastings for about $10 billion. You cannot do
the same with any other option. It is a realistic
proposition that is deliverable, and we will get it done.
My favourite quote in relation to this project is from my
good friend the member for Tarneit, who said when he
was the Minister for Roads and Ports in the previous
government:
… the government has confirmed that Hastings is the
preferred site for a second container port to supplement the
port of Melbourne when it reaches capacity in around 2030.
The port of Hastings is well positioned to serve as
Melbourne’s second container port.

The then minister went on further to say:
No other port location offers the same overall advantages as
Hastings, and it holds major economic potential for the state
of Victoria. Consequently there is a fundamental need to plan
and prepare now for the future development to ensure that the
opportunity is not built out or lost to alternative uses.

That was a ringing endorsement of Hastings.
The final thing I will say on our integrated ports vision
that the opposition just does not get is that even if some
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people think this is political positioning, they should not
take my word as the Minister for Ports, they should not
take the government’s word, they should not take the
opposition’s word and they should not take that ringing
endorsement from the former Minister for Roads and
Ports. Look at the independent advice. All the shipping
companies say, ‘If you’re going to look at a second
container port, do not look at any option in and around
Port Phillip Bay. It’s just not on. It cannot
accommodate what is needed for the future’.
The most independent endorsement of this project came
from the recently retired CEO of the port of Melbourne,
Stephen Bradford, who served in that capacity for
10 years. He was appointed under the previous Labor
government and has served under our government. I
have enormous respect for Stephen Bradford; he has
great knowledge of ports and freight and logistics. He
provides good advice and has been a servant of both
governments in his capacity as CEO over 10 years. He
said when interviewed post retirement in an interview
he did for Lloyd’s List that Bay West just does not stack
up. It is not an option. Hastings is the only alternative
that can be brought online within the time period
required for a future container port for Melbourne.
I will leave the government’s integrated port strategy
there. We will continue to pursue the development of
the port of Hastings. Hopefully members of the
opposition will come to their senses and give up on any
Bay West option.
Turning to major projects, again the opposition fails to
have any ideas in the pipeline or capacity to deliver
major projects on time, on budget and according to
specification. If we compare and contrast our record as
a coalition government in delivering major projects on
time and on budget, we can look at the Galleries of
Remembrance, a $45 million project at the Shrine of
Remembrance. There will be additional education
space there, and a lifeboat from the SS Devanha, which
served in Gallipoli, will be housed there on loan from
the Australian War Memorial. That is a great project
being delivered at a cost of $45 million on time and on
budget.
The MFB training centre is a $109 million facility at
Craigieburn in Melbourne’s north. It is a fantastic
state-of-the-art facility, again, being delivered on time
and on budget. There are a number of props out there.
The emergency services tell me that simulated training
is the best training they can get — real-life examples,
with sirens sounding and where they can train their
members to experience emergency conditions, so that
when they have to face real-life emergencies, they will
be best equipped and best prepared to tackle them. This

Wednesday, 26 March 2014

centre will be the best state-of-the-art facility in the
Southern Hemisphere for our emergency services
workers, and again, that $109 million project is being
delivered on time and on budget.
Melbourne Park stage 1 is being built at a cost of
$366 million, and we are completing it and delivering it
on time. The Premier, the Minister for Sport and
Recreation and I — in my capacity as Minister for
Major Projects — announced stage 2, at a cost of
$338 million, to be delivered from 2015 onwards.
There will be 1300 new construction jobs as part of that
announcement — as part of the stage 2 development of
Melbourne Park. Those are a couple of projects that we
are delivering for Victoria that will drive investment,
jobs and employment growth in the Victorian economy.
Let us compare that with Labor’s record on major
projects. The example that comes to mind is the
Melbourne Markets, which is the best case study in
what you would never do in terms of delivering a major
project. When we came to government, the Labor
government had designed the new Melbourne
wholesale fruit and vegetable market site at Epping and
construction was well under way. One of the problems
was that the trading floor had been designed to be half
the size of the current market trading floor at Footscray.
At Footscray the trading floor is nearly 14 000 square
metres, but the design at Epping market has a trading
floor of 7500 square metres.
Labor just does not get it with numbers, and if we look
for independent comment on this, a report by the
Auditor-General labelled the Melbourne market
relocation as a disaster. These were some of the
comments in the Auditor-General’s report:
The project budget will be more than double the $300 million
included in the 2004 business case —

by the then Labor government. The project will be:
… six years late.

The report also says that the procurement process was
not demonstrably fair — and this all took place under
the then Labor government. The government has paid
more for the trading floor than it needed to. The report
states:
Stakeholder management was not effective.
…
The project was not fully costed …
…
The price bid by the unsuccessful tender was $40 million less
than the successful tender —
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and:
… poor probity management resulted in a procurement
process that did not demonstrate fairness or appropriate
management of conflicts of interest.

This major project was designed and was being
delivered under the Labor government. We inherited
the project and we will work hard to deliver it as a
major project. We are working with the tenants, the
growers and the flower stall holders, and we will
deliver the project and get them moved into the new
market either later this year or early next year. It is
another stuff-up from Labor that we have had to fix.
We are about good governance, and we are about
delivering an integrated ports vision for Victoria that
will secure our freight logistics title into the future. We
will continue to deliver major projects that drive
investment, confidence and jobs here in Victoria. We
will deliver them on time and on budget, and it is about
time the Labor opposition got on board and supported
these great projects for our great state of Victoria.

Education funding
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great sadness
that I join this grievance debate today to add to the
comments of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the
member for Monbulk, and my colleagues the members
for Geelong and Ballarat West about the state of
education in the state under this government’s watch. I
will add particularly to the statewide perspective that
has been given to us by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition and focus on the plight of schools in our
burgeoning outer suburbs. This government has no plan
and no understanding of the challenge that exists or the
impact on communities when it rips out more than
$600 million from the education budget. If you go to an
election with no commitments in the outer suburban
areas, you condemn those areas for the four years of the
term you are in government. It is not good enough for
the government to look in the rear-view mirror and say
the previous government did not do a good enough job
when on this government’s watch $600 million has
been gutted from education. That is four years of lost
opportunity.
I speak from experience in the 1990s, having had
children in their formative years in schools in the
government education system, which was the last time
those on the other side were on the government
benches. Part of the fabric of our community and a
fundamental thing that families in this great state rely
on is the delivery of a universal and fair education
system, and that is not what we have seen under this
government. As a parent of schoolchildren in the 1990s,
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I know that there were students at government schools
who never recovered from the increased class sizes and
the diminution in their opportunities in their formative
years. If there are cutbacks in education, some of those
young people will never recover to take their places in
our economy and our community as productive
members. What sets us apart on this side of the house is
that education is our no. 1 priority and we have a plan
to invest in it and look to the future.
When this government came to office it cut funding.
When questioned on the need for schools in the outer
suburbs, the Minister for Education said that projects in
areas like the Yan Yean electorate would have to wait
because they did not form part of the coalition’s
election commitments. They would have to wait behind
other areas, other coalition seats, because this indolent
mob on the other side ignored and did not make one
election commitment for the north.
But let us not talk just about us and them; let us talk
about some other experts in this area, those who are
having to deal with the growth. I refer to a document
about the interface municipal areas, the growth areas of
Casey, Cardinia, Hume, Melton, Whittlesea and
Wyndham. It says:
population growth from 2011–2016 —

which is in the term of this government and looking
over the horizon into the next term —
is forecast to exceed 21 per cent,
government school enrolments are forecast to grow from
2011 levels by approximately 18 000 students by 2016 and by
38 000 by 2021, and
an estimated five to six schools would be recommended for
construction annually —

in these growth areas —
to keep pace with this growth, presenting substantial planning
opportunities and challenges to best integrate new education
services with complementary facilities and services.

The document I am quoting from is addressed to the
Minister for Education and is from the deputy secretary,
infrastructure and finance services. Included in
appendix B to the letter is a summary of key concerns
from the interface councils in relation to the
opposition’s education briefing paper. The summary
says:
When compared with young people across the metropolitan
area of Melbourne, young people living in interface
municipalities have:
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have significantly lower educational achievements with a
greater chance of leaving school earlier and less likelihood of
completing year 12;
are less likely to attend post-secondary education;
are more likely to disengage from school and
employmen;
are more likely to engage in risky behaviours, such as
binge drinking;
demonstrate higher levels of self-harm behaviours and
experience higher levels of depressive symptoms;
report a higher rate of experiencing bullying than
non-interface young people;
report being less likely to have a trusted adult in their life
than non-interface young people.

The paper then goes on and gives an example, a case
study on Mernda and Doreen. It states:
The lack of a range of easily or locally accessible
employment, education and training options continues to
disadvantage interface council residents, including young
people.
…
For example, current Mernda-Doreen Secondary School
options are as follows:
Whittlesea Secondary College (approx. 30–40 mins one
way via bus, service infrequent)
Mill Park Secondary College (approx. 50 mins one way
via two buses, service infrequent)
Diamond Valley College …

Let me tell members that the journey from Doreen to
Diamond Creek in a car takes about 15 minutes, but this
paper says that for Doreen students to access Diamond
Valley College it will take them up to 2 hours one way
via two buses and one train. As someone who uses the
520 bus service from Doreen to Greensborough — and
the train to Greensborough — let me tell members that
there have been cutbacks to that bus service. There are
simply not enough seats, not enough floor space and
not enough straps to hang from to get young people
from Doreen to Diamond Creek in 2 hours. They would
have to get on the first bus, at 6.00 a.m., to get there in
time.
The summary in appendix B also mentions Acacia
College, which has closed — another option gone. It
also mentions the Plenty campus of Ivanhoe Grammar,
fees for which are in excess of $20 000 a year. It is a
great school, but not everyone can access it. The
summary also mentions Plenty Valley Christian School,
and that is it.
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This briefing paper went to the Minister for Education
on 12 September 2013, and the minister has rated it as
follows: timely, yes; quality, high, 4 out of 5; useful, 4
out of 5. He has acknowledged that he has read the
document and has rated it as useful, but what has he
done since then? We know what he did from the get-go.
Members of the coalition government made no
commitment. Straight after the election the minister
said, ‘No, Yan Yean is not a priority. Doreen and
Mernda are not a priority. It is coalition seats that are a
priority’. Projects were under way and land had been
allocated in the 2010 budget, and developers came to
me and said, ‘Goodness me! The negotiations to
purchase land for the Doreen secondary college have
ground to a halt due to the change of government’.
If the change of government had not occurred, Doreen
would have had a functioning secondary college by
now and students would not have to travel for 2 hours
from Doreen to get to Diamond Valley College. The
only thing that dragged this government to the table
kicking and screaming was a huge community
campaign. Thousands of parents had to take time out of
their busy schedules to have their voices heard in
demanding a secondary college. The only reason their
voices were heard was because of the tragedy of Acacia
College going belly up; that was the only reason.
It was quite a surprise to a secondary college in
Craigieburn that was about to get its funding for its next
stage that at the last minute it was not in the budget.
There was finally money for a secondary college in
Doreen, so the government gives with one hand in one
interface area and takes from another with the other
hand. The member for Yuroke said to me this morning
that only today she had asked the Minister for
Education, ‘What about the needs of secondary school
students in Craigieburn?’. ‘They can go to Doreen’, he
said. This man claims to have been brought up in the
northern suburbs, in Heidelberg, but he has not gone
further than that for a very long time. Craigieburn and
Doreen are very far apart, and there are no school buses
and no public transport; and Doreen does not open until
next year. Guess what? Hazel Glen College will not be
taking year 7 students until next year; it does not have a
secondary college principal or a governance structure.
It is about three months since the school community
said, ‘We want 0–12 on this site’. The council is
building an early years facility on the site, and the
primary school started taking students this year and has
145 students. The secondary college, which is due to
open next year, is three years late, and there is still only
funding for years 7 and 8 and the bare minimum of
facilities. There is no funding for stage 2, and there has
been no announcement of its governance structure and
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no principal appointed. The students in grade 6 at
Yarrambat Primary School, Laurimar Primary School,
Hazel Glen Primary School, Mernda Primary School
and Doreen Primary School are given only eight weeks
to identify which school they are going to go to, and
they do not even have someone to talk to. There is no
prospectus. The minister was told last year and
earlier — since he got into government — about the
growth pressures that young people are facing, yet he
thinks it is okay for students to travel for 2 hours on a
non-existent bus service.
Then we had the school bus review that last year the
minister kept saying he was not conducting. Students
are travelling from that area and from all across the
other interface areas at 100 kilometres an hour through
kangaroo-ridden bush, hanging by straps, yet the
minister has cut back those services, will not increase
them and has jacked up the cost to well above any myki
fares. These students are paying more than anyone else
in the state. I heard recently about the pitiful service that
students at St Helena Secondary College and
Whittlesea Secondary College are receiving.
Members of this government do not care about student
safety, about travel times or about mothers having to
give up work to take their kids to school to get a
secondary education. Instead the government is going
to send out 10 authorised officers to see whether a kid
has touched on or touched off for a perilous journey
hanging by a strap through kangaroo-ridden bush. It is
an absolute disgrace, and this government should be
condemned for it. Government members should stop
looking in the rear-view mirror and start doing their job.
There must be a brief sitting on the minister’s desk. He
should sign off on it.
In this budget opposition members have an expectation
that the Minister for Education will match Labor’s
commitment. The Leader of the Opposition and the
deputy leader were out in Doreen this week and said,
‘We will fund that school’. It would have been built if
we had been returned to office, but that is history now
because we were not returned. Nevertheless, if we win
the next election, we will complete this school, and then
we will look at all the other needs in the interface areas
that have been ignored by this government, such as the
cuts to the Victorian certificate of advanced learning,
which have affected those of our kids who want to go
into trades, an area where there is unemployment like
no other. With the downturn in manufacturing, some
1000 people in my electorate are going to lose their jobs
in the vehicle industry.
Also there are many people in my electorate — and
throughout the Yuroke electorate and the northern
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suburbs — who are employed at Melbourne Airport
and particularly at Qantas. Those people stand to lose
their jobs and will need retraining. What has the
response of this government been? It has closed
campuses and cut funding to TAFE. It closed the
Greensborough campus. At a time of record youth
unemployment we have lost the campus — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Weller) — Order! I
warn the member for Burwood.
Ms GREEN — Those on the other side are trying to
say I am wrong — that the gates at Greensborough
TAFE are not closed and locked to students. The CEO
of Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE said one of
the reasons it was forced to close was that there was no
public transport. This government cut 500 bus services
per week in Greensborough. It is that lack of attention
to the growth areas of Melbourne — whether it be in
moving students around, educating them or giving a
damn about them — that sets them apart from us. Labor
will put education first. We will undo what this rancid
government has done in upping fees for parents, not
providing new schools, not repairing schools that need
it, cutting the budget and cutting capital spending. I
grieve for school students and others who want to
access TAFE in the outer suburban areas.

Planning zone reform
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — I grieve for
the people residing in the city of Melbourne’s inner
suburban ring, who will not have the benefit of the
significant planning zone protection afforded by the
minister’s neighbourhood residential zone unless
changes are made in the consultation phase currently
being undertaken by the Melbourne City Council.
Planning is one of the most contentious topics
politicians at all levels of government have to deal with,
and many members in this chamber come from a local
government background. It is a constant juggling act.
We have to juggle the expectations of community
members who want to preserve local character with the
expectations of those who want to enjoy and develop
their properties — constructing the types of dwellings
that they want — unfettered by government
involvement. There are expectations of the government
to accommodate population growth and also
expectations of the community that jobs in the housing
sector will be created and maintained. It is a vexed
issue, and it is almost impossible to get it right and
make everybody happy all the time.
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Prior to entering this place I had a bit of experience in
the planning list acting for both developers and
objectors at the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT). Planning is all about shades of grey.
There is never a 100 per cent right or wrong answer as
to whether a development is appropriate in a given area.
That is why there is so much scope for advocates in
VCAT to convince members one way or the other. For
example, if you were acting for an objector, you would
point out the intact streetscape or the fine grain
development pattern within the area to support an
argument to not allow a development application. If
you were acting for a developer, you would look for
arguments to support your client. It might be a block of
flats across the road, a bus stop, a tramline or indeed
Melbourne 2030, which was current when I was
practising in this jurisdiction. VCAT often came down
in favour of Melbourne 2030, which basically
encouraged higher growth and higher density
development across the suburbs. Indeed much of the
inner city has been lost due to that flawed policy.
However, there are still plenty of heritage precincts in
inner Melbourne which are worthy of protection, and
this is the topic of my grievance debate today.
The coalition swept into office in 2010 on a promise to
reform planning and to give some say back to local
governments. The incoming Minister for Planning
promised to get the balance right and to satisfy those
people who wanted to maintain the character of their
neighbourhoods as well as satisfying the need for
housing and economic growth. The minister has had a
lot of publicity for his enthusiastic pursuit of growth,
and I do not think he makes any apologies for it. This
growth has been encouraged and facilitated in
appropriate areas, such as the CBD and Fishermans
Bend, as well as Forrest Hill precinct in my own
electorate, but the flip side of this growth has not
received the same attention. While working to
accommodate growth the planning minister has also
been working in parallel to protect these special
low-rise heritage precincts in inner Melbourne. I quote
from a press release by the planning minister. It states:
Today’s introduction of the Victorian coalition government’s
reformed residential zones is about providing the right
development in the right location to protect what we love
about our city and our state …
Local communities have a great understanding of the kind of
growth that is desirable in their areas and it will be these local
views that help inform councils in identifying appropriate
areas where urban densification can occur.
…
For the first time in Victoria’s planning history we have the
strongest protections for local neighbourhood character with
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the introduction of the new neighbourhood residential
zone …

This is a significant move by the coalition government
and the Minister for Planning to protect local areas
from inappropriate development. The neighbourhood
residential zone is the toughest zone in Australia. It
effectively locks up areas where councils and
communities want them locked up, with a mandatory
height limit of two storeys and severe restrictions on
subdivision. There are many areas in my electorate of
Prahran and throughout metropolitan Melbourne where
it is appropriate for these zones to be imposed. Indeed
at the moment many councils are preparing their
applications for these zones. The other two residential
zones are the general residential zone, formerly known
as the residential 1 zone, where there is varied housing
stock, and the residential growth zone, which is the area
identified for high growth.
Many councils have done work on this already. The
first off the mark was Glen Eira City Council. It asked
for 78 per cent of the city to be in the neighbourhood
residential zone, and the minister accepted that. He
responded to the request of the council and the
community for greater protection of a vast majority of
the land and agreed to impose the neighbourhood
residential zone on that 78 per cent of the municipality.
In my own patch Stonnington City Council was a little
less ambitious; it went for just over 50 per cent of land
in the neighbourhood residential zone. In the
consultation phase I encouraged the council to go a bit
harder. The community encouraged it to go a bit harder
as well, which it did. What the council has now put to
the minister is a request for slightly more land than that
to be protected in the neighbourhood residential zone.
The City of Yarra has requested that 77 per cent be in
the neighbourhood residential zone. I have already
spoken about the City of Glen Eira. The City of
Boroondara has requested a figure of 75 per cent; the
City of Moreland, 61 per cent; and the City of Port
Phillip, 80 per cent. Those percentages have been
sought to be in this most restrictive neighbourhood
residential zone.
I turn to deal with Melbourne City Council. The council
covers the CBD and also some of our most precious
inner city precincts, including areas such as North
Melbourne, Kensington, Carlton, East Melbourne and
part of South Yarra in my own patch in the state
electorate of Prahran. Many of these inner city areas are
very intact precincts that have remained unchanged
since Victorian times. If you look at some early
etchings and photos of inner Melbourne, you see that
there are some streets within the inner Melbourne
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precinct that have changed little since they were
constructed.
While councils other than Melbourne City Council
have scrambled to take up the offer of the
neighbourhood residential zone to protect these special
areas, Melbourne City Council has sought no protection
at all via neighbourhood residential zones. There is not
one street in the city of Melbourne where a
neighbourhood residential zone is being sought.
Neighbourhood residential zones offer clear,
unambiguous controls and restrictions. What has been
put out by Melbourne City Council is just a
consultation draft.
The consultation concludes on 25 April, so there is time
to lobby your local councillor and there is time to lobby
the council planning department — and the council
planning department wants the feedback. The feedback
is clearly necessary so that areas within the inner ring,
particularly my own electorate of Prahran but also those
other inner city suburbs, can be afforded the protection
of neighbourhood residential zones.
I say to the residents of inner Melbourne that they
should not be complacent. This is their opportunity.
The city council has been given the tools to preserve
these suburbs via neighbourhood residential zones, but
these tools have been cast aside. Of course in the CBD
there may not be many areas suitable to use it — there
might be a few laneways where it is appropriate — but
it is in that inner ring of suburbia where it is most
appropriate. I say to my constituents in South Yarra that
they should take action now. They should look at their
streetscape, take the dog for a walk and have a look at
what they would like to see protected. There are areas
in South Yarra which already have apartments in them,
and those particular precincts may not be appropriate,
but there are certainly areas within South Yarra where
protection is appropriate and should be asked for.
A press release of 5 March from the Minister for
Planning states:
The coalition government’s reforms to residential zones
reflect what communities have been calling for, for many
years — certainty for neighbourhoods and protection from
inappropriate development …
These reforms will protect what Melburnians love about
Melbourne. Our streetscapes, our amenity and our liveability
which are too valuable to ignore.

On 1 July 2013 the minister went on to say that he
expected many Melbourne suburbs, including those in
established areas, would accommodate neighbourhood
residential zones to protect their residential amenity and
respect the neighbourhood character. The invitation is
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there, and the minister and the coalition government
want local communities to protect their inner city
neighbourhoods. Now is the time to engage in the
consultation and demand appropriate protection for
these intact heritage areas located in the inner city and
the city of Melbourne. It is a once-in-a-generation
opportunity to rewrite the rules and protect what we all
love about our low-scale heritage precincts. I urge my
constituents and those other people who live within the
bounds of the city of Melbourne to lobby their
councillors and make a submission. The deadline is
25 April. They should act now.

Prahran electorate education
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — I also grieve for the
lack of support by the opposition for educational
improvements in my seat of Prahran. The opposition
has been going on in this debate today, attempting to
sell its educational credentials. I can certainly speak for
Prahran in saying that the opposition has been missing
in action. I will give a couple of examples. The concept
of a gifted school — which was recommended by the
independent Education and Training Committee, which
did the report on the requirement for gifted schools
chaired by my friend the member for Caulfield — was
identified as something Victoria particularly needs.
This was approved by the minister recently. What did
Mr Tee, a member for Eastern Metropolitan Region and
the shadow Minister for Planning in the other place,
do? He took up an evening in the chamber to set out his
opposition to the gifted school concept and to the action
the minister took. It was a misguided attack on the
planning minister under the guise of attacking the
government on planning grounds for approving not just
a gifted school but a residential building in an area that
was set aside for residential buildings in the Forrest Hill
precinct.
Melbourne Polytechnic — —
Mr Foley — That’s going well!
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — The member for
Albert Park suggests that that is going well. Indeed it is
going well. The lack of support from the member for
Albert Park and others has been outstanding.
Swinburne University announced its intention to
withdraw from the site some time ago, and I worked to
first of all reserve that site for educational purposes.
There was not a peep of support from the member for
Albert Park nor anyone else from the opposition
benches. We have reserved that land for educational
purposes. We have worked with Northern Melbourne
Institute of TAFE. I was very proud earlier this year to
turn up with former Minister Hall to open Melbourne
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Polytechnic. What was the Labor contribution to
Melbourne Polytechnic? It was to get its union mates to
put on a sausage sizzle in opposition and offer free
sausages to students. How hard is it to get a crowd
when you are offering free sausages to students?
Melbourne Polytechnic was opened this year, and it is
with great pride that this precinct has been reserved for
educational purposes. I put on the record the lack of
support from the opposition for Melbourne Polytechnic.
The final area of education where there has been not a
peep of support from the opposition is in my campaign
for a secondary school in Prahran. This is something
that has been worked on for many years. There has
been $200 000 devoted to a feasibility study. Two
phases of the feasibility study have been done. There
have been numerous consultations, none of which any
member of the opposition has turned up to. There has
been no input whatsoever — not one peep of
support — from anybody on the opposition benches on
the campaign for a local school in Prahran. I put on the
record today this lack of support by the opposition. I
pledge to my community that I will continue to fight for
this secondary school, which is so greatly needed in my
local community.
Question agreed to.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2013–14 (part 2)

Wednesday, 26 March 2014

This $300 million hit is nearly twice that figure, so you
would think it would be vitally important and
something that would be focusing the government’s
mind.
Certainly this Friday, given the Treasurer’s conference
is on, the eyes of Victoria will be watching the
Treasurer and his performance. The Treasurer’s opinion
on the actual relativity figure Victoria receives has
always varied considerably based upon the job he has
occupied and the party in power in the federal
government. Even at 88 per cent this relativity is high
compared to the time when the current Treasurer was
Peter Costello’s second-best adviser, yet it is lower than
it ever was under the federal Labor government, when
the Treasurer complained about reductions in revenue.
In December 2006, under a federal coalition
government, with Victoria’s GST relativity at 87.5 per
cent — lower than we will be looking at next year —
the Treasurer sternly told us that:
… if we wish for Victoria to continue as a sovereign state, we
must act like one. That means no more finger-pointing and no
more blame-shifting. That means embracing responsibility for
those areas constitutionally reserved to the states rather than
looking for opportunities to pass political and financial
responsibility to Canberra.

In 2009 he called the GST returns in previous years
‘rivers of gold’, but seven out of nine of those years had
lower relativities than we have currently. Since then the
Treasurer has seen fit to complain about returns that
were actually lower than the so-called ‘rivers of gold’.

Mr PALLAS (Tarneit) — I refer to the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee report on the
2013–14 budget estimates, which in part 2, chapter 4.4,
discusses general purpose grants, their predictability
and their impact upon the state budget. On page 70 it is
noted that the three main factors which influence the
amount of general purpose grants received by Victoria
include the total GST pool, the Victorian population as
a proportion of Australia’s population and a relativity
which is determined each year and which increases or
decreases a state’s share compared to an equal per
capita distribution.

As is noted in the Australian Financial Review article
that I have referred to already:

I was concerned to see that on 17 March 2014 the
Australian Financial Review reported that Victoria and
Western Australia are on the out in the GST carve-up. It
stated that leaked figures indicate that our share would
be down to 88 cents per dollar, down from 90 cents. It
is at the lowest level in nine years, and this will cost the
state of Victoria about $300 million. To provide some
context, if Victoria were to lose its AAA credit rating,
the increased cost of borrowing in Victoria would be
about $170 million a year according to the Treasurer.

We know that this situation is exacerbated every time
we have a federal conservative government in power.
The real test will be whether or not we have a Treasurer
or a shadow-boxer. The Premier told us before the
federal election it was no problem that Joe Hockey —
the now federal Treasurer — had said that ‘there would
be no change to the GST. Full stop. End of story’. The
Premier said:

Last year, Victorian Treasurer Michael O’Brien blasted his
state’s 90 per cent share as being ‘not within a bull’s roar of
being fair’ and accused then Treasurer Wayne Swan of failing
to act to fix the situation.

In April last year he kept up the bragging, stating in the
house:
We will keep the fight up for a fair share of the GST … we
will get no support from those others who are Labor first and
Victorian second …

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Wednesday, 26 March 2014

ASSEMBLY

I don’t interpret that as closing the door on a fairer
distribution of the GST revenue. I interpret that as being
making sure that he is not … that he is indicating quite clearly
that the Abbott government has no intention of extending the
coverage of the GST or increasing the rate of the GST.

On 17 March the Premier vowed to kick and scream for
a fairer share of the GST cake and said it was wrong for
Victoria to get only 90 per cent. Of course the situation
has continued to get worse. We do not have a Premier
or a Treasurer, we have bystanders and apologists for a
federal coalition government that is causing major
economic harm to this state. The Premier’s
sophisticated strategy of dealing with the federal
government by kicking and screaming clearly has not
impressed anyone. Last year when 90 per cent relativity
was announced the Treasurer said that Victoria remains
committed to working towards equal GST distribution.
Ultimately the test will be whether the Treasurer can
deliver this Friday.

Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee: local economic development
initiatives in Victoria
Mr SHAW (Frankston) — The committee report
that I want to talk about is on the inquiry into local
economic development initiatives in Victoria by the
Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee.
I note that one of the members in the chamber now, the
member for Albert Park, was — outside of everything
else that was going on around that time — a very good
contributor to the bulk of the report. I thought that the
team worked pretty well in putting the report together.
The Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee has recently changed its terms of reference
and name, and a couple of days ago I put in my
resignation from the committee. The committee is now
called the Economic Development, Infrastructure and
Outer Suburban/Interface Services Committee. There
are a couple of reasons why I resigned from the
committee, and it is not because the terms of reference
around marine safety are not important, because they
are. I joined the committee to look at economic
development.
Our first reference was about greenfields mining for
Victoria, and I thought that was very good for
Victorians. The second was basically about what local
government could do to improve the economic
conditions in their areas, which once again sat well with
me. That inquiry was about building, entrepreneurship,
economic development and jobs — something I was
interested in. The committee now has new terms of
reference which take away from that, and I believe
there are a few members who agree with me in that
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regard. Be that as it may, I am no longer on the
committee.
The inquiry into local economic development initiatives
finished in July 2013. One of its aims was to:
… examine the range of existing local economic development
programs being carried out in Victorian municipalities …

The Frankston City Council is not too bad, but it wants
to do everything with government money. We recently
saw a public report showing that the council wants
government money to build a $45 million marina. What
contribution does the council want from the state
government? Nearly all of it. It is quite happy to put out
its hand for projects, as long as someone else pays for
them. It also wants a yacht club built in Frankston for
$11 million. I went to the magnificent yacht club in
Sandringham, with Geoff Crowder and the CEO of
Frankston council, Dennis Hovenden. That cost
$13 million, but it was all members’ money; no
government money was put in.
For some reason Frankston council says it would be
great if we could have a yachting precinct paid for with
$11 million of ratepayer and taxpayer money, and I
cannot say that I am overly for that. I am for the
development of the foreshore, but when there is
virtually no yacht club there now I do not think we
should be putting in that sort of money. Be that is as it
may, that is on the local government level, and that is
what we are talking about. A key element of the inquiry
was to examine the strategies of Victorian local
councils, as well as the border region councils, for
economic development and what they actually do.
One of the things that came out of the inquiry was that
in order to be competitive in a global economy it is
imperative that Victoria embraces innovation. We need
to do that. When we see a number of different
industries closing down in Victoria and in Australia, we
need to be thinking of alternatives and other job
prospects for the citizens of this state. In Frankston, for
example, South East Water is relocating its
headquarters and bringing 700 jobs to the Frankston
region. That is a great boost; I have never seen a
one-off boost like that in Frankston. The council took
time to grow its burgeoning 1000-plus workforce, as
did Frankston Hospital, but a one-off hit of 700 jobs
coming into the centre of Frankston is a fantastic result.
I congratulate the government on that because South
East Water is coming back to its home which, a number
of years ago, was in Frankston.
That the development is allowed to proceed in the
central activities areas, of which Frankston is one, with
no restrictions on height limits is very important. It did
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not have much to do with local government as such —
although community surveys were done — but
sometimes we see inaction by councils, and this was
identified in the report. These are just my words, but I
think it is a case of inaction and paralysis. It is a case of
‘Ready, aim, aim, aim’ and they just have to fire.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2013–14 (part 2)
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I, too, rise to reflect on
the report of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) budget estimates, part 2, from
October last year. This fine committee sets out in this
document a whole range of technical detail regarding
the government’s current budget, as well as strategies
around objectives and strategic outcomes for the budget
process. It is indeed replete in its strategic sections, with
references to jobs growth and growing the Victorian
economy, yet practically every month since then,
allowing for seasonal variations, we have seen
unemployment continue to rise across the period of this
current budget. We see job losses all too regularly, and
in particular we have seen crises in youth
unemployment in particular regions of the state.
The report points to a jobs crisis, but it is its dissecting
of the hollow commitments of this government that I
wish to comment on. I particularly wanted to approach
the report and the identification of how jobs can grow
through sound public policy by looking at one
aspect — that is, the possibility of the Premier hopping
onto the phone to his Liberal Party mates in Canberra
and demanding that they not slash and burn the
700 ABC jobs in Victoria and the thousands of related
jobs that are at risk from the Abbott government’s
secret commission of audit report, which is currently
sitting on federal Treasurer Joe Hockey’s desk. Let us
be clear: recently at a Senate estimates hearing the ABC
said that no job can be guaranteed once the audit review
has occurred. There are job cuts looming.
PAEC can identify strategies and measures regarding
how to go about building a competitive economy and
growing jobs, but it counts for little if there are no
practical public policy measures regarding how we stop
job losses and, more importantly, how we secure the
industries and jobs of the future in areas of the
high-tech, highly skilled digital economy, like some of
the ABC jobs that are currently at risk. According to
ABC sources, there are some 700 ABC jobs directly in
metropolitan and regional Victoria. The regional jobs
seem to be particularly at risk, which would affect the
regional voice that that brings to ABC listeners across
the state. There are some 45 regional radio jobs
currently under review. Then there are the ABC
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international jobs, most located in Southbank. Some
70 staff in that area are currently facing uncertainty as
to their future employment.
But more fundamentally the Australia Network — the
digital high-tech economy and the digital television
screening functions that are beamed into north and
South-East Asia from Southbank — is definitely under
scrutiny. This particular area is the subject of review by
the audit commission and the Abbott government in a
vindictive attempt to close it down to deliver on a
commitment made to other news agencies around the
tender process that the Australia Network was granted
in 2012–13.
Shrinking the ABC back to Sydney is on the agenda
here. The Premier has every opportunity to get on the
phone and not just protect regional jobs and regional
voices, but also high-tech digital jobs, jobs of the future,
which, through the multiplier effect of on-screen
support for television, radio and film, would see
thousands of jobs potentially at risk. The Premier needs
to ensure that the fine commitments he has made,
which are set out in his budget and referred to in the
PAEC report, are soundly and comprehensively
achieved, but that will count for nothing if he puts at
risk up to 700 ABC jobs, with the multiplier effect that
that causes across the state.
I call on the Premier to use this opportunity of the
looming Council of Australian Governments process to
ensure that he takes a clear message to the Prime
Minister and the federal Treasurer that ABC jobs in
Southbank and in the regions and the multiplier effect
they create for the Victorian economy are protected
first, and that he acts as the Victorian leader first rather
than the lapdog of his Liberal mates in Canberra.

Rural and Regional Committee: opportunities
for people to use telecommuting and e-business
to work remotely in rural and regional Victoria
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to make a comment
on the inquiry into the opportunities for people to use
telecommuting and e-business to work remotely in rural
and regional Victoria. The report by the Rural and
Regional Committee was delivered to Parliament in
February this year.
As we know, evolving technology provides endless
opportunities for people to live almost anywhere while
they work for an employer or run their own business.
To achieve this outcome for the people of, say,
north-east Victoria — the best part of Victoria to call
home — we must ensure we have in place the
appropriate telecommunications systems. In particular
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we need improved access to broadband technology, and
a lot of work is still to be done on mobile phone black
spots. The Deputy Premier was very active, particularly
when he was Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, in having placed on the Council of Australian
Governments (COAG) agenda the need to address the
mobile phone black spot issue. I note that federally
$100 million has been allocated by the coalition
government to address mobile phone back spots. There
will need to be a lot more than that, but at least the
work is in progress. I know that the Assistant Treasurer
and Minister for Technology is also very much focused
on it. We have recognised the potential benefits of
having this technology, but obviously it needs to be in
place in order for people to use it.
I attended the public hearing of the committee when it
visited Mansfield. Again, the message was loud and
clear from the people of Mansfield — who are a real
can-do community, with many people moving up from
Melbourne and still maintaining Melbourne, national
and international interests — that they want the
technology. They are saying, ‘We know how to use it to
the best advantage, either to work for employers or to
run our own businesses’. Interestingly, my son is a
great user of modern technology. After a period of time
overseas and after gaining a few qualifications as a
veterinarian he is now living in the hinterland of Coffs
Harbour — a beautiful part of the world — and his
main employer is the University of Liverpool in the
UK. He is an online lecturer for students in veterinary
business administration. So there is a classic example of
a young person with a young family who has a
wonderful lifestyle but who is also able to enjoy an
income and contribute to international education.
I note that in his previous role assisting the Minister for
Tourism and Major Events, the Minister for Energy and
Resources had a great interest in what Tourism Victoria
was doing, and particularly Tourism North East. In our
neck of the woods Tourism North East is very active in
encouraging the utilisation of apps to help people get
greater value out of their tours throughout the area. As
people much more technically savvy than me can
explain, these apps can really enhance the visitor
experience. I have seen it working locally. I also see
great opportunity in using apps to develop a military
history trail in north-eastern Victoria, which is
particularly important to me. It not only offers the
opportunity to recognise the sacrifices of our service
men and women but also generates a lot of income for
our area.
Similarly we are looking at wi-fi in public places and
on trains. So as a government we are recognising the
needs and putting in place the services, and that is
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important. As the report summarises, if we do adopt
this technology, it will benefit employers because often
there are reduced operating costs when people operate
out of their home offices. There is increased
productivity, and for the employees there is better
work-life balance and reduced travel time, as my son
has found.
For the wider economy there will be reduced traffic
congestion and fewer people taking advantage of the
wonderful opportunity created today by the
announcement by the Minister for Public Transport and
the Treasurer regarding free transport in Melbourne’s
CBD and Docklands and other reduced public transport
costs. There will be wider benefits for people working
from home. There will also be great benefits for rural
and regional economies, because people can come and
live in fantastic rural and regional Victoria but work
either statewide, nationally or internationally.
This is a very significant report produced by the
committee. We are limited only by our imagination,
and I am looking forward to the further utilisation of the
recommendations of this report, including encouraging
people to come to north-eastern Victoria through the
regional — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Outer Suburban/Interface Services and
Development Committee: livability options in
outer suburban Melbourne
Ms HUTCHINS (Keilor) — I rise to speak on the
Outer Suburban/Interface Services and Development
Committee’s report on livability options in outer
suburban Melbourne. As a former member of that
committee, I congratulate the team who worked on this
report, which is quite substantial.
The terms of reference for the report come to light in
the title: it is all about livability. I would like to focus
on two terms of reference in particular today. These are
terms of reference (b), ‘examine population growth
trends and impacts’, and (f), ‘recommend options for
enhanced livability of residents’. In particular, this
report looked at the predictions of growth for our
interface council areas and the needs for improved
livability there.
There were hundreds of submissions received and
many witness statements made. Particularly pertinent
were those from councils in Melbourne’s outer
suburban growth corridor, which operate at the
interface. These councils put up some strong economic
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arguments about the sort of investment the state
government needs to be making to ensure that livability
in Victoria is equitable and that there are not two
Melbournes rather than one, divided on economic
opportunity.

keeping up with the schooling needs in these areas
rather than flogging off the land to make a quick buck
for developers. The needs are clearly there, and they are
painted in this report. The government needs to hold
onto that land.

The councils that presented to the committee included
Casey, Cardinia, Melton, Wyndham, Mornington
Peninsula, Yarra Ranges, Nillumbik, Whittlesea, Hume
and the recently added Mitchell, which is also now
considered an interface growth area. Those councils
painted a picture of a future where they expect to
accommodate up to 650 000 more people in the next
15 years, which is 64 per cent of Melbourne’s
population growth. The interface councils have put
forward an agenda to keep up with that population
growth. Their financial need is quite overwhelming:
$9.8 billion is required to keep pace with population
growth over the next 15 years. The specific needs of
these areas include 70 000 additional primary school
places, 8595 additional aged-care beds, 2560 additional
hospital beds and an extra $6 billion investment in
public transport to move an additional
120 000 commuters.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
review of performance measurement and
reporting system

Residents in the outer suburbs face significant setbacks
when it comes to livability. One area in particular in
which the residents of these suburbs are disadvantaged
is education. Only 14 per cent of interface residents
over the age of 15 hold a degree or higher, compared to
28 per cent of residents who live in non-interface areas.
Also, young people who live in the outer suburbs are
less likely to engage in higher and post-secondary
education compared to their counterparts in the inner
city. Five to six new schools need to be built annually
to keep pace with the population growth occurring in
the outer suburbs. Under this government’s watch that
has not happened. There is a need for 290 new primary
school buildings in total to be built over the next
15 years and 95 secondary school buildings, which
would house over 50 000 additional students.
My electorate, which includes a big growth area, has
significant issues regarding the number of secondary
schools that are needed to keep pace with population
growth. However, the Department of Treasury and
Finance and the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development presented to the Brimbank
City Council their plans to sell off five surplus school
sites in the Brimbank area. These school sites border
the Melton area, which is one of the highest growth
areas in outer suburban Melbourne. In addition, the
government plans to sell off nine sites across the city of
Greater Bendigo and the cities of Monash and Casey.
Casey in particular is a massive growth area. Surely the
government could put those school sites to better use by

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to rise
this afternoon to make some comments on the report of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee that I
had the privilege of tabling in the house this morning,
which is the review of the performance measurement
and reporting system. That sounds like an incredibly
dry and boring subject — —
Mr Angus interjected.
Mr MORRIS — As the member for Forest Hill
says, it is a fascinating subject. It absolutely is.
The purpose of the reports that the committee brings
forward to the Parliament is not only to make sure that
these systems are working as effectively as they can but
also to make what can be a complex subject accessible
to members of Parliament and the community. This
report does that pretty well. I commend my colleagues
on the committee for their work during the course of
the inquiry. The member for Altona recently decided to
use her redoubtable energies elsewhere. She has
resigned from the committee and been replaced by the
member for Brunswick, who has quickly taken her
place and been a contributor in the short time she has
been there. I also commend the committee staff for the
work they have done in preparing this complex
information for the committee’s consideration.
There are some 51 recommendations in the report. I
will not attempt to cover the range of matters they
address; I will just talk generally about the report. As a
committee we have frequently considered the issue of
performance measurement and reporting. We have
undertaken early assessments of the system in both our
main areas of activity — the budget estimates reports
and the outcomes reports, which are the public accounts
function of the committee — and we tabled a separate
report on performance measures as part of the 2012–13
budget inquiry.
I am pleased the government has supported more than
80 per cent of the recommendations we have made with
regard to these matters. We have made
recommendations in areas including guidance
materials; the establishment of performance measures,

CRIMES AMENDMENT (PROTECTION OF CHILDREN) BILL 2014
Wednesday, 26 March 2014

ASSEMBLY

911

departmental objectives and their indicators; the
reporting of results; and better explanation of variances.
The committee welcomes the improved transparency
that has come about through the government’s reforms
in this space during the 57th Parliament, including the
incorporation of departmental objectives and objective
indicators; the enhancement of the requirement for
explanations in both the budget papers and annual
reports; and the review of proposed discontinued
performance measures. The committee undertakes that
function now, provides advice to the Minister for
Finance and publishes that advice in its reports. The
government has also ensured that historical data, which
is often not readily available, is accessible. I
acknowledge the work of the Minister for Finance in
that regard because he has been a driving force in
improving transparency.

Community Development Committee (the committee) in
Betrayal of Trust, its report on its inquiry into the handling of
child abuse by religious and other non-government
organisations, completed in November 2013.

A central aspect of the report is the recognition of the
shared responsibilities that exist between individual
departments and the central agencies — the Department
of Premier and Cabinet and the Department of Treasury
and Finance (DTF) in particular. They all have a shared
role in continued improvement of the performance
reporting system. The central agencies particularly are
absolutely critical to system-wide development. DTF
has an ongoing role in the refinement of guidance
material and also in its day-to-day work with
departments. Given that those two activities are not
always complementary, the system may be improved
by having an independent eye run over it. The
committee is suggesting that the Department of Premier
and Cabinet may fill that role, and I will be interested to
see the outcome of the committee’s report.

Human rights issues

CRIMES AMENDMENT (PROTECTION OF
CHILDREN) BILL 2014
Statement of compatibility
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Crimes
Amendment (Protection of Children) Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Crimes Amendment (Protection of
Children) Bill 2014, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill creates two new criminal offences to give effect to
recommendations made by the Parliament’s Family and

The bill creates an offence of failure by a person in authority
to protect a child from a sexual offence. This will apply where
a person occupies a position in an organisation with the
authority or responsibility to reduce or remove a substantial
risk that a child will be sexually abused by someone
associated with the organisation and the person negligently
fails to take reasonable steps to reduce or remove that risk.
The bill also creates an offence of failure to disclose a sexual
offence against a child. A person will commit this offence if
he or she is an adult who has information that leads him or her
to form a reasonable belief that a sexual offence has been
committed in Victoria against a child under 16 by a person of
or over 18 years. That person must not fail to disclose that
information to Victoria Police as soon as it is practicable to do
so, unless the person has a reasonable excuse for not doing so.

The following charter act rights are relevant to the bill:
the right to protection of families and children, as set out
in section 17 of the charter act;
the right not to have one’s privacy unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with, as set out in section 13 of the
charter act;
the right to the equal protection of the law without
discrimination, as set out in section 8 of the charter act;
and
the right to be presumed innocent, as set out in
section 25(1) of the charter act.
Protection of families and children
Subsection (1) of section 17 of the charter act provides that
‘[f]amilies are the fundamental group unit of society and are
entitled to be protected by society and the state’.
Subsection (2) provides that ‘[e]very child has the right,
without discrimination, to such protection as is in his or her
best interests and is needed by him or her by reason of being a
child’.
The bill’s central purpose is to protect children from the
harms caused by sexual offending against them, thereby
promoting the right set out in section 17(2) of the charter act.
The bill seeks to protect children from such harms by creating
two criminal offences that target conduct that either increases
the risk of sexual offending occurring or helps to cover up
such offending once it has occurred.
Where a child’s right to protection has been breached by
sexual offending against him or her, that breach is
compounded if an adult who has credible information about
the offence takes no action to disclose their knowledge to
police. The child’s right to protection can be vindicated to
some degree by informing known breaches of the child’s
rights to police so that the offender can be prosecuted.
Reporting also may help to prevent an offender from
committing similar offences in the future.
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The failure to protect offence aims to prevent harm to
children by making it an offence for a person to negligently
fail to reduce or remove a known risk of child sexual abuse.
At the same time, the failure to disclose offence also
potentially restricts the rights in section 17 in other respects.
First, the offence makes it an offence for a parent not to
disclose to police information about the sexual abuse of his or
her own child. In some cases, this may potentially undermine
the family unit by putting pressure on familial loyalties or
creating conflict between family members, and so might
restrict the right under section 17(1). Secondly, some parents
or children may consider that requiring a parent to disclose
information about the sexual abuse of their child to police,
despite the wish of, for example, his or her 15 or 16-year-old
child that the matter not be disclosed, may in certain
circumstances not be in the ‘best interests’ of the child
(section 17(2)) or may serve in some cases to undermine the
family unit (section 17(1)) by overriding the child’s wish for
confidentiality and potentially alienating the child from the
family. Thirdly, the failure to disclose offence differentiates
between children under 16 years and 16 and 17-year-old
children by targeting sexual offending against children under
16 years but not sexual offending against 16 and 17-year-old
children.
In my opinion, any limits on the rights set out in section 17 of
the charter act are reasonable and justified, taking into
account the limited extent to which the rights would be
limited in such cases, the value to police of the information
being sought, and the importance of bringing sexual abusers
of children to justice and of protecting children from the very
grave harms associated with sexual abuse. Further, the
committee found that children often lacked the intellectual
framework to understand the abuse they have suffered. In
addition, distinguishing between the different ages of children
(i.e. persons under 18) is justified because it reflects the
general age of consent (16 years) recognised by the criminal
law in relation to sexual offences. The law considers that at
16 years a person has sufficient maturity to make decisions
about their sexual conduct. This also includes sufficient
maturity to make decisions about the reporting of sexual
offending against oneself or about dealing with attempts by
others to foster a (lawful) sexual relationship.
Finally, the bill contains an exception to the requirement to
disclose information relating to a sexual offence committed
against a child where the person has a reasonable fear for the
safety of any person and not disclosing the information is a
reasonable response in the circumstances.
The right not to have one’s privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with
In my opinion, the bill does not limit the right not to have
one’s privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Though the failure to disclose offence imposes an obligation
to disclose information that is very personal to the victim of
the sexual offending, the bill provides a clear statutory
framework for the disclosure of that information to police.
The requirement also serves a clear purpose, namely bringing
sexual abusers of children to justice, and therefore is not
arbitrary. The bill also contains an additional safeguard,
prohibiting the disclosure of the name of the person who
made the disclosure and any information that may lead to the
identification of the person who made the disclosure, to any
person other than a narrow class of specified persons.
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The offence also recognises the right to privacy by providing
that a person who is over the age of consent (16 years) has the
right to require that information about their having been a
victim of child sexual abuse at an earlier time be kept
confidential. Children below the age of consent lack the
maturity to make such an important decision, which has
long-term ramifications, for themselves. Therefore, it is
appropriate that an adult who has information about sexual
abuse committed against a child be required to report this to
the police, even if the child wishes that this not occur.
The right to the equal protection of the law without
discrimination
The right to equal protection of the law without
discrimination is relevant to the failure to disclose offence in
two ways.
First, the bill provides that a person must disclose sexual
offending against a victim of a sexual offence who has an
intellectual disability and does not have the capacity to make
an informed decision about whether or not the information
should be disclosed, even if that victim requests the
information not to be disclosed.
In my opinion, to the extent that the bill limits the right to
equal protection of the law without discrimination, the
limitation is demonstrably justified, on the basis that a victim
with an intellectual disability may not have the capacity to
make decisions about what offending against them should be
disclosed to police.
Secondly, the bill differentiates between children under
16 years and 16 and 17-year-old children by targeting sexual
offending against children under 16 years but not sexual
offending against 16 and 17-year-old children. As noted
above, this differential treatment is reasonable because the
law considers that at 16 years a person has sufficient maturity
to make decisions about their sexual conduct.
The right to be presumed innocent
The failure to disclose offence provides an exception for cases
where the accused has a reasonable excuse for not disclosing
the relevant information to the police. The right to the
presumption of innocence is relevant because the provision
places an evidential onus on an accused to raise evidence of
the excuse. However, this does not transfer the burden of
proof, because once the accused has adduced or pointed to
some evidence in support of the reasonable excuse, the
burden is on the prosecution to prove beyond reasonable
doubt that the excuse is not satisfied. Further, the prosecution
still must prove beyond reasonable doubt all the elements of
the offence. Consequently, these provisions do not limit the
right to the presumption of innocence.
Robert Clark, MP
Attorney-General
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Second reading
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard in
accordance with resolution of house:
The Family and Community Development Committee tabled
its report Betrayal of Trust on 13 November 2013. The
committee recommended that the government consider three
key reforms to the criminal law. The first of these reforms
was introduced to Parliament late last year in the Crimes
Amendment (Grooming) Bill 2013.
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Failure to protect a child from a sexual offence
The bill creates an offence of failing to protect a child under
16 from a sexual offence. The committee considered applying
the offence to a wide range of harm that may be caused to a
child. However, the Crimes Act 1958 already contains
prohibitions such as of conduct endangering life, placing a
person in danger of serious injury, or negligently causing
serious injury. The new offence is therefore targeted at the
particular risks identified by the committee of sexual
offending by persons within organisations, risks that are not
adequately dealt with by the current law.
One of the key aims of this offence is to promote cultural
change in how organisations deal with the risk of sexual
abuse of children under their care, supervision or authority.

This bill introduces two further offences in response to the
remainder of these reform recommendations. These new
offences of failure by a person in authority to protect a child
from a sexual offence and failure to disclose a sexual offence
against a child will ensure that adults in those circumstances
are not only morally, but legally, obliged to act to protect the
child.

The offence applies to negligently failing to reduce or remove
a substantial risk that a person will commit a sexual offence
against a child. The offence applies to a person in a position
of authority within an organisation that has children under its
care, supervision or authority where there is a substantial risk
of a sexual offence being committed by a particular person
associated with the organisation.

The scale and breadth of sexual abuse of children within
non-government organisations identified by the committee
was horrific. The committee described the terrible impact of
these crimes as follows:

The kinds of organisations the offence will cover include, for
example, churches, out of home care services and government
agencies. The offence concerns persons who hold positions of
power or responsibility within such organisations, and applies
to risks to children who are, or may come, under that
organisation’s care, supervision or authority from other
people associated with the organisation. The offence does not
require that a specific child be identifiable as being at risk.

The committee heard graphic accounts that detailed
horrendous and traumatic experiences of victims abused
as children in the care of non-government organisations
that spanned a period of decades through to more recent
times.
Victims provided confronting accounts of their feelings
of fear and helplessness when subjected to physical,
emotional and sexual abuse by personnel in
organisations.
In circumstances of sexual abuse, many explained that
as children they lacked the intellectual framework to
understand their abuse. They spoke of subsequent
feelings of guilt and embarrassment, and a belief that
they needed to conceal what they felt was a deeply
shameful secret.
As the committee found, the effects of child sexual abuse can
be greater where the perpetrator is seen as a person of high
moral standing, such as a minister of religion.
In the evidence to the committee and in its report, two major
causes of these problems were identified that the criminal law
can assist in addressing. First, there can be a culture of
non-disclosure in which the interests of the perpetrator or the
organisation are placed ahead of the child. Second, known
risks of a person within an organisation sexually abusing a
child can be ignored, merely shifted or otherwise
inadequately dealt with by persons in authority within an
organisation.
These two new offences will play an important role in
redefining the legal framework for responding to risks of
child sexual abuse. They will help ensure that persons and
organisations responsible for children shift to a new paradigm
in which the moral imperative to act to protect children is
backed up by the law.

The offence targets a person who, by reason of the position he
or she occupies in an organisation, has the power or
responsibility to reduce or remove a substantial risk that a
child under 16 years will become the victim of a sexual
offence committed by an adult person associated with that
organisation, where the person knew of that risk and
negligently failed to reduce or remove the risk.
This new offence will apply, for example, if a person in
authority within an organisation simply moves a person who
poses a risk to children to another place within the
organisation involving care, supervision or authority over
children. It will also apply where someone in authority, at the
new location, becomes aware of such a person’s history. As
soon as the person in authority becomes aware of the person’s
history and the risk the person poses to children, the person in
authority will be under a duty to act to take steps to remove or
reduce that risk.
The maximum penalty applicable to the offence is five years
imprisonment.
Failure to disclose a sexual offence against a child
under 16
The bill also creates an offence of failing to disclose a sexual
offence against a child under 16. This offence applies to an
adult who has information that leads him or her to form a
reasonable belief that a sexual offence has been committed in
Victoria against a child under 16 by an adult. That person
must not fail to disclose that information to Victoria Police as
soon as it is practicable to do so, unless they have a
reasonable excuse for not doing so.
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The committee’s recommendation to introduce this offence
addresses the concern that there is currently no
community-wide duty to report information about a sexual
offence against a child to police. This bill establishes a clear
legal duty to report such matters to police.

Wednesday, 26 March 2014

court. The new offence will also not require a medical
practitioner or counsellor to disclose information to police
obtained from a child when providing treatment and
assistance to that child in relation to sexual abuse.
Conclusion

This offence is distinct from the mandatory reporting
framework that currently applies under the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005. That regime requires teachers, doctors
and other professionals to report concerns about child welfare
to child protection authorities. In contrast, this offence can
apply to any person. The person concerned is required to
disclose the information that leads him or her to form a
reasonable belief that a sexual offence has been committed. If
such information is not disclosed to Victoria Police, that
conduct will constitute the offence. A maximum penalty of
three years imprisonment will apply to this offence.
A person who discloses information as required by this
offence will receive certain protections under the law, similar
to the protections afforded to those who make reports under
the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005. This will mean,
for example, that it will be an offence to disclose the name of
that person, or to disclose any information that is likely to
lead to the identification of that person, except in limited,
specified circumstances.
The bill recognises that a person may have a reasonable
excuse for not disclosing the information they have. For
example, a person may reasonably fear for their safety, or the
safety of the child or another person, if the offender were to
find out that the offence had been disclosed to police. The bill
provides that in such cases, the person will not be guilty of the
offence provided their failure to disclose was a reasonable
response in the circumstances.
The bill also respects the position of a victim who does not
want details of the offending disclosed and who is sufficiently
mature to make that judgement. Setting the age at which a
victim is to be treated as having that maturity is a matter of
judgement. The bill sets that age at 16, being the age at which
the law already recognises a capacity for certain judgements
in relation to sexual matters. The obligation to disclose
therefore does not apply where the information comes from a
person aged 16 or over who requests that the offence not be
reported to police.
However, the law will recognise that a child under 16 is not
able to make such a decision. The committee found that
children felt shame and embarrassment from what had been
done to them and lacked the knowledge and experience to
understand how this sexual abuse would affect them. Further,
child sexual offending occurs in a context of secrecy in which
the child is often told by the perpetrator to keep the offending
secret. The committee’s report identified the importance of
reporting child abuse to the police, even if the victim does not
wish to pursue the matter through the justice system. This is
because disclosing the information to police might
corroborate the account of another victim or encourage other
victims to come forward.
In line with the committee’s report, the new offence will not
apply in relation to information obtained through a rite of
confession or similar practice, provided that there is no
criminal purpose involved in the confession. It will also not
apply in cases of legal professional privilege. In both of these
instances, the law has for many years provided that a person
cannot be compelled to give evidence of such matters in

The government is introducing these two offences to ensure
that strong criminal laws and sanctions will in future apply to
failures of responsibility in relation to child sexual abuse such
as the committee identified in its inquiry.
We cannot change the past but we can change the way in
which we deal with child sexual abuse from now on. All
organisations having responsibility for children must take
effective action against those within their organisation who
pose a risk of child sexual abuse. In such cases, the law will
make clear that it is not acceptable to put the interests of an
adult or an organisation ahead of the interests of a child. The
interests of the child must come first.
The committee’s inquiry exposed to the Victorian community
the past practices and culture of organisations and individuals
that have caused so much harm to so many children and their
families. Such practices and culture must not be allowed to
continue.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HUTCHINS
(Keilor).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 9 April.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2014
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 Justice
Legislation Amendment Bill 2014.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2014,
as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter act. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The amendments relating to the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) Board are the only amendments that raise charter act
issues.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter act that are relevant
to the bill
The amendments to the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 that
transform the CFA board may engage the right to take part in
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public life under section 18 of the charter act. In particular,
section 18(2)(b) of the charter act provides that every eligible
person has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without
discrimination, to have access, on general terms of equality, to
the Victorian public service and public office.
Since the CFA is a public entity, changes to the criteria for
membership of the CFA board may perceivably affect an
individual’s access to public office. Currently, the CFA board
is representative in nature. However, the amendments will
introduce criteria for membership to the CFA board based on
relevant skills and expertise.
Are the relevant charter act rights actually limited by the
bill?
Although the criteria for appointments to the CFA board will
now include an assessment of applicants’ skills, this
assessment will apply equally and without discrimination. As
such, the amendments are unlikely to limit the right to access
to public office.
Is any limit on relevant rights by the bill reasonable and
justified under section 7(2)?
To the extent that the right to equal access to public office is
limited by the amendments to the criteria for CFA board
membership, this is considered reasonable and justified given
the broader public benefits derived from ensuring CFA board
members have appropriate skills and expertise.
The Hon. Kim Wells
Minister for Police and Emergency Services

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 coalition government is committed to reforming the
state’s emergency management arrangements to improve
Victoria’s ability to mitigate, respond to and recover from
emergencies.
Late last year, the government introduced new principal
legislation by way of the Emergency Management Act 2013.
That principal legislation represents one of the most
significant steps to reforming Victoria’s emergency
management arrangements since the original Emergency
Management Act 1986.
This bill will make important changes to emergency service
portfolio legislation to improve the operation of that
legislation, enhance the efforts of Victoria’s emergency
service organisations and make communities safer during
bushfires events.
The bill will remove impediments to the participation of
forestry industry brigades in fire prevention and suppression
activities. Bushfire does not respect property boundaries and
the bill will ensure that forestry industry brigades, which are
established to protect commercial forestry plantations, are
able to assist CFA brigades with planned burns and fire

915

fighting outside of the respective forestry plantation areas.
Making legislative provision for the participation of forestry
industry brigades in planned burns represents a step forward
in reducing the risks presented by bushfire.
The Country Fire Authority provides a critical service to
communities across Victoria. Indeed, the CFA can be said to
be at the heart of many communities and promotes the critical
volunteer ethos of getting involved for the greater good. To
ensure the CFA continues to provide emergency services that
meet the needs of the communities it serves, the CFA board
requires the skills to provide strategic direction to a large and
important organisation for meeting future challenges. The bill
will transform the existing CFA board appointment process
by requiring that board members have one or more of a series
of critical skills, knowledge or experience, while continuing
to recognise that the CFA is essentially a volunteer-based
emergency service. It is important that the CFA board has
strong volunteer expertise, knowledge and an understanding
of CFA volunteerism. To guarantee such familiarity,
knowledge and understanding of CFA volunteerism four
members of the CFA board will be nominees of Volunteer
Fire Brigades Victoria.
This bill will also provide for the prescribing of community
fire refuges in regulation. The government initiated the
community fire refuges pilot program in response to the
recommendations of the Victorian bushfire royal commission.
Three pilot refuges are currently operational in the
communities of Blackwood, Ferny Creek and East
Warburton, to test and refine current policy, guidelines and
directions. As a place of last resort, community fire refuges
are designed to provide short-term shelter from the immediate
life-threatening effects of a bushfire event. Prescribing the
location of refuges in regulation better reflects where
responsibility currently lies for determining that refuges are fit
for purpose as a last resort bushfire shelter option.
The Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority
(ESTA) plays an integral role in emergency management,
including emergency call taking and dispatch. The bill makes
it clear that ESTA has the power to manage contracts
associated with emergency communications services,
including managing contracts for the issuing of emergency
alerts.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HUTCHINS
(Keilor).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 9 April.

CRIME STATISTICS BILL 2014
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 Crime Statistics
Bill 2014.
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In my opinion, the Crime Statistics Bill 2014, as introduced to
the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with human rights as
set out in the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill provides for the publication of crime statistics and the
employment of a chief statistician for that purpose.
Human rights issues
Right to privacy
The right to privacy is protected by section 13 of the charter
act. The charter act only prohibits unlawful and arbitrary
interferences with privacy.
Clause 7 of the bill gives the chief statistician access to law
enforcement data to perform his or her functions. Law
enforcement data is defined in the Commissioner for Law
Enforcement Data Security Act 2005 and includes personal or
identifying information about individuals collected by
Victoria Police.
The power to access this information is limited in two ways.
Firstly, the chief statistician may only access information that
it is necessary for the performance of his or her functions —
that is, the information is necessary for the publication and
release of crime statistics, conducting research into crime and
criminal justice trends and any other functions under other
acts.
Secondly, the chief commissioner may refuse to provide
access to this information under the circumstances set out in
clause 7(3) of the bill. These grounds are designed to protect
public safety and uphold the operational independence of the
chief commissioner.
Several other safeguards apply to ensure that any information
received by the chief statistician under the bill is handled
appropriately and securely. The chief statistician and any staff
or consultants:
will be required to comply with standards and protocols
developed by the commissioner for law enforcement
data security for the secure management of crime
statistics data and systems pursuant to the Commissioner
for Law Enforcement Data Security Act 2005; and
will be subject to the offence provisions for unauthorised
disclosure of information contained in clauses 8 and 9 of
the bill; and
must handle personal information in accordance with the
ten information privacy principles in the Information
Privacy Act 2000.
The provisions relating to collection and disclosure of
information are clearly defined in the bill and serve a
legitimate purpose, as discussed above. To the extent that the
provisions in clause 7 of the bill may interfere with personal
privacy, I consider that the interference is neither unlawful
nor arbitrary.
Right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter act provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
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until proven guilty in accordance with the law. This right is
relevant where a provision shifts the onus of proof from the
prosecution on to the accused.
The offence provision in clause 8 of the bill provides that it is
not an offence to access, use or disclose information obtained
during the performance of functions under the bill if the
person has a reasonable excuse. This imposes an evidential
onus on the accused to point to evidence that suggests a
reasonable possibility of the existence of facts that would
establish the excuse. The prosecution then bears the legal
burden of disproving the issue beyond reasonable doubt.
The evidentiary onus is a lesser burden on the accused than
would be the case under a ‘legal’ onus of proof, which would
require that the accused demonstrate on the balance of
probabilities that the reasonable excuse exists. For this reason,
clause 8 of the bill is compatible with the right to be
presumed innocent.
Further, whether a defendant had a reasonable excuse for an
act or omission is a matter within the knowledge of that
defendant. It would be difficult for the prosecution in all cases
to be burdened with proving beyond reasonable doubt that the
defendant did not have a reasonable excuse, and may
undermine the effectiveness of the offence provisions.
In relation to the offence provision under clause 8 of the bill,
it is appropriate that a defendant bear the responsibility of
pointing to evidence to suggest a reasonable possibility that
they had a reasonable excuse for accessing, using or
disclosing information. Accordingly, even if this provision
was found to limit the right to be presumed innocent by
imposing evidential onuses upon defendants, it would be
reasonable and justified under section 7(2) of the charter act.
Kim Wells, MP
Minister for Police and Emergency Service

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 government is committed to increasing community
confidence in crime statistics and improving public access to
crime statistics in Victoria.
This bill is an important step in supporting the new Crime
Statistics Agency, which will commence operations on
1 January 2015, led by Victoria’s first chief statistician,
Ms Fiona Dowsley.
In 2009 and 2011, the Ombudsman recommended that an
agency, independent from Victoria Police, be responsible for
the publication of crime statistics. In 2011, the former Office
of Police Integrity also recommended that the government
consider establishing a crime statistics agency. This bill gives
effect to these recommendations.
One of the primary objectives of the Crime Statistics Agency
is to make crime statistics more accessible for individuals and
local communities. The Crime Statistics Agency, under the
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leadership of the chief statistician, will be responsible for the
publication of quarterly and annual crime statistics reports
instead of Victoria Police. Victoria Police will continue to
have its own internal statistics function to support police
strategy and operational decisions.
The bill creates the role and functions of the chief statistician,
who will be responsible for publication and release of crime
statistics information and undertake research into crime and
criminal justice trends in Victoria.
The bill provides a power for the chief statistician to access
crime data as necessary for the performance of her functions,
while providing appropriate safeguards to protect public
safety. For example, the chief commissioner may withhold
law enforcement data if he or she believes that giving access
to the data would, or would be reasonably likely to, prejudice
criminal investigations or legal proceedings, disclose a
confidential source or endanger life or physical safety.
The bill also ensures that law enforcement data is handled
securely and appropriately in two ways. First, the bill creates
a summary and an indictable offence for the unauthorised
access, use and disclosure of information by the chief
statistician, staff and consultants of the Crime Statistics
Agency.
Secondly, the bill amends the Commissioner for Law
Enforcement Data Security Act 2005 to allow the
commissioner to establish standards and protocols and
conduct monitoring activities in relation to crime data held by
the chief statistician, staff and consultants of the Crime
Statistics Agency.
This bill gives the chief statistician a clear statutory role and
basis to perform her functions independently of Victoria
Police. The establishment of the Crime Statistics Agency is an
important step towards improving public access to crime
statistics.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HUTCHINS
(Keilor).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 9 April.

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT (SECURITY MEASURES)
BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 December 2013; motion of
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services).
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I indicate at the outset
of this debate on the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Security Measures) Bill 2013 that Labor
will not be opposing the bill. The bill proposes to
largely codify the existing practices in Victoria’s secure
welfare services by providing a legislative framework.
Secure welfare services provide a short-term secure
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placement option where work is undertaken with the
child or young person to maximise their safety. The
SWS is considered as an option of last resort for some
of the most vulnerable children in state care. These
children are some of the most marginalised and
vulnerable in the state, many of whom have
experienced horrible trauma, abuse and neglect before
being placed in out-of-home care.
Turning to the background of the bill, in 2013 the
Victorian Ombudsman conducted an investigation into
Victoria’s secure welfare services following a
disclosure under the Whistleblowers Protection Act
2001 which contained several allegations raising
serious concerns about the treatment of children in
secure welfare. The report entitled Ombudsman
Victoria Annual Report 2013 refers to the investigation
at page 44 and identifies concerns with aspects of how
the Department of Human Services was managing
secure welfare. These concerns included that children
were being subjected to searches akin to prohibited strip
searches and physical restraint without a legislative
basis.
The concerns also included that children were being
placed in isolation without a legislative basis and that
there was no independent visitor program for secure
welfare as there is in adult prisons, youth justice
services and disability services. The Ombudsman also
identified poor record-keeping, which meant that a
number of authorising documents for admission were
not signed and there was no accurate data recording the
use of restraint and isolation. Secure welfare was often
at or near capacity, with staff expressing concerns that
placement decisions were being based on capacity
rather than need. The Ombudsman made eight
recommendations to the department, all of which were
accepted.
This bill implements measures to address some of these
concerns, but the government needs to explain what
plan it has to address the Ombudsman’s remaining
concerns. The bill before the house amends the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to provide for
security arrangements for secure welfare services, to
prohibit certain actions in relation to children placed in
out-of-home care services and to make amendments in
relation to the searches permitted in youth justice
facilities to ensure consistency with definitions used in
secure welfare services.
In terms of security, the bill provides for three types of
searches within secure welfare services — screening
searches, frisk searches and unclothed searches — and
for the seizure of prohibited items. These provisions
mirror the provisions on search and seizure in youth
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justice facilities. A screening search is one conducted
with an electronic or mechanical device on all children
and visitors to ensure that items such as drugs,
cigarettes, weapons or other items which may be used
for self-harm are not brought into the facility. A frisk
search is conducted by quickly running the hands over
the person’s outer clothing and requiring the person to
remove his or her overcoat, coat, jacket or similar
articles of clothing; any gloves, shoes and hats; and
anything else that can be conveniently removed by the
person.
An unclothed search is a search of a person or things in
the possession or under the control of a person
requiring the person to remove all of his or her clothes
for an examination of the person’s body and clothes,
but not body cavities. The search must be conducted by
a staff member of the same sex as the child being
searched unless the search is urgently required and a
staff member of the same sex is not available.
Unclothed searches must be conducted in the presence
of another staff member, who must be positioned in
such a way that the child being searched is not in the
other staff member’s view.
The bill allows for the seclusion of a child resident in a
secure welfare service. Seclusion may only be
authorised if all other reasonable steps have been taken
to prevent the child from harming themselves or any
other person or from damaging property and if the
child’s behaviour presents an immediate threat to his or
her safety or the safety of any other person or property.
The period of seclusion must be approved by the
secretary, and if necessary reasonable force may be
used to place the child in seclusion. We have concerns
about children being placed in seclusion for what could
potentially be lengthy periods of time. The delegation
powers suggest that this could occur for longer than
24 hours. The child must be closely supervised and
observed at intervals of no longer than 15 minutes. The
bill establishes that all seclusions must be recorded in a
register to enable appropriate monitoring.
I turn now to out-of-home care. The Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005 currently sets out the practice
and circumstances in which reasonable force may be
used within youth justice facilities. However, it does
not currently include provisions regarding its use within
secure welfare services or out-of-home care.
Out-of-home care includes children in foster care,
kinship care and residential care. The bill provides that
physical force by carers, including corporal punishment
or intimidation, is prohibited in secure welfare services
and out-of-home care. The use of any psychological
pressure intended to intimidate or humiliate is also
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prohibited. However, it will enable, in limited
circumstances, the use of reasonable force when it is
necessary to prevent children from harming themselves
or others or damaging property and necessary for the
security of the secure welfare service or place where the
child is cared for. The last sentence was taken directly
from the minister’s second-reading speech.
The opposition considers the use of searches, seclusion
and reasonable force on children as matters of great
concern and believes it is important that, where these
practices are occurring, they are subject to a proper
legislative basis, appropriate supervision and
accountability. There are many unanswered questions
about how these practices will be conducted — for
example, will staff receive extra training in regard to
using reasonable force and seclusion and conducting
searches? The government has not provided any detail
of the additional resources that will be required to
undertake such training. When we look at the extent of
the cuts to the department we know that this is a serious
aspect. I hope that when the bill is in the committee
stage in the other place the minister at the table will be
able to outline this or that the minister in this place can
make some appropriate comment.
The opposition is also concerned about the measures
that will be in place to ensure that children are removed
from seclusion when their behaviour subsides. It is
concerning that secure welfare services now come
under the administrative umbrella of youth justice in the
department. This subtle change may represent an
overall shift in the culture and feel of secure welfare
services away from a therapeutic model of care and
towards something more punitive, which can hardly be
called a model of care. It is incumbent upon
government members to attempt to allay these concerns
in their contributions to the debate on this bill and to
give assurances as to exactly how searches, seclusion
and reasonable force will be used in practice. The
opposition will also seek these assurances via the
committee stage of the bill in the Legislative Council
under the guidance of the shadow Minister for
Community Services, Ms Mikakos, a member for
Northern Metropolitan Region.
The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee also
received and considered a submission from the
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission (VEOHRC). The committee referred to
the Parliament for its consideration the alternative
arrangements for unclothed searches and the use of
force and seclusion in the Children and Young People
Act 2008 in the Australian Capital Territory and the
Victorian Disability Act 2006, which were both
referred to in the VEOHRC submission.
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On youth justice, the bill clarifies the definition of
‘searches’ within youth justice facilities to distinguish
searches that involve contact with the body from those
that do not and provides consistent definitions for youth
justice facilities and secure welfare services.

done by that parliamentary committee, which was
chaired by a member of the now opposition. That set up
the framework for the policy — —

In relation to the recommendations of the Cummins
inquiry and the government’s implementation of these,
there were 90 recommendations relating — —

The SPEAKER — Order! The level of interjection
is far too high.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! I interrupt the member for Yan Yean. It is an
appropriate time to break for lunch. The member can
continue her contribution when the bill is next before
the house.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted under standing orders.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Photographing of proceedings
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling for
questions I wish to advise the house that I have given
permission for a photographer to be stationed in the
public gallery to take photographs for educational
purposes.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Office of Living Victoria
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Water. I refer to the
government’s purchasing rules, which require all
taxpayer contracts valued at over $100 000 to be
publicly disclosed and be subject to a competitive
hiring process, and I ask: does the minister have full
confidence that all contracts entered into by the Office
of Living Victoria have complied with the
government’s purchasing rules — yes or no?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. If my
memory serves me correctly this is the first question on
water from the opposition in three and half years.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WALSH — It is a pleasure to come up to the
table to talk about the coalition government’s policy
around urban water reform, particularly the Living
Victoria program. This program started back in 2008
with an all-party parliamentary inquiry into
Melbourne’s future water needs. A lot of work was

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr WALSH — That is a policy we took to the
election. It was our alternative policy to a very
expensive north–south pipeline and an even more
expensive desalination plant.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Lyndhurst is delaying my taking a point of order from
the member for Bendigo East. The member for Lara!
Ms Allan — On a point of order Speaker, standing
order 58 requires the minister to be direct, factual,
succinct and relevant. He is offending against all of
those principles of standing order 58. I ask that you
bring the minister back to answering a very simple and
direct question asked by the Leader of the Opposition. I
am sure the Leader of the House will give some
alternative advice but we would ask that you reflect
appropriately that standing order 58 is being offended
against on all four counts.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister is well within his rights to provide some
background and to set the matter in context, which is
what he is doing. He is complying with standing
order 58.
The SPEAKER — Order! From what I was able to
hear of the minister’s answer he was referring to Living
Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have said before that
when I am making rulings on points of order any doubt
has to be given to the person on their feet. I could not
hear because of the noise in the house. I do not uphold
the point of order.
Mr WALSH — As I was saying, the Living
Victoria policy was something we took to the last
election. It was our alternative policy to a very
expensive north–south pipeline. We all know the issues
around the desalination plant and the costs of that for
Melbourne water customers for the next 27 years. I am
very proud of what we are achieving with the Living
Victoria policy and what we are doing as a government
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to drive change in how more stormwater is used and
more water is recycled. As I have said in the house
before, more water runs off the streets and roofs of
Melbourne into the bay every year than Melbourne
uses. That is the water we should be using in the future
to underwrite — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. The question was
quite narrow, and I ask you to bring him back to
answering the question that was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was clearly
speaking about Living Victoria, which was part of the
question. I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr WALSH — As I was saying, I am very proud
of what the Office of Living Victoria is achieving with
the Living Victoria policy, making sure that we actually
use more stormwater and use more rainwater for
non-drinking purposes to take the pressure off — —
Ms Thomson — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question was not on policy, which is
what the minister is talking about now; it was on
contracts. I ask that you bring the minister back to the
question as it was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! It was a lengthy
question, I made copious notes, and I believe the
minister is being relevant to the question as it was
asked.
Mr WALSH — As part of that process in getting
the change that we are having in Melbourne about how
you use more stormwater and more recycled water,
there have been some very good projects funded out of
the Living Victoria Fund. One of those particular
projects is in the electorate of the member for Albert
Park.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, under
standing order 58(1)(b) answers to questions must:
… not introduce matter extraneous to the question nor debate
the matter to which the question relates.

We asked a very simple and direct question around
probity issues to do with the Office of Living Victoria.
Clearly we had to identify the Office of Living Victoria
as the subject matter of the question. However, that
should not allow the minister to go down the garden
path he would prefer to follow as opposed to giving the
answer we are seeking, which is very much a simple
yes or no answer to a question around very serious
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probity issues and allegations of corruption that we are
hearing that require to be answered.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, it is not
within the rights of the opposition to say, ‘We require a
yes or no answer’. The minister is entitled to answer the
question using whatever form of words the minister
wishes provided the answers adhere to the standing
orders, which they do. In addition to that, a point of
order is not an opportunity to rephrase the question or
indeed make a statement, as the member for Bendigo
East has just done, and I ask you to rule her point of
order out of order.
Mr Nardella — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister was beginning to talk about a grant in
somebody’s electorate. The question did not relate to a
grant and did not relate to a program or a project; it
related to a specific question that was asked in terms of
a contract. I ask you to bring the minister back to
answering the question that was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members of the
opposition may not be happy with the way the minister
is answering the question, but to me he was being
relevant to the question that was asked.
Mr WALSH — As I was going to say, when you
are talking about contracts, one of the applicants for a
grant from the Living Victoria Fund wanted to use it to
do a project that puts more water into Albert Park Lake,
reduces flooding at Southbank — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, in
relation to relevance, I will not repeat the question, but
we were not seeking a list of applications, simply a
statement and answer about the probity of grants. It is
staggering that the minister will not answer this
question. I ask you, Speaker, respectfully, to bring him
back to answering — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard enough. I
do think the minister is straying away from the question
in those last remarks, and I ask him to conclude his
answer.
Mr WALSH — I, as the minister, expect the
government and my department, the Department of
Environment and Primary Industries, to adhere to
government policy when it comes to procurement and
employment.

Public transport fares
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — My question is to
the Premier. What actions is the coalition government
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taking to reduce the cost of living for Victorian families
who use public transport?

Indeed Mark Stone, the chief executive of the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry, said:

Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for Mordialloc for her question and
for her interest in reducing costs for families in her
electorate and improving public transport services in
her electorate and across Victoria. This coalition
government was elected to fix the problems with
Melbourne and Victorian public transport, and in three
years we have made significant investment in key
transport infrastructure projects. We have significantly
improved punctuality and reliability. We have
significantly improved customer satisfaction. Our
government is delivering more services to more people
more often. There is no doubt that we are delivering
improvements in public transport services, but there is
more to be done.

We congratulate the state government on its initiative that will
reduce the cost of public transport for many users, particularly
those relying on tram travel within the CBD and Docklands.

Today I was pleased to announce revolutionary changes
to public transport fares to make them much more
affordable for Victorian commuters and Victorian
families. Because of the sound economic management
of this side of the house, we were able to announce
today that trams will be free in the CBD and Docklands
areas. We were able to announce that commuters will
be able to travel across zones 1 and 2 for a zone 1 fare.
These revolutionary changes will deliver massive fare
savings for public transport users across Melbourne and
Victoria.
For example, under the coalition changes announced
today Margaret from Mordialloc, who works in the
CBD and travels to work each day by train using her
annual myki pass for zones 1 and 2, will save $780 a
year. As another example, under the coalition changes
Bill from Broadmeadows — or Frank from
Broadmeadows — who uses a zone 1 and 2 daily fare
to come into the CBD will save nearly $5 every time he
travels to central Melbourne. The free tram travel in the
CBD and Docklands will be an enormous boost for
Melbourne. It will be great for tourism, great for
business and provide great savings for all Victorians.
Indeed this decision has already been widely
welcomed.
The deputy executive director of the Property Council
said:
The Property Council has welcomed the state government’s
changes to public transport fares as a sensible reform that will
benefit those who commute into the city for work each day.
In addition to easing suburban road congestion, these changes
will also boost the tourism sector and help make Melbourne
more accessible for visitors.

This initiative will increase people’s willingness to use public
transport because of the significant savings and reinforces
Melbourne’s attractiveness as a place to live, work and do
business.

Clearly we have positive feedback because of the great
policies introduced by this government. These policies
can only be introduced when you have good sound
economic management and you have got a public
transport minister who delivers on key investments to
improve public transport services.
One could ask where the opposition stands on this
matter. At 6.30 this morning the opposition
spokesman — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. I ask you to bring him
back to government business, not opposition policy.
The SPEAKER — Order! I bring the Premier back
to answering the question.
Dr NAPTHINE — This is a great policy for
Melbourne and a great policy for Victoria, even though
some people are confused. At 6.30 a.m. some people
were saying, ‘It cannot be done’, and at 8.50 a.m. they
were climbing on board the coalition free tram around
the CBD and Docklands.

Office of Living Victoria
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — My question is to the
Minister for Water. I refer the minister to the former
Nationals adviser Mr Simon Want, who has been
employed as the head of the Office of Living Victoria
(OLV) on a split contract to ensure that no single
payment to Mr Want will exceed $100 000. Can the
minister advise was Mr Want’s taxpayer-funded job
advertised?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Albert Park for his question. I am intrigued
by how he thinks that Malcolm Turnbull is a member
of The Nationals, because as I understand it, Simon
Want’s principal job in Canberra was working for
Malcolm Turnbull.
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Mr Foley — On a point of order, Speaker, as a
matter of fact and relevance in the minister’s
answer — —
The SPEAKER — Order! No, I am sorry. I will
take a point of order on relevance.
Mr Foley — The issue of relevance goes to the fact
that the minister misunderstood that Mr Want’s CV
shows he was employed by John Anderson, the former
Nationals Deputy Prime Minister.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I say no to the member
for Albert Park.
Mr WALSH — As I said, Simon Want has had a
number of jobs. One of those jobs was working with
Malcolm Turnbull on national water reform when
Malcolm Turnbull was the water minister. I find it
intriguing that the member for Albert Park would talk
about The Nationals in that context. Simon Want is a
very well respected person in the water sector and
around economic reform, and I am — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will cease interjecting, as will the members
for Lyndhurst and Mill Park.
Mr WALSH — I have great confidence in the job
that Simon Want is doing at the Office of Living
Victoria in implementing our Living Victoria water
policy, where we are making sure that we are protecting
Melbourne for the future, where we have got a secure
water supply — —
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker,
page 163 of Rulings from the Chair states that a reply to
a question without notice ‘must address the question
rather than responding generally’. In terms of what the
minister is now starting to debate, it is irrelevant to the
question that was asked. The question was very specific
in terms of advertising, so I ask you to bring the
minister back to answering and not to giving an
overview of OLV and its policies and the things that it
has or has not done. I ask you to bring the minister back
to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! My understanding is that
the minister was giving the background in answer to the
question that was asked. I do not uphold the point of
order.
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Mr WALSH — The question was around the
employment of people at the Office of Living Victoria.
I have great confidence in the role the people of OLV
are fulfilling in implementing the government’s urban
water reform. As I said in answer to the previous
question, I expect the Department of Environment and
Primary Industries and OLV to adhere to the
government procurement and employment policy, as
would any other minister on the frontbench. We have
the expectation that our departments, in carrying out
their role in implementing the government’s agenda,
will adhere to the government procurement and
employment policy. Talking about contracts, one of the
things we will not — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question related to a position and a
person and whether that job was advertised. It is a
simple question, and every member of this house is
entitled to an equally simple answer — yes or no. Was
it advertised or not?
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the Opposition has again used his point of
order as an opportunity to restate the question — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Points of order will be
heard in silence. I ask the Leader of the House to
recommence her point of order.
Ms Asher — The Leader of the Opposition has yet
again used his point of order as an opportunity to restate
the question. That is not allowed under the standing
orders, and I ask that you, Speaker, rule his point of
order out of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! Is the member for
Monbulk rising to speak on the original point of order?
Mr Merlino — On the original point of order,
Speaker, the minister is clearly dodging answering the
question. In accordance — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk knows that points of order — —
Mr Merlino — In accordance with the standing
orders, the preamble of the question related to one
person — it related to split contracts — and the
question was about whether the job was advertised.
When you look at the preamble and the question — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not want to use the
button, but I have to use it now. The member is
repeating the question and debating in his point of
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order. I ask him to narrow it down to the point of order;
otherwise, I will not listen.
Mr Merlino — Clearly the minister is not being
relevant to the question. I was not repeating the
question but pointing out that the preamble and the
question were quite narrow. The minister was clearly
not being relevant to the question.
Mr Burgess — On the point of order, Speaker, this
is a very important principle, and it is not dissimilar to
when this sort of thing arises in the courts. When the
opposition impugns a person’s integrity, or the
department’s integrity, the minister has every
right — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! As I understand it, the
member for Hastings is speaking on the point of order
that was raised. He is entitled to speak on the point of
order, and the house will be quiet. I ask the member for
Hastings to begin his point of order again.
Mr Burgess — I was saying that this is an important
principle, and it is not dissimilar to when this sort of
thing arises in the courts. Whenever integrity is
impugned, the minister has every right to set out any
amount of background that he wants, and he is entitled
to expect your protection in those circumstances,
Speaker.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The question clearly referred to contracts.
Mr WALSH — The question was about Simon
Want’s employment, and as I said I have great faith in
the job that Simon Want is doing as the head of office
for the Office of Living Victoria in implementing the
government’s water reform agenda and in particular the
issues around the greater use of stormwater and
recycled water in Melbourne.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, we have established from the minister’s
answer that he has confidence in Mr Want, and we are
grateful to him for clearing that up, but the question did
not relate to that; it related to whether the job was
advertised. I respectfully submit to you, Speaker, that it
is that he should address in his answer.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, yet
again the Leader of the Opposition has asked the
question via a point of order. He has done it twice
today, and he did it three times yesterday. He is a serial
offender, and I ask that you rule his point of order out
of order.
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Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the Opposition has not restated the question.
In his point of order he has indicated why the minister’s
answer was not relevant, and you cannot do that
without indicating what the original question was. Just
because the question contained the word ‘contract’ does
not entitle the minister to talk about any contract he
wants. It was a very specific question about whether a
particular contract was advertised.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Does any other lawyer
wish to make a contribution?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the minister
was being relevant to the question — —
Mr Trezise interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Geelong to apologise.
Mr Trezise — I apologise.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr WALSH — As I said in answer to the previous
question and as part of the answer earlier, I expect the
department to adhere to government policy when it
comes to procurement and employment.

Public transport fares
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. How is the coalition
government building a better Victoria by investing in
public transport to provide more services to more
people more often?
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) —
What a fantastic announcement that was by the Premier
today, looking after families, looking after students, and
particularly looking after those young families who
have got a mortgage to pay, putting money back into
their pockets by providing them with cut-price public
transport here in Victoria — zone 1 and zone 2 travel
on a zone 1 fare — and giving them the ability in the
beautiful city of Melbourne to travel on our tram
network free of charge. Of course the accolades
continue to roll in.
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The Victoria Tourism Industry Council stated that it:
… welcomes the state government’s initiative that will reduce
the cost of public transport for Victorians and visitors to our
state.

Kate Roffey, the CEO of the Committee for
Melbourne, stated:
This announcement is a direct result of a free public transport
for the CBD and Docklands initiative presented to
government by the committee in 2009.

It seems good things do come to those who wait —
good things such as a coalition government and a
Premier with a vision for public transport in Victoria.
I will give the house an idea of what this means to
people who live in the suburbs of Melbourne. Steve
from Eltham works in the CBD. He takes a tram
between the offices in Melbourne and Docklands three
times a week, which costs him $3.58 for each journey.
Under the new system Steve’s tram trips will be free.
This will save Steve $558.48 a year under the new
coalition system. Dan from Noble Park takes the train
to Melbourne each day of the week and purchases a
seven-day zones 1 and 2 pass for $60.60. Under the
new system Dan’s weekly trip will cost $35.80, and this
will save Dan $24.80 a week. Dan does well. Marty
from Springvale travels on a concession fare in zones 1
and 2 for $3.40 a day, costing him $1241 a year. Under
the new system Marty’s daily fare will be $2.20 — that
is, providing Marty stays on public transport and does
not jump off the train and get into his car around the
corner, of course.
This is a great announcement. This is fantastic for
families, great for students, good for Melbourne and
good for tourism. But not everyone has supported this
particular announcement. This morning on ABC radio a
certain prominent Victorian said:
The real challenge is, only if you vote Labor will you get a
better public transport system, Jon, and that’s what I think
public transport users want.

Furthermore, this prominent citizen is also quoted as
saying:
Victoria’s trains are overcrowded, skip stations, fail to meet
performance and punctuality targets —

and the bus tracking system does not work.
I will refer to data sourced from Public Transport
Victoria. Its data says that metropolitan train network
punctuality has risen from 83 per cent in February 2010
to 93 per cent in February this year. It is in red and blue;
it is not hard to see who was in charge with that. In
terms of overall customer satisfaction with the
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metropolitan services, it has gone from 59 per cent in
2009–10 up to 65 per cent in 2013. Overall customer
satisfaction with metropolitan trains has gone from
63 per cent in 2009–10 to 70 per cent in 2013, under a
coalition government.
The same person I referred to above has also stated:
The revolutionary change that I think public transport users
want is to be able to get a seat.

In relation to overcrowding, 23 per cent of peak
passengers were on overcrowded trains under Labor in
October 2010 and 9 per cent under the coalition in
October 2013. They will get a seat under this
government, but not under a Labor government.

Office of Living Victoria
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — My question is to the
Minister for Water. I refer the minister to the former
Nationals advisers Katherine Stent and James Lantry,
who were employed at the Office of Living Victoria on
split contracts. Were Ms Stent and Mr Lantry’s
taxpayer funded jobs advertised?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Albert Park for his question. Again, I am
not sure his detail is right; my understanding is that
Mr Lantry also worked for the Liberal Party and for the
Democrats, as well as obviously for the Minister for
Local Government as an adviser. To say he is a
Nationals supporter is something that I think he might
take exception to, given where he has worked in the
past. From Katherine Stent’s point of view, she did
work for the Deputy Premier at one stage. Again, just
because someone works in someone’s office does not
necessarily mean that that is their political persuasion.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Lyndhurst and the Leader of the Opposition. Their
interjections are too repetitive and too loud, and I ask
them to cease.
Mr WALSH — As I said in answer to the previous
question from the member for Albert Park, I expect the
Department of Environment and Primary Industries and
the Office of Living Victoria to adhere to government
policy when it comes to procurement and employment.

Regional and rural public transport
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — My question is to
the Minister for Regional and Rural Development. How
will rural and regional Victorians benefit from the
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coalition government’s innovative plans to deliver
better public transport services and reduced fares?
Mr RYAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for Shepparton
for her question. As the house knows, and particularly
those who occupy the government benches, this is a
government that is absolutely committed to making the
whole of Victoria both livable and to enabling its
people to have the capacity to grow businesses and their
own environments in a way that is appropriate to the
future of regional Victoria because when the regions
are doing well, all of Victoria is doing well.
This is reflected in the government’s innovative
transport policy, part of which has been announced
today. Our investment in transport is a key to this
commitment. It is an issue of providing appropriate
mechanisms of public transport for people but also
enabling those similar forms of transport to be available
for the movement of goods through the supply chains to
the all-important markets which we out in the regions
supply.
Today’s announcement by the Premier and the Minister
for Public Transport regarding cheaper public transport
throughout Melbourne is just one of the many ways in
which the government is fixing Victoria’s public
transport system and providing more services to move
more people more often.
Dr Napthine — More affordable!
Mr RYAN — And on a more affordable basis.
Travellers from regional Victoria on our V/Line
services already receive a variety of benefits for
cheaper travel. If they are everyday commuters they
enjoy very large discounts, while occasional and
everyday V/line travellers receive both free train, tram
and bus travel as part of their myki or V/Line paper
ticket in Melbourne and free bus travel in Geelong,
Ballarat, Bendigo and of course in the Latrobe Valley.
Occasional travellers on V/Line also receive big
discounts. Off-peak travellers pay 30 per cent less than
weekday peak passengers, and V/Line users can also
purchase family traveller paper tickets, with one or two
children travelling free when accompanied by an adult
paying passenger.
We are also making it easier to travel by rail between
our major regional centres and Melbourne through our
successful rollout of the $4.8 billion regional rail link.
We have scoped this — —
Ms Neville — On a point of order, Speaker, on a
question of relevance, the member for Shepparton
asked a question that related to the benefits to regional
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Victoria of the new package. What the minister has
outlined is what V/Line customers receive already.
What is in this for Geelong residents, who already
suffer?
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is being
very relevant to the question that was asked. I do not
uphold the point of order.
Mr RYAN — On the point the member has sought
to raise by way of a fallacious point of order, we are
rolling out the $4.8 billion regional rail link. The project
is properly scoped, it has trains, it has signals which are
appropriate to the way in which this system operates,
and importantly it is providing 54 000 passenger trips
each day — an additional capacity through what we are
doing. It means an additional 23 metropolitan and
10 regional services for Geelong, Bendigo and Ballarat.
Through the regional rail link we are seeing thousands
of people employed — about 3400 — and about
$25 million a week being injected into our economy.
The recent announcements on the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor project also, as part
of this package, bring benefits not only to the system
itself as is proposed but also on the Gippsland trains
because more reliable services will be available simply
because the high-capacity signalling equipment in the
V/Locity trains is to be used on the line. In addition to
all of this, 43 new V/Locity rail cars at $210 million are
being built, we are investing another $25 million in the
new Grovedale railway station and the new station at
Epsom, and there is about $368 million for 15 new
X’trapolis trains. This means a multitude of benefits are
flowing to regional Victoria arising out of this
far-sighted and innovative program by the
Liberal-Nationals coalition government.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Ports
and the member for Macedon are both warned.

Office of Living Victoria
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — My question is to the
Minister for Water. I refer the minister to Mr Peter
Coombes, who is employed as the chief scientist at the
Office of Living Victoria on a two-year, $1 million
contract which was not advertised. Can the minister
inform the house of who approved Mr Coombes’s
$1 million contract?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — Dr Peter
Coombes is a very well-respected expert in the water
industry. He was one of the expert witnesses who
appeared at the 2008 all-party parliamentary inquiry of
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the previous Parliament around alternative water
sources for Melbourne and the greater use of
stormwater and recycled water. Dr Coombes has done a
lot of work both interstate and internationally on this
particular issue, and last year when we were in Saudi
Arabia as part of the trade mission — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind members again
that if they keep up this level of intersection and anyone
takes a point of order, I will not be able to rule properly
because I will not be able to hear the minister.
Mr WALSH — We visited a project there on the
Wadi Hanifa, which is the river that runs through
Riyhad, where he had been employed by the Saudi
government to do a major reclamation project there, so
he comes very well credentialled for the work that he
does. As I said in the answer to the previous question
from the member for Albert Park, I expect the
Department of Environment and Primary Industries and
the Office of Living Victoria to adhere to government
policy when it comes to procurement and employment.

Public transport fares
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverly) — My question is
to the Minister for Higher Education and Skills. How
will students benefit from the coalition government’s
plan to reduce public transport fares?
Mr WAKELING (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank the member for Mount Waverly
for his question and for his interest in not only
improving public transport services but more
importantly in the interests of students in Victoria. This
announcement today is fantastic news for students in
Victoria who rely on public transport to get to
university, TAFE or any other training institution.
As the minister for higher education I congratulate the
Premier and the Minister for Public Transport on the
hard work they have done in delivering an outcome
which means those students and Victorians who are
living in zone 2 will now be able to travel on a zone 1
fare, with free tram travel in the CBD and Docklands.
With respect to training, because this government has
sought to increase funding for this important sector
from the measly $850 million that was provided by
those opposite to $1.2 billion, there has been a
significant increase in the number of students in the
state — from 426 000 students to upwards of
645 000 students. That is a 50 per cent increase under
the watch of this government. As members would be
aware, many of those students rely on public transport.
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As a consequence of these changes, students who travel
from outer Melbourne — from areas such as
Belgrave — will save money. I hope the member for
Monbulk is listening. A student from Monbulk
travelling to the RMIT city campus will benefit, as will
a constituent of the electorate of the member for Eltham
travelling to the new Melbourne Polytechnic in
Prahran. I congratulate the member for Prahran on his
hard work in contributing to the establishment of this
new polytechnic. A student from the electorate of the
member for Cranbourne who travels every day to the
William Angliss Institute in the city will also benefit.
Currently those students have to buy a seven-day myki
pass for zones 1 and 2 and are paying upwards of
$30.30 at a concession rate.
I am pleased to announce that, as a consequence of the
changes introduced by this government, instead of
paying $30.30 a week those students will now have to
pay only $17.90, which is a $12.40 saving. Thousands
of students who live in the outer suburbs of
Melbourne — the suburbs I have just mentioned and
many others — rely on the public transport system, and
over the course of a year these changes will deliver
thousands of dollars in potential savings for those
students.
These changes have been received fantastically by
many within the community. As the Premier has stated,
Mark Stone, the CEO of the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, referred to it as a
favourable outcome with specific reference to students.
I know that many students are very supportive of these
changes. I would have thought that such an important
announcement, which delivers real benefits for students
to help them to reduce their daily travel costs, would be
supported by Victorians. I know that this side of the
house supports it, but I am concerned that not everyone
in this house supports reducing costs for students. I
cannot believe that in her comments today the member
for Altona could speak with concern about these
changes.

Office of Living Victoria
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Water. Can the minister
confirm that in the Office of Living Victoria Peter
Coombs and former Nationals advisers Simon Want,
Katherine Stent and James Lantry are currently under
serious investigation for their conduct and the probity
of their practices?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — Obviously the
opposition’s questions committee has been reading the
Age regularly in recent times. I am not in a position to
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comment on speculation that may be in a Melbourne
daily newspaper.

Public transport fares
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events. How will
tourism in Victoria benefit from the coalition
government’s plan to make travel on trams free in the
Melbourne CBD and Docklands?
Mr Hodgett interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Ports is
on a warning.
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tourists, and it will add to the reputation of Melbourne
internationally. It will also assist people to visit
Docklands, the Queen Victoria Market and Emporium
Melbourne, the new retail precinct that is expected to
deliver over 1000 direct jobs, which has been
announced by the Premier.
This has been immediately recognised by the tourism
industry. I refer to a press release from the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry
(VECCI), which says:
The changes provide significant benefits for international
students in Melbourne, as well as interstate and international
tourists.

Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I thank the member for Kew for his
question, which goes to the very important issue of how
tourists will benefit from the outstanding initiative that
has been announced by the government today. The
answer is that tourists will be significant beneficiaries
because tram travel in the CBD and Docklands will be
free from January next year.

So VECCI immediately responded with a very positive
release. It said further:

This is an exciting initiative that builds on Melbourne’s
credentials as an international tourist city and the
world’s most livable city. It will be easier and more
convenient for visitors to travel on the CBD network
and to visit tourist attractions, cafes and restaurants,
theatres, laneways and arcades, retail shops and
precincts and cultural attractions. For example, it will
be easier for tourists to travel between attractions such
as the Queen Victoria Market, Sea Life Melbourne
Aquarium, Etihad Stadium and the State Library of
Victoria, just to name a few of the attractions we have
in the central area. Importantly it is a relatively short
walk from the edges of the free tram zone to the MCG
and the arts centre, which are both significant
institutions in terms of attracting tourists to the city. If
visitors want to venture further afield, travel in zone 2
will cost them only a zone 1 fare. This is a win for
tourists and locals alike.

This initiative will make Melbourne a more attractive
destination for international and domestic tourists and
encourage them to explore the many attractions our city has to
offer …

For the year ended September 2013 international
overnight visitors to Melbourne increased by 8.3 per
cent to 1.83 million, and they spent $4.5 billion, which
is a year-on-year increase of 10.3 per cent. Melbourne
continues to attract 7 million domestic overnight
visitors and 16.1 million daytrippers, who spent a
combined $7.5 billion in the year ended December
2013. Tourism is a vital industry. It is worth
$19.1 billion and it provides jobs for over
200 000 Victorians.
The ability to travel around the central Melbourne and
Docklands areas free will be a significant advantage to

We congratulate the state government on its initiative that will
reduce the cost of public transport for many users …

Likewise the Victoria Tourism Industry Council
immediately issued a press release, with its chief
executive, Dianne Smith, saying:

The release goes on to say:
This is a ‘win’ for Melbourne’s significant international
student population and will further enhance the city’s
reputation as a world-class study destination.

In conclusion, even though the opposition is not the
least bit interested in this particular initiative, this will
make Melbourne a far more attractive tourism
destination. It will be of enormous benefit to tourists. It
will get around, by word of mouth, and it will make
Melbourne an even more attractive place to visit.

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT (SECURITY MEASURES)
BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I resume the
contribution I began before lunch as the opposition’s
lead speaker on the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Security Measures) Bill 2013. As I said
when I began my contribution, the opposition will not
oppose this bill; however, we do seek caution from the
government and will be asking some specific and
detailed questions during the committee stage in the
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other place under the stewardship of Ms Mikakos, a
member for Northern Metropolitan Region and the
shadow minister for children. The children who are
placed in secure welfare services are the most
vulnerable and have often been exposed to deep
trauma, alcohol and drug abuse and worse, so it should
be that when they are placed in these facilities, if
punitive measures are necessary, it is done in an
appropriate manner that is subject to review and puts
the welfare of the child first.

Ms GREEN — While the Cummins report made no
specific recommendations in respect of secure welfare
services, the government delivered a narrative that it
would move quickly to address the recommendations.
However, as I said before, a matter of weeks before the
release of the report the government announced that
500 jobs were to go from the department. How can the
government deliver any of these recommendations
when it is stripping funding and jobs from the
department?

When the Cummins inquiry report was tabled in
February 2012 the government said it would take steps
to implement the 90 recommendations of the inquiry.
The opposition has always been concerned that before
the document and recommendations were made public
the Minister for Community Services went down the
path of a slash and burn exercise in the Department of
Human Services (DHS) such that there are now far
fewer staff to oversee whatever legislation the
department has carriage of. It is always concerning
when legislation is introduced under this portfolio,
because of the impact of those cuts.

Stakeholders have expressed concern that these cuts
extend further than the minister herself will
acknowledge, and many are reporting that in various
regions across the state child protection workers are
undertaking reception duties now that so-called back
office staff are no longer co-located. It is important that
staff are able to undertake the duties they are assigned
and that they are supported in doing so. I would hope
the minister and the government will pay due attention
to ensuring that the staff in secure welfare services have
the resources, support staff and budget at their disposal
to do the right thing by these children.

The minister sighs into her microphone because, as we
know, she does not like scrutiny.

The 2012–13 DHS annual report shows that the
government fell short of achieving its 97 per cent target
for the percentage of child protection reports requiring a
priority investigation being visited within two days. The
number of unallocated clients has risen to 13.3 per cent
from 12.8 per cent for the previous year. The
Productivity Commission’s Report on Government
Services 2014, released in January, also shows that
Victoria is falling way behind other states in funding
child protection.

Ms Wooldridge — On a point of order, Speaker, I
ask the member to come back to debating the bill rather
than the staffing situation in the Department of Human
Services.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order and ask the member to come back to the bill.
Ms GREEN — On the point of order, Speaker, it is
quite appropriate that the opposition’s lead speaker be
allowed great breadth. When the minister at the table
was the lead speaker for the opposition she was always
allowed a great deal of latitude to outline the more
detailed circumstances. I do not understand why the
minister would be so touchy as to not want to allow
discussion about the staff who will oversee the changes
being made by this legislation.
Ms Wooldridge — Further on the point of order,
Speaker, my reaction was largely in response to the
member making comment on my breathing, which I do
not think is relevant, and also in response to her
comments that were well beyond the scope of the bill.
The lead speaker does have a lot of latitude, but not to
the extent of completely separate policy issues.
The SPEAKER — Order! I thought the minister
was raising another point of order. I have ruled on the
point of order, and I ask the member to come back to
speaking on the bill.

As I said at the outset, while Labor members do not
oppose the bill, they do have concerns about the
punitive measures included in it and how they will be
exercised in practice, particularly in an environment of
decreased resources. We are concerned that vulnerable
children in the state’s care are not further harmed by
practices including searches, seclusion and physical
force. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — I am proud to speak in
the debate on the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Security Measures) Bill 2013. As I have
said in the house on several occasions — and it has
been said by many others — one of the key platforms
of the coalition government is to strengthen the child
protection system and achieve better outcomes for
vulnerable children and young people. The Minister for
Community Services has done an extraordinary job in
taking on the challenge of a system that had many
breakages and stress points in it. She has reinvented it
and turned it on its head so that resources are placed in
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the appropriate areas, and vulnerable children and
young people are the beneficiaries. This bill is about
providing for the conduct, regulation and monitoring of
safety and security practices for children and young
people placed in secure settings and statutory care.
The purpose of the bill is fairly clear. It is to ensure that
the safety and security practices undertaken in secure
welfare service facilities occur within a clear legislative
framework so that there is no uncertainty. The bill
recognises the importance of factors that are essential
for the safety of children and young people in these
settings and brings about consistency of practice
between secure welfare services and youth justice
facilities by making amendments to the Children,
Youth and Families Act 2005.
I want to put a bit of context around this. I began by
talking about vulnerable children and strengthening our
child protection system. This bill is really about
protecting our children. We as a government are not
just concerned with those who are most vulnerable but
all children, although here we are looking specifically at
vulnerable children and particularly those in statutory
care. We are very focused on strengthening the child
protection system. That is something we have been
doing since we got into government — that is, looking
for better outcomes. I think it was in January 2011 that
as Premier the member for Hawthorn launched the
inquiry into protecting Victoria’s vulnerable children.
That was a very comprehensive investigation into
systemic problems that led to a detailed report that was
very well received. On top of that, as members know, in
April 2012 the coalition government announced the
establishment of a parliamentary inquiry into the
handling of alleged criminal abuse of children in
religious and other organisations. This government is
getting on with protecting our most vulnerable children.
It is not something we just talk about; we are doing a lot
about this, and we have gone on to bring about very
significant reforms in this area.
I think it is very important for all of us in this chamber
to show compassion and to show that we care about
children and families, because children are the future of
our country. We know that some families experience
unfortunate circumstances that can bring about poor
outcomes. We know that things can go horribly wrong
in regular families, but there are different family
backgrounds and some do it tougher than others and
have a lot more challenges for a whole lot of reasons.
Children can certainly get caught up in this sort of mess
and end up in statutory care. They can suffer mental
health issues, substance abuse or self-harm and perhaps
even suicidal thoughts. You can imagine the behaviour
of children who demonstrate the effects of mental
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health issues and substance abuse. It is very tough and
challenging work. Their behaviour is very difficult, and
I really thank Department of Human Services staff and
the police for the work they do in what is a particularly
challenging field. Because of these reasons and these
challenges it is important that the system and the
legislation itself are robust.
The bill covers the safety and security practices for
these children in terms of searches, seclusion, the
confiscation and seizure of contraband, and the use of
physical force. There are three types of searches that we
are referring to here — screening, frisk and unclothed
searches. Screening is an electronic or mechanical
search; there is no bodily contact, and typically the
things looked for are drugs, cigarettes, weapons or
anything that could do harm to the individual. A frisk
can be undertaken when there is reasonable belief that
the person might be concealing prohibited items. As we
all know, a frisk is a pat down. Some of us would have
experienced a frisk going into shops in other countries
or in airports and places like that. The third type of
search is unclothed. That does not include cavity
searches. The legislation lays down support for decency
and the privacy of younger persons.
I want to talk about seclusion. Seclusion is an option
only after reasonable steps have already been taken and
where there is a risk of self-harm, harm to others or
even harm to property. Again I ask that members think
about the behaviour of the young person in these
situations, where there can be heightened anxiety and
stressors, severe agitation and perhaps aggression.
These are very challenging circumstances for
everybody, and I think we need robust legislation in
terms of when seclusion is an option. We have to be
able to move children in these situations into seclusion.
It is a challenge in itself to gently shepherd these kids
away from people they might harm.
When someone is in seclusion, they are to be monitored
very closely and their progress recorded. They are to be
checked on at 15-minute intervals. The intent of the
legislation here is to remove the young person or the
child until the immediate danger period has passed.
That will vary from person to person, and in some
instances it might take a little bit longer than in others.
Seclusion is not to be used for punishment, and it is
important that periods of seclusion of more than
24 hours can only be delegated by a level 2 executive
officer. This would be in an extremely rare situation.
The bill also does some work around the confiscation
and seizure of contraband that could be a risk to staff or
to the person themselves.
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I also want to talk about the use of physical force,
which is prohibited except in exceptional or limited
circumstances. The act sets those out in relation to
youth justice centres but not secure welfare services.
That is why this change is being made. The use of
physical force may be necessary to prevent children
from harming themselves, harming others or damaging
property. The term ‘reasonable force’ is preferred here.
It is a commonly used term that has a strong legal basis
and understanding. It would be unreasonable, I think, to
try to define all the circumstances where such force
could be used. It is much better to use the term
‘reasonable physical force’. We note that this does not
include corporal punishment or physical abuse.
The common-law provisions provide a safeguard
should force be inappropriately used. In this instance,
all reports of physical assault should be reported to the
police and recorded in the departmental incident
reporting system. There is also a set-up for screening
visitors to make sure that they are not smuggling in
things that should not be there.
The lead speaker for the opposition mentioned that she
was quite worried about a move away from therapeutic
care. I assure her that nothing is further from the truth.
In fact the move is more the other way. When we think
about therapeutic care, we think about the person as a
whole, the behavioural relationships and the
engagement boundary settings and things like that as
the primary approach. This model has proven to be a lot
more robust and is something that we are moving
towards.
The issue of extra training for staff was raised. When
new people are taken on, we will look at the individual
as they come in and look at behavioural plans for that
person. I do not believe there will be an additional cost
as a lot of the facilities are already set up for this. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I rise this
afternoon to speak on the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Security Measures) Bill 2013. This is a
very serious piece of legislation and I put on the record
at the outset that Labor will not be opposing the bill. In
the main, the bill codifies existing practices in
Victoria’s secure welfare services (SWSs) by providing
a legislative framework for them. Secure welfare
services provide short-term placement options where a
child or young person’s safety is maximised by
working with trained and hopefully highly skilled and
well-managed persons. All of us hope that their safety
is not only maximised but guaranteed and improved in
these SWSs. SWSs are considered an option of last
resort — and so they should be — for some of the most
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traumatised and at-risk children in state care. These
children are, as many other speakers have said, our
most vulnerable children in need of state protection and
monitoring by skilled professionals.
The bill follows an investigation into secure welfare
services conducted by the Ombudsman in 2013,
following a disclosure under the Whistleblowers
Protection Act 2001. The disclosure contained several
allegations raising concerns about the treatment of
children in secure welfare. The investigation identified
concerns with aspects of how the department was
managing secure welfare. Amongst these concerns
were children being subjected to searches akin to strip
searches and the use of physical restraint without a
legislative basis. The Ombudsman was also concerned
about children being put into isolation without a
legislative basis and there being no independent visitor
program for secure welfare as there is at adult prisons
and youth justice centres. He also talked about poor
record-keeping and, most importantly in my view, that
secure welfare staff were often at or near capacity and
expressed concern that decisions on where children
were placed were based on capacity of the facility
rather than the needs of the child. The Ombudsman
made eight recommendations to the department, some
of which are addressed in this bill.
I would like now to speak about my own experience as
a student welfare coordinator of dealing with students
while I was a secondary school teacher. It was before
my own children were born and I was very dedicated to
the children in my care and concerned about the way
that many of them came to school every day. I dealt
with children who were experiencing a high level of
dysfunction in their families. There would be some in
this Parliament who could not imagine the plight of
some of the children who came to my attention in the
job that I had. They were experiencing a long history of
broken relationships, and many were experiencing
sometimes unspeakable trauma. In fact part of the
counselling procedure was around trying to get them to
talk about the trauma they were experiencing so that I
could then put in place a program of substantial support
for them in order for them to make their way in what I
imagined was going to be a very difficult life.
As a parent I often wonder how a parent or child could
treat each other in the way that many parents and
children presented themselves to me. I have never seen
the harshness and disregard that some of them
displayed towards each other when they were sitting in
my office in that school. One thing I did learn in that
position of responsibility was that when you had to
make a decision — and these were all very difficult
decisions — you had to take into account not only the
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circumstances of the child and the family, the school
and the community but also where you were sending
the child when you were taking them out of their own
family.
In cases where they were going to SWSs because there
was a lot of violence involved and a lot of talk and
displays of self-harm and harm to each other, it was a
very serious consideration and it was a very highly
developed process. It meant lots of talks with police, it
meant court appearances and it meant the involvement
of specialist agencies. I do not think I ever made a
decision to take a child down that track without a great
deal of trauma and reservation on my own behalf. I
knew there was a long list of people trying to help the
child and the family, but somehow it did not help to
know that they were going into an SWS. We do know
that in these facilities trained professionals are there to
help them.
I acknowledge that we as an opposition are requesting
that this bill be taken into a committee stage in the
Legislative Council because we want more detail about
how the seclusion and search processes are going to be
undertaken without any incursion into an individual’s
civil liberties while being mindful that we are often
dealing with difficult and highly traumatised people.
That is why it is important that we know that there are
adequate resources and that the people working in these
facilities will provide the best professional and
considered care for a child who has, in many cases,
been isolated.
I take up the issue that we are concerned about the child
being isolated in a secure place for considerable periods
of time. Isolation is one of the worst punishments that
can be imposed. I know it is not meant to be a
punishment in this case; it is part of the therapeutic
process that the child is undergoing. But we have to
keep a very watchful eye on that process because it can
be fraught, with very difficult circumstances coming
from being in isolation. It is with heavy hearts that we
support this bill. We have our reservations, especially
so today with the release of the Auditor-General’s
report on residential care services for children.
Whilst he is not talking about secure welfare services
(SWSs), a number of bills have come into this house
recently dealing with the treatment of children in
residential care, and we have had some very volatile
question times around children in the care of the state
under a child protection program. The Auditor-General
sums it up well in his report, and that is where I am
going to finish. He starts his report with a comment that
reminds us how everybody in this house wants
decisions to be made about young people who find
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themselves in seclusion and isolation. The
Auditor-General makes the following comment at the
outset in his report:
A society is measured by how it treats its most vulnerable
members.

We all need to pause when we speak on bills, when we
say things and when we take on the responsibility of
making laws around these issues and remind ourselves
that we are dealing with the most vulnerable members
of our society. Each and every one of us in this
chamber is judged by how we go about making sure the
legislative framework we provide is formulated with a
great deal of care, that the people who are working with
these very vulnerable people have a great deal of
professional capacity and that the government provides
the necessary and I imagine quite expensive resources
to look after the young people who are in the state’s
care. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I rise to support the
Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Security
Measures) Bill 2013. I take up a point raised by the
member for Narre Warren South. She mentioned that
sometimes in question time in this place we have had
vigorous debate around questions and information
relating to children. I think that is healthy. It is fantastic
because the reality is that at the end of the day everyone
on both sides of Parliament wants to see the best
outcomes for young people in our community. We do
not all have the same opinion on how we should get
there or the practices to achieve that end; however, it is
important that everybody has their say on that matter.
I have had the opportunity previously of working with
many young people who have been involved in secure
welfare or the youth justice system. I have also had the
opportunity to travel around various parts of America
and look at its youth justice and secure welfare systems.
It is very interesting to see the different practices that
apply around the world. The one thing all of the
services I looked at and reviewed have in common is
that they are always looking at ways to improve. They
are all looking at ways to get better outcomes and give
young people a genuine opportunity to have a fair go in
life.
Many of these young people have come from very
traumatic backgrounds. Whether it be due to their
family situation, mental health problems or drug or
alcohol problems, there are a whole range of issues that
usually have an impact on these young people who end
up in a position where they either go to secure welfare
or end up in the juvenile justice system. There are two
secure welfare units in Victoria for children. They
normally hold children aged from around 10 to 17 years
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old who are at substantial risk of harm or self-harm. It
is very important that when these children enter the
welfare system they have access to counselling and any
other opportunities that might be available so that they
have the potential to work on some of the things that
led to them ending up in that place. Currently these
facilities can hold up to 20 children — 10 boys and
10 girls. They can be held for up to 21 days. There is
also the youth justice system, which holds young
people who have been found guilty and sentenced.
They are held at either the youth justice custodial centre
in Parkville, which holds young men, boys or women,
or Malmsbury, which holds young men aged 18 to 21.
The reason this bill is being introduced today is to
improve the safety and security of young people and of
the staff who work in these facilities. It provides for the
conducting of searches. I know that other members,
particularly the member for Seymour, spoke about
screening searches, frisk searches and unclothed
searches. The bill deals with seclusion, seizure and
non-contact screening or searches of visitors to a
facility. It is really important that these provisions are in
the legislation so that people can understand what they
can and cannot do and the searches that can be
implemented within a secure welfare facility if it is
believed that somebody is not disclosing something or
is hiding something.
The member for Seymour spoke about the provisions in
the bill relating to the use of reasonable force. I noted
when reading up on the legislation that reasonable force
is not defined in the act, and it is really important that
the reason it has not been defined is made clear. Having
worked in the police force I am aware that reasonable
force is very difficult to define. In fact it is one of the
hardest things to define. I say that because when you
are talking about reasonable force you might, for
example, be talking about someone holding your wrist.
The definition of reasonable force can depend on who
is holding your wrist. If an 8-year-old girl is holding my
wrist compared to, perhaps, the member for
Broadmeadows, obviously a different level of force will
be required to free my hand in those circumstances.
It is important that staff in these facilities have the
protection of being able to use reasonable force, but
there is also an expectation that staff understand what
reasonable force is when they are in a position where
they have to use it. It is very important to have on the
record that they have to have that protection when they
are required to use reasonable force and need to explain
why they are going to use it. As I said, it is very
difficult to explain and to work out exactly what it
might be. However, most trained people who are put in
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a position where they are required to use force will use
the appropriate level of force required at that time.
The bill proposes that seclusion can only be authorised
in certain circumstances. This is very important. I have
worked in a prison in the adult justice system where
seclusion was used as a punishment, and it is very
important — —
Mr Angus interjected.
Mr BATTIN — Just to clarify the interjection, I
was on the right side of the gates at that time, so it was
very important. Seclusion in the adult system was used
as a security mechanism and a tool to protect staff and
other prisoners. Seclusion within a secure welfare
system is something that is totally separate and it is
something that is not to be used as a punishment. It can
only be used when all reasonable steps have been taken
and the seclusion, as I said, is the last resort, when the
child’s behaviour presents an immediate risk to
themself, to others or to property. It is very important
that those things are taken into consideration in relation
to seclusion.
The child in seclusion must be observed at intervals of
no longer than 15 minutes. I noted that the member for
Narre Warren South raised a concern about the time
intervals, but the child must be observed at intervals of
no longer than 15 minutes, and it is very important that
that supervision continues. All seclusions must be
recorded in a register, so that the timing of everything is
recorded as it goes through. That is very important, and
as I said before, it cannot be used as a punishment.
Authorisation of a period of placement in seclusion of
more than 24 hours can only be delegated to an
executive officer level 2, and that would be an
extremely rare occurrence. Seclusion provides an
opportunity to separate somebody from the group, and
it can also be a time the child can use for thinking,
calming down and getting back into the right frame of
mind. It can also be used to protect staff, protect the
child or protect property.
The manual states that the primary aim of seclusion is
to provide an opportunity for the young person to gain
control over their escalated emotional state. As we have
said before, some of the young people coming in could
be acting under the effects of drugs or alcohol or could
have other mental health issues, and sometimes they are
in a position where it is very difficult to have
self-control. The more activity there is around such a
young person — the more activity generated by staff
and on occasions by the police or whoever has brought
them in at the time — the more it can increase the risk
to their safety, and then seclusion becomes the best
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method for that person to have an opportunity to calm
down.
I have seen the use of seclusion work very successfully
when working with young people in Dandenong. We
had time-outs and those sorts of things that were very
important and gave young people an opportunity to use
their own mechanisms to calm down. It was surprising
that a lot of the time that is what it took. Sometimes
with young people we think we have to tell them what
to do and to continuously instruct them, but often
separating them from the circumstances they are in at
the time gives them an opportunity to realise that they
can use tools from within themselves and their own
mechanisms to calm down and face the situation a lot
more calmly.
Behaviour management plans will be developed for
children subject to seclusion, and they will be given an
opportunity to have input into those plans — or
whatever you would like to call them — going forward.
These children tend to understand more about what is
going on if they are given the opportunity to have a say
in their plan. A seclusion report must be completed on
each occasion for the placement of the child. Again,
this is about transparency to make sure we have a
system where any person going into seclusion will have
the report available so they can be protected, and we are
protecting the young person as well.
When I was voted in as a member of the government
and had the pleasure of representing the Gembrook
electorate, one of the things I committed to was
protecting young people. The Minister for Community
Services has done an unbelievably good job with the
changes she has made within her department. I know
she works with the departmental staff and they have a
genuine input. The changes in our youth justice system
have taken it from one that would have been rated
poorly in the world to probably one of the best systems,
if not the leading system, in the world. Other countries
now look at the system we have, which has increased
education, increased opportunities for young people in
their community and increased use of young people’s
own ability and own tools to make changes to their own
behaviour, and this is another advancement to add to
those.
I support the bill and I wish it a speedy passage. I
reiterate how important it is in our secure welfare
services that we are there to protect our young people.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a contribution to the Children, Youth
and Families Amendment (Security Measures) Bill
2013. The bill provides for the security arrangements at
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secure welfare services. It deals with the outlawing of
certain actions in relation to children who are in
out-of-home care services, and it makes amendments in
relation to the searches that are allowed to take place in
youth justice facilities to ensure that they are essentially
consistent with the definitions of those used in secure
welfare services. As previous speakers on this side of
the house have indicated, Labor opposition members
will not be opposing this bill, but we wish to raise a
number of concerns and contribute to the public
discussion about the issues that will flow from this bill
if it passes into legislation.
The bill flows from the report on investigations
undertaken last year by the Victorian Ombudsman into
secure welfare services, which was initiated after some
claims were made under the Whistleblowers Protection
Act 2001. I understand that has not been made public,
but there are a number of key issues that the
Ombudsman raised in relation to, for example, poor
record-keeping of the data collected on the use of
restraint and seclusion, there being no independent
party or independent visitor in secure welfare, as exists
in the adult or youth justice centres; children being
placed in isolation or seclusion without an appropriate
legislative framework — and I suppose that is part of
what this bill seeks to establish at this point in time; and
also difficulties and concerns relating to searches of
children being conducted without the appropriate
legislative framework in place. Those are the serious
concerns the Ombudsman addressed, and in particular
when you consider the sorts of children and young
people being impacted by these issues, you realise it is
important for us to reflect on exactly who we are
talking about.
The Auditor-General’s report tabled today, Residential
Care Services for Children, provides a sobering
analysis of children in out-of-home care and the way in
which the state has addressed that over a number of
years. The Auditor-General, based on an analysis of
case files, provided a description of the common
characteristics of children in residential care. It is
important for the house to reflect on who these children
are and the challenges they face. The Auditor-General’s
report says:
Children in residential care have generally been exposed to
multiple traumas in the form of family violence, alcohol and
drug abuse, or sexual, physical and emotional abuse since
they were very young. They may have a parent who is in
prison or a struggling single parent with mental health issues.
Some have been born to mothers who were very young, often
with a violent partner. They usually have other siblings in
care, and one of their parents may also have been in care as a
child. They are usually known to child protection at an early
age. They come to residential care typically as a young
adolescent, having experienced a number of placements in
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home-based care that have since broken down or were only
available for short periods of time. They often come to
residential care with little warning and with few belongings.
On their 18th birthdays, if not before, they leave the
protection of the state.

We are talking about the most vulnerable children, and
the state obviously has a responsibility to care for and
protect these children and to ensure that they have the
best possible start in life given the challenges they have
already faced.
I do not want to dwell on the Auditor-General’s report,
but one of the challenges — and as I say this goes back
over a number of years — has been that, for obvious
reasons around resourcing, the Department of Human
Services has not planned appropriately for the number
of residential care placements. In 2012–13 DHS
planned for 459 placements when there were
508 children in residential care placements. The
Auditor-General also points out that the average age of
the 504 children who were in residential care as of June
2013 was 14 years, some 65 children were under
12 years of age, the average age for children when first
placed in out-of-home care was just 9 years of age, and
5 per cent had been in out-of-home care before their
first birthday. It is sobering to think that the average age
of kids being placed in out-of-home care is, on average,
9 years.
Of great concern to me is the fact that the school
attendance rate of kids in residential care is less than
50 per cent. It is important that the state focuses on
improving these kids’ attendance at schools and
supporting them in getting to school and obtaining the
appropriate education and training qualifications that
will help them to develop into well-positioned young
people as they leave care after turning 18 years of age.
This legislation follows reports in the media earlier this
month of the shocking targeting of children in
out-of-home care by criminal and paedophile gangs,
which I am sure horrified all members of this house and
all Victorians. We saw and heard reports of children as
young as 12 years of age being abused as part of that
process. The government has announced a package of
some $128 million to address the issue of vulnerable
children, effectively adding to the $90 million that was
allocated in the last budget, so it is an extra $38 million.
Many would say that is not enough. I do not wish to
head down a political path on this issue and I think it is
important to welcome any extra resources, but
opposition members highlight the need for further
resources in this area. One of the areas that is key is the
understaffing of residential care units and the
importance of providing enough staff to ensure that
these kids do not come into harm’s way.
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In relation to the bill, I am concerned that the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee has not addressed
in substance and in detail a submission made by the
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission on the impact of the bill on children’s
rights under the Victorian charter of human rights. It
has produced a detailed submission in which it points
out that not only does the minister’s statement of
compatibility tabled with the second-reading speech fail
to address all of the rights issues that are involved in
this particular piece of legislation but also that the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee has failed
to adequately discuss for the benefit of members all of
the impacts on this particularly important piece of
legislation. The detail provided in the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission
submission raises serious issues. I hope that either in
this house during the summing up or in the committee
stage in the other place the minister or the
government’s representative will be able to address the
concerns that have been very well put by the Victorian
Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission.
I also make the point that when it comes to the issue of
restraint and seclusion of vulnerable people and people
in disability facilities, this Parliament enacted
legislation — I think back in 2006 — that provides that
those practices have to have the oversight of an
independent body. In this state we established the
Office of the Senior Practitioner to oversee the use of
restraint on and seclusion of people with a disability,
which was a really good thing. It is a shame that that
position has been buried deeper within the Department
of Human Services and that it took such a long time to
replace the previous senior practitioner, but the office
does a good job. I would have thought it important to
consider how the Office of the Senior Practitioner or a
similar office might also lend itself to protecting the
rights of vulnerable children in out-of-home care. That
point is important to make — why you would have
adults with disabilities having the protection of the
Office of the Senior Practitioner when it comes to
restraint and seclusion and not have that same
protection afforded to vulnerable children in
out-of-home care leaves me at a loss.
In summary, while Labor does not oppose the bill,
opposition members will continue to raise their
concerns in relation to its impact on children in the
state’s care. We need to do much better in looking after
these children and ensuring their basic rights are
protected.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I thank the Leader of the
Opposition for his indulgence in allowing me to speak.
I rise to support the Children, Youth and Families
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Amendment (Security Measures) Bill 2013. The
purpose of the bill is to amend the principal act to
provide for security arrangements for secure welfare
services, to prohibit certain actions in relation to
children placed in an out-of-home care service,
including a secure welfare service, or in the care of an
out-of-home carer, to make amendments in relation to
the searches permitted in youth justice facilities and for
other purposes.
The objective of the bill is to ensure greater
transparency in the use of safety and security practices
within youth justice facilities, secure welfare services
and out-of-home care by providing for suitable
regulation monitoring and scrutiny. The bill provides
for the use of safety and security practices in secure
welfare facilities; provides for the use of searches on
visitors to secure welfare services, except for staff
members and members of the judiciary; provides for
the seclusion of a child in a secure welfare service in
specific circumstances; prohibits the use of physical
force on a child in out-of-home care or secure welfare
services, except in limited circumstances; clarifies and
amends search provisions in youth justice facilities;
provides for the seizure of contraband items considered
a risk to residents, visitors and staff under search
provisions in secure welfare services; and provides for
the disposal of certain seized items.
We have all gathered by now that this is pretty serious
stuff, particularly when we are dealing with young
people and such measures. The safety and security
practices in welfare services are very important,
because we have to deal with the safety of all of those
who are involved in these services.
In relation to the secure welfare services, the bill
provides for non-contact screening searches involving
electronic and mechanical devices to be undertaken by
a staff member of either gender on children placed in
the service and on visitors seeking entry to the service;
and frisk searches of children placed in the service to be
undertaken by a same-gender staff member. If
unclothed searches of children are required, they are
performed by staff of the same gender with the first
staff member being under the observation of a second
staff member.
In regard to youth justice facilities, three types of
searches are currently legislated for: formal, frisk and
strip searches. The bill amends the terms used to
describe these searches so that they align with the
searches outlined for secure welfare services — that is,
screening, frisk and unclothed searches. This will
amend existing overlapping search provisions.
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In regard to the management of children in both
out-of-home care and secure welfare services the bill
prohibits physical force except in limited circumstances
where reasonable force is allowed only to the degree
necessary to prevent children from harming themselves
or others or damaging property. The bill also prohibits
corporal punishment.
The bill is consistent with the Victorian government’s
commitment to strengthen the child protection system
to achieve better outcomes for our vulnerable children.
It identifies issues in relation to the practices at secure
welfare services. It is consistent with advice from the
Victorian Government Solicitor’s Office, which has
been involved in these changes.
There had to be extensive consultation on the bill. The
key out-of-home service providers, including
Anglicare, Berry Street Victoria, Salvation Army and
MacKillop Family Services were consulted regarding
the provision prohibiting the use of physical force, and
they were all supportive of the bill. The Commission
for Children and Young People also supports the bill.
That is the context of the bill. The bill provides for the
conduct, regulation and monitoring of safety and
security practices in relation to young people placed in
secure dwellings and statutory care. It contains a
number of safeguards to ensure that practices are
conducted in a manner that is compatible with the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities. What
we are looking at here is achieving a difficult balance.
We want these vulnerable children to be safe. The
vulnerable children strategy, which was released by the
minister last year, is about change. We all know that the
Ombudsman has identified measures that need to be
supported through legislation, and that advice is being
considered and acted on by this government.
Secure welfare services are specialist locked residential
services for children between the ages of 10 and 17
who are subject to the child protection system and at
risk of harm. The protection is designed to be short
term. The children entering the system are vulnerable in
a number of ways. They can have problems with
substance abuse, mental health or self-harm issues, or
be suicidal. These children are often disengaged from
existing available services. These are serious concerns.
Children are only admitted to secure welfare services if
the secretary or the court considers there is a substantial
and immediate risk of harm. Children are only placed in
these locked facilities for periods of up to 21 days, or
for up to an additional 21 days in exceptional
circumstances. When the children are admitted they are
usually accompanied by or conveyed by the police, and
they are in need of urgent help.
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Seclusion is another issue that needs to be dealt with.
Seclusion is only for very short periods and is subject to
regular monitoring. It is not meant to be punishment.
Seclusion is a last resort when all other reasonable steps
have been taken and the child’s behaviour represents a
risk to themselves, to others or to property. Instances of
seclusion are reported in a register and the period of
placement is no more than 24 hours.
How does all this work for children who have to be
transported from the country? As I understand it, the
only available units are two we have in Melbourne —
one is for males and one for females. I am informed
that their location is undisclosed, and I think we can all
understand the need for that. If a child or a young
person needs to be brought to Melbourne from a place
like Mildura, they generally come under police escort.
There are no cultural boundaries on this service. I have
a significant number of members of the Aboriginal
community in my area, and I sought advice from that
community about what happens with Aboriginal
children. They can be kept at the facility; however,
there is a service to provide for Koori-specific
attendees. It is provided by the Lakidjeka Aboriginal
Child Specialist Advice and Support Service. I know I
have got the pronunciation of Lakidjeka wrong — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CRISP — People who know better are
indicating that I definitely got that wrong, but I am sure
Hansard will spell it correctly for me.
These are important services for children who are in the
greatest of trouble. It is sad that some children are in
this much trouble, but they are, and we need to provide
safe and secure places for those children in difficult
circumstances. I am pleased that there is cultural
sensitivity, particularly for Aboriginal children, as there
is a high Aboriginal population in my electorate. With
those words, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I also rise to
support this important bill, the Children, Youth and
Families Amendment (Security Measures) Bill 2013. I
will start by saying that as a family man I strongly
believe that children and youth are our investment in
the future. I was fortunate to be brought up by caring,
loving and supportive parents, Kath and Frank
Delahunty. I have three sisters and two brothers. Even
though we have our differences of opinion — we have
even played on different football sides and that type of
thing — we are very close and we strongly support
each other. I am married to Judie. We have three sons,
three daughters-in-law and seven grandchildren. They
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are the delight of my life, and in my retirement I hope
to spend a bit of time with them, whether it be going to
the football, the cricket or the netball — —
An honourable member — Go Cats!
Mr DELAHUNTY — No, it will not be the Cats. I
hope it will be the Bombers! I am trying to highlight the
role of a supportive, caring family, and if we can do that
for our children and grandchildren, we can have a good
community. As a result of my life experience in
working in local government, as a member of
Parliament and in sport and recreation, and my
experience as a person who has been strongly involved
with my community, both in sport and other
community activities, I know there are very
disadvantaged children in the community. In this case
we are talking about those vulnerable children within
our community. It is a tragedy, and we need to work
with them, their families and their carers to give them
every opportunity in life, as many of us have been
given. This bill is important to help those people.
I want to start by saying that I commend the work being
done by the minister. I have sat with her at the cabinet
table for the last three and a half years, and I admire the
work she has done in her department, in her ministry,
and the passion she shows for this. Last week she spoke
at a forum at which community sector workers were
present and they applauded her for her knowledge and
support of the industry and her empathy with the people
she works with. I congratulate the minister on the work
she is doing. She is doing an unbelievable job, and I
hope that work will continue.
One of the first tasks we had as a government when we
came to power in November 2010 was to set up the
Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry,
chaired by Philip Cummins. Since then we as a
government have been working hard to improve the
protection of vulnerable children and young people. I
know the minister has bargained hard around the table,
and over the last three budgets we have invested over
$650 million in initiatives to protect vulnerable children
and their families. This includes more child protection
workers, so we are getting at that theme of more child
protection workers protecting more children more
often. But we are also establishing three
multidisciplinary centres — —
Mr McGuire — I have heard that before.
Mr DELAHUNTY — You have heard that before!
We have also established three multidisciplinary
centres, one in Geelong, one in Seaford — it was
formerly in Frankston — and one in Mildura, where
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Victoria Police work with child protection practitioners,
sexual assault counsellors and other services to provide
an integrated response to victims of sexual assault. I am
informed that three more multidisciplinary centres will
be established in Dandenong, Bendigo and Morwell
during 2015. Again, the minister is doing a lot of work
in this area, but as the Cummins report has highlighted,
we need to do more, and we need to do it better.
We have now reformed the child protection workforce.
We have also improved our accountability as a
government and as a community, and we are reforming
the processes in the Children’s Court. This is where
there have been major changes, including the passing of
legislation in June 2013 providing for more
child-focused and child-friendly court processes.
Thankfully I have not been through the court process
too many times, but I have witnessed it, and it is an
intimidating process. For a young person it must be
enormously intimidating. I commend the processes that
have been put in place by this government. We are
doing a lot of work in protecting vulnerable children.
We have also opened a school in the Melbourne Youth
Justice Centre at Parkville. I strongly believe that the
best way to provide opportunity for people in Victoria,
in any walk of life, is to give them an education. It does
not matter where you come from, if you get the best
education possible, you will be able to go on your own
career path and not fall back into needing support from
your family or the community. Education is vital for the
continuing development of a person, for the state and
for a nation like Australia. To have this new school in
the youth justice centre at Parkville will give the
children who go there the opportunity to get more skills
and more training and therefore a greater ability to get
jobs when they leave.
It is pleasing to say that only this week, on Tuesday, the
government released the out-of-home care five-year
plan, which is supported by a funding package of over
$128 million over four years. I really think that we have
not made enough noise about this. A lot of work has
been done and a lot of resources invested to be able to
support vulnerable children in our community. Again I
commend the minister and the government for the work
being done in relation to that.
If I can come back to this bill, we all know its objective
is to ensure greater transparency in the use of safety and
security practices within youth justice facilities, secure
welfare services and out-of-home care by providing
suitable regulation, monitoring and security. As the
Cummins report highlighted, we need to be a bit more
transparent in relation to that, so we are ticking that
box. The objective is also to enhance the safety,
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security and good order of Victoria’s youth justice
facilities and secure welfare services with clearly
defined search provisions for detainees, residents of
secure welfare services and visitors attending the
facilities within an explicit legislative framework.
The details of the bill are important, because it proposes
to amend the act to ensure that we protect the most
vulnerable people in our community. The current safety
and security practices in secure welfare services include
the use of search, reasonable force, seclusion and
confiscation of contraband objects that present a risk to
children and staff. We cannot emphasise enough that
this is about protecting not only children but also the
staff who work at facilities from what could be
problems in the future.
In regard to youth justice facilities, we have three types
of searches that are currently legislated. It is important
that we understand that. There are formal, frisk and
strip searches. The bill proposes to amend the terms
used to describe these searches so that they align with
the searches outlined in secure welfare services — that
is, screening, frisk and unclothed searches. The bill also
prohibits corporal punishment, and I know some people
have raised that issue in the Parliament today. The use
of any form of psychological pressure or any form of
physical or emotional abuse is not allowed. The bill is
consistent with the Victorian government’s
commitment to strengthen the child protection system
and to support young people, particularly vulnerable
children. That is why I am strongly supporting this
legislation.
I am pleased to have this opportunity, because as a
former shadow Minister for Youth Affairs I say again
that supporting our youth is an investment in the future.
The reason we are introducing this bill is to ensure that
safety and security practices undertaken in secure
welfare facilities and out-of-home care occur within the
explicit legislative framework we are bringing through
the Parliament today. These practices are consistent
with secure youth and welfare services. They are
considered essential for the safety and wellbeing of
children and young people within our facilities. A lot of
work has been done, and I congratulate the minister.
The reason this bill has come about is because it is one
of three key goals of this government’s Victoria’s
Vulnerable Children Strategy 2013–2022 — that is, to
improve the outcomes for children in statutory care.
Sometimes these children need protection for their own
sake. Sometimes we have to put them in these facilities
for the protection of their brothers and sisters, their
family or other people in the community. The bill
promotes this goal by ensuring that the safety and
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security practices occur within an explicit legislative
framework. Therefore we are not only protecting the
children but we have some transparency in terms of
how the processes are used in these facilities. There are
safeguards in place. I return to the first point I made:
our children and supporting our youth is an investment
in the future, but we need to have legislative
frameworks around protecting those vulnerable
children within our community. I strongly support the
bill.
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — I rise to speak on the
Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Security
Measures) Bill 2013. At the outset I say that this is a
very important bill. Children are our future, and it is our
job and responsibility to ensure that we protect them.
Overall the bill will ensure greater transparency in the
use of safety and security practices within youth justice
facilities, secure welfare services and out-of-home care
by providing for suitable regulation, monitoring and
scrutiny.
The bill will provide for the use of safety and security
practices in secure welfare services. It will provide for
the use of searches on visitors to secure welfare
services, except for staff members and members of the
judiciary. It will provide for the seclusion of a child in
secure welfare services in specific circumstances. It will
prohibit the use of physical force on a child in
out-of-home care and secure welfare services, except in
limited circumstances. It will clarify and amend the
search provisions in youth justice facilities. Finally, it
will provide for the seizure of contraband items under
search provisions in secure welfare services considered
a risk to residents, visitors and staff, and the disposal of
certain seized items.
Unfortunately when children are required to go into
secure welfare centres they are often placed in that
environment for a particular reason. Quite often the
centres accommodate 20 children at any given time —
there is a limit of 10 girls and 10 boys. They are there
for a period of 21 days and in exceptional
circumstances that period can be extended. However,
essentially the 21 days is what the courts consider to be
an appropriate time frame in which to break the cycle.
These children go into the facilities and they are there
to be protected from certain factors. Since the coalition
was elected the Cummins inquiry has reported on the
protection of children. We are certainly working
towards enforcing the recommendations and reforms in
that inquiry.
With regard to youth justice facilities there are three
types of searches currently being legislated for. One is
formal, one is frisk and one is strip searches. The bill
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will amend the term used to describe these searches so
that they will align with the searches outlined for secure
welfare services — that is, screening, frisk and
unclothed searches. This will amend existing
overlapping searching provisions, so the bill makes it
fairly clear.
With regard to the management of children in both in
and out-of-home care and secure welfare services the
bill prohibits physical force except in limited
circumstances where reasonable force may be used
only to the degree necessary to prevent children from
harming themselves or others or damaging property.
Consideration also has to be given to the fact that when
the children go into these secure welfare centres it can
be quite confronting and daunting because not only are
they going into a foreign environment but more
importantly they do not know what to expect and how
to behave. However, I am sure what they will know is
that they will be safe, secure and protected.
The bill also prohibits corporal punishment, the use of
any form of psychological pressure and the use of any
form of physical or emotional abuse. Sometimes when
we consider the terms of abuse we look at it from a
physical sense but we can also look at it in a mental
sense. Sometimes the mental sense can outweigh the
physical sense. As an adult or even as a community
citizen it is important that we take the responsibility
amongst ourselves. If we feel we have identified a
particular child at risk, in my view it is up to us to
actually do something about it rather than turn a blind
eye and let it go unnoticed because these children are
our future.
They are children often between the ages of 10 and
17 years, girls and boys. We know that girls are a little
more mature than boys when we are looking at growth
and development. We all grow mentally up until the
age of about 25. Clinical research supports that view.
When you are looking at children between the ages of
10 and 17 years, often they will be going through
puberty. There are a lot of challenges to be faced, not
only concerning the environment that they were in
previously but also the fact that they are being removed
to a safer place and the physiological things they are
dealing with. When you put all of that together, it is
quite challenging. Therefore it is important that the
government ensures we have really good, safe policies
in place to protect these children into the future.
The bill is consistent with the Victorian government’s
commitment to strengthen the child protection system
and achieve better outcomes for vulnerable children and
young people. In particular the bill aligns with
Victoria’s vulnerable children strategy and its key goal
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of improving outcomes for children in statutory care. I
also want to put on the record my appreciation of the
work done in this area by the Minister for Community
Services. It is a challenging field and on occasion it can
be quite confronting. A lot of work and consideration
by many people has certainly gone into the bill.
In 2012 the Department of Human Services restructure
saw the management of all secure services, including
secure welfare and youth justice custodial services,
placed under the northern division of the department.
The objectives were also to ensure consistent practices
where required, to pool management knowledge, skills
and expertise and to share services where it would
reduce costs and promote efficiencies.
It is important that we get that right. I have a health-care
background and have worked in mental health areas. I
understand the importance of the clinicians looking
after them — whether the patients be children or adults;
whatever care capacity they are in — having the
knowledge and skills to deal with those people in both a
physical and mental capacity. You need to look at the
individual holistically and ensure that they receive the
appropriate care they require at the point they need it in
the environment they are in, but also to facilitate and
offer support services post that period of time.
In this case it might be 21 days, but in extreme
circumstances the courts might decide to extend that to
another 21 days. While the management of both
services comes under the northern division, secure
welfare services and youth justice custodial services
have different legislative mandates and objectives that
must be maintained.
A secure services governance group consisting of
senior divisional and central officers from child
protection and youth justice is required to consider and
approve all new policy directions and practices to
ensure this distinction is maintained consistent with the
objectives of both services and differential needs of
young people placed in these services. While
therapeutic care is promoted in both services, the
primary role of secure services is to provide protection
to young people from substantial and immediate harm,
and this will be promoted through these provisions that
aim to ensure young people placed in secure services
are safe from further harm. That is a very important
point to make. No additional resources or funding will
be required to support implementation as each of the
secure measures are currently in practice. Specifically
no screening devices are required and all staff
responsible for implementing the proposed security
measures receive training in all practices upon the
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commencement of employment and prior to
implementing such practices.
The coalition government is making these changes to
ensure the safety of the youth in our care. There will be
greater transparency in the use of safety and security
practices within youth justice facilities, and it is always
positive to see the children come out of that care. Often
when the children go into the centres, under whatever
circumstances, they are treated and the ultimate goal is
to break the cycle. They then go back into their
environment, and it gives them a fresh outlook on life.
When they go back to school their learning capacities
will improve, their attitude towards respecting each
other and their parents and friends and the like will
improve, and ultimately these children will then get
back on track, and that is a fantastic thing.
As I have said, the children of Victoria are our future.
As a government, it is our responsibility to make sure
that we provide as safe and secure an environment as
we can for children. This legislation shows that we are
working towards protecting those children, which will
provide them with a good step forward in life. For some
children it might provide the opportunity to get back on
track and start moving forward, and that is a really good
thing.
In the limited time left I would like express my thanks
for the opportunity to speak on this bill. It is a very
worthy bill, and I commend it to the house.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise to speak on the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Security Measures) Bill 2013. We have
heard from many speakers in this chamber today that
children should come first. That is what this bill seeks
to address, particularly with regard to the most
vulnerable children within our communities. The
Minister for Community Services has done a terrific job
in her portfolio in protecting vulnerable children. This
is not the first bill on this issue that has come before the
house since this government was elected in 2010. A
series of changes have been put in place to ensure that
we seek to get things right. When you are dealing with
vulnerable children and children in care, there are
constant challenges. We should always address the
challenges that present themselves and consider ways to
make sure we do a better job. These challenges are
always put before us, but that is why we seek to
improve, so that we can ensure the best possible
outcome for our young people.
Since this government was elected the key development
in this area has been the Protecting Victoria’s
Vulnerable Children inquiry, which was chaired by the
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Honourable Philip Cummins. This was a
comprehensive inquiry that considered what had been
in place in this area and what needed to be put in place.
Since the report of that inquiry was handed down we
have set about ensuring that a number of the
recommendations of the inquiry have been put in place.
We have invested $650 million in initiatives to protect
children and families. This investment has led to an
increase in the number of child protection workers.
There has also been a significant investment in
out-of-home care, including $91 million in the 2013–14
budget alone. We recognise that the best place to keep a
child is in their home. However, if this is not possible,
children must be cared for in other facilities. We have
also established three multidisciplinary centres: one in
Geelong; one, which was previously in Frankston, in
Seaford; and one in Mildura. In these centres Victoria
Police work with child protection officers.
We have initiated a number of programs that have
allowed Victoria Police to work together in child
protection to ensure that there is sufficient support and a
comprehensive process in place when a child is facing
harm. One of the mechanisms that we recently initiated
is PACER (police, ambulance and clinical early
response) vehicles, which accompany people from the
Department of Human Services and Victoria Police.
These vehicles provide comprehensive support to kids
on the streets and ensure that support is there to deal
with mental health issues and other issues that young
people face. These are innovative programs for at-risk
children. There are also programs for at-risk mothers.
The programs support children from the cradle to
kinder and right throughout life, particularly as the
children move through the teenage years.
The Cummins report stated that we should not just do
more but that we had to do what we were already doing
better. Therefore we needed to reform the child
protection workforce, providing more senior workers
on the front line, and also providing support for junior
child protection workers. The report identified training
and recruitment as key elements. It was important to
determine who was working with our young people.
We improved accountability by establishing an
Independent Commission for Children and Young
People, which commenced in March 2013, and
appointing a commissioner specifically for Aboriginal
children and young people. This is the first appointment
of this type in Australia. Again, Victoria has led the
way. We also reformed processes in the Children’s
Court. Legislation passed in Parliament in 2013
provides for a more child-focused approach and
child-friendly court processes. We have also had
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Victoria Police and child protection working together to
reduce the sexual exploitation of children.
I want to focus on some of the ways we can provide
protection for these young people. This bill puts in
place security measures. It ensures greater transparency
in the use of safety and security practices within youth
justice facilities. It provides secure welfare services and
out-of-home care, providing suitable regulation and
monitoring for security. This is a focal point when it
comes to protecting our children. The bill also aims to
enhance the safety, security and good order of
Victoria’s youth justice facilities and secure welfare
services with clearly defined search provisions for
detainees and residents as well as of visitors attending
facilities within an explicit legislative framework. We
are protecting the most vulnerable members of the
community. We are ensuring that when there are
visitors to facilities proper search frameworks are in
place and that when visitors attend welfare services
there are those processes and that children are kept safe
from contraband and other things that would put them
at further risk.
We are providing for the seclusion of a child in secure
welfare services in specific circumstances. These are
important measures which are used only when all other
reasonable steps have been taken and at the point when
there is no other option but to seclude the child and put
them in this type of care. We have said that seclusion
cannot be used as a punishment. That is not what we
are using it for; we are using it for protection. It is
important to differentiate between the two.
We are prohibiting the use of physical force on a child
in out-of-home care and secure welfare services except
in limited services and we are also clarifying and
amending the search provisions in youth facilities.
Also, under search provisions, we are providing for the
seizure of contraband items considered a risk to
residents, visitors and staff in secure welfare services
and for the disposal of certain seized items. The
security and safety of kids is absolutely paramount, and
it is the expectation of all Victorians that when we put
children in care we have the utmost provisions and
processes in place to make sure those kids are safe.
There is no question that we will not get it right every
single time, but we should be aiming to get it right
every single time and to do our best. I want to touch on
that area in terms of the minister’s approach, because
she has focused on a proactive approach to dealing with
this situation and looking after our most vulnerable
kids. Right from the beginning, as she has said in this
house, she has had regular meetings with departments
and regular follow-ups, ensuring that there is regular
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reporting all the way through and, most importantly,
transparency. There must be transparency so that we
know what the situation is and can look at what to do
about dealing with and improving that situation.
Most importantly we have a five-year plan that
significantly improves the lives of children and young
people in residential care, a highly traumatised group
with multiple complex needs. We are talking about
capability issues. We are not talking about single
issues; we are talking about children who have quite
complex issues. Having a plan for a comprehensive
support mechanism that works in a therapeutic way to
support young people is what we are looking at
addressing, and we are addressing needs on an
individual basis.
I am currently involved in a committee inquiry into the
supply and use of methamphetamines, particularly ice,
and we are seeing situations in our community where
vulnerable young people are being targeted by the
worst perpetrators, who are pushing drugs on young
people and deliberately attacking our most vulnerable
youth. We have to be ahead of the game and ensure that
we are targeting perpetrators and hitting them with the
full force of the law to ensure that the kids who are
most vulnerable are supported and protected. We must
have every piece of legislation and every support
mechanism in place to ensure that we are looking after
our young kids. As I said, we will not always get this
right, but it is important that we focus every single time
on doing our best. I commend the bill to the house.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to contribute to the
debate on the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Security Measures) Bill 2013. As other
speakers have indicated, the overall objective of this bill
is to ensure greater transparency in the use of safety and
security practices within youth justice facilities, secure
welfare services and out-of-home care by providing for
suitable regulation, monitoring and scrutiny. Further,
the objective is to enhance the safety, security and good
order of Victoria’s youth justice facilities and secure
welfare services, with clearly defined search provisions
within an explicit legislative framework for detainees,
residents of secure welfare services and visitors
attending facilities.
Before going into the bill in detail it is important to
reflect on who this bill relates to. It relates to vulnerable
young people, who are often the product of social
disadvantage. In addition to putting in place measures
that deal with the back end of the problem — that is,
when people are experiencing difficulties and those
difficulties need to be addressed — we need to address
the causes. That is why in the electorate of Benalla we
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have taken a significant initiative in addressing social
disadvantage, which is one of the underlying causes of
young people ending up in this situation. I am pleased
to be involved with our Advancing Country Towns
project, because it has hit the mark. We have identified
where the people who need help are, and we are
working with them.
It is a community-initiated project and includes a focus
on young children between the first few weeks of life
up to kindergarten age. If those young children do not
get adequate stimulation, they are not prepared for the
education system, and once they fall behind they stay
behind and then become the vulnerable ones, the
disconnected ones and the ones who end up in the
youth justice system. We are attacking this issue at the
cause and putting in place a system whereby babies and
young children are provided with the opportunity for
adequate stimulation so that they are ready to learn
when they come into the education system. An
important part of this approach is to work not only with
babies but also with their mothers and fathers so that
they also develop as people, their self-esteem grows
and they are able to be role models for the young
people.
Another part of our project tackles another stage when
young people are likely to become vulnerable — that is,
the year 8 and year 9 disconnect stage. In Benalla we
have programs in place through the Advancing Country
Towns project to try to keep those young people
connected. We have a program for young girls that
involves them participating in a range of activities that
broaden their horizons. They have the opportunity to
learn about grooming and generally presenting
themselves, and they have broadening experiences. We
have a program in place to encourage young males and
females to broaden their experiences and aspire higher,
because in country Victoria we know that low
aspirations contribute to underachievement, which
contributes to people finding themselves in these
vulnerable situations.
Linking with all this is that we have in place a program
to provide part-time employment for 16, 17 and
18-year-old young people so that they can get a résumé
and understand the expectations of employers. They
can develop self-esteem, earn some money, approach
financial independence and generally progress as good
young people and therefore not end up in the youth
justice system.
I run a program called the Weary Dunlop Award,
which is made available each year to the 45 or so
schools in my electorate. It targets young people who
are confronting serious challenges in their lives but
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who, through persistence and resilience, are
overcoming those challenges. It is absolutely heart
warming to learn of some of the experiences our young
people are coping with. They are dealing with seriously
disadvantaged families, they may have learning
difficulties or they may have other illnesses and
challenges, but at the end of the day many of the young
people who win the Weary Dunlop Award show
remarkable persistence and resilience in overcoming
the challenges in their lives. We want to empower more
young people to have those qualities so that we have
fewer young people in our youth justice system.
Mention was made by another speaker about the impact
of ice and how, again, it is the vulnerable young people
who are more likely to be targeted by the dealers of this
heinous product. Only last week in Benalla we had a
forum that focused on ice, as you would be aware,
Acting Speaker, because you attended. It provided an
understanding of the impacts of ice, including the high
that is achieved through the stimulation of dopamine as
well as the low that follows and then the addiction. Ice
can absolutely devastate the lives of people who
become regular users. That forum was part of the
process of reducing the number of young people who
end up in our youth justice system and in more complex
care arrangements.
I particularly admire the workers and agencies that
make themselves available to deal with these difficult
cases. It is not easy, but the love and persistence shown
by the workers is truly remarkable. Locally we have
groups such as Anglicare Victoria, Berry Street and, a
particular favourite of mine, the Salvation Army, which
I hold in the highest regard. Peter and Heather Ellis lead
the local Salvos, and I am proud to be their patron each
year when they do their fundraising.
We have another group in Benalla that has done
amazing things in trying to reduce the number of
vulnerable young people who end up in these facilities,
and that is the Rose City Christian Life Centre. In times
gone by volunteers there ran a Friday night session
called Radical for God. They had a bus going around
picking up young people from their own homes, from
their mates’ homes or from the street and taking them
to the church. They would give the young people a
meal, a dose of religion and, most importantly, a big
dose of love. That worked well.
I remember a couple of the kids who went through
there who I became close to during one of my
campaigns. I have been very pleased to see one of them
in particular fight off the challenges. He actually
succumbed to the temptations that had put him in the
justice system, but he had strength. It was not only his
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own inner strength but also the support of others in our
community. It was a case of the village raising the
child. He is now a proud young man. He is in regular
employment, and he has a partner and a lovely young
baby. That is an example of addressing the issue of
child welfare by providing support in a broader
community sense, where the village raises the child.
That is not to say this is always successful. That is why
we have the youth justice system, and we have this
legislation coming through in an attempt to provide a
better set of arrangements for people who need to be
subjected to searches and other measures to ensure that
their wellbeing is protected and the wellbeing of the
people working in the system is protected.
I conclude by saying that this bill has been introduced
by the Minister for Community Services. I think she is
an outstanding minister. She is in touch and she has
compassion, but she also has a very logical approach
and an ability to identify the end point that she seeks to
achieve. She has the mindset, the passion and the innate
ability required to get the job done. I congratulate the
minister on getting this bill up as one of many pieces of
legislation which she has brought before this Parliament
and which, in general, we have all supported. With
those few words, I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — It is a great pleasure
to rise to speak on the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Security Measures) Bill 2013. I have
listened intently to the contributions of many members,
and it is very clear, if we did not already know, that
everybody in this chamber is intent on improving the
lot of children wherever and whenever we can. This
particular piece of legislation is obviously aimed at
specific children in certain circumstances. Those are
circumstances that we would all avoid if we possibly
could, and certainly the government is working hard at
putting in place measures that will prevent children
from getting into these circumstance in the first place.
This legislation is required because while children are
getting into these circumstances, they still need this
type of care. The government is very keen to provide
the care that is required in the best possible way. This
bill goes a long way towards improving the
circumstances of these children.
If you were to summarise the goal of this bill, you
would certainly say it is to improve the outcomes for
children in statutory care. That is something that we in
this house are all focused on achieving. Secure welfare
services are specialised, locked residential services.
They are a particular type of facility operated by the
Department of Human Services for the purpose of
providing secure short-term placement for children
subject to child protection involvement. Those are

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES AMENDMENT (SECURITY MEASURES) BILL 2013
Wednesday, 26 March 2014

ASSEMBLY

usually children aged between 10 and 17 who are in
substantial and immediate risk of harm. These are
extreme cases where kids not only require these types
of services but have also got into a situation where their
safety and wellbeing is at severe risk. They are placed
in these circumstances because of the requirement to
look after them.
There are a number of measures contained in the bill
that I will discuss. On first sight these measures would
certainly cause concern to anybody involved in this
area, but they are measures that all the experts have
recognised are needed. It is desirable to make sure that
we are able to do the best we possibly can for the
safety, health and welfare of children. There are a
number of measures, as I said. There are different types
of searches, including a screening search, which is
conducted with an electronic or mechanical device on
children and visitors to secure welfare services. They
are to detect things like drugs, cigarettes, weapons or
any other items that may be used to self-harm or to
harm somebody else. There is always clear signage in
these facilities for those who are there to visit or for
some other purpose indicating that they will be subject
to that kind of screening.
Frisk and unclothed searches of children are also
permitted upon admission or when there is a reasonable
belief that a child is concealing prohibited items. The
searches are conducted in a manner that supports the
child’s decency and privacy, and they do not involve
the examination of cavities. Many of these children
have been subjected to abuse, and that is all the more
reason to ensure that when these measures are required
they are carried out in the most respectful and least
threatening way for these children.
Anybody who has been through what some of these
children have been through would certainly be nervous
or anxious about what is happening to them. It is in the
hands of the experts to ensure that these procedures are
carried out in the most respectful way and with the least
possible harm but in the knowledge that the child may
in fact be concealing something that would be
dangerous to them and to others, thus recognising that
is a very important aspect of this bill.
The bill also provides for seizure of prohibited items,
which will be returned either to the child upon release
or to a visitor when they leave the facility or be
disposed of subject to proposed legislative provisions.
Clearly this provision provides the legislative
framework for conducting the searches used to find
particular devices, elements or substances.
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Therapeutic care based upon the process of building
relationships and engagement and boundary setting is
also the primary approach to working with vulnerable
children in secure welfare services. In exceptional
circumstances, where these strategies are not effective
in preventing a child’s behaviour from becoming
dangerous, is when the fourth of these elements comes
into play, and that is the use of seclusion in a secure
area. This might involve shepherding a child into a
place of safety or time-out for a period of seclusion to
enable the child to gain control over his or her escalated
emotional state. It is yet another measure that has at its
heart the protection of the child and ensuring that the
child is dealt with in the best possible way, given the
circumstances that confront the child and the child’s
carers.
The Children, Youth and Families Act currently sets
out the practice and the circumstances in which
reasonable force may be used, and that is within the
youth justice facilities. However, it does not currently
include provisions regarding the use of reasonable force
within secure welfare services or out-of-home care.
This bill provides that physical force by carers,
including corporal punishment or intimidation, is
prohibited in secure welfare services and more broadly
in out-of-home care. However, it will enable limited
circumstances where reasonable force may be used
should it be necessary to prevent children from harming
themselves or others or damaging property and is
deemed necessary for the security of the secure welfare
service or place where the child is cared for.
The practices of seclusion and reasonable force are only
to be used when no other option to resolve the situation
is available. That is a very important principle. These
measures could be considered extreme, but they are
only to be applied in circumstances where nothing else
can be done and then only in the best and most
reasonable way. The youth justice facilities detain
young people on remand and those found guilty and
sentenced to a period of detention. There are two youth
justice custodial centres located in Parkville and
Malmsbury. As can be seen, this bill aims to achieve
the best possible outcome for children and to ensure
greater transparency in the use of safety and security
practices within secure settings, which did not exist in
the past but which have been recommended. The
minister has taken this up and has led the way in
determining what a state should do to look after
children in care.
I thank the minister on behalf of the government for her
hard work, the enormous changes she has made and the
steps forward she has taken on behalf of this
government to ensure that children who are in these
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very difficult circumstances and are at significant risk
are treated in the best possible way and given the best
possible chance to recover from where they are, to stop
further harm being done to them and to help them to
start to recover and to repair their lives. It is also to
enhance the safety, security and good order of
Victoria’s youth justice facilities and secure welfare
services, with clearly defined search provisions for
detainees, residents of secure welfare services and
visitors attending facilities within an explicit legislative
framework.
The bill amends the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005. It provides for the safety and security practices in
secure welfare services and for the use of searches on
visitors to secure welfare services except for staff
members and members of the judiciary. It provides for
the seclusion of a child in secure welfare services in
special circumstances. It prohibits the use of physical
force on a child in out-of-home care and secure welfare
services, except in the limited circumstance I have
already described. It is very important that we clearly
understand that this is part of the government’s overall
legislative program for the protection of Victoria’s
vulnerable children.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise
this afternoon to speak in support of the Children,
Youth and Families Amendment (Security Measures)
Bill 2013. The main purpose of the bill is to amend the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to provide for
security arrangements for secure welfare services; to
prohibit certain actions in relation to children placed in
an out-of-home care service, including a secure welfare
service, or in the care of an out-of-home care service; to
make amendments in relation to the searches permitted
in youth justice facilities; and finally, to make other
miscellaneous amendments.
The overall objective of the bill is to ensure greater
transparency in the use of safety and security practices
within youth justice facilities, secure welfare services
(SWSs), and out-of-home care by providing for suitable
regulation, monitoring and scrutiny. A further objective
is to enhance the safety, security and good order of
Victoria’s youth justice facilities and secure welfare
services, with clearly defined search provisions for
detainees, residents of secure welfare services and
visitors attending facilities, within an explicit legislative
framework. From that we can see that the overall
objective of the bill is to enhance the protection
surrounding some of the most vulnerable members of
our community.
Before I go into the provisions of the bill in more detail,
I want to set a context for this legislation and examine
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the background to its introduction and outline some of
the coalition government’s achievements in the last
three or so years in the child protection area, because I
think it has been a problematic area. It is an area that a
lot of work has gone into and from which a lot of good
results have come as a result of that work. One of the
first tasks undertaken by the coalition government when
it came into office in November 2010 was to set up the
Cummins inquiry, or the Protecting Victoria’s
Vulnerable Children Inquiry. Since then a large amount
of work has been undertaken that has sought to improve
the protection of vulnerable children and young people.
I place on the record my thanks and congratulations to
the minister and her team on the huge amount of work
that has been undertaken to get to this point, not only
with this bill but also with a range of other bills that she
has developed. Importantly we need to note that over
the last three budgets the coalition government has
invested more than $650 million in initiatives to protect
vulnerable children and families. They include a range
of matters which I will touch on in just a moment. What
that tells everybody in Victoria is that this government
takes these matters seriously. It is also dependent upon
good financial management and a strong budget
position, because that is the only way that money can
be responsibly allocated to invest in these important
areas and gain good results for not only the people
involved in the system, as in this case, but also more
broadly for the community and the residents of
Victoria.
The importance of good strong economic management
cannot in my view be overstated. Some of that money
has gone towards increasing the number of child
protection workers. On that note, I congratulate and
thank those workers who are working in this very
difficult and challenging area. It takes a very special
person to work in this very tough and challenging
environment, and I take my hat off to the people who
do the work that is required in that area.
The government has also invested in out-of-home care,
with $91 million invested in the 2013–14 budget alone.
It has established three multidisciplinary centres located
at Geelong, Seaford — formerly in Frankston — and
Mildura, where Victoria Police work with child
protection practitioners, sexual assault counsellors and
other services to provide an integrated response to
victims of sexual assault. It is an important approach to
take in this very sensitive area so that there is an
integrated response. Three more disciplinary centres
will be established in Dandenong, Bendigo and
Morwell during 2015.
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The government has delivered innovative programs to
help young, vulnerable and at-risk mothers to
strengthen their parenting capacity, particularly through
the Cradle to Kinder program. For children
transitioning from out-of-home care there is the
Springboard program, which provides intensive support
for young people not engaged in education, training or
employment. There are specific programs targeted at
dealing with some of the more challenging aspects of
this section of the community.
Through the Adolescent Family Violence program the
coalition government has also invested money to work
with adolescents with highly sexualised behaviour or
who perpetrate violence in their homes. The Cummins
inquiry revealed that further improvements were
needed, and the government has been continuing to
work on implementing the improvements that are
needed to address the range of recommendations that
came out of that inquiry. The government has reformed
the child protection workforce with more senior
workers on the front line and more support for junior
child protection workers. As an aside, that support is
essential because without it you will not get longevity
from your employees. They have to be backed up with
resources and experienced personnel who have been
involved in this work area for a longer period and can
provide the wisdom that is needed for newer members
of the team.
The coalition has improved its accountability by
establishing an independent Commission for Children
and Young People which commenced in March last
year. It has also appointed a commissioner for
Aboriginal children and young people, and I note in
passing that that is the first-ever appointment of its type
in Australia. We are also reforming processes in the
Children’s Court, including through legislation passed
in June 2013 that provides for more child-focused and
child-friendly court processes.
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there was no school out there. Of all of the cohorts of
students you could have I would have thought it would
be most appropriate for the ones at that facility to attend
school. Clearly they could not be truants, given their
environment. I think that is a marvellous initiative and
it has resulted in terrifically improved outcomes for the
young people who find themselves in that situation.
Services Connect connects child protection services
with other services such as those dealing with family
violence, drug and alcohol and mental health issues.
There is a more coordinated approach to many of the
complex situations that come across the desk of
workers in those places. Yesterday the government
released the out-of-home care five-year plan, which is
supported by a funding package of $128 million over
four years. That is another outstanding initiative, but it
can only be done when the financial resources of the
state are appropriately sound.
There is a lot more I could say on a range of other
things the coalition has done, but I conclude by saying
that, importantly, this legislation is another tranche in
improving the very difficult and perplexing situation of
the numbers of children and other vulnerable members
of the community found within the youth justice
system. I heartily commend the bill to the house.
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — It is nice to be able to get
up and speak on the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Security Measures) Bill 2013 and to talk
a little about kids at risk. Unfortunately, due to
circumstances brought about by themselves, by their
families or through a lack of care they are in a position
where they come to the notice of community services
and they have to be looked after. Some of these kids
have brought some of their problems on themselves.
Often their parents have not looked after them properly,
but sometimes the kids have just got into bad company
and for that reason they find themselves coming to the
notice of the government.

Victoria Police and child protection personnel are
working together to reduce the sexual exploitation of
children and, as we all know, in the current day and age
that is an ongoing challenge in our community for
regulators and particularly for Victoria Police. We are
building our capacity to take a therapeutic approach to
assist highly traumatised and vulnerable children; not
just by caring for kids suffering from abuse and neglect
but by being proactive and seeking to improve their
resilience and capacity.

Kids are our future. They are people who have to be
treated with respect and certainly with care because
they are vulnerable. They are vulnerable when they go
into care because they could go the wrong way and
finish up in jail or dead. One of the problems with our
system is that if the department has not looked after
them properly during the time when they are in care,
there is then some concern about the government’s
ability to handle their treatment.

The coalition government has opened a school in the
Melbourne Youth Justice Centre at Parkville, and what
an important initiative that is. I visited the centre early
in my term in this place and I was staggered to see that

Of course there needs to be security for these kids,
particularly some of the ones who go into care, to
ensure that that they are not going to bring in drugs or
things that are contraband, if I can put it that way, into
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the security area. There are people visiting these kids
who could also want to bring drugs into the area. I
suppose I am diverting a little bit, but drugs are one of
those things that are probably part of or most of the
reason that these kids get into government facilities. It
may well be that it is not the kids but the parents who
are on drugs, and the kids find themselves either being
drawn into the drug world because of that or because
they have parents who do not care about them. We have
to ensure that once they are in secure premises,
particularly government ones, they will not be in a
position where they can bring drugs or other contraband
with them.
Some of the screening facilities that will be put in place
will be similar to what we have outside Parliament,
where they will walk through a machine and, if nothing
is found, that is fine, but if something is found then it
will be confiscated. There are procedures in the bill in
relation to what happens when items are seized. The
bill provides for the possibility of a person being
frisked. People could be asked to take off a coat and be
frisked by hand, down the outside of their clothing, to
see whether there are any concealed weapons such as a
knife, which is a concern. The bill also provides for the
possibility of the children themselves being in a
position to be what used to be called strip searched but
is now called an unclothed search.
These kids are in an area where the government has to
ensure that not only are they able to be searched, but
that they are searched in the right manner and treated
with respect during that time. It is important that the
kids are treated with respect. I know a lot of the kids
would not even care about the respect side of it, but
from the government’s point of view it is important that
there be dignity and respect relating to the way that
these kids are treated. In the future they will not all go
bad. The vast majority of them will find some direction
in their lives and they will get through the problems
they have and the reasons they were put into this sort of
security, and then they will understand what respect is
all about.
I remember many years ago in Wonthaggi when there
were a lot of kids who used to hang around. We called
them kids at risk. My office staff and I would go out
and talk to them. They used to sit outside the local
bakery where there were chairs and tables. The kids
would abuse the old ladies and old men who walked
past, and sit out there and drink. They would all be
smoking, swearing and carrying on. We took those
children into the office and had weekly meetings with
them. We just listened to what the kids wanted to talk
about. We found that most satisfying, and we treated
them with dignity and respect. A lot of those kids were
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kids at risk. A couple of them finished up in jail and
one of them, if I remember rightly, died, but with a
number of the others we were able to turn them around
and help them make a success of their lives.
We had two groups, Wonni Youth and Youth Alight,
and we used to get involved with those two groups of
kids, talk to them and listen to them. We were never
dictatorial in the way we spoke to them, but we listened
to what they said and it was quite interesting. What they
wanted was just somewhere where they could hang out,
somewhere to go where they were not at risk on the
streets. At the end of the day, with the assistance of the
Wonthaggi Hospital, we bought a former indoor cricket
centre. We raised money and the kids helped to raise
the money. We used to run music festivals and the kids
worked on the gates, and would sell the drinks and
food. We were in a position where any money that was
made went back into providing the facilities for the
kids. At the end of the day we spent about $25 000 or
$30 000 rebuilding the centre. We put in consulting
rooms, a kitchen and music rooms where they could go
and learn. Then other kids, not the kids at risk but other
kids in the community, wanted to get involved and they
came along as well. The difference that made to the
kids we called kids at risk was to help them to find
some direction in life and some normality, and it made
a big difference to their lives.
In relation to the legislation that we are putting in place
there have been a number of changes over a period of
time. I congratulate the Minister for Community
Services for what she has done. She was not prepared to
just sit back and leave things the way they were. If she
saw improvements could be made, she made those
improvements. The Ombudsman raised some issues,
and the recommendations made by the Ombudsman
have been carried out. The bill is part of those changes
that were necessary. I say again that the importance in
all this is that the kids are treated with respect and
dignity. If we do that, it will give them some direction
in life. If they are treated properly, in time they will
understand and appreciate what the government is
trying to do. It does not matter which government is in
place, whether it is a Liberal coalition government or a
Labor government, we all understand the importance of
treating these kids with some respect to ensure that they
have safety and security and will not become
vulnerable to danger from some of the strange
characters that tend to hang around these places.
I congratulate the minister on the legislation which has
been put together. It is important that the minister keeps
up the good work that she has been doing. She has
watched and when she has seen that there is a need for
change she has been prepared to bring issues before the
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government and before the Parliament to ensure that as
members of Parliament we understand the need and
reasons for change. I can only congratulate the minister
again on what she has done and repeat that she should
keep up the good work.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Security
Measures) Bill 2013. I have said before in the house
that the community services portfolio has to be one of
the hardest portfolios, if not the hardest portfolio, to
deal with. We all know that previous ministers found it
very difficult. Over the past three and a half years we
have all seen how well the current minister has
performed in her role of making sure that we deal with
some of the issues around child protection and the
protection of young people. Other members have said
that children are our future, and I believe that is true.
We need to make sure that we do whatever we can to
look after them.
I think it was the member for Lowan who spoke about
his upbringing and how good it was. Most people in
this place would know that I have 10 sisters and that I
am the only boy in the family. Recently I counted —
and I have to count, because I have so many — the
number of nieces and nephews I have. My parents have
22 grandchildren and 4 great-grandchildren, so we are a
very large family. I recall speaking about child
protection during a debate on another bill. It is not easy
talking about child protection, especially when you do
know what you are talking about and there are issues
affecting your own family. As I said, my parents have
10 daughters, 22 grandchildren and
4 great-grandchildren, and it is unfortunate for me to
admit that my family has had issues through the
circumstances of some of my sisters. These situations
can be difficult for everyone involved. From my
personal perspective and from the government’s
perspective, it is always difficult to deal with some of
these issues.
This bill is about ensuring greater transparency in the
use of safety and security practices within youth justice
facilities, secure welfare services and out-of-home care
by promoting suitable regulation of monitoring and
security. Most members have spoken about these
matters and about what effect they can have on children
in the child protection system, in youth justice, in
secure welfare services and in out-of-home care. I will
speak about what we have done as a government to
make sure that children who are in need of assistance
are looked after. I have some personal experience with
some of these issues, and as a member of this
government I am very proud of what we have been able
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to achieve to make sure that we look after those who
are the most vulnerable in our community.
I note that when we first came to government the
former Premier, the member for Hawthorn, asked the
current minister to set up the protecting Victoria’s
vulnerable children inquiry, known as the Cummins
inquiry. It was important to carry out that inquiry, and I
am proud of the fact that I am a member of the
government that did so. Now we are undertaking to
implement all of that inquiry’s recommendations and to
tick them off to make sure that vulnerable children are
looked after. Since that inquiry the government has
been working hard to make sure that vulnerable
children are protected.
Over the last three budgets the coalition government
has invested more than $650 million in community
services initiatives, including funding to employ more
child protection workers — an important initiative. I
put on the record that I have experience of child
protection services, not in Victoria but interstate.
Working in child protection can be very difficult for the
people who work in those services. They become
stressed, and I am sure that child protection workers in
Victoria are stressed or have been stressed in recent
years. We need more child protection workers in the
system to reduce stress and to ensure that those who
need protection are protected — that is, the vulnerable.
The coalition government has invested $91 million in
the 2013–14 budget alone for out-of-home care and has
established three multidisciplinary centres — in
Geelong, Seaford and Mildura — with Victoria Police
to work with child protection practitioners, sexual
assault counsellors and other services to provide an
integrated response to victims of sexual assault. Three
more multidisciplinary centres will be established in
Dandenong, Bendigo and Morwell during 2015.
The coalition government has also delivered innovative
programs to help young and at-risk mothers strengthen
their parenting capacity through the Cradle to Kinder
program; for children transitioning from out-of-home
care through the Springboard program, which provides
intensive support for young people who are not
engaged in education, training or employment; and for
work with adolescents who have highly sexualised
behaviour or who perpetrate violence in their homes
through the Adolescent Family Violence program.
I think it was the member for Benalla who said that
these issues cannot be dealt with through the child
protection program. A more holistic program is needed,
so that the whole of government and the whole of
society can look out for children and set them on a good
path. I listened to the story told by the member for

MENTAL HEALTH BILL 2014
948

ASSEMBLY

Benalla, which I thought was a quite uplifting story of a
personal circumstance. The member for Bass also
talked about his personal experiences with at-risk
youth.
I look at my personal circumstances and consider how I
am able to be standing in this place. I think it was
through government assistance with education and
through youth sporting organisations providing
assistance and support through a network. They
encourage people with some ability to excel in areas in
which they have an interest. As a government we need
to continue to encourage that. The whole area is not just
about locking up kids in youth justice or putting kids
into secure welfare services to protect them from
themselves and others. It is about doing what we can do
as a government to improve society as a whole and to
make sure that we look after and assist those who in
need of support.

3.

Clause 145, line 14, omit “year.” and insert “year; and”.

4.

Clause 145, after line 14 insert —
“( ) a summary of any amendments made during the
financial year to the standards, guidelines or
practice directions issued by the chief psychiatrist
that may impact on the performance of
electroconvulsive treatment on young persons; and
“( ) the number of young persons (irrespective of
whether the young persons were patients) who
received one or more courses of electroconvulsive
treatment at a designated mental health service
during the financial year.”.

5.

(a) states the number of young persons
(irrespective of whether the young persons
were patients) who received one or more
courses of electroconvulsive treatment at a
designated mental health service; and
(b) provides details of the clinical outcomes for
those young persons resulting from receiving
one or more courses of electroconvulsive
treatment.

I thank opposition members for taking a bipartisan
approach to this legislation. Politics can be a dirty
game, but I do not think that anyone in this place or in
the wider community would try to use these issues for
particular gain. I thank the minister for the work she has
done over the last three years, and I commend the bill to
the house.
Debate adjourned on the motion of Mr PALLAS
(Tarneit).
6.

Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 4, line 18, after “preference” insert “, gender
identity”.

2.

Heading to clause 145, omit “Annual report of” and
substitute “Reports submitted by”.

()

The report referred to in subsection (3) must not
include any information that may identify a person.

()

Sections 140 and 141 apply to any information or
document gained by, provided to, or created by, the
chief psychiatrist in the course of preparing the
report referred to in subsection (3) as if that
preparation were a clinical practice audit.

()

Within 14 sitting days after receiving the report
referred to in subsection (3), the Minister must
cause a copy of that report be tabled in each House
of the Parliament.

()

In this section —
young person means a person under the age of
18 years.”.

Debate adjourned until later this day.

Council’s amendments

Clause 145, after line 18 insert —
“( ) The chief psychiatrist must submit a written report
to the Minister before 1 November 2019 in relation
to the period starting on 1 July 2014 and ending on
30 June 2019 that —

The government is doing a lot to try to improve access
and standards for at-risk youth and for children
throughout the child protection sector. I have said many
times that child protection is not an easy area, and I
commend the minister for all the work she has done. I
also commend opposition members who are lending
their support to this bill and who in general have lent
their support in this area. We have taken a bipartisan
approach to these matters. I do not think anyone in this
house would deliberately use issues concerning
children and young people as political tools.
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Clause 220, line 21, omit “must, as far as practicable”
and insert “must”.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental
Health) — I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

I thank all members who have contributed to the debate
on this important piece of legislation. Both in this place
and in the other place there has been a cooperative,
frank and positive debate. It reflects the importance of
the Mental Health Bill 2014 that the debate has been

MENTAL HEALTH BILL 2014
Wednesday, 26 March 2014

ASSEMBLY

conducted in such a constructive way. It is also good to
note that all sides of the Parliament are supporting, or
not opposing, the legislation, and that all sides have
complimented the work done, the structure and the
intent of the legislation. That is a tribute to many
people, including the dedicated staff in my department,
who have put so much time and effort into this bill.
I acknowledge that many of those staff members are in
the gallery to see what I hope will be a historic and
positive conclusion with this bill’s passage through the
Parliament this afternoon. I pass on not only my
heartfelt thanks to all of them as minister but
importantly the thanks of members of the broader
community, including people with a mental illness,
who will benefit from the hard work they have carried
out. I particularly want to recognise Pier, Emma and
Louise, but everyone in the team has played a very
important role.
As a result of discussions with the community, with
members in this chamber and in the other place, and
with patients, carers, advocates and others, the
government moved amendments in the other place to
make minor changes to the bill. Those amendments are
now with us for our consideration. I thank the Leader of
the Opposition, the shadow minister, who is in the
chamber, and the member for Frankston, with whom
we have discussed the amendments and with whom we
have engaged as we resolved the amendments that were
to be put. I will take a moment to go through the
amendments briefly.
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ECT. The government considered this matter carefully
and decided that it is appropriate to require specific
reporting on the performance of ECT on young people
as proposed by the opposition.
The amendments made to the bill in the other place
require the chief psychiatrist to prepare a written report
annually on the number of young people under 18 years
of age who received one or more courses of ECT at a
designated mental health service. In addition the chief
psychiatrist will report on any amendments made
during the financial year to any guidelines or practice
directions issued by the chief psychiatrist that may
impact on the performance of ECT on young people.
Furthermore, the chief psychiatrist will report on the
clinical outcomes for young people resulting from ECT
treatment from 1 July 2014 to 30 June 2019. An
amendment obliges the chief psychiatrist to submit this
report to the Minister for Mental Health before
1 November 2019. The minister of the day will then be
required to table the report in each house of Parliament
within 14 sitting days of its receipt. Requiring the chief
psychiatrist to report on the performance of ECT on
young persons will improve transparency and provide
reassurance to the community about the safety of ECT
in the treatment of young people with a serious mental
illness.

One amendment will ensure that people are not
provided with compulsory mental health treatment
solely because they identify with a particular gender
identity or fail to identify with a particular gender
identity. In particular I thank the member for Prahran
for his advocacy on this issue. I also thank the Gay,
Lesbian, Bisexual, Transgender and Intersex Health and
Wellbeing Ministerial Advisory Committee, which
provided advice on this matter as well.

Community visitors are a vital of the consumer
protection mechanisms in the existing act and remain a
vital part of this bill. I add my voice to those of many
others in this Parliament in praising the work of
community visitors. The final amendment to the bill
made by the other place removes the words ‘as far as
practicable’ from clause 220 to ensure that there is no
suggestion that the government does not expect health
services to provide all reasonable assistance to
community visitors. The amendment addresses the
concerns raised by community visitors and the public
advocate. We wish them continued success in their vital
role of protecting patients and improving mental health
services.

Electroconvulsive treatment (ECT) is regarded as a
valuable and effective mental health treatment for some
mental illnesses. Its effectiveness in treating a variety of
mental health conditions has been long established.
Indeed it has the potential to be a life-saving treatment
for some. The Victorian branch of the Royal Australian
and New Zealand College of Psychiatrists has provided
its support for the treatment, advising that a prohibition
on ECT for young people would remove a potentially
life-saving form of therapy and certainly one that can
bring relief of significant mental health suffering.
However, the government recognises that there remains
some significant community concern about the use of

The coalition government is grateful for the considered
debate and discussion which has led to these
amendments being proposed. I have been impressed
with the diligence and thoughtfulness shown by all
members on this important piece of legislation, and I
have been touched by the members who have used this
debate to also put forward their personal experiences.
The bill has been an example of the Parliament working
well to deliver a much better mental health legislative
framework, which subject to the bill’s passage through
the house today and the Governor’s assent will begin
delivering better care and outcomes to people living
with mental illness, their carers, their families and all of
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our communities. The bill is building better mental
health care for Victoria, and I am pleased to commend
the amendments to the house.

empower clients, who are patients — which is an
appropriate term in some contexts — their carers and
loved ones.

Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I am
also pleased to make a brief contribution on the
amendments moved by the minister. By way of brief
general commentary, as we said during the principal
debate when the bill first came before this chamber,
mental health, mental wellbeing and mental illness are
everybody’s business. As a community we are all
touched in many different ways but undoubtedly we are
touched profoundly by mental illness in the Victorian
community. It is appropriate that we pause to reflect
and provide some commentary on and praise for those
who have long agitated for and worked extremely hard
to deliver a new legislative framework that is about
protection and balance and that ensures that the most
vulnerable in our community are appropriately
provided for, with protection, with empowerment and
ultimately with good health. These are fundamental
issues. They are about human rights. They are about
that best of measures of the civility and decency of a
community — that is, how we provide for, protect and
empower the most vulnerable.

This is a very important day, and we should pause and
reflect on that. The minister should be congratulated for
her leadership in this, as should the previous minister
and the many fine public servants from the Department
of Health. I am well acquainted with that department,
which every day demonstrates that in Victoria we have
a public service that is a true servant of the Victorian
public. We do not often say that, and we should perhaps
say it more often.

This is an important day, marking a new legislative
framework, subject to the Governor’s agreement, as the
minister said. I am very pleased to be able to indicate
that the opposition will not oppose these amendments,
as it did not oppose them in the other place, because
they do enhance the bill. They do not go quite as far as
we would have liked in one particular area, and I will
make some moderate and brief comments about that.
Setting aside the notion of informed consent,
mandatory or involuntary treatment needs to be
properly balanced and have a robust framework. That is
at one end of the debate. More broadly the obligation is
on the state to provide the best, most caring and
therapeutic of environments.
This Parliament has come so far in terms of the
consideration of mental illness and the mentally ill. One
wonders what John McGrath, a former Nationals
member for Warrnambool, would think today, having
stood in this great chamber all those years ago, asking
people to walk with him on his and his family’s
journey. What would he think on a day like today,
when we are writing a new chapter, a new framework,
for those in our community who are touched by mental
illness? One wonders what our colleague from the other
side of politics, Neil Cole, a former member for
Melbourne, might think of these amendments, this new
act and this process, where there is not just a heightened
awareness of people’s entitlement to care towards
mental health but of our obligation to respect and

I did promise to be moderate and brief. Let me go to
electroconvulsive treatment (ECT). I do not think the
government and the Labor Party are at odds on the
principal issue that this is a vexing, uncomfortable and
confronting issue. It is very difficult for us to
contemplate and provide for a circumstance where a
child under the age of 12 years could need and then be
administered electroconvulsive treatment in involuntary
circumstances. That is a very challenging concept to
come to terms with.
We moved an amendment in this place which was not
successful, and I accept the will of the house. We
moved that amendment again in the other place, but we
then did not oppose the government’s amendment,
noting that while it is, in our humble judgement,
inferior to the amendment we moved, it is still an
improvement on the provisions put forward originally.
We do not believe it addresses the issue raised as
thoroughly or as completely as our proposed
amendment would have. That issue was principally to
require the chief psychiatrist to provide a report two
years after the commencement of the act. That is two
years after 1 July, noting the commencement as
indicated by the minister, both in the second-reading
speech and consideration-in-detail stage of the bill. That
report will have to be provided in relation to the number
of ECT courses undertaken by young people and the
details of any discomfort and side-effects. The
amendment we put forward was a better way of dealing
with this complex, challenging and confronting issue
because it would also have required that report to be
tabled in Parliament, with the inclusion of
recommendations that the minister felt appropriate on
ECT and children.
It was not a sunset clause as such, but it would have
required us to in effect remake these provisions. We
would have had to have a discussion and debate and be
a little better informed about what had occurred over
that two-year period and what ought to occur for the
future. I do not want to confuse the debate any further.
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This is a better set of arrangements than was originally
proposed by the government. I just make the point that I
would not be at all surprised if we were to revisit this
matter in a future Parliament, noting how challenging,
confronting and important it is for us to get the balance
right. There are many in our community — in fact all of
us, I think — who find this a confronting area of
clinical practice, and regardless of party politics we
should all be vigilant in making sure that the
appropriate checks and balances are in place,
particularly for our youngest and most vulnerable.
I am a parent, and many of us in this place are parents. I
have three children at home in the age group we are
talking about, and the notion of highly skilled clinicians
coming to an agreement that the best course of action,
the most appropriate therapeutic intervention, for
children that age is a course, or many courses, of ECT,
is not easy to deal with. We need a robust framework in
place. These amendments are an improvement, but I
would not be at all surprised if we needed as a
Parliament to come back to these issues in the future.
So we are not opposed to clause 145.
Clause 220 is in relation to the, as always, elegant
presentation of the public advocate, in which she
indicated that there was a deficiency in the drafting. We
think it is appropriate that that change has been made
and we do not oppose that either. We were supportive
of those changes in the other place. There are then some
sensible and appropriate issues around the inclusion or
exclusion of gender identity, with a more appropriate
treatment of those issues that are legitimate and are of
concern to many in the community. In fact all
fair-minded people should be concerned about these
issues, and we commend the government on moving
that amendment.
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many others — who during the course of their lifetime
will experience a mental illness. That is our challenge.
This framework gets us closer to that aim, but our
obligations are much broader than just the statute book.
Our obligations are to the most vulnerable — to
empower them, to protect them and to serve them, and
that is what we should recommit ourselves to today.
I congratulate and thank the minister for the very
constructive way in which she engaged with me, with
my office, with the shadow minister and with the
parliamentary Labor Party on this bill. I think that
because of the subject matter and the approach we have
taken we been able to have a really constructive,
well-informed, meaningful debate on a topic that is
very close to my heart and is relevant to all of us as
parliamentarians and as Victorians. I commend the bill.
I also commend better treatment, better provision and
better outcomes for those in our community who
experience mental illness, for their loved ones and for
those who care for and protect them.
Mr SHAW (Frankston) — I will keep my
comments fairly brief because the bill has been debated
quite a bit in this house and in the other place. I want to
touch on the political debate rather that the bill itself. A
couple of weeks ago the Leader of the Opposition
introduced an amendment which I thought was a very
good one. There was a bit of pressure on a number of
people to have that brought forward, and I spoke to the
Minister for Mental Health who assured me that this
would be looked at sensibly. On her word I voted for
the bill, and she kept her word, so I thank her for that.

In closing, as I said in the second-reading debate, the
framework is critically important. The rights, the
responsibilities, how we empower clients and the
obligations on us as a community to provide for them is
critically important. This is an important day for our
Parliament and for our community and for those who,
without the support of Parliament, would never get the
life opportunities they are entitled to. However, we
have to move this debate beyond just the framework, as
important as it is, and we must all join together and rise
to the challenge that so many have laid down in far
more elegant terms than I have in this place and in other
places.

A good outcome has prevailed outside the political
hoo-ha that was happening at that time. It may not have
been fully to the opposition’s liking, but it went a long
way towards it. The amendment proposed by the
Leader of the Opposition was based on a concern for
the protection of children, and I think the bill will do
that by protecting children further by being extended
for an extra five years. No doubt in time this bill will
come back to Parliament to be looked at again because
it is a sensitive subject when we are talking about
children and the electroconvulsive treatment, or ECT,
they are being subjected to. On that note, given the
sensible debate between the opposition and the
government, I also commend the bill to the house. I
also thank the minister’s staff. Ben Harris was very
good when dealing with me, as was the minister, so I
thank them both.

The challenge is about delivering on outcomes and not
having a debate about inputs or even the framework. It
is about whether as a community we can better provide
for those in our community — the one in five and so

Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I also rise to
make a brief contribution to the debate, and in so doing
I note that this is a historic moment for the Parliament.
It is the conclusion of a very long process which I
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suspect has taken some four or five years, and perhaps
it ought to have been, given that we were updating the
oldest piece of mental health legislation in the country.
Echoing the comments made by other speakers — the
minister, the Leader of the Opposition and the member
for Frankston — I think the debate on this bill has been
a very respectful debate. There is a lot of commentary
in terms of how this place is conducted, particularly by
the public who perhaps make their observations
through what they see on television at night, relating to
what occurred in question time, but much of the debate
on this bill has been absolutely respectful and well
informed, and it is a credit to those members who made
a contribution.
I also commend the Minister for Mental Health and the
government. It would have been easy for there to have
been a decision to change this legislation quite
substantially on what they inherited, but they did not do
that. I also acknowledge the Leader of the Opposition,
who has played a very constructive role in terms of his
contribution on this debate, and also the shadow
minister in the other place, Gavin Jennings, for his
contribution, and of course I acknowledge all the other
members who spoke on the bill as well.
I want to talk briefly on amendment 6 to clause 220
regarding the powers of community visitors and a
change that has been made that maintains their power.
This is an important point to make. It ought to be noted
that the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human
Rights Commission made a submission to the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee of Parliament
which talked about the essential role of community
visitors and raised some legitimate concerns about how
the wording in this bill could potentially weaken their
power.
There was also a contribution in the Age newspaper on
15 March by Henrietta Cook, in which Colleen Pearce,
the public advocate, was quoted and talked about the
concern of the advocate about the potential impacts of
having the words ‘as far as practicable’ in the bill.
Again to the credit of the Parliament, particularly given
the valuable work of community visitors, those words
have now been struck out and replaced with the word
‘must’. I think that is a very important change. It has
been supported in both houses because it maintains the
appropriate checks and balances. It ought to be noted
that last financial year community visitors conducted
more than 1300 visits across more than 120 facilities
and had 68 mental health community visitors do that
work.
Community visitors do a fantastic job. It is not an easy
job — the welcome mat is not always put out for them
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as they arrive. However, this bill will now be enacted
and their work will continue without impediment. I
acknowledge the respectful and well-informed way this
debate has been undertaken in Parliament. I look
forward to the enactment of the bill. It will mean so
much to consumers of the relevant services, the carers,
all the dedicated men and women who work in the
sector and the stakeholder organisations that do a
terrific job, often in pretty difficult circumstances. This
bill will carry them a long way, and I wish the bill a
speedy passage.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — I also rise to
support the amendments to the Mental Health Bill
2014. I will focus my contribution on one amendment
in particular, which relates to the transgender
community. The relevant provision is in clause 4,
which defines a mental illness. Subclause 2 has a list of
provisions which are considered not to be mental
illnesses, and 2(d) states:
that the person expresses or refuses or fails to express a
particular sexual preference or sexual orientation.

The amendment inserts after the words ‘sexual
preference’ the words ‘gender identity’, and this has a
very significant impact on the lesbian, gay, bisexual,
transgender and intersex (LGTBI) community.
I want to talk briefly about the support of the Napthine
government for the LGBTI community. I am very
proud to be part of this government and certainly proud
to be part of the Liberal Party, which was the party that
in the early 1980s under Rupert Hamer decriminalised
gay sex. This government has been particularly
concerned with addressing LGBTI issues. That is not to
put down the bipartisan efforts of both parties over
many years, but the Liberal-Nationals coalition should
not be shy about making it clear to the public what we
have done in this space, and it is significant.
I will run through a few of the coalition government’s
achievements. Funding relating to addressing the
premature ageing of people with HIV has been
provided by the Minister for Health in line with the
coalition’s election commitments. There has also been
specific funding from the Minister for Mental Health
for Minus18, which I am particularly proud of.
Minus18 was started by a young bloke who organised
functions for same-sex-attracted kids so that they would
feel welcome and have a place in which to express
themselves. It was totally self-funded. The Same Sex
Formal has grown out of that. The organisation is now
properly funded. It has a board and it provides fantastic
support for same-sex-attracted kids. The statistics tell us
that people who are same-sex attracted are five times
more likely to attempt suicide. The work that is done at
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the front end in addressing some of the inclusion issues
for same-sex-attracted kids is very important.

the Minister for Mental Health on issues in relation to
transgender in the Mental Health Bill 2014.

Funding for the Safe Schools Coalition Victoria was
commenced under the previous government and it has
been further funded by this government. Another
initiative is PRONTO!, which provides rapid testing for
HIV, which initiative the Minister for Health brought
back from the International AIDS Conference last year
and was able to instigate in Victoria. I understand
Victoria is the first place where such a facility has been
established in Australia. This is a public health issue as
well as a personal issue for people. The more people
who are tested, the fewer infections there will be in the
community. Condoms in prisons is another initiative of
this government.

I recall prior to being elected as the member for Prahran
having a community meeting with the then shadow
Minister for Health at the Windsor Castle Hotel in
Windsor. It was a small meeting — a niche meeting —
aimed particularly at transgender issues. That is the
hallmark of this government and of the minister’s
responses. He has been particular about educating
himself in all facets of his portfolio, as has the Minister
for Mental Health. As a result of that meeting, the then
shadow minister met a woman named Sally Goldner,
who is a transgender person — —

I am particularly proud of the announcement by
Premier Napthine at Midsumma this year that the
coalition government would expunge the convictions of
people who were convicted of gay sex prior to its
decriminalisation. This idea grew out of a book by Noel
Tovey that somebody handed to me at Midsumma a
couple of years ago. I was very moved by his
experiences of being arrested and locked up in
Pentridge Prison for confessing to participating in gay
sex. I was shocked to learn that those convictions still
stand and that he and many other men carry those
convictions. From a mental health perspective as well
as a practical perspective, it is a great impost on their
lives, and I was very proud to turn up to Midsumma,
stand by the Premier’s side and hear him announce that
the coalition government will expunge those
convictions. I understand the legislation is likely to be
introduced later this year.

Mr NEWTON-BROWN — The member for
Richmond says she is a great woman, and indeed she
does great work for the transgender community. It was
her lobbying on that night that led to the Zoe Belle
Gender Centre being funded.

The acronym ‘LGBTI’ is commonly used. It stands for
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex.
However, not many people understand what the ‘T’
stands for. Most people think of transgender as being
synonymous with drag queens. There are some
transgender people who are drag queens, but it is not
synonymous with them. The definition of someone who
is transgender is a person whose sense of gender
identity differs from expectations given their body at
birth. It is not a choice; it is the way people are born.
This presents specific problems for the way people see
themselves and the way they interact within the
community.
Transgender Victoria does a great job in assisting
transgender people to fit in with the community and to
deal with the issues they need to deal with. I understand
that the Minister for Health had input from his
ministerial advisory committee on health and that Mike
Kennedy and Brenda Appleton advised both him and

Mr Wynne interjected.

In conclusion, the effect of the amendment is to make it
clear that being transgender is not a choice. More
importantly, it is not a mental illness either, and that is
significant. The amendment makes it crystal clear that
gender diversity can never be seen as a mental illness. I
commend the amendment to the house.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to make a brief
contribution on the amendments to the Mental Health
Bill 2014. In doing so, I commend the tenor of the way
that these amendments have been debated in the house,
and the way in which the bill has been addressed by the
government and indeed by the opposition. I commend
my colleague the Leader of the Opposition for his
eloquent and deeply felt contribution to the debate,
which demonstrated the sense with which we as the
opposition have come to this bill — that is, with a real
sense of trying to achieve the best outcome.
It is in that context that I mention that this bill has had a
lengthy gestation. It has spanned two parliaments. It
was commenced by my colleague the member for
Bellarine when she was a minister and was then taken
up by the new Minister for Mental Health, the member
for Doncaster, who is at the table. The minister further
enhanced the bill and ensured that it went through
another consultation process soon after her appointment
as minister. She has moved this bill along with the
community. The great secret of this bill is that it has
been a lengthy process to get us to where we are now.
The opposition put forward some amendments to the
bill during the last sitting week. I watched the minister
carefully as we dealt with those amendments. I do not
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wish to verbal the minister but I suspect that in her heart
she was attracted to the amendments the opposition
moved and that she may well have considered those
amendments and taken them on board at that time. I
understand that she needed to take further advice in
relation to those amendments, but essentially these
Council amendments are the guts of what the
opposition was seeking. We are grateful that these
amendments were passed in the Council.
I thank my colleague Mr Jennings, a member for South
Eastern Metropolitan Region in the Council, who is
observing these proceedings from the gallery, for the
counsel he provided and particularly for informing us
about some aspects of this bill that, as the Leader of the
Opposition eloquently articulated, are quite
confronting. There is no question about that. Many
people find electroconvulsive treatment (ECT)
confronting. As I indicated in my contribution to the
second-reading debate, I sought the counsel of senior
people in the mental health field and psychiatrists
practising in the field.
Not surprisingly, as the minister would know, I also
sought the counsel of my dear friend and comrade Neil
Cole, a former member for Melbourne, who is a
fantastic advocate on behalf of people with a mental
illness. I remind the house of the extraordinary courage
of Neil Cole, who was the first member of Parliament
to declare himself as a person suffering from mental
illness. It was an extraordinarily courageous thing he
did at a time when it would be fair to say people did not
necessarily understand or empathise as well as they do
now. People have been on a journey to a better
understanding of mental illness, and in a courageous
way my friend Neil Cole stood up and said, ‘Yes, I
suffer from mental illness, yes, I am a member of
Parliament, and yes, I struggle with these issues on a
daily basis’. It is real for him and for many people.
I acknowledge Neil here today as we acknowledge
John McGrath, a former member for Warrnambool, and
the dreadful journey his family has had to take, with the
tragic death of one of his children and the battle of
another child with mental illness. We think about them
today, but we also think more broadly about the one in
five people who suffers from mental illness. This bill
will go a long way to supporting them and ensuring that
we have in place an appropriate legal framework to
support them through that journey.
In that respect I acknowledge that the ambiguous
aspects of gender identity are being addressed by these
amendments. Gender identity is not a mental health
issue. I had the honour of working as parliamentary
secretary to Rob Hulls, a former Attorney-General, on
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the extraordinary reforms undertaken to end
discrimination against these people and I met with
many of the people the member for Prahran mentioned.
Sally Goldner is one of the most courageous people I
have ever met. The gay, lesbian, bisexual, transgender
and intersex community is well served by these
amendments.
The members of the transgender community are the
bravest people I have ever met. Many of them are going
through transition, and we know some of the crime
statistics around the abuse the transgender community
confronts on a daily basis. It is an extraordinarily brave
act that members of this community show us every day
when they get out there and proudly say, ‘This is who I
am, and I’m going through transition and gender
reassignment’. As a Parliament we should stand with
them, and we are doing that today. We are saying to
transgender people, ‘You do not have mental health
issues, and you ought to be respected in this bill’. Along
with many colleagues across the Parliament, I deeply
respect the bravery of the transgender community.
Finally these Council amendments provide for
appropriate checks and balances when dealing with
ECT and young people. I recall from the briefing that
was provided to us that ECT has been used for young
people only three or four times in the last 12 months.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr WYNNE — It is only once, the minister
informs me, for a person under the age of 18.
Nonetheless, whether it is used once or a number of
times, we ought to have appropriate checks, balances
and reporting mechanisms in place so that the
information comes before the Parliament and we can
look at these issues in a bipartisan way and be better
informed. ECT is confronting for people, but from the
briefing provided by my colleague Mr Jennings to the
shadow cabinet and from my own investigations I
understand that ECT does have therapeutic outcomes,
particularly for people suffering deep psychosis or in a
deep depressive state. It does have some therapeutic
outcomes for them. It is part of a broader strategy of
therapies that are available to mental health
professionals, and it is used in a way that has
appropriate checks and balances.
With these amendments, which essentially capture the
concerns of the opposition in relation to the use of ECT,
reporting mechanisms and the addressing of gender
identity issues, this is a better and more robust bill.
Ultimately, as the Leader of the Opposition said, this
has to be about the people who are suffering from
mental illness. It is a better bill as a result of the
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interventions that have occurred in the upper house and
in the debate today. The opposition supports these
amendments. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I will keep my comments
on the Mental Health Bill 2014 and the Council’s
amendments brief. I want to focus on clause 145 and
the great work that has gone on. People in the
community do not necessarily see some of the great
work that is done in this Parliament and the
bipartisanship that can be shown, as has been the case
with this bill. The opposition, the member for
Frankston and the government have come together on
this bill to make sure we get a better outcome for
people who have a mental illness.
I think it is great what we have been able to do. I
understand that if we had followed through with what
the opposition recommended in its amendment, because
of the small number of people who undergo
electroconvulsive treatment in that age bracket it may
have led to the identifying of those patients or clients.
This particular time frame has been chosen so that there
will be less chance of identifying those people. I want
to put it on the record that that is one of the main
reasons we went with a five-year time frame rather than
the two-year time frame that the opposition suggested.
I commend the minister, the opposition and all of those
in this house who have contributed to this debate, and I
put it on the record that I think it is fantastic that we
have been able to get an outcome that is better for
everybody. I commend the amendments and the bill to
the house.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I want to
acknowledge the constructive nature of this debate and
the historic result that we are going to achieve today. I
would like to begin by acknowledging the member for
Bellarine for all the work she did on this issue in the
early days; the minister at the table for her hard work in
bringing the issues together; the Leader of the
Opposition for the amendment he put on the table,
which was important to me and to a number of others in
this debate as well; and the shadow Minister for Mental
Health, Mr Jennings, a member for South Eastern
Metropolitan Region in the upper house. This was an
ongoing debate between the houses, and in the end I
think it has been brought together well, and that is to
the credit of the minister as well as members on both
sides of politics.
One issue that is still of concern to me relates to
scrutiny, accountability and compliance. There is no
fail-safe system for doing this, and I acknowledge that,
but I would argue that the best system is one where
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there are regular reports to the Parliament, where
members representing communities across the state can
speak on those reports and where the fourth estate can
report on them and provide analysis. I say that against
the background of the Betrayal of Trust report and the
fact that in the past we have in good faith given trust to
reputed organisations and the results have not lived up
to our expectations. That is why the move from an
optional to a mandatory position has been important.
With those words, I would like to commend the bill and
the amendments to the house.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Mental
Health) — This is an opportunity to have the last word
in relation to what has been an incredibly constructive
debate. To follow the very eloquent words of the
Leader of the Opposition, at its heart this is about
people with a mental illness in our community. It is
about reflecting, acknowledging and respecting their
rights, their capacity and their ability to make decisions
about their own treatment and care, and ensuring that
their families and carers, their dependent children and
the broader community are reflected in the legislation,
which at its heart is about making a difference for
people with a mental illness.
This is a historic day, I believe. Many people have
made a very significant contribution to the bill,
including, once again, the department. The consultation
that commenced was chaired by Ben Bodna, and I
know he would be very proud of where we are today. I
acknowledge Julian Gardner, who took on that role. I
also have to acknowledge the work that has been done
by my office, which has been incredibly constructive;
our legal expert panel; the opposition and members of
both houses, including the Independent member; and
everyone who has come together to make a
difference — and this will make a significant difference
for people with a mental illness in Victoria. I commend
the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(DISCOVERY, DISCLOSURE AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 February; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — It gives me pleasure
to rise and indicate that the opposition will not be
opposing the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Discovery, Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2014
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and, moreover, that I will endeavour to conclude my
contribution in time for the joint sitting. This bill is
about as exciting as its title would suggest. It makes
amendments to the Civil Procedure Act 2010 in regard
to the case management powers of the courts in relation
to discovery and disclosure. The ostensible purpose of
those changes is to reduce the expense and duration of
civil matters, especially in the case of large-scale
matters where there are large numbers of documents
that need to be discovered or potentially may be
discovered. There is already a large degree of judicial
discretion in relation to many of the matters that are
contained within this bill, but the stated intention of the
bill is to give judges more definitive powers in respect
of discovery. However, those powers are facilitative
rather than mandatory in their application.
In regard to the specific provisions contained within the
bill, in large part those matters are well canvassed in the
second-reading speech. Judges will be able to direct
parties to identify the issues in dispute. I intend to come
back to this point in regard to the setting of directions in
a few moments. Judges will also be able to set limits
and rules for discovery as they consider appropriate in
the circumstances. Sanctions will be applicable for the
failure to comply with those discovery obligations or
for engaging in conduct which the court considers to be
intended to frustrate, delay or avoid discovery.
Where there is the consent of the parties, the court will
be able to order that all relevant documents be
discovered, even if they might not ordinarily be
discoverable under existing rules, and that will be
dependent on whether the court is comfortable that
those particular documents can be reasonably identified
and easily located, amongst other matters. There is no
intent, the opposition has been told, for existing rules of
privilege to be compromised. Privileged documents
will still be able to be excluded as a consequence of the
passage of this legislation, and the element of consent,
which has been incorporated, is designed to prevent the
unfair application of the power that is granted.
Courts are also going to be able to require the party
requesting discovery to bear some or all of the costs
involved, and that will be particularly the case if the
merit of the discovery application has not been
established or made out. As has been suggested by the
minister in the second-reading speech, sometimes the
cost of discovery is enormous; sometimes the scope of
these discovery applications is very wide and
significant resources need to be applied by the party
that is required to undertake the discovery in order to
comply with the application. In those circumstances, for
the court to have the discretion to order some kind of
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recompense to the party which is required to undertake
the discovery makes sense.
There are also some amendments in regard to parole
breaches, specifically allowing police to arrest
individuals who are suspected of having breached
parole. That is, as the opposition understands it,
designed simply to clear up any confusion about and to
provide clarity around those powers where there has
been some confusion or lack of clarity to date.
The bill allows for the names of sexual offence victims
to be used in the administration of community
corrections orders, parole orders and sentences of
imprisonment. As members are aware, there are some
prohibitions and limitations on the manner in which the
names of sexual offence victims can be used and
published. It is not the intention of the law for that to
become something that can be broadcast, but for those
who need to administer various provisions under the
Corrections Act 1986 and other legislation, victims
need to be properly and appropriately identified, and
the bill makes allowance for that.
Going back to the matter of the requirement for parties
to identify issues in dispute, members may well recall
that one of the first acts of the Baillieu government was
to amend the Civil Procedure Act 2010 to remove from
the statute book the changes made by the Brumby
government in 2009–10 in relation to the requirement
for parties to undertake alternative dispute resolution
(ADR) or mediation prior to litigation. Those reforms,
which were introduced by the Brumby government
under former Attorney-General Hulls, were a direct
consequence of the Law Reform Committee inquiry in
2009 that made a recommendation that proceedings
ought not be commenced until ADR processes had
been considered. That recommendation found its way,
in a form, into the Civil Procedure Act in 2010, with a
requirement that parties undertake a rational and very
limited amount of prelitigation dialogue before
commencing litigation. It was a common-sense
provision, but it was repealed by the then Baillieu
government prior to ever having been implemented.
Before its effective start date, before the then
Attorney-General ever gave it a chance, it was repealed.
Following on from that, the government in 2012
implemented a whole range of other changes to the
Civil Procedure Act in regard to costs. These changes
were completely opposed, not just by the Law Institute
of Victoria but by the Victorian Bar, the Labor Party
and the Greens party in the Legislative Council as well.
But the government charged on with the changes
regardless. They were changes that went to the question
of disclosure, which, as the law institute and the bar
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council said at the time, put in jeopardy the interests of
less well-resourced clients and put in jeopardy matters
of legal privilege. Those changes to the civil procedure
rules were roundly opposed and condemned by the
profession.
The government implemented a range of changes in
2012 in regard to civil procedure over the objections of
the legal profession, having implemented changes in
2011 which killed off any chance of sensible and
appropriate prelitigation dialogue occurring before the
proposed changes ever had the chance to be brought
into effect. We say that the requirement that parties
identify issues in dispute before those matters get to
trial is a half-baked and belated recognition by the
government that it should have allowed those changes,
which would have seen a bit of prelitigation dialogue
occur between parties, to at least take effect and to see
how they would have reduced the length and the
severity of litigation rather than simply abolishing them
before they ever had a chance to come into effect.
The opposition supports the notion of judges being able
to direct parties to identify issues in dispute and for
judges to be able to set limits and rules relating to
discovery as appropriate. But it is our view that those
changes are the poor cousin of the changes that were
put into law by the Brumby government in 2010 and
killed off by the Baillieu government in 2011 before
they ever had the chance to act upon the civil justice
system and before they ever had a chance to improve
the civil justice system to reduce delay, to reduce cost
and to reduce some of the contention that exists in the
system today. It is our view that had those changes been
allowed to come into effect in July 2011, as they were
originally planned to do, they would have already made
an impact on cost, on delay and on the level of noise,
disruption and disquiet in the civil justice system. It is a
shame that those changes were repealed before they
came into effect in 2011, but we think that these
changes that are being — —
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr PAKULA — I am trying to get us through to
6.15 p.m., but I can sit down in a moment, if the
minister would prefer.
In the absence of those changes, the provisions in this
bill are a minor improvement on the situation that exists
now. In the interests of the notion that any
improvement is a worthwhile improvement, the
opposition will not oppose the bill before the house. I
commend it to members on that basis.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! The time has arrived for this house to meet with
the Legislative Council in this chamber for the purpose
of sitting and voting together to choose a person to hold
the seat in the Legislative Council rendered vacant by
the resignation of the Honourable Peter Hall. The joint
sitting will conclude at an appropriate time for the
dinner adjournment, so I propose to resume the chair at
8.00 p.m.
Debate interrupted.
Sitting suspended 6.20 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(DISCOVERY, DISCLOSURE AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms Asher — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, it
is a cause of great alarm to me that not one single
member of the opposition is present in this chamber.
One member of the opposition has now walked into the
chamber, but not one single member of the shadow
cabinet is in this chamber. Perhaps, Acting Speaker,
you might guide the house as to whether this has ever
happened before, that not one single member of the
opposition was present when the house resumed at
8.00 p.m. after the dinner break. Even now, when
people can hear me on the speakers in their rooms — I
am assuming they are working in their rooms — not
one single member of the opposition frontbench has
turned up to this chamber after dinner. I think it is a
disgrace, Acting Speaker, and you may wish to
comment on it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
I do not wish to comment. I call the member for
Sandringham.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I am pleased
to direct and confine my remarks at the outset to the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Discovery, Disclosure
and Other Matters) Bill 2014. There are a number of
specific reforms under this bill that relate to civil
litigation amendments. The bill introduces additional
case management powers for the courts in relation to
discovery. At the outset I would also like to make a
comment on what discovery is and why it is important.
For the record, discovery is an important process used
in civil litigation by which one party can obtain from
another party documents and information relevant to
the issues in dispute. The process generally involves the
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exchange of listed relevant documents, followed by
inspection of those documents by the other party.
Discovery is a process aimed to facilitate fact finding,
avoid trial by ambush and allow parties to assess the
strengths and weaknesses of their cases, which
encourages settlement. The discovery process also
seeks to ensure that the court receives all relevant
evidence so that it can do justice between the parties.
The reforms under the bill in the house tonight were
considered by the Civil Procedure Advisory Group,
which is chaired by the Chief Justice of the Supreme
Court, and comprises senior members of the Supreme,
County and Magistrates courts, the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal, the Victorian Bar, the Law
Institute of Victoria, the Federation of Community
Legal Centres, Victoria Legal Aid and the Australian
Corporate Lawyers Association. Representatives from
the Commercial Bar Association of Victoria also
participated in preliminary discussions about the
reforms. The advisory group is supportive of the bill. In
particular several Supreme Court commercial judges
and the Commercial Bar Association consider that the
new powers will be helpful in managing an effective
discovery regime in large cases.
The detailed provisions include that the courts are given
the power to order or direct that parties consult and
prepare a statement of the key issues in dispute in the
proceeding. The statement could be used in relation to
pretrial processes, including discovery, or for the
conduct of a proceeding at trial.
The courts may also direct that a party pay to another
party a specified amount in relation to costs of
discovery in any manner considered appropriate by the
court, including in advance of the discovery process;
that a party, by direction, must provide all documents in
their possession or control which relate to the issues in
the proceeding, subject to the consent of all parties and
to appropriate safeguards to protect privilege claims;
and that a party provide an affidavit which sets out the
volume, manner of arrangement or storage, type or
location of discoverable documents, or information
about the party’s document management processes
more generally. The deponent of the affidavit or
another appropriate person can be examined orally in
relation to the matters dealt with in the affidavit.
The cost of litigation has been a matter which has
preoccupied the decision-making process in courts for
hundreds of years. A number of examples in legal
literature amplify the concerns of members of the
community regarding delays in the legal process.
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A number of years ago an Irish litigation solicitor spoke
at a judicial administration conference in Australia. His
name was Michael O’Mahony, and he presented a
paper on legal knowledge and the role of judges. He
categorised judges into nine types, including the gentle
judge who, while lacking experience, is full of
enthusiasm; the quiet judge; the pragmatic judge; the
witty judge, before whom litigants were often
concerned at the preposterous spectacle of highly paid
counsel engaging in courtroom hilarity; the lawyer
judge; the intrusive judge; the impatient judge; the
authoritarian judge; and the intellectually challenged
judge — who is apparently without deep talents or
judicial learning. At the conference another person
presented a paper and stated that he had never met a
bad judge — not one — but he had met a number who
had considerable room for improvement. The role of
judges also becomes important in the adjudication and
the management of proceedings to ensure that there is
no loss or waste of time.
Many large tier 1 law firms in Melbourne are involved
in litigation, and many aspiring law firm partners at
tier 1 level undertake their articles at tier 1 firms. There
was a time when an allocation of responsibility for a
poor articled clerkship may have involved a
three-month rotation working on affidavits of
documents, and where their job in large commercial
litigation disputes was to prepare an affidavit for
submission to a court. It was tedious, painstaking and
time-consuming work which may not have directly
contributed to the decision-making process if the
documents, and the time and cost spent preparing them,
were not germane to the matters in dispute. I reiterate
that one of the focuses of the discovery process and the
powers being given to the courts is to try to further and
better refine the issues in dispute so that they can be
wisely adjudicated upon.
In relation to legal costs, there is a story of a lawyer
who bequeathed his estate to the local madhouse with
words to the effect of, ‘During my lifetime I earnt my
fees from idiots, and in making this bequest I only
make fair restitution’. The comment illustrates in some
ways the point of the magnitude of time and legal cost
involved in litigation. The bill before the house has an
important objective — that is, the expeditious
resolution of cases so that time will not be wasted. I pay
tribute to the Attorney-General for his oversight and
judgement in bringing the bill to the house.
The bill allows a court to order that parties prepare a
statement of the key issues in dispute in the proceeding.
The question might arise: how can this statement be
used? The answer is: a statement of issues can be used
for the purpose of both pretrial processes, such as
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discovery, and for the conduct of a proceeding at trial.
For example, a court may order that discovery be given
based on the issues set out in the statement, or may
order that the statement be used for the purpose of
determining questions of relevance at trial. A statement
of issues does not displace the function of any
pleadings in the proceeding, which will continue to
define the issues for judicial determination.
An article dated 7 February appeared under the name of
the Attorney-General, and I would like to record a
number of the remarks he made under the headline
‘New law to simplify document disclosure in civil
litigation’. The Attorney-General is quoted as saying:
The Australian Law Form Commission recently reported that
discovery is often the single largest cost in commercial
litigation and costs and delays associated with protracted
discovery processes can amount to a huge public cost.

He goes on to note:
The bill is further evidence of the coalition government’s
commitment to ensuring that Victoria has a first-class civil
justice system that provides fair and efficient justice …
The coalition government recognises that the focus in
litigation should be on resolving the real issues in dispute and
not on the potential cost and complexity associated with the
procedures involved in having a dispute heard at court.

In more recent times I am familiar with a matter
involving legal determination where a person involved
in business needed to assert his legal rights. There was a
significant cost impediment to the assertion of those
legal rights but a couple of barristers at the Victorian
Bar and a family law firm in Melbourne — and by
family law firm, I mean a law firm of a few partners
who are members of the one family — took on, at
significant cost to themselves, the advocacy and
preparation of legal documents to advance a person’s
rights. They did outstanding work. The reforms in the
bill make the operation and execution of justice fairer.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — It is a pleasure to speak
briefly on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Discovery, Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2014. It
is always a pleasure to follow the member for
Sandringham, because his contributions are always
considered and usually measured. I have a slightly
different opinion to the member about the motives
behind the bill, but certainly not about the substance of
his contribution.
The bill has a number of aspects, a principal one being
about improving the discovery process of documents in
civil cases. The bill provides for additional powers to be
given to judges to order documents in the case of a
dispute, and that is good; opposition members have no
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problem with that. Having said that, parties seeking
discovery documents will have to pay an appropriate
cost. It is like a price of peace fund when it comes to
paying for the discovery of documents.
Importantly a judge will have the power to require
parties to disclose the basis of their case to other parties,
which is sensible. No-one in Victoria — maybe a few
lawyers — wants to see unnecessary civil actions that
have little basis in merit or justice proceeding through
the courts at great personal expense to the litigants and
to the state of Victoria.
The measures in the bill seem reasonable, but I differ
from the member for Sandringham on its basis. In the
opinion of opposition members, the basis for the bill
harks back to 2011, when in its exuberance the
government got it wrong. Government members got it
wrong by killing off Labor’s civil reforms and the
changes that we put in place for the logical and
reasonable operation of civil cases in Victoria. We put
those reforms in place, but they did not have a fair go to
get established and to see how they worked. We argued
that these arrangements needed more time. They
needed to be — —
Mr Clark interjected.
Mr HERBERT — The Attorney-General is
mumbling over at the table, but he knows the facts and
the truth about this case, which is that his government
got it wrong. The government should have allowed
more time for Labor’s reforms to the court process to
be implemented. It is a really simple issue. We had a
process for parties to go down a non-litigation pathway
in terms of the discovery of issues to get everything out
on the table and have the chance to work out their
resolutions without the need for very costly and
time-consuming legal recourse. We all know that under
this government the courts are absolutely
chock-a-block.
It is not just jails that are full or the pseudo prisons
made from shipping containers that people are kept
locked up in; people are waiting for hours in vans
outside the courts because they are jam-packed. The
courts are under enormous pressure. Labor had
addressed this issue. The Attorney-General was just
putting a notch on his belt by knocking back these
reasonable Labor measures before they had a chance to
be put in place, but the government made a mistake. It
really buggered up the court system.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
The member for Eltham may wish to consider his
language.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (DISCOVERY, DISCLOSURE AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2014
960

ASSEMBLY

Mr HERBERT — I do not think there was
anything wrong with what I said, Acting Speaker, but I
take your point; I am always happy to take the advice of
the Chair. The truth of it is that the government mucked
it up — it really messed up the reform process for
party-political purposes simply because they were
Labor initiatives — causing enormous grief. It now
faces the problem of the courts being jam-packed. The
system is not working. Litigation is taking up time and
bogging down the courts, so the government has
introduced this bill. We support it, just as we supported
the initiatives we brought in. It is a pity that with these
sorts of operational matters, such as the way our courts
operate, we cannot have a bipartisan approach. Maybe
that is because it is a new government that does not
know what it is doing. It said, ‘We’re going to throw
out whatever Labor did and bring in new initiatives’,
without even looking at the consequences of its actions.
The measures in the bill are reasonable. The bill should
not be here, because there is absolutely no doubt that if
the government had not thrown out Labor’s initiatives
in 2011, the court system would not be bogged down
and the government would not have needed to bring in
this legislation. Many of the civil matters that should
not come before the courts — which should be resolved
before court action — would have been resolved, and
we would not have the bill here today. Having said that,
I am pleased to say we are not opposing the bill. I
welcome other contributions to this debate.
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a contribution to debate on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Discovery, Disclosure and
Other Matters) Bill 2014. The bill contains civil
litigation amendments and other justice legislation
amendments. It amends the Civil Procedure Act 2010,
which we are all familiar with, to introduce further case
management powers for the courts in relation to both
discovery and disclosure. It aims to ensure that courts,
parties and legal practitioners use appropriate tools to
reduce the costs and delays associated with the
discovery process. This is important within our court
system. As the member for Sandringham said a little
earlier, disclosure can be an expensive process. We are
trying to streamline this process to cut costs and move
things through the court system in a far more timely
fashion.
The bill will also amend the Corrections Amendment
(Breach of Parole) Act 2013 regarding police arrest and
investigation powers and custodial decisions for breach
of parole and any reoffending that may occur. It also
amends the Corrections Act 1986 and the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act 2009,
which I will talk about in a little while, to make it clear
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that certain information can be disclosed to administer
those acts and the Sentencing Act 1991.
The bill allows the court to order that parties prepare a
statement of the key issues in dispute in the proceeding.
A statement of issues can be used for the purposes of
both pretrial processes, like discovery, and the conduct
of the proceeding at trial. For example, a court may
order that discovery be given based on the issues set out
in the statement or may order that the statement be used
for the purpose of determining questions of relevance at
trial. A statement of issues does not displace the
function of any pleadings in the proceeding, which will
continue to define the issues for judicial determination.
The bill also allows the court to order a party to provide
to another party all documents in their possession or
control which relate to the issues in the proceeding.
This means that the documents are provided on the
basis that privilege is not waived, which preserves a
party’s right to claim privilege in relation to any
documents they may have provided. A party can
exclude privileged documents prior to production at
their own expense. However, the party may also elect to
provide all documents in their possession to the other
party. That will save them the time and money
associated with reviewing the documents for privilege.
As I said earlier, in this whole situation it is imperative
that we try to improve timeliness and save money
where possible.
I would like to touch on the amendments to the
Corrections Amendment (Breach of Parole) Act 2013.
The government continues to make substantial changes
to the parole system. We are proud of the changes we
have made since we came to government. Division 2 of
part 3 of the bill amends the Corrections Amendment
(Breach of Parole) Act 2013 regarding police
investigation powers and custodial arrangements for
breach of parole and reoffending. In June last year the
government introduced that act, creating a new offence
for breach of parole and a new arrest power for police
for that offence, which has a commencement date of
1 July this year. It is part of the changes I was talking
about a little earlier. The amendments made by the bill
relate to police powers to arrest, question and
investigate a suspect who is in custody for a breach of
parole offence and any reoffending that may have
occurred. The bill aims to clarify that police officers do
have the power to question and investigate a suspect
who is in custody for both a breach of parole offence
and any other offence at the same time, including if the
suspect is arrested using powers under the Crimes Act
1958 or any other act or law.
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Furthermore, the bill clarifies that if parole of a suspect
is cancelled during an investigation, police have a
reasonable time to complete the investigation while the
suspect is in custody without the need to obtain court
permission, in relation to both a breach of parole
offence and any reoffending. That again streamlines
this whole process so cases can move through the court
system in a much clearer and more timely manner.

the adult parole board; the person can only be released
if the courts, bail justice or police and the adult parole
board decide that they should be released. Even if the
courts order that the person be released, the person
cannot — and I stress, cannot — be released from
custody until the adult parole board decides not to
cancel parole or orders that the person cease to be
detained for breach of parole.

The bill makes it absolutely clear that if a court, bail
justice or member of police decides to release a person
from custody, the decision does not take effect until the
Adult Parole Board of Victoria orders that the person be
released or decides not to cancel their parole. For
example, when a person is arrested for an offence
punishable by imprisonment, such as theft, and is
suspected on reasonable grounds of committing a
breach of parole offence, once the suspect is taken into
custody by police the person may then be questioned or
investigated. The bill makes it clear that while that
person is detained the person may be questioned for
both breach of parole and any offence or reoffending at
the same time. This facilitates the conduct of the
ongoing interviews and investigations that need to
continue on.

I want to very briefly touch on discovery and disclosure
amendments. Discovery, as I have mentioned, is an
important process in civil litigation by which one party
can obtain from the other those documents that I spoke
about earlier. The process generally involves that
exchange of lists of relevant documents, followed by
the inspection of those documents by other parties.
Discovery aims to facilitate fact finding, avoid trial by
ambush and allow parties to assess the strengths and
weaknesses of their cases, which encourages
settlement. That is a key aspect of this part of the bill.
Encouraging settlement is an ideal motivation in all
cases, to try to move things through the system quicker.
Certainly that will assist in keeping costs down.

This process is similar to the reduction of red tape that
we are seeing in our communities now. We are trying
to streamline this whole process because, as we all
know, it is very expensive in the court system, and the
sooner we can move things through it the better off we
will be. But the person always has all their legal rights
under the Crimes Act, and that obviously includes the
right to silence, the right to an interpreter and the right
to speak with their lawyer. Those rights are certainly
not being forgone under these arrangements.
The Corrections Amendment (Breach of Parole) Act
already provides that where a person is detained for
breach of parole, the period of detention is regarded as
time served on the original prison sentence for which
that person was originally paroled. The adult parole
board cannot order the person to be released prior to a
decision being made by the courts, a bail justice or
police; the person can only be released if the courts, bail
justice or police and the adult parole board decide the
person should be released from custody. Even if the
adult parole board orders that the person be released,
police may continue to detain that person in custody
and investigate that person for the purpose of deciding
whether to take them before a bail justice or a court or
to release them, in accordance with the Crimes Act.
Conversely, there are no circumstances where the
courts, bail justice or police can decide that the person
should be released prior to a decision being made by

The Civil Procedure Act commenced on 1 January
2011. It provides a broad framework for the conduct of
civil litigation in the Supreme, County and Magistrates
courts. Amongst other things, it gives the courts a wide
range of discretionary case management powers in
relation to discovery. Discovery is regarded as one of
the major sources of cost and delay in civil litigation.
The high and often disproportionate costs involved can
represent a barrier to justice for litigants and can reduce
the effectiveness of the court system, so again it is
important that we follow through with these changes.
Despite recent reforms aimed at improving the
discovery process, there are persisting concerns that
discovery is still too costly and causes lengthy delays in
civil proceedings. The bill provides additional tools that
can be used by the courts and parties to better manage
the discovery process to reduce costs and delays.
I have just about used all of my time. I am very proud
of the way this government is going about the changes
and the law reforms that it is making. This bill is
another example of trying to reduce costs and
streamline processes so that it is a simpler system. It is
still a fair system, but it is also certainly a much simpler
system for the entire community. I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Discovery, Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2014.
This bill touches on a number of matters which are very
important to this Parliament, to our government, to the
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coalition and, most importantly, to the public. I refer
specifically to matters of civil procedure where there
are discovery items needed as part of the court process.
Quite often these discovery items can run into hundreds
and in some cases thousands of documents, clocking up
delays and huge costs for those appearing before the
courts in civil matters. The first part of this bill unclogs
the system, relieves those delays and works towards a
more efficient and effective civil procedure court
system. I note that the Attorney-General has introduced
a number of changes to legislation since 2010 to ensure
that we get more transparency and efficiency through
the court system.
The second part of the bill that we are debating tonight
amends the Corrections Amendment (Breach of Parole)
Act 2013 regarding police arrests, investigation powers
and custodial decisions for breach of parole and
reoffending. This is something on which, again, the
coalition has been very vocal, as has the public, and we
have responded to that. We knew a lot of work needed
to be done to get the parole system right and to reduce
the problems — both recent and going back some
years — relating to breach of parole and people
offending while on parole.
Part 3 of the bill amends the Corrections Act 1986 and
the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Act 2009 to make clear that certain information can be
disclosed in administering those acts as well as the
Sentencing Act 1991. Again, this part of the bill deals
with very important matters of sex offending, ensuring
that they are properly dealt with and, most importantly,
that matters arising related to the crime that has been
trialled are able to come before the courts with the
proper disclosure and administering of those processes.
It is very important that we move on these matters.
They form part of a tranche of legislation that we have
worked towards. The Attorney-General has been very
active in reforming the justice portfolio, and it is very
important that this happen because the public has been
crying out for it for a number of years. The
Attorney-General has been working diligently through
the reforms that were needed. The discovery part that I
mentioned earlier is an important process. Parties look
to obtaining documents in the lead-up to the dispute,
but quite often the discovery procedure will then be
used to ambush the other party by offering up
information which, in some instances, is so vast that
they are buried in it. The costs associated with trawling
through the information and preparing and presenting a
case on it can often mean that the party with the biggest
chequebook wins. This bill certainly ensures that there
is more equity, fairness and efficiency through that
process.
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A number of amendments in the bill ensure that there is
better case management of these powers and that the
courts and parties have appropriate procedures in place
to reduce the costs and delays associated with civil
litigation. I am sure many members could talk about
circumstances of which they have been made aware in
their communities where matters were drawn out for a
long period, clogging up our court system, and in many
cases reaching the point where parties who want justice
cannot have it because unfortunately they are lost in the
battle of the disclosure process. We need to streamline
that and ensure that we unclog the courts, get rid of the
delays and remove the barriers. Discovery is often too
costly. It is unfair, particularly in the large-scale
commercial disputes where many thousands of
documents can be offered up, and we are using the bill
to unclog the system.
The reforms have been considered by the Civil
Procedure Advisory Group, which is chaired by the
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court and comprises
senior members of the Supreme, County and
Magistrates courts, the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal, the Victorian Bar, the Law
Institute of Victoria and others. The advisory group is
fully supportive of the bill and, in particular, the
Supreme Court, commercial judges and the commercial
bar association consider that the new powers will be
helpful in managing the discovery regime in large
cases. That is very important, and the bill goes to the
core of ensuring that we maintain efficiency and
transparency and that we unclog the court system.
Part 3, division 2 in clause 13 of the bill contains the
breach of parole amendments, which examine a very
important element of police powers to arrest, question
and investigate a suspect who is in custody for a breach
of parole offence and may be reoffending. It also allows
the application of certain provisions of the Crimes Act
1958 and the Bail Act 1977 regarding a person in
custody for a suspected offence in relation to detention
for a breach of parole offence. The bill allows for that
investigation when there is a potential breach of parole,
and further clarifies that if a parole is cancelled during
the investigation, police have a reasonable time to
complete an investigation, which is very important. So
firstly we cancel the parole period, then we give the
police reasonable time to undertake the investigation,
which ensures that the suspect who is in custody,
without the need to obtain court permission, can be
properly investigated. Time is the important element in
all of this because when somebody is a suspect and the
police have identified the person as such, the police
need time to undertake a proper investigation, and this
provision allows them to do that.
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Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I do not know what
opposition members are yelling out over there, but they
had plenty of time to do some of this work when the
Labor Party was in government and had absolutely no
inclination to do it. It is very easy to carp and moan
from the opposition benches, but now that we are out
there implementing good legislation, you would think
they would get behind it rather than yelling out,
carrying on and whingeing as they continually do. It
never ceases to amaze me. No wonder they are sitting
over there in opposition, and let us hope they continue
to do so after the November election.
The bill also ensures that we provide the courts with
discretion in case management powers, and does not
impose mandatory requirements to be used in every
case. The courts have held this principle in applying the
consideration of efficiencies. It is also important to
remember that proper consultation on the bill has been
undertaken by Victoria Police, the adult parole board,
Corrections Victoria and a number of legal bodies
mentioned earlier. The amendments in the bill clarify
the arrest, investigation and retention powers for the
breach of parole provisions, and we are moving very
quickly on this as these reforms will commence no later
than 1 July 2014. We have listened to the public, we
know parole is very important to the public, and we
want to ensure that we do everything to get these things
right. We are determined to ensure we have a good, fair
justice system in the state. I commend the
Attorney-General for the great work he has been doing
in this area of reform. It is an important area, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms MILLER (Bentleigh) — I rise to speak on the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Discovery, Disclosure
and Other Matters) Bill 2014. From the outset I
congratulate the Attorney-General, who is in the house
tonight, for all the hard work he has done in putting this
very important piece of legislation together.
I will follow comments made by the member for
Caulfield in recognising how important the bill is. The
bill amends the Civil Procedure Act 2010 to introduce
further case management powers for the courts in
relation to discovery and disclosure. It aims to ensure
that the courts, parties and legal practitioners use
appropriate tools to reduce the costs and delays
associated with the discovery process. The bill also
amends the Corrections Amendment (Breach of Parole)
Act 2013 regarding police arrest and investigation
powers, custodial decisions for breach of parole, and
any other offending.

963

In addition the bill amends the Corrections Act 1986
and the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act 2009 to make it clear that certain
information can be disclosed to administer those acts
and the Sentencing Act 1991. It is important to define
what the term ‘discovery’ means. It is an important
process used in civil litigation by which one party can
obtain from another party documents and information
relevant to the issue in dispute. The process generally
involves exchange of lists of relevant documents
followed by inspection of those documents by another
party. Discovery also aims to facilitate fact finding,
avoid trial by ambush, and allow parties to assess the
strengths and weaknesses of their cases, which
encourages settlement. The discovery process also
seeks to ensure that the court receives all relevant
evidence so that it can do justice between the parties.
You can see that it is a complex process and one that is
quite involved and can take some time. It is also
important to note that discovery is regarded as one of
the major sources of cost and delay in civil litigation.
The high and often disproportionate costs involved with
this delay can represent a barrier to justice for litigants
and reduce the effectiveness of the court system.
Despite recent reforms aimed at improving the
discovery process, there are persisting concerns that
discovery is too costly and causes lengthy delays in
civil proceedings, particularly in large-scale
commercial disputes in which many thousands of
documents can be discovered. The bill provides
additional tools that can be used by the courts and
parties to better manage the discovery process in order
to reduce costs and delays.
I could not think of a more informed, educated and
talented individual than the Attorney-General to reform
this piece of legislation. I will refer to a case some years
ago, which was known as the C7 litigation. In that case
the judge was critical of the enormous amount of
money that had been spent on the discovery process of
those proceedings. Both parties spent a significant
amount of money during the discovery process, which
was disproportionate to the amount they were fighting
for. The changes introduced in the new bill will allow
the courts to restrict the amount of money parties can
put towards the discovery process, so that the costs of
discovery will not be disproportionate to the amount of
money they are pursuing.
The other important issue is that rather than allowing
copious numbers of documents that could be
unnecessary to win a case, the courts have the ability to
restrict the documents in question. It is a matter of
identifying what the actual dispute is about. Once this
has been identified, the discovery process can begin. Of
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course a financial cost will be incurred, but it will not
be disproportionate as it was previously. This
government understands what this legislation is about.
We also understand the importance of economics and
financial management. Members on the other side have
not done anything in this area; they did nothing for
11 years. It has taken the coalition government to look
at this legislation and say, ‘In the future, if there are any
disputes between parties, they will not be spending
exorbitant amounts of financial resources that are
disproportionate to the matter in question’. That is
important to note.
The other issue I would like to address concerns the
civil litigation amendments. The bill introduces
additional case management powers for courts in
relation to discoveries. Specifically courts will be given
powers to order or direct that parties consult and
prepare a statement of key issues in dispute in the
proceeding. The statement can be used in relation to
pretrial processes, including discovery, or for the
conduct of the proceeding at trial. A party can pay to
another party a specified amount considered
appropriate by the court in relation to the costs of
discovery in any matter, including in advance of the
discovery process.
Parties will also provide documents in their possession
or control that relate to the issues in the proceeding,
subject to the consent of all parties to an appropriate
safeguard protecting privilege claims, and also provide
an affidavit which sets out the volume, manner and
arrangement, storage type, location and discoverable
documents, and information about the party’s document
management process more generally. The deponent of
the affidavit or another appropriate person can be orally
examined in relation to the matters dealt with in the
affidavit. All parties will understand what the dispute is
about and will have the opportunity to provide a
statement to identify exactly what they are pursuing in
the dispute and, as I said, there will be a cost associated
with that. We will not be wasting money.
In terms of the breach of parole amendments, part 3 of
the bill will amend the Corrections Amendment
(Breach of Parole) Act 2013 regarding police
investigation powers and custodial arrangements for
breach of parole and any reoffending. This is a very
important part of this legislation, because in June last
year the government introduced the Corrections
Amendment (Breach of Parole) Act 2013, which
creates a new offence of breach of parole and a new
arrest power for police for that offence. The act has a
default commencement date of 1 July 2014. The bill
further clarifies that if parole is cancelled during an
investigation, police have a reasonable time to complete
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an investigation regarding a suspect who is in custody
without the need to obtain court permission in relation
to both a breach of parole offence and any reoffending.
The bill also makes it clear that if a court, bail justice or
member of the police decides to release the person from
custody, that decision does not take effect until the
Adult Parole Board of Victoria orders that person be
released or decides not to cancel their parole.
The changes were drafted during consultation with
Victoria Police, Corrections Victoria and the adult
parole board as part of work to implement the breach of
parole reforms. These three organisations clearly
understood what was required. The fact that these
organisations were consulted as part of this process is
very significant. The breach of parole reforms will
commence no later than 1 July 2014. That is not far
away. I am sure that for some people it cannot be soon
enough.
A person could be detained in this situation due to the
breach of parole or due to reoffending. The Corrections
Amendment Act 2013 already provides that while a
person is detained for a breach of parole, the period of
detention is regarded as time served on the original
prison sentence for the person who was originally
paroled. The person cannot be released from custody
until any detention authorised by law has been
completed — for example, the person may be detained
for a reasonable time during a police investigation
under the Crimes Act 1958.
Whilst I have made a brief contribution, this piece of
legislation is very important and it is one that this
government supports. I wish the bill a speedy passage
and commend it to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to support the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Discovery, Disclosure and
Other Matters) Bill 2014. The purposes of the bill are to
amend the Civil Procedure Act 2010 to provide for
further case management powers in relation to
discovery and disclosure; to amend the Corrections Act
1986 and the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act 2009 in relation to the disclosure of
information; and to make miscellaneous amendments to
the Corrections Amendment (Breach of Parole) Act
2013. The bill amends the Civil Procedure Act 2010 to
introduce further case management powers for the
courts in relation to discovery and disclosure, and it
aims to ensure that courts, parties and legal practitioners
use appropriate tools to reduce the costs and delays
associated with the discovery process.
Regarding civil litigation, the bill provides additional
case management powers for the courts in relation to
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discovery. Specifically the courts are given the power
to order or direct that parties consult and prepare a
statement of the key issues in dispute in the proceeding.
The statement can be used in relation to pretrial
processes including discovery or for the conduct of the
proceeding at trial. This is about the high cost of
discovery, and one of the drivers of the changes in the
bill is that courts can be bogged down and huge
expenses can be incurred. That is why the courts can
also order or direct that a party pay another party for a
specified amount in relation to costs of discovery in any
matter considered appropriate by the court, including in
advance of the discovery process; that a party provide
all documents in its possession or control that relate to
the issues in the proceeding, subject to the consent of all
parties and to appropriate safeguards to protect
privilege claims; and that a party provide an affidavit
that sets out the volume, manner of arrangement or
storage, type or location of discoverable documents.
As I said, the context is that there are concerns about
the frequent delays and high and disproportionate costs
associated with discovery processes in civil litigation,
particularly large-scale disputes in the Supreme Court.
The bill reflects a continuing effort to address those
concerns by encouraging the courts, the parties and
legal practitioners to use appropriate tools to limit the
scope of discovery and tailor discovery regimes to the
circumstances of the case. The bill implements the
suggestions of the civil procedure advisory group.
At this stage it is worth going through the process of
working out what discovery is. Many of us who have
not had a lot of legal experience would not fully
understand this. Discovery is an important process used
in civil litigation by which one party can obtain from
another party documents and information relevant to
the issues in dispute. The process generally involves the
exchange of lists of relevant documents followed by
inspection of those documents by the other party.
Discovery aims to facilitate fact finding, avoid trial by
ambush and allow parties to assess the strengths and
weaknesses of their cases, which encourages
settlement. The discovery process also seeks to ensure
that a court receives all relevant evidence so that it can
do justice between the parties.
Is there a need for further case management powers
within the Civil Procedure Act? The answer is
obviously yes because we have this bill before the
house. Discovery is regarded as one of the major
sources of cost and delay in civil litigation. Despite
recent reforms aimed at improving the discovery
process concerns persist, and that is what this bill deals
with. I find the issue of privilege interesting. The bill
provides that documents are provided on the basis that
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privilege is not waived, which preserves a party’s right
to claim privilege in relation to any documents
provided. This is where it really gets interesting. A
party may exclude privileged documents prior to
production at their own expense. However, a party may
also elect to provide all documents in their possession
to the other party, including potentially privilege
documents, to save them the time and money associated
with reviewing the documents for privilege. As the
court can only make this order if all parties to the
proceeding consent, it is anticipated that parties will
develop a suitable process with respect to privileged
documents prior to agreeing to the process.
This bill is a way in which the government is
endeavouring to speed up the court process. The
government continues to work to deliver efficiencies in
the legal system so that it can work better and also cost
less. I wish all those involved in discovery the best of
luck, and I hope the bill has a speedy passage.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Discovery, Disclosure
and Other Matters) Bill 2014. It is fantastic to speak on
this bill, which does a number of things. It is always
pleasing to speak in this place on bills introduced by the
member for Box Hill, the Attorney-General, because
from discussions with my community and members of
the legal profession I know the high esteem in which
the Attorney-General is held, particularly after the
interesting relationship the previous minister had with
the legal profession.
I note that the current Attorney-General has
implemented a number of policies the coalition took to
the election. Law and order was one of the big things
we talked about in the Burwood electorate. Every time I
went to a train station or held a listening post, law and
order was high on the agenda for the people of
Burwood, whether it be the Ashburton police station,
safety around train stations, sentencing or parole. We
have made it clear that if you break the law you will
face the consequences, and the Attorney-General is
held in high regard throughout the legal fraternity.
This bill does a number of things. It amends the Civil
Procedure Act 2010, the Corrections Amendment
(Breach of Parole) Act 2013, the Corrections Act 1986
and the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act 2009. Anybody who has been through
civil litigation will know it is a testing time and
understand the difficulties that both parties face. One of
the most unpleasant things a person has to do is go
through the legal process, whether it be civil or
criminal. In civil matters you are often dealing with
people you had trust in or you thought you had a
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relationship with, which is why we are introducing
legislation that will make it easier in that regard. The
bill provides further case management powers for the
courts in relation to discovery and disclosure. I will not
go into the definition of discovery and disclosure, as the
member for Mildura did. He gave a succinct definition
of both discovery and disclosure, so anybody who
needs to know those definitions can go back a few
pages in Hansard and they will get that information
from the speech made by the member for Mildura, who
is a very fine member.
The bill aims to ensure that courts, parties and legal
practitioners use appropriate tools to reduce the costs
and delays associated with the discovery process. I have
said this before, but one of the things that comes back
to me through some of the constituents in my electorate
is the difficulties that people face in the court process,
which can be daunting, and with the legal profession. I
am not necessarily trying to impugn the legal
profession; I am only saying that for a person who does
not go to court or engage with the legal profession
every day these things can be fairly daunting. It is a
good thing to be able to introduce legislation that
provides for a simpler, easier and less burdensome
process for members of the public who are engaging
with the court system.
Just as this government tends to do with every policy it
puts in place, it has been sure to consult. I note that the
reforms were considered by the civil procedure
advisory group, which is chaired by the Chief Justice of
the Supreme Court and comprised of senior members
of the Supreme, County and Magistrates courts; the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT) — and many people have views on VCAT;
the Victorian Bar; the Law Institute of Victoria; the
Federation of Community Legal Centres Victoria;
Victoria Legal Aid and the Australian Corporate
Lawyers Association. Representatives from the
Commercial Bar Association of Victoria also
participated in preliminary discussions about the
reforms. I am happy to advise the house that the
advisory group is supportive of the bill. In particular,
several Supreme Court commercial judges and the
commercial bar association consider that the new
powers will be helpful in managing an effective
discovery regime in large cases. I think it is fantastic
that we have the legal profession on board,
understanding and supporting what we are doing here.
That is a great thing.
The bill allows the court to order parties to prepare a
statement of key issues in dispute proceedings. This
statement can be used for the purposes of both pretrial
processes, such as discovery, and for the conduct of the
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proceeding at trial. The court may order the discovery
be given based on the issues set out in the statement or
may order that the statement be used for the purpose of
determining questions of relevance at trial.
As I said, this part of the bill is supported by the
profession, and I know it will be supported by my
constituents. I regularly speak to people in the legal
profession, and there is one such person to whom I
speak regularly about the legal profession. What is
interesting is not only the commendation he gives the
government for the reforms we are introducing and
what we have been able to achieve in this particular
sphere but also the feedback I get from this particular
individual, whom I know fairly well, and also from the
legal profession more broadly, in relation to the respect
they have for this Attorney-General. That, I believe, is
based on mutual respect.
This Attorney-General has a respect for the profession,
which can be seen in something as simple as the
reintroduction of Queen’s Counsel. I note that that
particular policy which we have announced and are
implementing will be taken up by many people who are
Senior Counsel. I know from my discussions with
members of the legal profession that they understand
this government supports them, respects them and
wants to engage with them in making sure that we can
dispense justice in Victoria and that justice is not only
done but is also seen to be done.
I know that from having had many discussions. I travel
by public transport fairly often, and I like to get down
to my train stations and try to engage with as many of
my constituents as I possibly can. I find going to train
stations to be an easy way to get to speak to people —
and I apologise to some of those in the chamber who do
not have train stations in their electorates. I find it a
great way to get to speak to people and a great avenue
to gauge the mood of the electorate. I have talked many
times about a particular conversation I had at a train
station before the last election when the former member
for Burwood was at the same train station. There was
an engagement with a constituent around law and order,
and complete disregard was shown to that constituent
by the former member for Burwood. That attitude
permeated the entire government. The former
Attorney-General did not seem to have any regard for
the issues of the common person or even the legal
profession. That incident comes back to me whenever I
have discussions on issues around parole and all the
good work we are doing and that the Attorney-General
has put forward in this house.
I keep saying it, but I commend the Attorney-General
for the great work he is doing, and I hope he continues
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to do that for many years to come. I know those in the
legal profession certainly support that proposition, and I
know we will be putting more good things through this
place, like this bill, to make the legal process easier for
people and to make people feel safer and more engaged
with the legal profession and its ability to get good
outcomes for them.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am proud to rise
to support the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Discovery, Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2014. I
will firstly talk about the purpose of the bill, which is to
amend the Civil Procedure Act 2010 to provide further
case management powers in relation to discovery and
disclosure. It also amends a number of other bills: the
Corrections Act 1986, the Corrections Amendment
(Breach of Parole) Act 2013, the Crimes Act 1958 and
the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Act 2009. I also commend and pay tribute to the
Attorney-General, Robert Clark, on the work he has
done and continues to do to make sure that we have a
fair and just justice system in Victoria.
I have been proud to be a member of this government
over the last three and a half years and a minister for
most of that time. I have been really proud to have been
part of a cabinet and part of a government that has
brought forward a number of reforms in our justice
system, and all of this has been headed up by the
Attorney-General, who is at the table. I am really proud
that our government is making sure that our justice
system is fair, affordable and accessible and that as
much as possible it meets community expectations.
That is what is needed. The community expects the
justice system to meet its needs and put forward the
type of things a government should do to make sure
that our legal system is not just a legal system but also a
just system. The amendments today, as part of this
legislation, are another addition to a tranche of
legislation that the Attorney-General has brought
forward to this house to make sure that the justice
system in Victoria is one of the best.
The bill provides powers for the courts to reduce the
costs and delays associated with the discovery process
in civil litigation. A number of members have talked
about what the discovery process means and what the
definition is. Very simply, the discovery process is a
process where one party can obtain documents from
another party. That can be a very lengthy, complex and
costly process. Sometimes we are talking about
thousands of pages of documents that one party is
asking of another party, so it can cause huge delays to
some litigation and some court processes. It can cause
huge complexity, as well as being very costly.
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We need to make sure that our justice system is
affordable and just. This is one piece of legislation,
amongst a lot of others, the Attorney-General has
brought forward on behalf of the Victorian coalition
government. The bill allows the court to order that
parties consult to prepare a statement of the key issues
that are in dispute in the proceeding. If I can go to the
bill, new section 55A says it very succinctly. It is
headed ‘Provision of all documents in party’s
possession to other party by consent’. New
section 55A(1) says:
Subject to subsection (2), if all parties to a proceeding
consent, a court may order or direct a party to provide all
documents in the party’s possession or control which relate to
the issues in the proceeding to any other party on the basis
that privilege is not waived.

That is an important issue — privilege — to make sure
that all the norms of the court system are honoured. We
want to make sure that by making documents available
we are not ensuring that privilege is waived. The bill
allows for the tools to reduce the cost and delays that
are associated with the discovery process. Most people
would hope that in their lifetime they did not have to go
to court or did not have to use the justice system, but if
a person did, they would want to make sure that they
are treated with respect and dignity and are able to
afford and have all of the norms of a court system
available.
I commend the Attorney-General for introducing this
piece of legislation. As I said, it is part of a tranche of
many pieces of legislation the Attorney-General has
brought forward. I am very proud to be part of this
government. I know a number of people who have had
to go to court for a number of reasons. I have spoken on
quite a number of the justice bills for various reasons,
and am really proud to be part of a government that
continues to bring in legislation that makes the court
system much more just, much more affordable and
much more accessible. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — I am pleased
to rise to support the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Discovery, Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2014.
On behalf of all lawyers in the state I can put on the
record that the process of discovery can be one of the
most tedious and boring jobs in the profession.
Certainly it is a role that is often undertaken by junior
practitioners. It is a bit of a rite of passage to be put on
discovery in a big commercial matter if you are
working in a big firm. It is certainly one of those things
where the hours just keep ticking over, and despite the
lawyers working on it being junior lawyers, the days
upon days of billable hours add up. It certainly amounts
to a cash cow for many large firms because of the
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amount of time that has to be spent on discovery.
Hopefully these new changes will go some way to
addressing that issue.
With this legislation it is hoped that there will be a
simplification and a reduction in costs in relation to
discovery and that there will be a more streamlined
process to govern the disclosure of documents to parties
in civil litigation. The Australian Law Reform
Commission recently reported that discovery is the
single largest cost in commercial litigation. It happens
in the preparation for trial; the actual trial may not go
for that long. Discovery is often the better part of
preparation, and it takes a long time. The costs and
delays associated with a protracted discovery process
can amount to a huge cost, both for people within
litigation and also as a public cost in terms of the whole
system being clogged up. Through this bill the
Attorney-General will grant the courts new powers to
manage discovery and disclosure processes and ensure
that processes are undertaken in an efficient, effective
and fair manner. This will be so particularly for
large-scale commercial disputes. In these disputes often
many thousands of documents are involved.
In summary, the bill allows the court to order that the
parties consult to prepare a statement of key issues in
dispute. This will enable parties to focus their attention
to identify the key issues and find the scope of the
discovery at the early stages and hopefully narrow
down those thousands of documents that could
potentially be looked at. It does not replace pleadings,
which run parallel and are obviously a necessary part of
the process as well.
The bill allows the court to require a party requesting
discovery to bear some or all of the costs of discovery,
and this will encourage parties to avoid unjustified or
unreasonable requests for discovery and keep the costs
down. The bill also allows the court, if the parties
consent, to order that a party provide to another party
all documents within their possession or control which
are relevant to the proceedings before the court. This
will be subject to safeguards. This means that the
requesting party rather than the providing party will be
responsible for the time and the costs of reviewing the
documents. Again, this will hopefully minimise the
costs of discovery.
The bill allows the court to order or direct a party to
provide an affidavit setting out the volume, the manner,
the arrangement, the storage, the type and the location
of discoverable documents, in essence giving an index
of the documents to the party seeking to review them. I
have heard stories of situations where discovery has
been done, whereby all the documents are copied and
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then thrown up in the air, packed into boxes and
provided to the opposing party. I am not sure whether I
am talking about practices from many years ago, but
certainly I am aware, anecdotally anyway, of that being
a tactic to use on opponents to cause them more delay
and frustration in trying to work out how the documents
hang together and where to find a particular document.
The bill allows the court to order that a deponent of an
affidavit or any other suitable person can be orally
examined to the matters within the affidavit. This
would allow parties to again more easily identify
documents if they have somebody who knows how the
storage system works and how the filing works. They
can be examined and asked to explain that system to the
party wanting to review those documents.
The Australian Law Reform Commission recently
noted that discovery is the largest single cost in
commercial litigation and the high and often
disproportionate cost involved can present a barrier to
justice. This bill and many other bills the Napthine
government and the Attorney-General have presented
to this house over the course of the last three and a half
years or so have been about streamlining processes,
reducing red tape and making justice affordable, and
this bill is another plank in that raft of legislation which
goes some way to achieving those ends.
The bill gives the courts a wide range of discretionary
case management powers as well in relation to
discovery. The court may be able to make an order to
give any directions in relation to discovery that it feels
are necessary or appropriate. These orders could relate
to defining the scope of the discovery, placing limits on
obligations to provide discovery or providing time
frames for compliance. The court may also impose
sanctions where a party has failed to comply with such
directions under the discovery obligations. It will
hopefully result in a reduction in the delay and the
frustration that often comes about in the course of
discovery.
The bill allows the court to order that parties consult to
prepare a statement of key issues, which would be used
in pretrial processes. Pleadings are obviously the
primary source of defining the argument in a
commercial dispute but pleadings are sometimes
lengthy. They are necessarily complex because they
have to be accurate, and they can often be struck out if
they are not prepared in the right form. It is necessary
for pleadings to be accurate because you could end up
not being able to run the arguments that you want to
run. They are very technical documents and not
conducive to defining the issues in dispute. This is
where a statement of the key issues, a less formal
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document which helps to focus the minds of the
participants in the litigation on what are the true issues
in dispute and what are the issues the parties and the
court need to turn their minds to in an attempt to resolve
such a dispute, is helpful.
The bill allows the court to use a statement of issues as
an alternative mechanism to focus on in the pretrial
stage as well as during the trial, and there will be
various mechanisms that could be used depending on
the circumstances of the case. The bill includes a
provision for the courts so that they may require the
party requesting discovery to bear some or all of the
costs. Specifically the bill provides that the court may
order a party to pay another party a specified amount in
relation to the costs of discovery, which could be any
amount that the court sees as appropriate. As a
consequence this will encourage parties to focus on the
issues at hand and avoid unjustified or unreasonable
work which results in unjustified or unreasonable costs
being incurred.
The bill enables the court to order a party to provide all
documents in their possession, regardless of whether
those documents would be discoverable. This is a quite
novel suggestion whereby documents which are
privileged may not be used despite their being provided
in this process. Various safeguards have been built into
the bill to ensure that no prejudice is likely to be
suffered by any party in this process.
In conclusion, this is another significant bill presented
in a suite of reforms by the Napthine Liberal coalition
government. It goes a great way to reducing the costs of
access to justice in this state. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I am pleased to rise
to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Discovery, Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2014.
On behalf of the people of Lowan, whom I represent, I
am very happy to support the legislation we have before
us today. One of the processes I have when legislation
comes into the Parliament is to send a letter to the editor
to the newspapers in my electorate; there are about
14 newspapers across the large electorate of Lowan. I
have to say to members, and I have said this many
times, that the Lowan electorate is by far the biggest in
the state.
An honourable member — How big?
Mr DELAHUNTY — It is exactly 34 500 square
kilometres.
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr DELAHUNTY — It is massive. I could fit 76
of the other 87 electorates inside my electorate of
Lowan. That is where I go back to the point of having
14 newspapers in my electorate. Kew is, I think, about
13 square kilometres, so you could drive across it in
about 5 minutes, but to reach the boundaries of my
electorate you have to drive at least 4 hours in one
direction and about 31⁄2 hours in the other direction. As I
have said, there are 14 newspapers in the electorate, and
I put a letter to the editor in each informing people of
the legislation coming into Parliament. I have spoken
about this bill; I have brought it to the attention of my
constituents that we have this amendment bill coming
in. I get feedback from the community, which is a great
source of information for me.
Critically, every time I speak about justice legislation
there is a real concern about cost. As the member for
Prahran eloquently said, cost is a barrier to justice, and I
think it is very important that this bill we have before us
today is one way the Napthine-Ryan coalition
government is assisting to bring down the cost of
justice in Victoria. As I used to say when I was Minister
for Sport and Recreation, cost is a barrier to
participation in sport, and that works exactly
equivalently in this area.
As we know, with this legislation we have a couple of
acts that are being amended, and I will talk about one of
them in a bit of detail. The Civil Procedure Act 2010
will be amended to introduce further case management
powers for the courts in relation to discovery and
disclosure. It aims to ensure that the courts, the parties
and the legal practitioners use appropriate tools to
reduce the costs and delays associated with discovery
processes. I have to say that I was involved in local
government, and I saw some large companies use the
legal process as a way of controlling planning and also
as a way of running some other companies out of
money so they could get their way in relation to
commercial enterprise activities. That was one of the
things I can remember from a long time ago.
Another aspect of the bill is that it amends the
Corrections Amendment (Breach of Parole) Act 2013
in relation to police arrest and investigative powers and
custodial decisions about breaches of parole and any
reoffending. Acting Speaker, you would know that
Victoria makes various acts of Parliament which law
enforcement authorities, courts and legal practitioners
use to protect our communities, and the justice system
is very complex. I admire the Attorney-General for the
work he puts into this area. I know the member for
Kew, the former Minister for Corrections and Minister
for Crime Prevention, was working in the area of police
and corrections and was also heavily involved with
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these types of things, but I have to say that I have
admired the Attorney-General’s work ethic ever since I
have been in this Parliament. I particularly admire him
for the work he is doing as Attorney-General. I
congratulate him also for the work he does not only for
us as parliamentarians but for all Victorians. Again,
well done for bringing in this legislation that is before
us today.
The justice system can take time and a lot of money to
administer. Today we have some changes I would like
to speak about. As the member for Shepparton said —
and the people of Lowan would expect this from us as
parliamentarians — we want to see a justice system that
is very fair, we want it to be accessible, we want to
make sure that it is affordable and, as best we can, we
want to make sure it meets the expectations of the
community we represent.
As I said a moment ago, this bill will amend the Civil
Procedure Act 2010 to introduce further case
management powers relating to discovery and
disclosure and to ensure that courts, parties and
practitioners use appropriate tools to reduce costs and
delays associated with discovery. As the member for
Prahran said, an enormous amount of paperwork
sometimes goes into the legal system. I can remember
when we did not have computers a long time ago.
Everything was handwritten and suchlike; a little bit of
typewriting went on.
Computers were supposed to help us reduce the amount
of paper we use. I can assure members that in my
experience we are generating much more paper and we
are knocking down more and more trees to meet the
demands of what we do today. Too often it is too easy
to use our computers to just feed out a lot of material to
sometimes bamboozle the opposition or opposing
parties. This process we are bringing in here — these
changes introduced through these amendments — will
assist in trying to ensure that the discovery process is a
much fairer one. As I will come back to discuss later, it
will also help us in the process of reducing costs,
therefore making the justice system more accessible to
the majority of people.
In relation to the civil litigation amendments — the
introduction of case management powers for the courts
in relation to discovery — specifically the courts are
being given a power to order that the parties consult and
prepare a statement of the key issues in dispute, and this
is a common-sense decision. I do not know why it has
not been made well before this. All parties knowing
where everyone is coming from will speed up the
process of getting through the courts. We will have
quicker and cheaper justice, and hopefully we will get
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the right outcomes. Importantly, the parties will be
obliged to provide all documents in their control or
possession which relate to the issues in the proceeding,
subject to the consent of all parties — a critical part of
these amendments — and to appropriate safeguards to
protect possible privilege claims.
The parties are to provide an affidavit which sets out
the volume, manner of arrangement or storage, type or
location of discoverable documents or information
about the party’s document management processes
more generally. The deponent of the affidavit or
another appropriate person can be orally examined in
relation to the matters dealt with in the affidavit. The
bill sets out guidelines which surely will be able to
assist law enforcement agencies, legal practitioners and,
importantly, the courts that administer this act to ensure
we get a much speedier process and, more importantly,
as I said before, a much more affordable process.
There are persistent concerns about delays, and we have
heard those mentioned by many members in the
Parliament here today. I am extremely disappointed that
at the start of the week we had the member for Bendigo
East complaining about there being too many bills to
debate and all that type of stuff and yet in the debate on
the last two bills we have had in this Parliament the
Labor opposition has run out of speakers after two or
three contributions. If the opposition is really concerned
about legislation coming before this Parliament and not
getting a fair go, opposition members should come in
here and put up their views in relation to legislation
such as this. All of us from across Victoria have
concerns, and this is the opportunity for members to put
those forward and put them in Hansard so the
Attorney-General and other people can look at them.
As I said, there are persistent concerns about the delays
and the high and often disproportionate costs of doing
business in the courts. As I said earlier, costs can be a
really big barrier to justice. This bill reflects a
continuing effort to address these concerns by
encouraging the courts — we can only encourage
them — the parties and the legal practitioners to use
appropriate tools to limit the scope of discovery and
tailor their discovery regimes to the circumstances of
the case.
I have been in court a couple of times — I have been a
juror a couple of times — and I was honestly frustrated
by the games played by some of the parties involved to
slow the process down and bamboozle people, whether
they be jurors or others within the courts. Again I ask
that we do everything we can to ensure, as we said
earlier, that our court system is fair, accessible and,
importantly, affordable.
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This bill also implements suggestions made by the Civil
Procedure Advisory Group, and, as was mentioned
earlier, the group is chaired by the Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court. It comprises senior members of the
Supreme, County and Magistrates courts, the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal, the Victorian Bar,
the Law Institute of Victoria, the Federation of
Community Legal Centres, Victoria Legal Aid and the
Australian Corporate Lawyers Association. A
representative of the Commercial Bar Association of
Victoria also participated in the discussions.
There has been a lot of consultation, and I again
congratulate the Attorney-General for bringing forward
the amendments in the bill to the Parliament today. On
behalf of the people of Lowan electorate I welcome
these amendments and wish the bill a speedy passage
through the Parliament.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to contribute to
debate on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Discovery, Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2014. It
is a pleasure to immediately follow the member for
Lowan, who immediately followed speakers on this
side of the house because, as noted by the member for
Lowan, for reasons that are not evident the Labor Party
has chosen not to contribute to this debate. I may come
back to that point later in my contribution.
I wish to comment on a couple of aspects of this piece
of legislation, and the first is the issue of discovery, the
simple definition of which is one party being able to
obtain documents from the other party. This is really
first principles problem solving whereby to get the best
solution for the problem there should be an informed
decision-making process. As the member for Lowan
indicated, under the current arrangements astute legal
representatives may frustrate the release of information
and therefore frustrate the common-sense first
principles approach to problem solving.
I should say that problem solving is not an issue limited
to the courts in our state; it is a daily activity in my
office. Probably 80 per cent to 90 per cent of our work
is helping people to solve problems. The same
fundamental principles apply, whether it be in the court,
in our office or elsewhere: that it is a matter of
identifying what the issues are, what the points of
contention are, what actions have been taken by either
party, where the areas of agreement are and where the
areas of disagreement are, and then asking the parties
whether they can progress from taking that logical
approach to come up with either a negotiated settlement
or an arbitrated settlement, which might occur in a case
being dealt with in a court of law.
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Interestingly, I have had an experience where I had a
disagreement with a friend of mine. I had a substantial
investment with him and for a number of years that
investment was not repaid in spite of repeated
assurances. I went through the legal process, and I
would have to say, as the member for Lowan alluded
to, that the process was quite frustrating and costly.
First of all we went through the letters. The people from
the debt-collecting agency said, ‘We will send a couple
of letters and then we will ramp it up’. They got, I think
it was 10 per cent, if there was payment on the basis of
the letters. However, after one letter they decided they
would ramp things up. Of course if they took the next
step and payment was made they would get 25 per cent
of the gross. The system was skewed towards the legal
representatives making more out of the process than the
plaintiffs.
We went down that track and then we went to court, but
of course those with a legal background would know
you have attempted mediation before that where both
parties have hopefully shared information — with or
without the benefit of the amendments in this bill. We
shared information and I was asked what outcome I
wanted. I said that I would like an apology and that
secondly I would take 50 per cent of the money owing.
My legal representatives said, ‘Forget the apology and
we will see if we can do the 50 per cent’. He walked
over to the other side, came back 5 minutes later and
said, ‘You get 50 per cent. Just sign on the dotted
line — and by the way, I am taking 50 per cent of your
50 per cent’; so I got 25 per cent. That was not a really
good outcome.
We would hope that with legislation such as this we can
have more informed decision making and more
importantly can focus on outcomes rather than getting
sidetracked. It often occurs in these events that people
get sidetracked. They want a good fight rather than a
good outcome. Again in the electorate office situation
when people come in, often a bit wound up, I have been
known to eyeball them and say, ‘Do you want a good
fight or a good outcome?’. They say, ‘I want a good
fight’. I say, ‘Go down the street and pick a fight down
there. If you want a good outcome, stick around’. Often
we eventually get to the point where we are chasing an
outcome. I think that is what this legislation is all about.
It is about enabling legislative change so that there is a
better chance of getting a good outcome that is
hopefully not too expensive.
The second amendment to the existing legislation
relates to parole. and again it seems to be a
common-sense, straightforward situation. The current
situation is that where a person is alleged to have
committed a crime while on parole they can be sent off
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to prison, which you would think makes sense.
However, under current legislation that strategy can
result in interference with or difficulties in completing
an investigation into the alleged crime. These
amendments will allow time for and enable further
investigations to be undertaken by the police after a
person has been alleged to have committed an offence.
For example, that may involve taking a person to a
crime scene to gather further evidence. That is a
common-sense approach.
I should make the point that the issue of common sense,
justice and the ‘do the crime, do the time’ principle was
raised with me this morning when I was talking on
Mansfield Community Radio. I had a rather robust
discussion with the interviewer, Christel Jensen, who
has very forthright views. Christel believes strongly in
the principle of ‘do the crime, do the time’ and that
parole is a privilege and not a right. As a fundamental
principle, I agree with that. However, we also need to
put in place the presumption of innocence until proven
guilty. We have to work these things through.
An honourable member interjected.
Dr SYKES — I am not biting in response to the
comment being made to my right. We need to work
through the issues and make sure that in putting these
measures in place we allow for thorough investigation
and ensure that justice is delivered in an equitable and
efficient way.
In the last couple of minutes available to me I will pick
up on a point raised by the member for Lowan. I am
wondering what is going on with the parliamentary
process in this place. We as politicians are elected by
our constituents. Whilst my electorate is not as big as
that of the member for Lowan, it is still a large area.
They expect me to come here and debate on their behalf
each bill that comes before the house. We in The
Nationals have prided ourselves on contributing to each
and every bill that comes before this place. I am
therefore at a loss to understand how, in a Westminster
system of government, we can be involved in a
situation where speaker after speaker from this side is
participating in the debate, but those on the other side of
the house are missing in action. They are missing in
action to the extent that when we resumed debate after
dinner there was not one member — zero, nil. It was
10-nil.
Ms Hutchins interjected.
Dr SYKES — The member for Keilor interrupts. I
make it very clear that when the Parliament resumed
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there was not one member of the opposition in the
house.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McGuire — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member is inaccurate in his statement. He
is offensive, and I ask that he withdraw.
Dr SYKES — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I wish to make it unequivocally clear, and I
invite those who were present to affirm, that when the
resumption of debate commenced after the dinner break
there were zero members of the opposition here, which
reflects very poorly on their representation of their
constituents.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
not only is the member for Benalla correct in what he
says but also the member for Broadmeadows is not
entitled to request a withdrawal simply because he
disputes the accuracy of a remark that has been made
by the member for Benalla. I invite you to rule the point
of order of the member for Broadmeadows out of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order! I
do not uphold the point of order.
Dr SYKES — I wish the bill a speedy passage, and
I commend the coalition government and the
Attorney-General on this fine piece of legislation.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — Members on this side
take our responsibilities to the nth degree, and this is a
very important bill that the Attorney-General has
introduced in the house. I will make a very brief
contribution. One of the things this bill does is address
the overwhelming burden of discovery of documents
that has taken place over a number of years. As a
practising barrister in the civil jurisdiction I know that it
has been part and parcel of the process of the
interlocutory steps leading up to trial to discover a
number of documents. Those documents had to be
relevant to the issues in question. A practice was
adopted by many practitioners of snowing — that is,
discovering every single document that might have
some, almost irrelevant but tangential, relationship to
the issues in question.
The simple fact is they tried to have as many
documents discovered as would completely bamboozle
anybody, and the cost and expense of having to go
through boxes and boxes of irrelevant documentation
just to discover a number of documents that were
relevant was a practice to be abhorred. This bill returns
to the courts the power to determine the precise nature
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of the documents that should be disclosed in the process
of litigation. I commend the Attorney-General for that.
The amendments to the parole system that for the first
time give police powers of arrest and the ability to
investigate in relation to breaches of parole is a
sensible, worthwhile and credible advancement of this
matter. It surprises me that it has taken so long to do
this. I am grateful that the Attorney-General has taken
this very important step of allowing Victoria Police to
participate in that process.
Finally, I say that I am pleased there is an amendment
to the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act 2009, the SSODSA. While that
legislation was introduced by Labor, it has been
substantially amended by this government. This bill
amends that act in a worthwhile way. I am pleased that
we on this side of the house are continuing the debate
about these important matters that will make a
significant difference and improvement to the
legislation known as SSODSA. With those brief
remarks I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — It is a great pleasure
to have the opportunity to speak on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Discovery, Disclosure and
Other Matters) Bill 2014. I have been listening intently
to the contributions of my colleagues, and I have
enjoyed many of them. It is unfortunate that the
opposition has chosen not to participate in the debate on
the bill. It is surprising, and in fact I have not heard any
explanation at all. Maybe the opposition was quite
happy to interfere with the courts during its 11 years in
government, when it made all sorts of changes to
courts, which made them less effective in many cases,
including taking away the gowns and wigs; it seemed to
be a populist view. Then it wondered why some of the
orders in the courts and tribunals were ignored by a lot
of the people attending them.
It is important to remember that the courts are supposed
to be the place where we go to resolve disputes that we
are not able to solve ourselves without that assistance. It
is really important that those places are seen as places
of great authority. People need to take those places
seriously and to take the orders made in those places
seriously, and by interfering with that process, the
previous government detracted to some extent from the
necessary respect. The bill — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BURGESS — I hear something from members
on the other side of the house. It is pretty unusual to
hear anything from them.
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The Justice Legislation Amendment (Discovery,
Disclosure and Other Matters) Bill 2014 amends the
Civil Procedure Act 2010 to provide powers to the
courts to reduce the cost and delay associated with
discovery processes in civil litigation. My colleague the
member for Prahran spoke earlier about the difficulties
that lawyers face in drafting pleadings, the importance
of those pleadings being accurate, the consequences of
those pleadings not being accurate in some cases, and
what happens to a case after that.
It is obvious that pleadings will always be needed, but
the bill gives the court the power to take away some of
the obligation on the pleadings to distil the issues. The
pleadings have historically included the document that
records the issues of the parties, so that the courts and
the parties are very clearly able to distil the issues in
dispute and what needs to be decided by the court
because they are not able to be decided by the parties.
This legislation will assist the courts in encouraging and
enabling the parties to distil those issues in a more
flexible way by using the discovery process.
For many years discovery has been regarded as one of
the major sources of cost and delay in civil proceedings.
The Australian Law Reform Commission recently
noted that discovery is often the single largest cost in
commercial litigation and that the commercial realities
of discovery can amount to a huge public cost. The
reality for parties can be that if the other side happens to
have deeper pockets, it can make it more difficult for
another party to seek justice in our tribunals and courts.
The realities of discovery have included delays and
have imposed costs. Often the disproportionate costs
involved can present a barrier to justice for litigants and
reduce the effectiveness of our court system overall.
This important legislation will give added flexibility to
the courts to seek justice between the parties without
being overly legalistic about the process.
The Civil Procedure Act, which is being amended,
commenced on 1 January 2011, and among other
things, gives the courts a wide range of discretionary
case management powers in relation to discovery.
Courts are able to make any order or give any
directions in relation to discovery they consider
necessary or appropriate, including orders or directions
which define the scope of discovery, and they can place
limits on the obligation to provide discovery or set time
frames for compliance. Courts may also impose
sanctions where a party has failed to comply with its
discovery obligations or has engaged in conduct
intended to delay, frustrate or avoid discovery. The bill
builds on the important base that was put down in 2011
by providing the courts with additional powers to
actively manage the discovery process.
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As I have already indicated and as has been indicated
by earlier speakers, the discovery process is very
important in litigation, and for the courts to be able to
direct and encourage the parties to be more
concentrated and to distil the issues, or at least be able
to distil the issues more readily, will be advantageous.
Allowing the courts to actively manage the process will
ensure that an effective discovery process is
undertaken, particularly in large-scale commercial
disputes.
I know that in your legal career, Acting Speaker, you
would have been involved with many cases where
discovery was for many thousands of documents. I
know you would have slaved away late into the night to
make sure that you were across all the documents and
knew exactly what was included in them, so that you
were able to present your case in the best possible way.
The discovery process will allow the courts to focus the
attention of both parties on the things that are really in
dispute, and the documents that are required to resolve
those disputes. Getting rid of any extraneous documents
that could be used for delay and added cost will benefit
the participating parties.
The bill allows the court to order that parties consult to
prepare a statement of the key issues in dispute, which
can then be used for pretrial processes such as
discovery or for the conduct of the proceeding at trial.
While pleadings are generally the main mechanism
through which the issues in dispute are defined,
concerns have been raised that pleadings, as I said, have
become overly lengthy and certainly far too complex.
As the member for Prahran said, pleadings have
become quite an art form. If one party is able to retain a
barrister who is particularly good at pleadings, it can
make it very difficult for the other side, and that does
not always equate to a just outcome.
This legislation is really about producing more just
outcomes more often and in a more efficient manner.
The bill allows the court to use a statement of issues as
an alternative mechanism to narrow the focus of both
pretrial and trial processes. This flexibility ensures that
the courts can use different mechanisms, depending on
the circumstances of the case, to define the issues from
the outset of the proceeding, thereby limiting the scope
of discovery that is required. This is an important part
of the legislation and will clearly be advantageous to
litigants throughout the state. I am certainly looking
forward to seeing how it resolves itself throughout the
courts.
The bill includes provisions for the courts to require the
party that requests the discovery to bear some or all of
the cost burden in appropriate cases. Specifically the
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bill provides for the court to order a party to pay to
another party a specified amount in relation to the costs
of discovery in any manner considered appropriate by
the court and also enables the court to order or not
order, as it thinks fit, that such costs are recoverable as
costs in the proceeding.
As with the Civil Procedure Amendment Act 2012,
these provisions are not intended to alter the general
principle that the party responsible for causing a cost to
be incurred should be required to bear the cost, but
rather to provide additional mechanisms by which the
general principle can be given effect by the court. It is
about making justice more affordable for people. The
bill will allow the general principle to be applied
specifically, and at the time discovery is sought, to the
justification for and reasonableness of the scope of
discovery.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McIntosh) — The
member for Forest Hill.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise
this evening to make a few brief comments on the
Justice Legislation (Discovery, Disclosure and Other
Matters) Bill 2014. The purposes of the bill are to
amend the Civil Procedure Act 2010 to provide further
case management powers in relation to discovery and
disclosure, to amend the Corrections Act 1986 and the
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act
2009 in relation to the disclosure of information, and to
make miscellaneous amendments to the Corrections
Amendment (Breach of Parole) Act 2013 and the
Crimes Act 1958.
There have been many eloquent contributions from
members on this side of the house during the course of
the debate, including a number of substantial
contributions from former legal practitioners who have
dealt extensively with this whole area. It is certainly an
area that has been problematic for quite some time, and
it is good to see a bill that aims to ensure that courts,
parties and legal practitioners are using appropriate
tools to reduce the costs and delays associated with the
discovery process.
I remember someone telling me years ago that there are
two places that you never want to go. One of them is
hospital and the other one is court, and there are a range
of reasons for that. In my previous occupation as a
chartered accountant I had a number of clients who had
various matters that went before the courts at different
times and I acted for plaintiffs, defendants and various
other parties. As previous speakers have noted, the
discovery process seemed to be a free-for-all to get the
legal meter going. I do not mean any offence to you as
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a former lawyer, Acting Speaker, nor to any of the
former lawyers in this place, but, my goodness, an
accountant’s fee seemed rather modest compared with
the bills that the solicitors racked up during the course
of their — —
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government has attended to in tidying up the legal
system in Victoria. With those few brief comments, I
commend the bill to the house and wish it a speedy
passage.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

Mr Shaw — Outrageous.
Mr ANGUS — Yes, as one of my colleagues
mentions, there were outrageous costs associated with
the lawyers’ fees. The accountants always had to keep
their costs very modest and appropriate. I used to warn
my clients that legal fees could become an absolute
black hole if you did not manage them very carefully.
This important bill reforms part of the legislative
process to put some constraints on the never-ending
process that can potentially go on within the court
system. I am sure these reforms will be very well
received by litigants into the future.
The bill introduces additional case management powers
for the courts, as I said, in relation to discovery and
specifically gives courts the power to order or direct
parties to consult and prepare a statement of the key
issues that are being disputed in the proceeding. This
statement can be used in pretrial processes, including
discovery, or for the conduct of the proceeding at trial.
Again this is a simple but very important matter that
enables a dispute to be clarified up-front with a
statement of key issues so that everybody is on the
same page in relation to what the matter is about.
The bill allows courts to order a party to pay to another
party a specified amount in relation to the costs of
discovery in any manner considered appropriate by the
court, including in advance of the discovery process. It
enables the court to order a party to provide all
documents in their possession or control which relate to
the issues in the proceeding, subject to the consent of all
parties and to appropriate safeguards to protect
privilege claims, and allows for a party to be directed to
provide an affidavit which sets out the volume, the
manner of arrangement or storage, the type or location
of discoverable documents or information about the
party’s document management processes more
generally.
These reforms will enable justice to be more readily
obtained by participants in the legal system. That has to
be a good thing for all participants in the first instance
but also for all Victorians. I commend the
Attorney-General on these reforms. The bill is another
in a series of important reforms coming under the
Attorney-General’s portfolio. I congratulate him and his
team for the terrific work they have undertaken in not
only this area but in the other areas that the coalition

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

Watsonia railway station
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport. The
specific action I seek from the minister is that he ensure
that any development of VicTrack of government land
at Watsonia railway station increases commuter car
parking space and does not reduce it. Members would
be aware that in the last few days the minister has
announced a package of, I think, 10 railway station sites
as part of a railway station precinct engagement
program that is said to involve economic development
around those stations. I believe plans for some stations
are further progressed than others and that some are
more advanced and ready to go to market than others.
The minister has listed Watsonia railway station in my
electorate as one of the stations that is being looked at
for potential development. I have written to the minister
about this in the past — some two years ago — and
suggested that the Watsonia railway station car park is a
suitable site for redevelopment. It is a large car park
with capacity for about 460 cars, and there is a lot of
pressure and demand there for more car parking spaces.
The reason I wrote to the minister was to suggest that
private development on that site might allow the
government to expand commuter car parking there. The
site also offers the potential to include some
commercial or residential office space.
Watsonia railway station car park is not located
immediately adjacent to a residential area, so there is
some potential for a level of development on the site, so
long as the community is consulted about the height of
any buildings that might be part of it. It is also
important to ensure that any commercial development
does not include potential for conflict with businesses
in the existing shopping centre on the other side, the
western side, of the railway line.
I seek assurance from the minister about the issue of a
commercial mix not detracting from existing traders at
Watsonia and ask him to ensure that the community is
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consulted about any maximum building heights for the
site before it is sold. Importantly, I also ask him to
ensure that there is a net gain in free commuter car
parking spaces at the station. As I have said, parking is
already a problem at Watsonia because commuters are
parking in surrounding residential streets, so it is
important to note that an opportunity exists to expand
and develop the site to include more car parking spaces.
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minister visits Waverley many residents will take the
opportunity to provide feedback to him.

It is also important to ensure that any potential for
upgrades to the Hurstbridge line that might improve the
capacity or speed of rail services on that line is not
compromised by any redevelopment along the side of
the railway line at Watsonia railway station. The
minister needs to address a number of issues. But the
particular issue that I raise for him is that he give a
guarantee to the people who use Watsonia railway
station — the many people who come from not just my
electorate but from other electorates around the area,
including Eltham and Yan Yean, to park at that railway
station — that those car parking spaces will continue to
be provided and that, if possible, more car parking
spaces will be provided.

In addition, I refer to other public transport projects this
minister has delivered for my electorate, including the
$1.8 million forecourt refurbishment at Glen Waverley
station; the $12 million-plus rebuilding of the Glen
Waverley line, with 45 000 sleepers being replaced and
many other improvements; the $5.5 million Monash
express bus services from Huntingdale to Clayton; and
the $10.8 million redevelopment at the Syndal railway
station car park. These are game-changing projects and
demonstrated, tangible outcomes of public transport
improvements for Glen Waverley and Mount Waverley
residents. When you put these projects together with
significant fare reductions, they paint a very compelling
picture of the most positive pro-public transport
government for Glen Waverley and Mount Waverley
residents that we have had in the history of this state,
which is a proud achievement. I am keen to have the
minister in Waverley to talk to residents — and I know
that they will be keen to provide him with strong
feedback.

Public transport fares

Racial discrimination legislation

Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is for the minister to visit
the Waverley area to discuss the coalition government’s
historic announcement on fare reductions for local
residents travelling from zone 2 to zone 1 on the Glen
Waverley line. I note that the announcement made
today by the Premier and the minister will mean a
significant improvement from the existing fare structure
for Waverley area residents, in particular easing the
pressure on the household budgets of those who
commute. What the announcement and the package
will mean for residents in my electorate is that those
who are travelling from zone 2 into zone 1 will pay
only the price of a zone 1 fare.

Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Multicultural
Affairs and Citizenship. The action I seek is that the
minister lead a delegation of interested parties to meet
the Attorney-General in relation to changes in
legislation that may have a serious and adverse impact
on our Victorian multiculturalism. At the last election
the federal Liberal Party made a reckless commitment
to repeal section 18C of the commonwealth Racial
Discrimination Act 1975 in its current form.
Section 18C renders unlawful conduct that is
reasonably likely to cause offence, insult, humiliate or
intimidate on the grounds of race. Breaches of
section 18C are not criminal offences. This
section provides that the Australian Human Rights
Commission can investigate complaints of racial
vilification and provide redress to victims of such
vilification through conciliation. These mechanisms are
vital to ensure that Australia effectively combats racial
prejudice and promotes the inclusion of all Australians,
regardless of their race, colour, ethnicity or nationality.
As legislators we have a responsibility to our
communities to protect the vulnerable in our society
from persecution and vilification. It is not a
responsibility to be taken lightly.

After some strong and positive feedback from residents
today, I did some analysis of what that might mean for
them. For a full-fare commuter who currently buys a
zone 1 and 2 daily fare, there will be a saving of around
$5 a day — that is right, $5 a day, obviously after
tax — for those commuters. Commuters who travel
from Jordanville, Mount Waverley, Syndal or Glen
Waverley into the city will save around $1200 a year,
while commuters using an annual myki pass will save
over $750. These are significant savings to a household
budget, and they are significant savings for people and
encouragement for them to jump onto trains on the
Glen Waverley line. I have no doubt that when the

The federal Liberal government has criticised
section 18C of the federal act on the grounds that it
erodes free speech, and yet it has seldom commented
on the important role of section 18D in protecting free
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speech. Section 18D provides for a range of exemptions
to section 18C on the grounds of promoting free
expression, including for legitimate artistic, academic
or scientific purposes and for matters relevant to the
public interest. It is disingenuous to argue for the repeal
of section 18C without paying due attention to
section 18D. Both the right to be free from racial
vilification and the right to free expression are
fundamental human rights enshrined in international
law. However, it is broadly recognised that neither right
pre-empts the other; instead we must aim to balance
both with the interests of our community being
paramount.
There are a large number of limitations on free
expression in Australian society that have failed to raise
a similar furore. We cannot defame one another, we
cannot engage in misleading or deceptive conduct, we
cannot sexually harass another person, many
professionals cannot disclose confidential information
and information is restricted on the grounds of national
security. The federal Liberal government has even
sought to increase the number of restrictions on the
distribution of copyrighted materials. The impact of the
repeal of these provisions on persons from culturally
and linguistically diverse communities in Victoria is
particularly concerning. One in four Victorians are born
overseas, we come from 200 different countries and
speak over 260 different languages. Again, I strongly
encourage the new Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship to speak with the Attorney-General in
relation to changes to the federal legislation.

Clontarf Foundation academies
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Sport and Recreation, and the action I seek
is for the minister to visit the Clontarf academies in my
electorate. As he is new to the role, I would very much
like to introduce the minister to the Clontarf concept. In
Mildura we have academies at the Chaffey Secondary
College and the Mildura Senior College, and there is a
Clontarf academy in Robinvale. These sporting
programs for Aboriginal men are based around football
and getting an education.
The academy has a vigorous rewards program.
Recently it held a football competition in Robinvale
where young men from all over the state participated in
an Aboriginal-only competition with teams from
Warrnambool, Swan Hill, Robinvale, Mildura,
Bairnsdale and Lakes Entrance. The concept of the
Clontarf academy is that places are set aside for
participants within the schools, and if you come to
school and perform well, then you get rewards. These
rewards can be participation in football competitions or
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trips to Melbourne and other areas. The academies have
had an amazing effect. We have increased retention
rates of young Aboriginal men to year 10 and then to
year 12.
The minister shares some history with the Clontarf
CEO, Gerard Neesham. They are both ex-Fremantle
coaches, and I am sure Mr Neesham would be keen to
catch up with his former colleague. The minister, the
member for Lowan and a former member for Eastern
Victoria Region in the Council, the Honourable Peter
Hall, visited the Clontarf program at Chaffey
Secondary College as it was getting under way five or
six years ago, and they had a kick-to-kick session with
the young Aboriginal men. The Clontarf program is
valuable to Mildura and Robinvale and is valued by my
electorate. I urge the minister to visit the academies,
meet the students and staff and observe how being
active and following a passion for sport can also lead to
educational outcomes.

BEST Community Development
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — The matter I raise
is for the attention of the Treasurer, and it relates to the
recent news that BEST Community Development has
been placed into the hands of an administrator. One of
BEST’s properties is the former Golden Point Primary
School, which is now known as GPlace. GPlace is a
learning and cultural centre which was developed with
a state government grant of $850 000. This was
provided through the Department of Transport,
Planning and Local Infrastructure, noting that the
former school would be refurbished and used — and I
note the terminology associated with the grant —
‘solely for community and education purposes’. I also
note that since that time further state government
funding has been invested in the site to develop a men’s
shed and a community garden. To facilitate the project
BEST Community Development also committed
substantial funding to the refurbishment and purchased
the school from the government for community and
educational purposes.
A consortium involving Ballarat Regional Multicultural
Council, Mount Clear College and U3A was
established well ahead of the refurbishments taking
place, and it has managed the facility since it was
reopened. Each group has also invested funds and
extensive volunteer time to manage, maintain and
further enhance the facility. It is now a thriving
community asset, providing a broad range of learning
and cultural activities for students from secondary
schools, members of the multicultural community,
including refugee families, and older community
members. The commercial kitchen, built as part of the
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refurbishment of this historic school, also enables many
other community events, including monthly
multicultural tucker lunches which are held for the
benefit of older members of the multicultural
community. The concern of the consortium — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McIntosh) —
Order! What action is the member seeking?
Mr HOWARD — I am getting to that point.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McIntosh) —
Order! The member ought to get to it fairly quickly.
Mr HOWARD — The background helps us to get
there. The concern of the consortium, which manages
GPlace, is that this facility may be lost as the
administrators look to selling the property for other
purposes. Therefore I ask the Treasurer to investigate
the restrictions placed on the GPlace property as
identified both in the sale arrangements to BEST and
also in regard to the substantial state funding provided
to assist with the refurbishment and development of the
site, and to take action to ensure that the rights of the
user groups are protected. Over a year ago I
communicated this issue to the Assistant Treasurer. He
was able to provide some documentation to me, which I
was able to share with the consortium when it was
renegotiating the loan.

Magistrates Court reform
Mr SHAW (Frankston) — I raise a matter for the
Attorney-General. The action I seek is to do with
improving procedures in the handling of cases in the
Magistrates Court — the busiest court in the state. I ask
that he meet with the Chief Magistrate, the Director of
Public Prosecutions, representatives from the Victorian
Bar Council and the Law Institute of Victoria and
community leaders involved in the criminal justice
system to determine how the criminal justice system
and procedures can be better rationalised to reduce
delay, backlog, wastage and inefficiency.
It is well documented and widely acknowledged that
our criminal justice system is under pressure, and all
options for a reduction in this pressure ought to be
considered. I know the minister has introduced many
laudable reforms to the criminal justice system,
responding to community concern, but I think it is
important to place on the record again that the current
system is struggling to keep up with the demand. It is
incumbent upon us as politicians to foster and protect
the community’s institutions, especially the rule of law
and the judicial system which gives effect to it.
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It is likely that matters within the system could be better
managed and streamlined, resulting in fewer delays and
thereby reducing inefficiencies and wastage both for
those coming into contact with the system and for those
who work within it. Much of the debate about the
criminal justice system revolves around sentencing
initiatives; however, such matters do not address the
problems that the system faces. For example, I am
aware of delays in the hearing of matters resulting in
unnecessary and costly adjournments, which are to the
detriment of both the court and the parties involved. I
refer the minister to one specific example of a change in
the process that could lead to more efficiencies — that
is, not requiring defendants on summons to attend
scheduling directions hearings before magistrates if
represented by counsel. This would also mean that
police informants would not need to attend those
scheduling hearings, which would therefore free up
more police time. There could be more examples if
such a meeting with the minister could take place.
Sentencing amendments almost always arise against an
uncertain factual background. Do heavy sentences
really deter? Do heavy sentences result in reformed
prisoners? Do longer sentences assist victims to achieve
happiness, closure or any other benefit? These
questions should be addressed in a serious,
evidence-based manner. However, a rationalisation of
processes and case management does not require such
research.
I ask the minister to demonstrate his leadership,
compassion and knowledge of the criminal justice
system through meeting with the legal community and
by genuinely seeking to understand how the coalition
government can help to address some of these existing
problems and reform the system.

Pound Road, Hampton Park
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads, and it
concerns the construction of a pedestrian crossing on
Pound Road, Hampton Park. The action I seek is that
the minister commit to provide funding for construction
of the crossing on Pound Road near the Hampton Park
Senior Citizens Club. The minister should try to cross
the road for himself. In an article titled ‘Seniors seeing
red’ in the Cranbourne News of 20 March, Hampton
Park Seniors Club president Neil Shepard is quoted as
saying:
I invite the Premier or the roads minister to come out here and
try and cross that road, particularly in a mobility scooter, and
see what residents have to put up with.
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The road is a serious risk to community safety, and
something urgently needs to be done. As Mr Shepard
has asked me on several occasions: does someone have
to get seriously injured or killed before someone does
something?
The Hampton Park Senior Citizens Club and I have
both written to VicRoads. VicRoads responded on
18 October 2012 stating that works would not be
considered in the short to medium term but that the site
would continue to be considered for future funding. A
later response from VicRoads dated 25 October 2013
stated that a proposal to install pedestrian-operated
signals will be considered for future funding in the
context of statewide priorities — in other words, there
are no plans to do something any time soon. It is two
years later, and still nothing has been done.
If the minister bothered to go to the Hampton Park
Senior Citizens Club on Pound Road, Hampton Park,
and have a look for himself, he would have no doubt as
to the necessity for the crossing. Tens of thousands of
cars drive along Pound Road every day. The minister
should think about those in the community who are
trying to cross the road at this busy intersection in
Hampton Park. The area in question is serviced by large
volumes of pedestrian traffic, with bus stops on both
sides of Pound Road, a tennis club, a bowls club, a
retirement centre, a kindergarten and also three schools
in the area. There are seniors with mobility aids and
children trying to dash across the road.
I have been told that the road’s middle refuge is so
uneven and broken that those using mobility scooters
are forced to travel a substantial distance on the road,
wait in the vehicle turning bay and turn into Anderson
Close to then enter the footpath. The amount of time
they spend on the road dramatically increases their
chances of being stuck by a vehicle travelling in excess
of 70 kilometres per hour.
Clearly this project has community support. A petition
to the Casey City Council received 665 signatures, and
a petition to be tabled in this place is currently being
circulated in the community.
The Napthine government’s last budget failed to
provide a single cent for road projects in Hampton
Park. This neglect needs to stop. Hampton Park
deserves better. There should be no more excuses or
delays from the minister. The community extends the
minister an invitation to visit and see for himself. The
action I seek is that the minister do the right thing by
these good people, provide the funding and ensure that
the people of Hampton Park can simply cross the road
in safety.
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Mordialloc electorate transport infrastructure
Ms WREFORD (Mordialloc) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Public Transport. The action
I seek is for the minister to visit the Mordialloc
electorate and look at the broken fences along the rail
tracks and some other items.
Mordialloc is an electorate which dumped its neglectful
Labor representation in search of better outcomes. After
11 years of Labor’s broken promises, waste,
mismanagement and a string of services that just were
not up to scratch, the people spoke. In 1999 Labor
promised to complete the Dingley bypass and the
Mornington Peninsula Freeway extension by 2010. No
money was spent on either — no plan, no funding, no
consultation; nothing at all. By contrast, within months
of the coalition government’s election planning funds
were in place for the Dingley bypass and soon
afterwards the coalition’s promise for a Mornington
Peninsula Freeway extension feasibility study was
funded and commenced. Funding for the complete
construction of the Dingley bypass was allocated in the
next budget. This far exceeded our promise.
Then there is the Frankston rail line. Under Labor
punctuality sank to a ridiculous 62.6 per cent, making it
by far Victoria’s and quite possibly Australia’s worst
performing line. Labor’s neglect and complete failure
to maintain the line led to constant breakdowns,
malfunctions and problems. Within eight months of our
election, and after a lot of work, punctuality passed
89 per cent, and it has stayed above that level ever
since. Now we have commenced a $100 million
upgrade to further improve the line so that everything
will be of the highest standard. Part of the problem
Labor had was that sea air rusts things, especially train
infrastructure and metal fences. Some of the fences
along the rail line from Mordialloc to Chelsea are
rusted, broken or non-existent — more victims of
Labor’s neglect. This is a safety issue, and we must take
action on it.
Labor’s neglect of the transport needs of the Mordialloc
electorate will take well more than one term to fix.
There are other demands for road improvements, works
around the train line and planning so that we never
again end up with the problems Labor’s neglect created.
We will not neglect transport. We are getting ahead of
the game and delivering real benefits, as demonstrated
by the zone reform. My electorate is a big winner from
the public transport zone changes. All the stations in my
electorate, from Chelsea to Cheltenham, are in zone 2.
The cost of an annual zone 1 and 2 pass will fall from
$2210 to $1430, a saving of $780. This is a great
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change. While others huff and puff about public
transport, we have an outstanding record of delivery.
I hope the minister can visit the Mordialloc electorate
so that he can see firsthand the terrific progress being
made and take a look at this broken fence issue so that
it can be repaired. I look forward to a positive response.

Broadmeadows electorate infrastructure
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I raise a matter
for the Premier. The action I seek is that he
immediately respond in writing to my letter to him of a
month ago offering a coordinated, bipartisan strategy to
ensure that the Australian government’s so-called ‘end
of entitlement’ does not also deliver the end of
prosperity and a fair go for all. Despite my offer having
been made in good faith as the MP for Broadmeadows,
the capital of Melbourne’s north and an economic
engine room that for generations has underwritten
Victoria’s prosperity, the response has been silence.
This is a shame that highlights systemic failure and
political prejudice.
My family settled in Broadmeadows in 1959, when it
was a raw fringe area at the end of the rail line. The
same year the Ford Motor Company began local
production, after Liberal Premier Henry Bolte,
accompanied by dancing girls and an orchestra, opened
the car plant. That was the last fanfare. Despite the
wealth created by one of Victoria’s poorest and
proudest communities, I have not found one plaque in
Broadmeadows bearing the name of a Liberal Premier
or Prime Minister responsible for a Liberal-funded
project. This historic neglect was highlighted more than
three decades ago when on his retirement a leading
member of the Victorian government confessed to me
that Broadmeadows was the biggest failure in the
previous generation of conservative administrations.
The failure involved a lack of coordination within even
one tier of government to deliver the basic
infrastructure people in most suburbs had taken for
granted long before Melbourne evolved into one of the
world’s most livable cities. The neglect also defines a
failure of politics. Funding is too often gifted to
marginal seats ahead of those with greater need, even
when it is not only the right investment in the public
interest but also the smart investment to reap rewards.
Ford has brought forward to June the axing of 300 jobs
in Broadmeadows and Geelong. While it has said it
intends to continue local production until 2016, this is
not a promise and far less a guarantee, despite the
Broadmeadows plant providing the innovation for
Ford’s highest-selling model globally. Holden and
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Toyota have fallen like dominoes, accelerating the
demise of Victoria’s once iconic automotive industry.
Following Ford’s closure, more jobs will be lost in
Broadmeadows than in Geelong. While the government
has announced that it will relocate the Victorian
WorkCover Authority to Geelong, it has already axed
funding for the much-needed government services
building in Broadmeadows. To make matters worse, in
its last budget the government axed funding for the
central activities district and the redevelopment of the
Broadmeadows railway station, shunting the funds
down the train line to help secure the vote of the
member for Frankston.
Funding for these projects must be honoured,
particularly given that the government’s decision to axe
funding for the Broadmeadows central activities district
had, according to the City of Hume, cost an extra
$11 million for the work, planning and effort that has
already gone into making this project shovel ready.
These projects are of major significance and they are
needed now. The issue is that we need a coordinated
approach. We need the Victorian government to match
Victorian Labor’s promise to increase to $30 million its
funding for more jobs and more businesses to come
into Broadmeadows, not the $9 million it is providing,
which is the lowest contribution, even lower than that
of the Ford Motor Company itself.

Rodney electorate food processors
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — My matter tonight is for
the attention of the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security. I ask that the minister come to Echuca and
meet with people in some of the very important food
processing businesses that we have in Echuca, in
particular Kagome, a very important food processing
company in the tomato industry in Echuca. Currently
Kagome processes around 250 000 tonnes and has
plans to grow that to about 400 000 tonnes. The
growers in our area are very efficient, and what we
need in Victoria is to have efficient processors as well.
Kagome is very keen to become more efficient in
processing tomatoes in its plant. Part of its plans for
doing that is to process more than just tomatoes. The
tomato processing runs from about January to May.
Currently it is processing beetroot as well, which takes
it to about July. If it can get its plant processing carrots
as well, it will be processing through to October, which
will be a far better utilisation of the equipment. That
will make Kagome far more competitive on the world
market because the utilisation of its plant will go from
four months to about nine months. That will drive great
efficiencies.
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Another great business in Echuca that adds value and
further processing of products from northern Victoria is
Fonterra. It is a New Zealand company but is very
important to the dairying region of northern Victoria, in
particular through its business in Echuca, where it takes
milk and makes it into yoghurt. Yoghurt is a very
high-value product from milk. Fonterra employs more
than 100 people in Echuca and provides a very valuable
outlet for milk producers in northern Victoria who put
their milk through the yoghurt plant.
I would like the minister to come along and see these
very important processing businesses in Echuca that
value add very high-quality product to what is produced
by our primary producers in the seat of Rodney.

Responses
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General) — The honourable
member for Frankston has raised with me the issue of
opportunities to improve procedures in Victoria’s
courts. I am pleased to be able to inform the member
that Victoria’s courts have already taken a number of
actions in recent years seeking to improve the
performance of the court systems. But the courts
recognise — and indeed I recognise myself — that
there may well be opportunities for further reforms to
add to what has been done to date.
To mention just briefly some of the reforms that have
already been put in place to improve procedures, at the
Supreme Court level there have been far-reaching
reforms to criminal appeals which have substantially
reduced the time taken for the hearing of those appeals.
The Supreme Court is currently embarking on a similar
process of reforms to civil appeals, with the support of
the state government. At the County Court level, the
Chief Judge of the County Court has pioneered a
reform providing initially for next-day — and
subsequently, when possible, for same-day —
post-committal mentions of matters in that court when
committal for trial has taken place in the Magistrates
Court. The Magistrates Court itself has recently
introduced weekend sittings, which have been very
successful. It has also, in collaboration with the County
Court, had two sittings of the court take place in the
County Court buildings on weekdays, which has
assisted in improving the smooth flow of matters
coming before the court.
Many of these reforms have been generated in part as a
consequence of the growing level of collaboration
between the different courts. This in part has flowed as
a result of moves to establish Court Services Victoria, a
new independent body that will provide administrative
support to the courts and to the Victorian Civil and
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Administrative Tribunal under the responsibility of a
board chaired by the Chief Justice of Victoria and
consisting of the heads of each of the six Victorian
jurisdictions. Prior to the full commencement of that
legislation on 1 July this year, the heads of jurisdiction
have been operating as an advisory board and have
been exercising many of the functions that they will
formally exercise upon the full commencement of
Court Services Victoria. That has led to increasing
levels of cooperation and collaboration between the
different jurisdictions and with the government, and the
government has in turn been keen to support the courts
to improve the efficiency and effectiveness with which
they operate wherever opportunities have arisen,
whether in relation to financial assistance,
administrative assistance or legislation.
The honourable member raised two specific
suggestions in relation to the Magistrates Court. He
suggested that procedures could be changed so that
defendants would not necessarily be required to attend
court for various interlocutory or procedural matters if
the defendant concerned was represented by counsel.
The member also suggested that if that occurred, it may
also remove the need for police prosecutors and other
police officers to attend court at those interlocutory or
intermediate stages, when that may be unnecessary.
The member has asked that I take up this suggestion
with the Chief Magistrate and the various legal
professional bodies to explore that suggestion and,
more broadly, whether there are further opportunities to
improve the effectiveness with which our courts
operate.
I am very pleased to be able to indicate to the
honourable member that I have been in ongoing
discussions with the various legal professional bodies
and with the Chief Magistrate in relation to a wide
range of opportunities for further reforms and
improvements in court procedures. I will be very
pleased to draw the particular matters that the member
has raised to the attention of the Chief Magistrate, to
seek his response to those suggestions and to provide
that response to the honourable member for Frankston.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) — It is a pleasure to respond to the member
for Rodney on the adjournment matter he raised, asking
me to make a visit to Echuca to inspect some of the
excellent food processing businesses in that part of
Victoria. The first of the two particular businesses the
member mentioned is Kagome, which is a tomato
processing plant. Through the Regional Growth Fund,
Kagome has had assistance to expand in recent times.
Those who read the local papers would recall a recent
photo of the Deputy Premier out in the paddock with
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the member for Rodney and John Grady, CEO of
Kagome. Unfortunately the Deputy Premier was
breaking the rules by throwing a tomato at the
cameraman at the time, which is a real no-no in a
tomato paddock, and was captured in the act. It will be
a pleasure to visit Echuca and Kagome with the
member for Rodney. Kagome is planning to expand its
tomato production there and also to process beetroot
and carrots, which will provide it with the opportunity
to have a much longer processing season and achieve
increased efficiency through improved economies of
scale.
The other business the member for Rodney asked me to
visit is Fonterra. We all know of the success of the
dairy industry in Victoria, and particularly the fact that
at the moment there is probably unprecedented world
demand for dairy products, creating opportunities for
the dairy industry in Victoria and for additional jobs,
particularly around regional Victoria. Again the Deputy
Premier, through the Regional Growth Fund, has been
able to assist a number of the dairy processing factories
around Victoria to upgrade to allow them to take
advantage of that unprecedented demand for Victorian
dairy products. I will most definitely coordinate diaries
with the member for Rodney and go to Echuca to visit
those businesses.
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) —
The member for Narre Warren South raised an issue
with me on behalf of members of the Hampton Park
Senior Citizens Club in relation to Pound Road in
Hampton Park and a crossing there, at which the
member has been lobbying for traffic signals to be
installed. The member said she wrote to me on
18 October 2012, two years after the Labor government
lost office, and we indicated that this particular project
would be considered for funding going forward.
As the member for Narre Warren South would
understand, there are a number of programs under
which these upgrades can fall. The Safer Road
Infrastructure program is one. It is a $1 billion fund to
improve safety around various locations. This work is
undertaken after a considered analysis of sites around
the state, usually those that have an accident history,
and other matters are taken into consideration.
However, this will be considered in terms of future
funding considerations for the member for Narre
Warren South.
I can also report, as the member would quite well be
aware, that funding has been provided for Narre
Warren South. Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road has
seen $49 million committed for its duplication from
Pound Road through to Thompson Road. The member
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would also be aware of the announcement made
recently in relation to the
Pakenham-Cranbourne-Dandenong rail corridor —
$2 billion to $2.5 billion — which is going to be of
enormous benefit to the member for Narre Warren
South’s community. There will be 25 new generation
trains, high-capacity signalling, grade separations and
new stations along that corridor.
There was also the announcement today in relation to
people from the member’s electorate who are in public
transport zone 2. They will benefit enormously from
our announcement today that zone 1 and 2 fares will all
be capped at zone 1 prices. That will be an enormous
saving for people within the member’s community. I
wish to point out, in relation to zone 2, which will stay
at its current discounted rate, that should there be
people from the member’s community who end up
getting jobs at Pakenham in that great new depot we are
building there to house the new trains, they will be able
to travel at the discounted daily fare of $4.96.
It is great news across the board for the member for
Narre Warren South. The particular issue she raised
tonight will be viewed in light of other funding
considerations, but in terms of the coalition’s
commitment to Narre Warren South, I would say it has
never been better.
The member for Mount Waverley raised an issue with
me in relation to Syndal railway station and also in
relation to our announcement today of massive
reductions in the cost of public transport fares across
the network. Syndal station, as the member would be
aware, was built in 1930; it is a very old station. It is
going to get a massive facelift because of the great
representation by the member for Mount Waverley.
There will be a three-level car park, stairs, ramps,
lighting, CCTV and of course protective services
officers at the station. It is going to be a great project.
The member for Mount Waverley has been able to gain
$10 million-plus for his community to get this project
under way. I understand preliminary works have started
on that site, and I am going to go out and inspect those
works with the member for Mount Waverley.
Once again, the member for Mount Waverley is a
winner in relation to today’s announcements, with
zone 1 and 2 passengers being able to travel for zone 1
fares. People within his community who are travelling
on annual myki passes will save something in the order
of $750. Those who pay on a daily basis will save
something in the order of $1200. When you get a
family — perhaps mum and dad are both going through
zones 1 and 2 — it is a massive saving. It is going to be
a massive saving for the member for Mount Waverley’s
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constituents. Students also are big winners in terms of
the savings that this fare cut is going to provide. When
they hit the city, they will be able to travel around the
CBD grid and not pay for the use of the trams. Of
course we have the beautiful new E-class trams being
rolled out.
The member for Mount Waverley and his community
are winners today because of his work. I understand the
Syndal railway station project is proceeding and
proceeding well. I look forward to going out and
meeting the member on site and talking to his
community and train travellers about the great benefits
of our initiative, which will start from 1 January next
year. It is money in their pockets, courtesy of the
coalition government.
The member for Mordialloc raised an issue with me in
relation to some of the fencing around railway stations
in her electorate. She sent me a photograph of one of
the fences, and I can understand now what she is
concerned about. Down in that neck of the woods, close
to the sea, metal rusts away fairly quickly, and some of
these fences are in a state of disrepair. As the member
would be aware, there has been a $100 million
commitment to the Frankston rail line, which will
provide major upgrades to stations right along the
corridor, including canopies, lighting, CCTV,
information screens and real-time information.
X’trapolis trains will be running along that corridor.
I am going to have a further discussion with Public
Transport Victoria to have a look at these specific
issues. It is one thing that we do major works around
railway stations — paint the stations up, put down
tactile edging, do all of the things the community would
expect — but if there is any titivating around the edges,
for instance, minor landscaping works and
improvements to these types of facilities, then I am
more than prepared to look at that and have that
discussion with Public Transport Victoria.
The member for Mordialloc, as I say, is one hell of a
good advocate for her community. She is always
looking at the finer detail and bringing these issues to
my attention. She is once again a great winner with
today’s announcement in relation to zone 1 and zone 2
public transport fares all being capped at zone 1 prices.
This means big savings and big wins for her
community. Those who have an annual myki pass will
receive a $750 saving; those who paid by the day will
save around about $1200 annually. Concession
travellers will also get the benefit of this announcement
today.
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People should hit the city, go around and look at the
theatres, go to the Melbourne Cricket Ground, go to the
tennis, go to the aquarium, have a good look around
and see what Melbourne has to offer, and they can
travel free. That is what this is all about. It is about us
leveraging off one of our greatest assets. Here in
Victoria we have the biggest tram network in the world.
There are 492 trams, with another 45 to come, and there
are 1200 drivers. Trams are big business. We should
leverage off our strengths, and trams are one of our
strengths.
In terms of putting this to the international market,
people who come here from overseas are going to
experience something they have never experienced
before, being able to view our great city. Of course
people coming in from the regions and the suburbs,
including Mordialloc, will get the great benefit of,
firstly, a zone 1 fare and, secondly, free travel on trams
in the CBD grid. I thank the member for Mordialloc for
once again bringing an important matter to my
attention. As I say, she looks at the detail. It is always
the finer detail and the issues that others may overlook,
and that is because she is so very much concerned
about her community.
I will just cover an issue that was raised with me by the
member for Bundoora. I would say he is a serial letter
writer on behalf of his community. I get a lot of letters
and a lot of correspondence from the member for
Bundoora in relation to issues that are of concern within
his community, and I always write back as quickly as I
possibly can. He raised an issue with me some time ago
in relation to the Watsonia station and whether or not
there was potential to do something with that station in
terms of upgrading it. The VicTrack station precinct
enhancement program is something I was passionate
about when I looked at disused, derelict railway land
and stations in a derelict state. I thought, ‘How can we
possibly develop the land and then use some of the
proceeds from that to upgrade the railway stations?’.
That is what these projects are all about in Glen
Waverley, Jewell, Hampton, Alphington, Essendon,
Windsor, West Footscray, Victoria Park, East
Richmond, Ringwood and Watsonia.
The way the program works is that VicTrack has to get
clearance from Public Transport Victoria before it can
go down the pathway of putting any of this land on the
market. So it will go to Public Transport Victoria, look
at a particular site, get a good understanding from a
public transport perspective of what is needed now and
in the future, ensure that none of these developments
will have an impact in terms of restricting development
of tracks or any other public transport assets in the
future and sit down with VicTrack to work out what
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public transport improvements we would like to see out
of the development.
VicTrack then goes to council and the local
community. It talks to the local member of Parliament
as well to make sure that everyone is on the same page
with what we are trying to achieve, and we end up with
a community that supports the outcomes. Recently I
was at the Jewell station in Brunswick with the mayor
of Moreland City Council, and he was absolutely over
the moon about what we are doing with that particular
precinct. It is currently a run-down, derelict haven for
druggies. There are buildings there that have been
empty for some time, but we looked at the artists
impressions of what we will create there, and it will be
fantastic.
We are looking to get modest development — some
residential, some commercial, some retail — that brings
these precincts to life. The station becomes the driver in
terms of the broader urban development of those areas.
If we upgrade the stations and have them looking good,
you find there is a lot of encouragement for others to do
the same. The good thing about it is that you can leave
your car at home or at the station, walk out the front of
the station at night and there are protective services
officers on duty. It is a fantastic opportunity for us to
get a dividend out of the land, to get sensitive
development, to protect the future development of the
sites and plough that money back into those stations,
and anything that is left over goes back into VicTrack
for the work it does.
VicTrack looks after about 1500 buildings, and 150 of
those are heritage buildings. It is always carrying out
work on its public transport assets. It runs all the optic
fibre and all the telecommunications for the
metropolitan network. It does that off budget, leasing,
development, rental properties and so forth, but this
program will give it a greater opportunity to do a lot
more with railway stations.
Therefore I say to the member for Bundoora that he
will be contacted. The people from VicTrack will have
a discussion with him and his council, and if there is
anything further he would like in terms of information
on that project, I am more than happy to provide it,
including a briefing, because I am passionate about this.
This is something I started, and we have a great
opportunity. There are over 200 stations across the
network. The 116 apartments in the development at
Glen Waverley sold off the plan in two weeks, the
commercial premises sold in 7 minutes and I
understand some of the residential developments have
onsold for $100 000 over and above the original sale
price.
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People now want to live right next door to public
transport, and if we can blend the residential, the
commercial and the retail into the station precinct, into
the forecourts, we will get fantastic outcomes. The
process of working through that is going on at the
moment — —
Mr McGuire interjected.
Mr MULDER — I hear a call, ‘Why don’t you do it
now?’. The member who asked the original question
has just indicated that he would like a proper
consultation process. We do not run roughshod over
communities. A proper consultation process, as
requested by the member for Bundoora, is what will
happen, and that is how we get the best possible
outcomes. We are not interested in a Labor Camberwell
fiasco like we saw in the past. We will do it right, and
we will do it with the community.
Mr WAKELING (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The member for Derrimut raised a matter
for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs regarding his
leading of a delegation to the Attorney-General — and I
assumed he meant the federal Attorney-General —
regarding possible changes to federal legislation, and I
will refer that matter to the minister.
The member for Mildura raised a matter for the
Minister for Sport and Recreation seeking that the
minister visit Clontarf Academy in his electorate, and I
will refer that item to the minister.
The member for Ballarat East raised a matter for the
Treasurer regarding the BEST community
development. I understand it was in regard to the
investigation of future options available for that
organisation and the sale of GPlace. I will refer that
matter to the Treasurer.
The member for Broadmeadows raised a matter for the
Premier regarding a response to a letter he had sent the
Premier regarding the future of Broadmeadows, and I
will refer that item to the Premier.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McIntosh) —
Order! The house stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 10.50 p.m.
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Legislative Council vacancy
Honourable members of both houses met in
Assembly chamber at 6.17 p.m.
The Clerk — Before proceeding with the business
of this joint sitting it will be necessary to appoint a
Chair. I call the Premier.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I move:
That the Honourable Christine Fyffe, Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly, be appointed Chair of this joint sitting.

selection of The Nationals, the party previously
represented in the Legislative Council by Mr Hall.
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
second the proposal.
The CHAIR — Are there any further proposals?
As there are no further nominations, I declare that
nominations are closed.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — I declare that Mr Daniel David
O’Brien has been chosen to occupy the vacant seat in
the Legislative Council. I will advise the Governor
accordingly.

She is willing to accept the nomination.

I now declare the joint sitting closed.

Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
second the motion.

Proceedings terminated 6.20 p.m.

Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — I draw the attention of honourable
members to the extracts from the Constitution Act 1975
which have been circulated. It will be noted that the
various provisions require that the joint sitting be
conducted in accordance with rules adopted for the
purpose by members present at the sitting. The first
procedure, therefore, will be the adoption of the rules.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I desire to submit the
rules of procedure, which are in the hands of
honourable members, and I accordingly move:
That these rules be the rules of procedure for this joint sitting.

Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — I
second the motion.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — The rules having been adopted, I
now invite proposals from members for a person to
occupy the vacant seat in the Legislative Council.
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I propose:
That Mr Daniel David O’Brien be chosen to occupy the
vacant seat in the Legislative Council.

He is willing to accept the appointment if chosen. In
order to satisfy the joint sitting as to the requirements of
section 27A(4) of the Constitution Act 1975, I also
advise that I am in possession of advice from the
Leader of The Nationals that Mr Daniel O’Brien is the
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Christine Fyffe) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

NOTICES OF MOTION

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

By Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (10 signatures).

City of Whittlesea police resources

Notices of motion given.
Mr SOUTHWICK having given notice of motion:
Ms Barker — I would like to raise a point of order,
Speaker. In the notice given by the member for
Caulfield he inferred that all members of the opposition
were at the pub having a drink last night at 8 o’clock. I
would like it noted that I was not at the pub, and in fact
I do not drink alcohol in the pub because this is my
workplace.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Oakleigh knows that is not a point of order.

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 and upgraded
24-hour police station in the north of the city of Whittlesea, to
serve existing localities such as Whittlesea township as well
as the fast-growing suburbs of Mernda and Doreen, and for
increased numbers of police in the area.
In particular, we note:
1.

the city of Whittlesea is the second fastest growing
municipality in Australia;

2.

at present the 1950s rural Whittlesea township police
station is only open during business hours with police
responding from Epping and Mill Park after hours;

3.

the ongoing population growth in Epping, South
Morang, Wollert, Donnybrook, Mernda and Doreen is
putting increased pressure on the two nearest 24-hour
police stations in Epping and Mill Park, meaning that the
north of the municipality is getting a worse service.

Further notice of motion given.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion
The SPEAKER — Order! Notices of motion 10 to
19 will be removed from the notice paper unless
members wishing their notice to remain advise the
Clerk in writing before 2.00 p.m. today.
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The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urges the Napthine state government to work with
the local community to upgrade police resources serving the
north of the city of Whittlesea.

By Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (112 signatures).

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

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.

Hazel Glen College
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the rapid increase of families in
Doreen and Mernda and the acute shortage of schools.
In particular, we note:
1.

there are now over 2000 students enrolled at government
primary schools in Mernda and Doreen;

2.

there is currently no state secondary school in Doreen or
Mernda, forcing students to travel as far away as
Whittlesea, Mill Park, Epping, Greensborough, Eltham,
Montmorency and Diamond Creek;

3.

the state government has funded phase 1 of a secondary
school at Hazel Glen College for year 7 only but phase 2
funding is desperately needed to expand to years 8–12.

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 and the City of Whittlesea;

4.

failure to upgrade Epping’s roads is now not simply an
issue of resolving congestion, but is critical to saving
lives during an emergency such as a fire.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urges the Liberal government to fund phase 2 of
Hazel Glen College in the 2014 budget as well as funding
new bus services, cycle routes and footpaths to serve the
school.

By Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (213 signatures).
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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.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the decision by the state
government to cancel school buses servicing schools in
Nillumbik.
In particular, we note:
1.

2.

3.

4.

students living in Nillumbik, Whittlesea, Mitchell and
Murrindindi have to travel great distances to attend
public high schools with school buses ensuring that kids
can get to school safely and in a timely manner;
a recent PTV review has cancelled services and imposed
charges on preserved services to Diamond Valley
College meaning that some students will either be
dependent on their parents getting to school or will have
to travel long distances to get to other public transport
options;
that much of Nillumbik and Murrindindi is rural in
nature, with few safe foot or cycle paths for students to
use;
the state government has also not provided funding for
either the Hurstbridge rail trail project nor funded
community transport services across the area that could
assist with getting students to school.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urges the Liberal government to reinstate existing
school bus services and to improve local transport options,
with more bus services and upgrades to cycle and footpaths
such as the Hurstbridge rail trail.

By Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (81 signatures).

Yan Yean Road upgrade
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
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 therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly urges the Liberal state government to fund the
upgrade of Yan Yean Road.

By Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (2214 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions be considered next day on
motion of Ms GREEN (Yan Yean).

ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Future of Victoria’s electoral administration
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) presented report,
together with appendices, extract from the
proceedings, minority reports and transcripts of
evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report, appendices, extract from the
proceedings and minority reports be printed.

PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE
Investigation into improper disclosure of
committee deliberations
Mr WALSH (Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security) presented special report, together with
appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

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.

4.

despite a plan to upgrade the southern section, this has
not been given funding nor a timetable of when funding
may be expected;
VicRoads’ decision not to ‘declare’ the central section
cost-shifts ongoing maintenance to hard-pressed local
ratepayers;

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Financial Management Regulations 2004 — Order under
regulation 8 authorising the Board of Inquiry into the
Hazelwood Mine Fire to incur expenses and obligations
Ombudsman:
Investigation into advice provided to the office of the
Minister for Planning by the Department of Planning
and Community Development in relation to land
development at Phillip Island — Ordered to be printed

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Thursday, 27 March 2014

ASSEMBLY

Investigation into allegations of improper procurement
of services by the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development — Ordered to be printed
Safe Drinking Water Act 2003 — Drinking Water Quality in
Victoria Report 2012–13
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Major Crime (Investigative Powers) Act 2004 — SR 7
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Labor treats country people with contempt. The
contempt shown by the member for Bendigo East and
Labor to the voters of Bendigo and regional Victoria is
not lost on those people. They will remember this — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Westbreen Primary School

Tobacco Act 1987 — SR 8
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 7, 8.

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy
The SPEAKER — Order! I have to report that the
house met last night with the Legislative Council for
the purpose of choosing a person to hold the seat in the
Legislative Council rendered vacant by the resignation
of the Honourable Peter Hall and that Daniel David
O’Brien has been duly chosen to hold the vacant place.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Public transport fares
Mr RYAN (Minister for State Development) — The
Labor Party is in an absolute shambles over the
revolutionary public transport initiatives announced by
the coalition government yesterday — free travel within
the Melbourne CBD and Docklands. The Labor Party is
bagging the initiative in Bendigo while it is barracking
for it in Burwood. In today’s Herald Sun in a story
under the headline ‘Cheaper travel for outer burbs’ in
an article headed ‘Napthine plan wins over ALP’, the
Leader of the Opposition backs the coalition plan and is
reported as saying:
no matter who wins the election, public transport fares will be
cheaper.

In other words, ‘me too’ politics. Meanwhile, in the
Bendigo Advertiser today under the headline ‘Allan
slams transport pledge’, the member for Bendigo East
attacks the coalition’s plan for free tram transport
within Docklands and the CBD. This is deceitful and
deceptive conduct by any standards. What is happening
is that the member for Bendigo East is trying to give the
impression to the people of Bendigo that Labor is
opposed to this plan, which Labor actually supports.
Labor supports this great new public transport initiative
when it is speaking to city voters and Labor smashes it
when it is speaking in the country. Labor barracks for
this initiative in Burwood while bagging it in Bendigo.

Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Westbreen
Primary School has two significant crosses to bear.
Firstly, the fanaticism of its principal, Tony Cerra, with
Collingwood Football Club has ensured that nearly all
students are Magpies. Secondly, and more significantly,
the coalition has failed to fund the rebuild of Westbreen
Primary School in the 2011, 2012 and 2013 budgets.
The school’s $5 million rebuild was supported by the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development when it was approved for inclusion in the
Building Futures stage 2 educational rationale in
August 2010.
Students, families and staff have done all that is
humanly possible. Team Westbreen’s message to the
Minister for Education was delivered inside a Carlton
football. Every single student has written to the
minister, put their message inside a football and they
are relying on the Minister for Education to deliver for
Team Westbreen. They might even give the minister a
cheer when he comes out to announce the funding for
Westbreen Primary School, and the school’s fanatical
principal might even allow them to sing the Carlton
theme song. But what we need is for the Minister for
Education to deliver for the students of Westbreen
Primary School. I now handpass — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I acknowledge that the
football may contain important messages from the
children, but the member for Pascoe Vale knows that it
is very disorderly to use props.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — I admire the member’s football
skills, and I think some clubs might require her in their
training sessions.

Maroondah Art Gallery
Ms VICTORIA (Minister for the Arts) — Two
amazing exhibitions have just opened at the Maroondah
Art Gallery: The Girlie Werewolf Hall of Fame, by
Melbourne-based printmaker Jazmina Cininas, presents
an intimate and intriguing look at the female werewolf
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throughout the centuries. Mildura artist Danielle Hobbs
presents a completely different exhibition which
explores the complexities of contemporary motherhood
in a sensitive and thought-provoking way. Both artists,
along with the wonderful curatorial staff, can be very
proud of what is on show.

The Basin Music Festival
Ms VICTORIA — The local community came out
in force to enjoy the talented performers and wonderful
atmosphere that are all part of The Basin Music
Festival. This is a non-profit, community-based festival
that is run by volunteers, like John Mortimore, whose
passion is for presenting quality music and
family-friendly fun. May the festival continue to
entertain us all for many years to come.

National Ride2School Day
Ms VICTORIA — Ride2School Day is a great way
to encourage students to be active as a regular part of
their daily routine. I was really impressed at the number
of children at Bayswater West Primary School who
came along by bike, scooter and skateboard. They are
healthy and enthusiastic young people, and I
congratulate them and principal Peter De Wacht for
leading the way on getting more active more often.

Heide Museum of Modern Art
Ms VICTORIA — As the result of a major
coalition government initiative, the Victorian Public
Sculpture Fund, I was proud to unveil the substantial,
fun and wonderfully crafted sculpture by Emily Floyd
at Heide Museum of Modern Art called Abstract
Labour. This major commission is the first new outdoor
sculpture at Heide for more than seven years. It is a
great addition to their collection.

Duck hunting
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — In this Parliament last
year I raised both formally and informally with the
Minister for Agriculture and Food Security the
concerns a number of local residents whose properties
border Lake Connewarre had in relation to the duck
shooting season. They were concerned that duck
shooters were shooting across their properties and
no-one was assisting or enforcing the law.
Unfortunately all their predictions have come true.
Shooters were targeting ducks from the border of a
property and the lake, firing at the ducks flying on and
off the property’s dam. The dam is close to the house
on the property. In fact the driveway up to the house is
incorporated into the dam wall.
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Since last year’s season the boundary between the
property and the state game reserve has been
resurveyed and fenced. The boundary is well signed,
warning shooters not to shoot across the property
boundary. Signs have been put up by the owners, Parks
Victoria and the local field and game association.
Despite this the problem continues, and it was
particularly frightening for the family last week.
A constituent reported to me that in the early evening of
18 March, at 7.35 p.m., the house was hit by a large
number of shotgun pellets. This happened twice in
quick succession. At the same time the nearby shed was
also hit and the owner’s son was actually struck by a
pellet when coming out of the shed. Fortunately he was
not seriously injured. The constituent immediately
contacted the police and Parks Victoria. He has since
also written to the minister and tried to speak with the
Department of Environment and Primary Industries.
Unfortunately, so far the responses have been
unsatisfactory or non-existent.
This is a situation that must be resolved to protect the
safety and wellbeing of this family and other families
whose properties border Lake Connewarre.

Freedom of speech
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — We ask Victorians to
respect our democratic institutions and our rule of law.
In turn, we promise equality of opportunity and equal
rights. These rights and responsibilities, combined with
good political and community leadership, have
delivered a society that is relatively harmonious and
provides a beacon for the rest of the world. This brings
me to the current debate on freedom of speech.
Freedom of speech is an important pillar of a free,
liberal, democratic society, but it is not an absolute
freedom. There are limitations that we as a society have
put in place over time to ensure that its excesses do not
harm members of our community, some of whom are
our most disadvantaged or marginalised. I therefore
reject the notion that bigotry is acceptable in today’s
society. That is why, for example, we have instituted
various strategies within our schools. Our antibullying
policy is one clear example.
We know the harm that offensive language can inflict.
It can marginalise, it can cause mental health issues and
it can undermine the sense of belonging that we all
crave. Therefore a message that says you have a right to
offend or humiliate is counter to this sense of a fair go,
counter to our basic values and counter to what is right.
Not only must we protect ourselves from extreme
behaviour and actions but we must set a standard of
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behaviour for the day-to-day commentary in the
schoolyard, the workplace and public places.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Melton electorate
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — ‘Me too’? You have
got to be kidding! The port of Melbourne sell-off — the
government should find its own policy; the Coatesville
Primary School: the Liberals followed our
announcement; and four rail crossings means the
government has only 46 to go. The government should
get its own policies instead of talking about ‘Me too’.
I have been informed by commuters that last week the
3.40 p.m. train from Southern Cross station to Melton
was cancelled for the whole week. There is no value in
reducing fares and providing free travel when residents
in my electorate are denied the opportunity of catching
a train home. I also seek for the government and the
Minister for Public Transport to start the planning and
design work for the Melton Highway bridge at Kororoit
Creek. It is dangerous because it is still a
two-carriageway bridge in a dangerous dip.
Exford Primary School needs additional facilities as a
school that was built for 90 kids and today is up to
340 kids. Staff need an additional staff room and extra
offices. It was a sad day recently when the Napthine
Liberal government closed the Reg Geary House
nursing home and forcibly transferred all the residents
to other facilities. It is a disgraceful policy, distressing
to families and residents. Is a cruel policy carried out by
this uncaring Liberal-Nationals government.

Laura Younger
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I rise to note the passing
of Laura Younger and to express my deepest regret and
condolences. Laura passed away recently, aged 93.
Born in 1921 in Coleraine, she joined the Bank of New
South Wales where she worked for 40 years until she
retired. Laura was a devotee of cricket and tennis and a
passionate supporter of the Melbourne Football Club,
for which I am very grateful. She once had the option
of travelling to Rome or attending a test match in
Brisbane. She chose Brisbane to support Australia.
Always community minded, she delivered Meals on
Wheels for over 30 years, only giving it away two years
ago. Affectionately known as the Liberal Party’s secret
weapon, she never went anywhere without a
membership form. She helped build Balwyn branch
into one of the largest branches in the Kooyong
electorate. Laura loved nothing better at state and
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federal elections than working all day in dead red
electorates, taking it right up to the Labor Party as only
she could.
My condolences to her brother, John, and her extended
family. She was a great lady and a joy to be with, and
she will be missed by many people.

Wally Curran
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to pay tribute to
the late Wally Curran, a great Australian, a great trade
unionist, a great friend to working people across this
nation and a great mate. Wally passed away at the
weekend aged 82, following a battle with cancer. He
will be sadly missed by all who knew and admired him.
Wally Curran is well known as one of Australia’s most
prominent union leaders. He joined the Meat Workers
Union in 1954, served as assistant secretary for 16 years
and as state secretary from 1973 to 1997, and what a
union leader he was. He is widely acknowledged as a
tremendous fighter and advocate for his members.
In one of Australia’s toughest industries, Wally enjoyed
great success in markedly improving the pay and
conditions for meat workers across Victoria. His
negotiating skills, picket line tactics, creative approach
to disputes and stubborn doggedness on behalf of his
members is the stuff of legend — a legend which was
not lost on a generation of meatworkers who had
unquestioning faith in Wally and who were prepared to
back his judgement to the hilt every time.
Of course, this icon of the labour movement was more
than a working-class warrior; he was known for his
passion for the arts and in particular his patronage of
up-and-coming Victorian potters. Perhaps most
importantly he was admired for the advice, guidance
and friendship he gave unselfishly to hundreds of
activists and progressive young people, many of them
now leaders in the labour movement today.
Finally I extend my personal condolences to his wife,
Kay, his daughters and grandchildren. He will be
missed by all.

V/Locity trains
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — The
announcement earlier this week of a new three-carriage
train set for the use of V/Line commuters is fantastic
news for Gippsland V/Line passengers. Premier
Napthine and the Minister for Public Transport made
the announcement on the back of significant savings
being made in the delivery of the original order for
40 new V/Locity carriages and infrastructure upgrades
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for the V/Line network. The prudent network of the
original $260 million contract has led to significant
savings, allowing for another $70 million to be used for
an additional three-carriage train set. The new
three-carriage train will be capable of seating an
additional 228 passengers each trip for commuters
travelling from Traralgon, Geelong, Ballarat and
Bendigo.
This is in stark contrast to the management of similar
projects under the Labor government, which
consistently came in over budget and over time. By the
government increasing the original order with
Bombardier additional jobs will be created not only
with Bombardier itself but also in my electorate of
Narracan, where a local fabrication company has
become a preferred contractor to Bombardier for
V/Locity trains. DJM Fabrication is a local
family-owned company established by Denis and
Jinnette Marshall, who employ 30 local tradesmen. The
company has almost doubled the size of its business
since gaining work from Bombardier. The locally made
V/Locity trains have a track record of being reliable,
comfortable and very popular with regional Victorians.
The announcement means that we are now boosting our
V/Locity train fleet by more than 32 per cent as part of
the coalition government’s commitment to provide
more public transport services to move more people
more often.

Ovarian cancer
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — February was
Ovarian Cancer Awareness Month. Ovarian cancer is
very difficult to diagnose, with symptoms ranging from
bloating to feeling very tired, and only 43.3 per cent of
women who suffer from ovarian cancer survive.
Ovarian Cancer Australia does an important job in
making women aware of the symptoms of the disease,
how to respond to them and how to support those who
are suffering from ovarian cancer and their families.
During the last sitting week this Parliament decided to
spend the week supporting Ovarian Cancer Australia,
and I thank the Speaker for her support in making that
possible. I also thank Georgie Crozier, a member for
Southern Metropolitan Region in the Council, for her
support in ensuring bipartisan support for the morning
and afternoon teals that were run for Ovarian Cancer
Australia. I especially thank the catering staff at
Parliament House — Paul McConville and his team —
for so enthusiastically embracing this fundraising event
for Ovarian Cancer Australia. I also thank the Leader of
the Opposition and the Minister for Health, the
Honourable David Davis.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Edith Dizon-Fitzsimmons
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I advise the house
of the passing of a very special lady. On Monday,
24 March, I joined many community members and
family at the funeral of Edith Dizon-Fitzsimmons, who
passed away on Saturday, 15 March, at the wonderful
age of 91 years. A number of emotional eulogies were
given by members of Edith’s family and her great
friends Lance Woodhouse and Gavin Doherty. They
paid tribute to the contribution of and full life lived by
this amazing woman, describing her as warm, caring,
inspirational, generous, passionate, talented, beautiful
and intelligent.
I drove Edith from Melbourne to Shepparton a number
of years ago and listened in awe as she spoke about her
life. John Lewis of the Shepparton News has beautifully
documented Edith’s life. Born in the Philippines in
1922, Edith married D. Paulo Dizon and had six
children. During that time she learnt music, taught it
and became the first female pilot from the Philippines.
Later in Australia she celebrated her 70th, 75th and
80th birthdays with parachute jumps. When Edith’s
husband died, she worked three jobs to keep her
children at school.
Edith moved to Shepparton in 1973 after marrying Ray
Fitzsimmons. Together they helped build Philippine
House Museum and Library in Shepparton. In her 70s
Edith travelled to the United States to complete a
masters degree in music therapy. In 1998 she published
a book entitled The Sky’s the Limit, about her amazing
journey, and I have an autographed copy of it. In 2000
Edith’s face was featured in Australia Post’s Face of
Australia collection. In 2002 she became Victoria’s
Senior Australian of the Year. My deepest sympathy
goes to Edith’s loving family and many friends. She
truly was an inspirational woman.

Junction Oval
Mr EREN (Lara) — The recently appointed
Minister for Sport and Recreation, the Honourable
Damian Drum, appears to be incredibly proud of
himself and his government for contributing
$10 million towards the Junction Oval redevelopment,
but it is nothing more than a false promise and empty
words. The minister confirmed on Tuesday in question
time what we had all suspected — that is, the
$10 million had conditions attached to it and was
dependent upon the amount of money being matched
by the federal government and others. The minister
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further made the point that $10 million put on the table
is enough to secure a first-class venue at Junction Oval.
However, the minister clearly has no understanding of
what is needed out at Junction Oval. The minister
seems to think that it is okay to pick up the phone and
do media interviews, yet he is not even willing to speak
to his federal government colleagues, people who are
supposedly of the same Liberal-Nationals political
colour.
This is a slap in the face for Cricket Victoria, which has
very little optimism about the federal government
matching its funding. We should not expect anything
else from members of this government, who are willing
to make commitments knowing that the federal
government will not commit to it, and then they turn
around and wipe their hands clean. Cricket and football
deserve better. This project has been on the
government’s radar for over two years and all the
people at Cricket Victoria have received is an empty
commitment and government members patting their
heads and telling them that they should be grateful for
what they have. It is time the minister got real and
supported the AFL and Cricket Victoria to sort out this
problem once and for all. They should not pit one sport
against another. They should stop playing politics in
sport, stop the spin and stop playing political football
with this very important issue.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr EREN — The Treasurer knows very well that
that $10 million is not a genuine commitment.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Padua College
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I was pleased to
attend the official opening and blessing of the Tyabb
campus of Padua College, officiated by the Most
Reverend Denis Hart, Catholic Archbishop of
Melbourne, on 14 March. I congratulate the college on
its magnificent new facilities, which will improve
educational outcomes for local children.

Hastings U3A
Mr BURGESS — I was pleased to be invited to
speak at and chair Hastings U3A’s annual general
meeting on Friday, 21 March. This year Hastings U3A
Inc. has had a record number of new members joining
and taking up the many courses and activities that the
organisation has on offer. Hastings U3A has a
wonderful future under its excellent management.
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Mornington Peninsula Shire Council
Mr BURGESS — I would like to thank the
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council for inviting me to
attend a council meeting hosted at the Somerville
Mechanics Institute Hall on Monday night. I also
commend Cr David Garnock for successfully
sponsoring a new local law that will provide police with
the power to stop local youths breaking the law and
putting their lives at risk on unregistered motorbikes.

Brad and Rose Lemon
Mr BURGESS — I take this opportunity to
congratulate two of my Tyabb constituents, Brad and
Rose Lemon, who have been invited to join the
international VOST Leadership Coalition. VOST
stands for Virtual Operations Support Teams. VOST is
helping Victoria become a more disaster-resilient state
by recognising the emerging influence of social media
as a form of news and data gathering and through the
use of this pervasive new medium to disseminate
warnings and other information about emergencies.
During the summer months in Australia, the VOST
Victoria team was in permanent operational status,
broadcasting information on Twitter about running
wildfires and other emergencies and reporting to the
state control centre, which is operated by the Victorian
fire services commissioner. I wish Brad and Rose well
in their important new roles.

Graffiti
Mr BURGESS — On 23 February the fight against
graffiti in Hastings was given another boost with the
Minister for Crime Prevention, Edward O’Donohue,
handing over portable graffiti-removal systems to
provide community groups — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Albert Jones
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — Albert Charles
‘Bert’ Jones enlisted in the army on 12 April, 1915, and
then joined the 7th battalion. He fought at those horrific
battles in Gallipoli — at the Nek and Lone Pine.
Following those battles he was withdrawn to Egypt and
joined the 59th battalion. Like many men of his time he
fought the battles, saw the horror, experienced the
trauma and then returned home. Also like many men of
his time he was known as a bit of a larrikin. During his
time as a soldier he was charged a number of times with
minor offences such as ‘conduct to the prejudice of
good order and military discipline being concerned in a
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disturbance at no. 1 field bakeries compound’. After the
war, Albert worked on the Ballarat railways until he
died at work in a shunting accident. He was 36 and left
behind a wife and four children. He was buried in an
unmarked grave.
Albert’s grandson and granddaughter-in-law, Gavin
and Sylvia Jones, discovered his unmarked grave as
they were researching their family history. After a lot of
work, tenacity and generous assistance from Ballaarat
General Cemeteries Trust and the Rotary Club of
Ballarat South, they finally saw a gravestone placed on
Albert’s gravesite. This is a wonderful story, and I was
privileged to be present at the very moving ceremony
on Saturday.
This is but one example — and a great example — of
the many stories that will emerge in the lead-up to the
100th anniversary of Anzac Day on 15 April 2015. The
Victorian Anzac Centenary Committee, chaired by the
member for Hawthorn, is committed to sharing
Victoria’s stories because they are unique and
important. This is but one of those stories. I urge every
member in this chamber to encourage their constituents
to talk about the stories of their families — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

National Emergency Medal presentations
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I recently had the great
pleasure of representing the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, who is also the Minister for
Bushfire Response, at a ceremony to present national
emergency medals to Country Fire Authority (CFA)
members at the CFA headquarters in my electorate of
Forest Hill. The 52 recipients received the medals for
extraordinary service during the 2009 Black Saturday
bushfires. I congratulate the recipients on their awards
and thank them for their service to Victoria during this
very difficult time.

Forest Hill electorate cricket
Mr ANGUS — Last weekend, two of the cricket
clubs in my electorate, Vermont and Forest Hill,
competed in the Box Hill Reporter District Cricket
Association grand final. I was pleased to be at the game
to witness some very high-standard cricket. With Forest
Hill having made 317 runs, Vermont could only
manage 270 last Saturday. I congratulate both teams on
a great season, with special congratulations to Forest
Hill, which won the game — the first time it had won
the McIntosh Shield since the 1977–78 season.
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Public transport fares
Mr ANGUS — What a terrific public transport
announcement it was yesterday from the Premier and
the Minister for Public Transport. From 1 January 2015
tram travel in Melbourne’s CBD and Docklands will be
free and zone 1 fares will apply across the entire
metropolitan network. These significant changes will
result in substantial cost of living relief for families as
commuters will be able to travel in zones 1 and 2 for
the cost of a zone 1 fare. Savings for a commuter who
buys a zone 1 and 2 ticket daily will be around
$1200 per annum; for those commuters using a myki
annual pass, the savings will be more than $750 per
annum. What a welcome relief this will be for
commuters, as well as for tourists and other visitors to
Melbourne’s CBD. I commend the Premier and the
minister on this terrific new initiative and note that
important initiatives like this can only be introduced
when the state’s budget is under control and its finances
are managed responsibly.

Whitehorse Community Chest
Mr ANGUS — I was pleased to be at the launch of
the 2014 Whitehorse Community Chest Annual Appeal
earlier this week. I congratulate all those
involved — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Accident Compensation Conciliation Service
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to bring to the
house’s attention concerns that have been raised with
me regarding the Accident Compensation Conciliation
Service (ACCS) within the Victorian WorkCover
Authority. If an injured worker goes to a conciliation
conference through the ACCS, he or she presently has
no right to representation. Traditionally conciliators
have used their judgement to allow representation from
union officials where appropriate. While the legislation
only states that a worker cannot have a legal
representative at a hearing — usually a solicitor — the
normal practice has been to allow representation. In
many cases injured workers are completely unfamiliar
with the process. They are often traumatised by their
injury and have significant difficulties conducting
themselves dispassionately in any conference.
Concerns have been raised with me that there has been
a change in the practice of conciliation officers. The
tradition has been to allow representation, but this has
not been the case with all conciliation officers of late.
Concerns have been raised that this will create
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circumstances where highly distressed individuals are
required, in the only process within the WorkCover
system where there is no right to representation, to
conduct their own case in circumstances where they are
psychologically unable to do so. The rates of mental
illness amongst persons who have been injured has
been highlighted by the WorkCover authority itself in
its recent annual report, and this should be of concern to
all members.

El Dorado Moving Feast
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — The El Dorado
community again covered itself in glory at its recent
Moving Feast, part of the Melbourne Food and Wine
Festival extravaganza. I attended this function and was
overwhelmed with the passion, commitment and
attention to detail. El Dorado was one of Victoria’s
best-kept secrets, but since El Dorado’s Moving Feast
the secret is out. Well done to Sue Phillips and her
extraordinary team for the great food, excellent wine
and brilliant people.

Myrtleford men’s shed
Mr McCURDY — Last week I had the pleasure of
joining the member for Benalla at Myrtleford for the
official opening of the upgraded Myrtleford men’s
shed. An extension to the facility and the development
of a woodworking bay was welcomed by the members.
I have seen the many benefits of the men’s shed
program across my electorate, including helping with
men’s social connections and helping them to use and
share their skills.

Walk a Mile in Her Shoes
Mr McCURDY — Well done to the men and
women who participated in the Walk a Mile in Her
Shoes event in Wangaratta on Sunday. The event was
organised by Renee Kosch and Laura Murray, and saw
participants, many putting on a pair of high heels,
walking along the rail trail to raise awareness of
domestic violence issues. I am currently working with
service clubs in Wangaratta to facilitate programs
relating to the White Ribbon campaign to address
violence against women in the community.

Black Dog Ride
Mr McCURDY — More than 200 people took part
in the inaugural motorcycle Black Dog Ride from
Wangaratta to Lake Hume on the weekend. The event
raises awareness of suicide and depression. Jim
Redmond was the key organiser, and funds raised went
towards Lifeline Australia. Events such as this bring
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discussions about mental health issues out into the
open, so I commend the organisers for their actions.

Great Southern Star charity event
Mr McCURDY — Last Saturday night I attended
the Pryde’s EasiFeed Great Southern Star charity event
for ovarian cancer. The enormous crowd was kept
entertained while at the same time focused on the
disease, which can be so cruel. The Premier was in
attendance and spoke passionately about how we can
all make a difference and support each other.

John Cohen
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I rise to give thanks
for the life of John Cohen, OAM, whose passing on
18 March is deeply felt in the labour movement and the
Eltham community. John was born in Cologne,
Germany, in 1919. My colleague the Honourable Jenny
Macklin, federal member for Jagajaga, said in the
Australian Parliament this week:
After being thrown out of school at 14 by the Nazis, John
came to Australia as a refugee in 1938. He joined the Labor
Party in Perth in 1940 when he was nominated by the late
Kim Beazley Snr. John later moved to Melbourne with his
wife, Shirley, where he became well known as a tireless
believer in, and worker for, the Labor cause.
… In 2011 local Labor branch members gathered to celebrate
John’s 70th year of ALP membership.

From the time that I was the Eltham ALP branch
secretary some 20 years ago, I have been the recipient
of John’s personal encouragement, support and advice.
His generous nature and community spirit was a
measure of his character. I know the member for
Eltham also extends his sympathies to the Cohen family
and is thankful for John’s great support. Our sincere
thoughts are particularly with John’s wife, Shirley, his
children, Rhonda, Roslyn and Keith, and his
grandchildren. There will be a fitting tribute in
celebration of John’s life on Sunday, 13 April, in the
upper gallery at Montsalvat in Eltham between
11.00 a.m. and 2.00 p.m. I am sure that all people are
most welcome to attend. It will be a fitting tribute to an
inspiring life.

Swinburne Prahran Community Children’s
Centre Co-operative
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) —
Congratulations to Ramila Sadikeen and the team at
Swinburne Prahran Community Children’s
Co-operative, which has recently received a $10 000
state government grant to make improvements to the
outdoor play area. Since December 2010 the coalition
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government has delivered $106 million of state and
national partnership funding towards building and
upgrading hundreds of services. This grant to improve
amenities will help to provide the kids at Swinburne
with a modern and well-resourced learning centre.

South Yarra Soccer Club
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — It was a pleasure to
recently attend a kids training session at the South
Yarra Soccer Club, which utilises facilities at the
Orrong Romanis Reserve in Prahran. Coach Abdel
Deroune offers specialised soccer training for kids aged
four to seven and provides a unique program focused
on introducing kids, including those who are socially
and financially disadvantaged, to soccer.

Protective services officers
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — I was delighted to
recently join the Treasurer in welcoming protective
services officers (PSOs) to Prahran and Armadale
railway stations. PSOs are making a difference to
public safety, and people who use Prahran station on
the Sandringham line will benefit from their presence.
We have had PSOs working on the public transport
network since February 2012, and a total of 657 have
now been deployed across 92 stations, where they
patrol from 6.00 p.m. until after the last train every
night. I am pleased that commuters who use the busy
Prahran station will now feel safer knowing they are
protected by PSOs.

New Hope Foundation
Mr NEWTON-BROWN — Congratulations to the
New Hope Foundation located in Grattan Street,
Prahran, which is set to receive Victorian coalition
government funding to help its members discover and
enjoy Victoria’s beautiful parks. The Discover Parks
program grant will help the New Hope Foundation to
conduct day trips with culturally and linguistically
diverse seniors.
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know that he and the government he represents play an
important role in setting the national tone.
Senator Brandis should ask himself whether his
comments make it more likely that this nation will be a
welcoming, considered and pleasant place for people
from all around the globe to live and visit, or whether
he has made it more likely that it will be a harsher,
nastier and more forbidding environment for people —
surely the latter. He should consider whether it is the
role of the national government to encourage and
promote the best instincts of Australian citizens or to
give full rein and comfort to those who seek to abuse or
denigrate others. He has sadly used the considerable
power of his office in support of those baser instincts.
Now the Australia/Israel & Jewish Affairs Council has
indicated that the changes proposed by Senator Brandis
to the Racial Discrimination Act 1975 will open the
door to Holocaust denial. What a shocking and
demeaning reform for Senator Brandis to propose and
for the Liberal Party to put its name on. The only thing
more odious than bigotry is the cultivation of bigotry
for political advantage — the farming of bigotry for
votes.

TRANSPORT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (FURTHER TAXI REFORM
AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 March; motion of
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport).
Government amendment circulated by
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport)
under standing orders.

Racial discrimination legislation

Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — It is my great and
interesting pleasure to rise this morning to speak on the
Transport Legislation Amendment (Further Taxi
Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2014. It is interesting
that this program of reform has become quite a
compelling symbol for all that is wrong with this
government.

Mr PAKULA (Lyndhurst) — Three days ago I
heard the chief law officer of Australia, the federal
Attorney-General, Senator George Brandis, say ‘people
have a right to be bigots, you know’. I have scarcely
heard a more irresponsible comment from a senior
federal minister. Surely the Attorney-General knows
that his obligation is greater than simply stating the
minimum obligations under the law, even as he sees
them. The chief law officer of this country ought to

Approximately 20 minutes ago an amendment was put
to me by the Minister for Public Transport. The initial
round of foundation reform for this bill was
characterised by the chaotic and unstable nature of
government that this coalition is forced to govern with
because of its reliance on the swing vote of the member
for Frankston. What the government did in the last
round of taxi reform was make a special deal, or so it
thought, to try to protect Frankston taxi operators from
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outside metropolitan operators. As I said, that was to
secure the swing vote of the member for Frankston in a
desperate attempt by the government to get the last
legislation through.
The position of the opposition at that time was that if
you had a model around trying to deal with the
implications for large regional and urban areas, why
was it that just those areas were given special treatment
and not other areas? We saw the government
scrambling to secure the vote of the member for
Frankston in an attempt to get the bill through, and it
thought it had done that. However, it has become clear
this morning that either through sloppy drafting or an
attempt to politically avoid whatever consideration was
paid in the course of the government’s negotiations
with the member for Frankston, the drafting of the bill
has not been adequately discharged. Yet again this
morning an amendment has been put forward that seeks
to address the issues, because the government believes
it had an arrangement with the member for Frankston.
Opposition members have not had the opportunity to
take full and frank advice on the amendment, so we will
reserve our position at this time. However, it is very
clear that what is behind this amendment is sloppy
drafting and an attempt to fulfil a deal with the member
for Frankston, because this is not a government that
governs in its own right; it is a government that
attempts to do backroom deals in order to get its
legislation through. The government is prepared to
sacrifice the integrity of its own legislative agenda.
Government members run around saying, ‘We want to
bring greater competition into the taxi industry —
except if that competition is going to occur in
Frankston, and except if we have to secure the vote of
the member for Frankston’.
In the course of being briefed on this bill — and I thank
the bureaucrats who provided that briefing — I
specifically asked: ‘Do you anticipate any house
amendments to this bill?’ The answer provided to me
was that, no, they did not. Yesterday I wrote to the
Minister for Public Transport to tell him that if he had
any amendments to the bill, I would be more than
happy to receive them as long as I had the opportunity
to be briefed on them. No response was received, yet lo
and behold this morning, what do we have? We have
30 pieces of silver in the form of this circulated
amendment. It was only at the time the amendment was
circulated that the government started to come clean
about what its secret deals with the member for
Frankston might be.
By contrast, I forwarded a reasoned amendment to the
minister yesterday, and I ask that the reasoned
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amendment be circulated. This is an issue that goes to
the genuine concerns that have been put forward.
Members will recall that in the course of the foundation
bill the opposition moved a reasoned amendment,
which went to a number of the opposition’s concerns.
Number one was the issue of hardship, and that issue
continues to afflict certain elements of the taxi industry.
It is an issue that these people have been very
passionate about explaining — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member must read the text of the reasoned
amendment.
Ms HENNESSY — I am more than happy to read
the text of our reasoned amendment. I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until appropriate consultation with
stakeholders has occurred to address serious concerns about
the bill including, but not limited to:
(1) the impact of the proposed price notification scheme on
taxi operators in cooperatively run network service
providers in regional Victoria;
(2) possible fare increases; and
(3) consumer protections for regional Victorians,
particularly in relation to the proposed price notification
scheme’.

I will speak to the amendment in the course of my
contribution. As I said before I moved my reasoned
amendment, the opposition’s criticisms of the
foundation bill went to the failure of the government to
address the hardship of those who would have a
significant reduction in the value of their taxi licences.
This is an issue that has been well ventilated in the
media and in the commentary around taxi reform. I am
not opposed to the concept of taxi reform in any way,
shape or means, except that the Victorian opposition
supports taxi reform to build an industry that is strong,
genuine in its reform, robust and, most importantly, fair
for commuters, operators and drivers. In many respects
the government’s reform program has fallen short.
There are consequences, unintended or otherwise,
contained in the bill that could see taxi operators,
especially those in regional areas, disadvantaged or
compromised. There are implications for consumers,
including lingering concerns about the availability of
wheelchair-accessible taxis.
Again in this chamber we are having to deal with the
consequences of the government compromising its own
reform agenda because it has to buy off the member for
Frankston. We will wait to see what the deal is in the
next round of reforms. However, we will not let that
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distract us from the task of considering some of the
issues contained in the bill.
I would like to briefly go through the issues raised both
by the industry and the wider community. These relate,
firstly, to the price notification scheme in country and
regional zones. There is a strong view being expressed
by operators in country and regional Victoria, and I
have been subject to representations from people from
Wodonga, Swan Hill and Ballarat. In the current form
of this legislation, the concern is that this reform has the
potential to expose operators who operate in those areas
through cooperative network service providers to
allegations of collusion on prices and potential
investigation by the Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission (ACCC) if these operators
nominate a single price. I raised that issue in the course
of the briefing, but it was difficult to get clear and
concise advice. I understand and accept that there is
ongoing work on the issue, but until that work is done
and until those operators have some certainty around
what their potential federal ACCC exposure might be,
we support our reasoned amendment to enable the issue
to be resolved.
Another important point that has been raised goes to the
issue of consumer protection and prices in regional and
country Victoria. The issue is that when it comes to
metropolitan taxis, maximum prices are set by the
Essential Services Commission, whereas this bill
moves regional taxis to a price notification system —
that is, maximum prices will not be set by the Essential
Services Commission. The bill enables the Essential
Services Commission to monitor the notification of
prices for five years, but it has absolutely no power to
intervene if there is any form of price gouging in
regional Victoria. That is to say nothing of what
happens after five years, when the notification period
expires.
One of the other significant concerns that has been
raised with me in respect of regulation is that in
metropolitan Melbourne there is one set of regulations
that attempts to address the risks around price gouging,
while the government has said that in regional and
country Victoria it will not enable a system of
regulation around protecting consumers from price
gouging. People in regional and country Victoria have a
unique set of circumstances they are attempting to
grapple with, and they have great criticisms of the
government and the processes it has used in this reform.
As I said earlier, Labor is not opposed to the concept of
reform. We simply take issue with some of the curious
positions the government has taken. The government
has clearly reached into some part of the Fels inquiry
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report and picked up the spirit of what Professor Fels
has recommended and canvassed in the course of the
narrative, but it has run away from other parts. The
government has put country and regional Victoria at
risk of having local and small operators compromised
and potentially the subject of ACCC investigations. It
has failed to give country and regional Victoria any
certainty around consumer protections. It has failed to
address the fundamental issues of fairness in respect of
the price of licences.
Time and again we have heard compelling stories of the
hardship that many people have been subjected to. I
heard a taxi operator call in to talkback radio and speak
to the Premier about this issue. In the course of that
conversation the caller was given a range of
undertakings, including that the Premier would go off
and look at the caller’s hardship issues. Subsequently
that person wrote to me to canvass how she has been
completely ignored and that none of the issues she
raised has been addressed.
I do not say that any form of reform is easy, but this
government has run around saying it has tackled the
hard issues of taxi reform when it has not. It has picked
and chosen. It has cherry-picked, done side deals with
the member for Frankston and come up with one set of
regulations around metropolitan taxi providers. It has
left country and regional taxi providers hanging in the
wind in respect of their potential ACCC exposure, and
it has not provided any form of consumer protection in
respect of pricing issues in country Victoria.
Government members have then run around saying,
‘Aren’t we big guys because we’re fixing up the taxi
industry!’.
There are some measures contained in the bill that I do
think are sensible.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HENNESSY — Lap up the love while it lasts,
because a house amendment has been circulated that
might be the subject of a dirty deal. I will caveat my
contribution with that, but, as I say, lap up the love
while it lasts.
There are some sensible responses contained in the bill.
Addressing overlapping zones at Avalon Airport, for
example, will benefit communities. That is a sensible
proposition, as is ensuring that we have proper
compliance and enforcement powers. I know concerns
have been expressed about those compliance and
enforcement powers, but the advice I was provided
with is that they are interim at this point in time and that
they will be subject to the jurisdiction of the
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Ombudsman for checks and balances. Members of the
Victorian Taxi Association have told me they are
concerned about the breadth of some of those powers,
but some of the powers are reasonably analogous with
compliance and enforcement powers in other regimes.
Whilst I understand the concern, it is important that we
have proper compliance and enforcement powers that
are subject to some form of checks and balances. In this
case the government has chosen the Ombudsman to
oversee the use of these powers, and I do not take any
issue with that.
However, fundamental issues remain, and they are the
issues we canvass in our reasoned amendment. These
are issues people in important parts of Victoria still
have significant concerns about. On one hand the
government is prepared to respond to the concerns of
the member for Frankston. But on the other hand, if the
government opposes our reasoned amendment, that
shows it is not prepared to respond to the concerns of
regional and country Victoria and not prepared to do
more work to ensure that it brings the industry along
with it and that it both collaborates and leads when it
comes to taxi reform, as opposed to pretending it is all
about competitive, reformist, ideological zeal except in
respect of the Frankston electorate, which apparently
gets special treatment around regulation.
I have another concern with the house amendment the
minister has circulated. As I said, we seek the
opportunity to get further advice on this issue.
Effectively the concern is — and again I would be
grateful for any government commentary on this —
that in the course of fulfilling its deal with the member
for Frankston the government has drafted an
amendment that would actually result in the Taxi
Services Commission being leant upon to give those
determinations through the processes set out in the
Government Gazette. I would like that issue explained
more fulsomely, and I would like to better understand
the basis upon which the government says this is an
effective regulatory tool.
The government thought its deal with the member for
Frankston around protecting Frankston and Dandenong
taxi operators was signed, sealed and delivered. Every
other area is subject to competition, but apparently not
the boroughs of Frankston and Dandenong. What has
effectively happened is that upon reflection or further
advice the government — or the member for
Frankston — has discovered that what it initially put in
the foundation bill would not be effective in enacting
the terms of the government’s arrangements with the
member for Frankston. It then would have had a
procedural dilemma in that it would be very difficult for
it to amend the foundation bill through this particular
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piece of reform. So the government has had to come up
with a tricky procedural device, and that device is this
house amendment — the house amendment that was
provided to the opposition only this morning. Despite
the fact that last week there were no house amendments
and yesterday there were to be no house amendments,
lo and behold, this morning we see a house amendment
to give effect to the deal with the member for
Frankston. This is the procedural device. The
government is having a second crack at it.
This is a government that has said it wants to reform
and bring competition into the taxi industry, but only if
it can secure the swing vote of the member for
Frankston. This is a reform process that is now tainted
by deals; it has no integrity. Every time this government
stands up and tries to take credit for reforming the taxi
industry, we will know that that is a bodacious claim
designed to hide the fact that this is a government that
only makes reforms when it has to do dirty deals to
prop itself up. In the meantime we have a whole range
of people in the taxi industry with legitimate concerns
who are ignored — those who are losing their houses
because of the failure to mitigate the hardships that
changes to the value of licences have brought forward,
those in regional Victoria who are concerned they are
going to be prosecuted by the ACCC and those in
country Victoria who will no longer have any consumer
protection around the price at which taxi fares can be
set, in contrast with what occurs in metropolitan
Melbourne.
This is not about competition and reform at all. The
government may have started with noble intentions, but
along the way the indelible stain of chaos and its
reliance on doing deals to get its legislation through
have once again undermined this government’s
legislative agenda. We have move our reasoned
amendment to enable these very legitimate concerns to
be addressed. We reserve our right to get further advice
on the implications of the Frankston amendment, which
the minister has circulated by way of house amendment
today. We reiterate all the concerns around the
foundation bill that we have already canvassed, and we
once again say that there are legitimate issues with the
process of reform that need to be addressed. All
members of the community should be heard in that
process, not just those in the electorate of the member
for Frankston.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — It is a pleasure
to rise to speak on the Transport Legislation
Amendment (Further Taxi Reform and Other Matters)
Bill 2014. Firstly I will take some time to comment on
the house amendment circulated by the Minister for
Public Transport and in doing that try to address some

TRANSPORT LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (FURTHER TAXI REFORM AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2014
1000

ASSEMBLY

of the concerns the member for Altona has raised, even
though most of those were politically motivated. As
most members of Parliament would recall, there has
been strong representation from taxi industry
participants on this issue. They have expressed a
number of concerns about operating rules for the taxi
zones that were given effect through the Transport
Legislation Amendment (Foundation Taxi and Hire Car
Reforms) Act 2013. The coalition government has
listened to those concerns and given them very serious
consideration. This bill gives the Taxi Services
Commission discretion to allow taxis licensed to
operate in specified zones to undertake prebooked work
in other zones. This discretion permits the agency, for
example, to allow country taxis to be prebooked to pick
up from Melbourne Airport for return journeys to their
home zone.
Since the bill was introduced we have received
comment that it addresses most issues of concern to the
industry. The effect of clause 48 is to entrench in
legislation the current operation of zones currently set
in licence conditions by the Taxi Services Commission.
However, there is one exception. In accordance with
advice received from officers of the taxi industry
inquiry, the Transport Legislation Amendment
(Foundation Taxi and Hire Car Reforms) Act provided
Melbourne metropolitan taxis with the right to
undertake prebooked work anywhere in the state. The
bill as currently drafted does not change this. However,
industry participants have indicated that given the price
for licences to operate in the metropolitan Melbourne,
urban and large regional zones — and I would like to
reiterate that the large regional zones incorporate areas
like Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong and the Mornington
Peninsula; they take in not just the urban fringe but also
larger regional zones that could also have been
impacted had we not introduced this house amendment,
and the price of all these licences is $22 000 per
annum — giving Melbourne metropolitan taxis the
right to undertake prebooked work anywhere in the
state could distort the market. It could, for example,
encourage new entry in the Melbourne metropolitan
market in circumstances where the new business being
targeted is actually prebooked work in the urban and
large regional zone. The risk of such outcomes is
amplified by the rapid uptake of new technological
platforms that have a tendency to blur the lines between
what constitutes rank, hail and prebooked work.
The government’s aim is to enable new entry where it
is necessary to improve the provision of services to
customers. The government particularly wants to see
new entry in the zones where demand exceeds supply.
There is a risk that this may not function as intended if
Melbourne metropolitan taxis are permitted to
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undertake prebooked work anywhere in the state. The
argument has been made by industry participants that
the risk of unintended consequences can be avoided by
entrenching in legislation the current conditions set by
the Taxi Services Commission.
Accordingly, I can say that after careful consideration
and consultation with industry the prime objective of
the amendment proposed to be moved by the
government is to entrench in legislation the current taxi
zones position set in conditions made by the Taxi
Services Commission. The amendment does this by
prohibiting taxis licensed to operate in the Melbourne
metropolitan zone from accepting a booking to pick up
and drop off passengers in the urban and large regional
zone such as applies to Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong and
the Mornington Peninsula. In other words, Melbourne
metropolitan taxis are not permitted to undertake
prebooked work wholly within the urban and large
regional zone in direct competition with taxis licensed
to operate in that zone. As I have explained, this is a
restriction that already exists under the licence
conditions set by the Taxi Services Commission.
Melbourne metropolitan taxis will continue to have the
right to deliver passengers to destinations in the urban
and large regional zone. Melbourne metropolitan taxis
may also pick up passengers in the urban and large
regional zone for the purpose of transport to, for
example, the Melbourne CBD or Melbourne Airport.
This amendment ensures that we have a sensible and
balanced approach to taxi zoning and one which will
enjoy the support of most of the taxi industry, the
regulator and the community.
In summary, the effect of the amendment to clause 48 is
to entrench in legislation the current taxi zones position
set in conditions made by the Taxi Services
Commission to ensure that there is no change to how
taxi zones operate when the Transport Legislation
Amendment (Foundation Taxi and Hire Car Reforms)
Act 2013 comes into operation on or before 30 June
2014. Given how hard the opposition has fought these
reforms, we expect that the amendment entrenching the
current position will be fully supported.
I turn now in the time I have left to the body of the bill.
The member for Altona raised a number of issues about
the price notification scheme, so I will now take a few
minutes to explain the scheme and, in particular, how it
will impact on country taxi services. The Transport
Legislation Amendment (Foundation Taxi and Hire Car
Reforms) Act 2013 made it clear that the Essential
Services Commission will determine fares and hiring
rates for taxicabs licensed for the Melbourne
metropolitan zone and the urban and large regional
zone. The bill provides that the operators of regional
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zone and country zone taxicabs will be given the power
to determine the fares and hiring rates that will apply to
their taxi services. Taxi operators in these zones must
notify the Taxi Services Commission of the fares and
hiring rates they intend to apply. The Taxi Services
Commission must publish notified fares and rates.
Fares and rates come into effect on the date specified in
the published notice. Operators may vary these fares
and hiring rates at any time, subject to further
notification and publication.
Providers of taxi network services in those zones may
act as agents of affiliated operators and notify the Taxi
Services Commission on behalf of the operators. That
was something the member for Altona also raised in
terms of what she believes is a potential contravention
of the Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission rules. We are working very closely with
the taxi services commissioner, Graeme Samuel, and
the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission
on that at the moment, and we are quite confident that
those concerns can be alleviated.
Taxi operators will be obliged to inform customers of
the fares and hiring rates that apply to taxicab services
in the regional and country zones in accordance with
prescribed standards. The Taxi Services Commission
will develop and publish guidance material to assist
regional and country taxicab operators to develop new
fares and hiring rates and in implementing and
complying with the new requirements generally.
In order to provide appropriate protections for
consumers of taxicab services, regulations made under
the Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act
1983 will require taximeters to be calibrated, with the
maximum fares and hiring rates notified to and
published by the Taxi Services Commission, or in the
case of taxis licensed to operate in the Melbourne
metropolitan zone or the urban and large regional zone,
the maximum fares and hiring rates that are determined
by the Essential Services Commission. The price
notification scheme is required now so that country and
regional taxi operators can set fares which allow them
to afford the requirement to pay at least 55 per cent of
the gross fare box to taxidrivers. The increase in driver
remuneration provides a foundation for providing better
taxi services. In those country areas where services are
already of a high standard the increase in driver
remuneration will greatly assist in maintaining that high
standard of service.
Taxi operators have raised concerns about rising costs
and the absence of any change to fare rates for the past
five years. The price notification system will provide
regional and country operators with the capacity to
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recover their costs in a way that best reflects the
differences between city and country. Competition
between existing operators and the credible threat of
new competition will ensure that there is no scope for
consumers to be exploited. The bill provides the
Essential Services Commission with price monitoring
powers to identify and report on taxi operators who try
to exploit their local communities. If taxi operators do
not respond to unfavourable reports, then it is very
likely their actions will invite competition from new
taxis or new low-cost hire car operators. Customers will
also have the option to find other alternatives.
It has been suggested in the media that it is not
practicable for networks to provide services to
operators that charge different prices. Clearly this will
not be the case. Firstly, the likelihood that country and
regional operators will set prices that differ significantly
is overstated. Operators in each area face the same
market conditions and have similar cost structures.
Competitive forces will lead operators to set rates at
similar levels. Any significant differences are likely to
be quickly addressed.
In summary, the bill improves the powers of the Taxi
Services Commission in key areas so that it has the
tools it needs to implement the government’s vision.
Our vision is of a more flexible, responsive and
innovative taxi industry that puts the customer first. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — It is a
pleasure to speak on the Transport Legislation
Amendment (Further Taxi Reform and Other Matters)
Bill 2014. As opposition speakers have indicated, we
have put forward a reasoned amendment because we
still have serious concerns in relation to the way this
government has gone about dealing with taxi reform,
and we have serious concerns that small business
operators have in effect had assets appropriated without
their having received proper payment for the value they
have put into those assets.
There are many licensed taxi operators in my area and
they are bleeding. They are people who have bought
licences for $520 000, and they are suffering, with the
banks literally putting a noose around their necks.
There is a large Sikh community in my electorate with
substantial investments in taxi operations, and they are
screaming blue murder, to put it mildly. They are
furious that this government will not pay proper
compensation. It pretends on the one hand to be leaving
the industry to self-regulate but on the other hand seems
to be in the marketplace on an ongoing basis, whether it
is setting licence fees or releasing new licences to drive
down the price of taxi licences.
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No, the government will not pay compensation but it is
driving the price down by releasing further licences.
That is a full frontal attack on taxi operators. That is
what this government is doing. Every time there is
another reform it is a kick in the head for taxi operators.
It is very much about knocking them down, driving the
value of their investment down until it is worth nothing
and then somehow or other saying, ‘We did not
compulsorily acquire your licence because we did not
have to do it under compulsory acquisition legislation
or anything like that. We have just released more
licences and ruined your life’. That is what has
happened here.
I received a letter from one lady. It is simple and very
effective. She says:
Ever since the Napthine government have passed the taxi
industry reform legislation —

and now this legislation which is coming before us in
the house —
the quality of my family’s life has taken a sudden nosedive.
Putting aside the psychological and health impact we are now
in a position where we will be losing our home. Outlined
below is how these reforms have directly put my family in
this financial position.

It is incredibly upsetting to read that. These people
believe that the members of the Liberal Party who once
represented them, who supposedly had some interest in
small business, have now gone about destroying the
most valuable asset they have. By destroying this asset
they are destroying the lives of many people. Worst of
all, they continue to talk about self-regulation when
their hands are all over the market. You cannot have
self-regulation when the government sets the prices.
You cannot have self-regulation when the Essential
Services Commission sets the maximum price. You
cannot have self-regulation when you have price
notification.
There is no self-regulation. This is a
government-regulated industry, and compensation
should have been paid at the time. The government
knows that in its heart of hearts, but it has decided it
would rather rip off the assets of a group of migrant
families than behave in an honourable way. This is very
much a communist way of dealing with an issue where
you let 1000 flowers bloom. You keep releasing
licences and you drive down the price. It is a bit like
what is happening to the Tatars in Crimea. They are
being attacked.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
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Mr DONNELLAN — The Treasurer is a little
upset because supposedly he represents small business
and the like, but he is party to the full frontal and brutal
attack on the value of these people’s assets. That is
what we have here — a Liberal Party that supposedly
believes in business. This is not the way to run reform.
If the government wanted the industry to be reformed,
it should have looked at proper compensation. The
government should have worked with the operators
instead of carrying on like a pack of pork chops and not
being fair to people. That is what this is about: fairness
and equity.
I have another letter, this time from the Minister for
Public Transport. It is a response to one of these poor
families that were going to lose their house, their main
asset and everything else. Halfway through the letter,
which is dated 29 October 2013, the minister says:
The east-west link tunnel project involves compulsory land
acquisition by the Victorian government and is subject to the
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986, compensating
landowners affected. The government is not acquiring taxi
licences as a result of the taxi industry inquiry and as such no
compensation is payable.

On the one hand the government is going to pay
compensation, but on the other hand we know this
government has gone well beyond compulsory
acquisition and is now looking at voluntary acquisition
of houses in the way of the east–west link project. We
have seen documents and we know it has gone well
beyond that, but for some reason the government has
decided that in this instance, instead of doing the proper
thing and offering some compensation to people whose
properties will lose value, it will ignore them. What
upsets me most of all is that at the end of the letter the
minister says:
I am sorry to hear that you may lose your home as a result of
the debt owing on your taxi licence …

This is a government-regulated industry. I do not think
this government understands that its hands are all over
this industry and if your hands are all over the industry
you are part of the marketplace and you are setting the
terms and conditions. If you are doing that you have an
obligation to pay compensation because you are
involved in the market. This birdbrain idea — I might
add birdbrain many times over — that somehow or
other we are now moving to a self-regulated industry is
just a load of codswallop. You have only got to look at
how involved in it the government is, and if a
government is involved in an industry, it has an
obligation to pay compensation. It has an obligation to
do the right thing.
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Unfortunately, this government continues to talk about
hardship provisions. I have yet to find somebody who
has received any support or hardship payment from this
government. There is no-one I know of, and I have not
had any reports from the Dandenong taxi rank or
anywhere else that members of my community have
received compensation. That is because there is none.
That is very concerning because a lot of families have
lost a lot of money.
We now have an amendment circulated by the Minister
for Public Transport. We have government by the
member for Frankston. We have the government now
varying an amendment put forward earlier to assist the
member for Frankston to get his vote. The implication
of that is that the government has to move another
amendment to fix up the amendment it made in the first
place to get a dodgy vote. That is what is happening
here. This is not a government in control of where it is
going; it is very much a government being driven by
the member for Frankston, so the power of one is very
much on display here today.
Good luck and good fortune to the member for
Frankston, who has so much influence over a
government, but it is a bit saddening that we have a
government that does not recognise, firstly, that it is a
market participant, and secondly, that it is being driven
and run by the operations of one individual, the
member for Frankston. That is very poor government. It
is very much a government that needs to work out what
it wants to do and where it wants to be. If the
government wanted to be a market participant, if it
wanted to actually lead, it would not bring in
amendments the whole time that are very much put
forward by the member for Frankston and then have to
fix up the changes proposed by the member for
Frankston.
The government should either get out of the market or
into it. The problem with this government is that it
cannot work out where it actually sits. Is it a supporter
of small business or is it a destroyer of small business?
In this instance it is very much a destroyer of small
business.
Mr O’Brien — How many licences did you issue
when you were in government?
Mr DONNELLAN — Obviously the Treasurer is a
little sensitive on this issue because at the end of the
day we know that the banks are moving in and making
life incredibly difficult for taxi operators. The
government issued 60; whacky-do! It does not matter
how many licences you issue, you have affected the
value of people’s main asset. If the government wants
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to go out there and proudly tell people that they get no
support as small business owners, it should do so. The
government should scream from the rooftops about
what it has done.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am very pleased to
rise this morning to support further reforms to
Victoria’s taxi industry through the Transport
Legislation Amendment (Further Taxi Reform and
Other Matters) Bill 2014. For too long the Victorian
taxi system failed to meet expectations and failed to
meet the basic needs of those who use its service. We
have had several decades of reform — I spoke about
that when the initial legislation was debated — and it
seemed to touch absolutely everything except the taxi
services. The taxi industry remains stuck firmly in the
middle years of the 20th century. Frankly, it is quite sad
to listen to members of the opposition walking away
from a legacy that I should have thought they would be
proud of — the reforms that took place under former
Premier John Cain and former prime ministers Bob
Hawke and Paul Keating. It is simply walking away
from those reforms and now saying that it wants to go
back to the 1950s. This government certainly does not
want to do that.
When we came to office satisfaction with the taxi
industry sat at 56 per cent, and wherever you turned
around the state problems were evident. Not every
operator and not every driver were failing their clients,
but the system was certainly failing. It was failing the
entire community. If the trend were towards
improvement, you might be forgiven for saying, ‘Leave
that and it will sort itself out’, but that certainly was not
the case. The trend was down and things were getting
worse, not better. This government was prepared to
grasp the nettle and take the necessary steps for reform
because we wanted to build the best taxi industry in
Australia and the best taxi services in Australia. This
bill is very much the next step in that journey.
Of course I am not surprised to hear the whingeing
from the opposition because it had 11 years to fix the
problem but did nothing about it. It did not even have a
crack at it, just sat back and let the industry collapse.
That is why we finished up with a 56 per cent
satisfaction rate. The opposition, when it was in
government, knew that we, the state and the people of
Victoria, had a problem but simply hoped it would go
away. It has been interesting listening to the two
contributions we have had so far because clearly those
spokespeople for the opposition have been asleep and
have not bothered to read the bills. They have not
bothered to get across the detail because, unlike the
former regime presided over by Labor, this bill and
these reforms encourage competition; they do not stifle
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it. This is now a deregulated industry, not a regulated
industry.
The bill enables taxi operators in regional and country
zones to set their own fares. It takes some steps in terms
of reducing red tape. It abolishes the requirement for
taxi licence holders to be accredited and further assists
taxi operators and network service providers by
minimising the entry requirements for accreditation. It
tightens commercial passenger vehicle driver entry
standards by introducing a fit-and-proper-person test. It
gives the Taxi Services Commission additional
compliance and enforcement powers. It improves the
efficiency of the arrangements that are in place for
dispute resolution between drivers and operators. It
enables zone conditions for prebooked taxi work to be
varied by the commission.
Indeed, the house amendments provide greater clarity
to the words that are currently in the bill, and I note that
the amendment was circulated by the Minister for
Public Transport and not by any other member. It
enables taxi zones to overlap at Avalon Airport, and
that is sensible given that that airport serves both the
greater Melbourne metropolitan area and the city of
Greater Geelong. It enables the commission to establish
a public register of taxi industry participants, and makes
a range of minor changes as well.
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things, but to have these reforms succeed we need to
take a new approach. We need compliance monitoring
and enforcement which embraces more substantive
economic regulation activities, and the provisions of
this bill will put in place a framework to support that
ambition.
The bill provides the commission with powers to enter
and inspect commercial passenger vehicles and
commercial passenger vehicle premises without
consent and without a warrant in certain circumstances.
Obviously we need to be cautious when putting these
sorts of powers into a bill, and I believe the government
has been reasonable by constraining — —
Ms D’Ambrosio — Acting Speaker, I draw your
attention to the state of the house. There is no minister
at the table. The minister is absent.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The minister is now at the table.
Mr MORRIS — I am not surprised that members
of the opposition want to try to call a quorum, because
they have made no cogent contribution to the debate so
far. Perhaps the best way to tackle a debate you do not
want to have is to try to avoid it completely, so I am not
at all surprised by the tactic that has been taken.

An important aspect of the bill is the relief it provides
for the 280 holders of wheelchair-accessible taxi
licences that were released in 2010. Under the
arrangements in place at the time they were required to
pay a fee of $26 400, which was indexed in accordance
with the CPI. We know there have been difficulties for
some of those operators and there has been some
short-term cash flow relief, but that does not fix the
long-term problem. Some changes were made through
the Transport Legislation Amendment (Foundation
Taxi and Hire Car Reforms) Act 2013, and this bill will
bring forward some of those changes to allow statutory
support for a reduction in annual licence fees to be paid
by holders of taxicab licences. Those fees will be
reduced by this bill to the level of fees prescribed under
the foundation taxi reforms act.

I was talking about compliance, but I will not get to the
final point I wanted to make. However, in terms of
compliance, taxi compliance officers will be able to
enter without consent commercial passenger vehicles
when a driver or operator is present, the premises
during normal operating hours and passenger vehicles
at passenger vehicle premises during normal operating
hours, but there are some particular caveats on those
powers. Any inspection needs to be for the purpose of
inspecting a commercial passenger vehicle and related
equipment or securing information about fair payments
or driver agreement payments in circumstances where
there are reasonable grounds for believing that such
action is necessary to prevent the concealment, loss or
destruction of evidence. They are similar powers to
those already provided to transport safety officers in the
rail, marine and bus sectors.

I want to address a couple of matters specifically,
because the effectiveness of these reforms is entirely
dependent upon how effectively they are implemented.
The regulator, the Taxi Services Commission, needs to
have tools in its toolbox so that it can monitor
compliance and enforce the law. Currently the
commission has a range of powers to take action, but
those powers largely reflect a historical focus which
was about enforcing relatively low-level vehicle
standards, road rule requirements and those sorts of

There are also powers to require information and
documentation to be produced. Those powers are
proportionate to the risk, because, as the inquiry
emphasised, we need policies in place that are
proportionate to risk and that recognise the capacity for
non-compliance, signal the seriousness of
non-compliance, are transparent and can be
implemented within available resources and at minimal
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cost. As I noted earlier, this bill is the first step on a
journey to modernise Victorian taxi services.

consistent with the broad principles of staged reform of
the taxi and hire car industry.

Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
speak on the Transport Legislation Amendment
(Further Taxi Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2014. As
other members have already said, reform of the taxi
industry has been an ongoing process for decades, with
inquiries and reports dating back to the 1980s and
industry reforms occurring under successive
governments of both political persuasions.

One of the key issues has been consultation. As I said
earlier, in many respects members of this government
have shot themselves in the foot on the issue of taxi
reform. Probably 95 per cent of the reforms are good
and make a positive step, but when you see the protests
that have been going on and are still enduring, it is a
phenomenal example of how you need to take the
industry with you. I have met with representatives from
the Taxi Services Commission, the Victorian Taxi
Association and with Sandy Spanos, head of Victorian
Taxi Families. I must say that Sandy is a force of nature
and has only the industry’s best interests at heart.

Taxis are an important part of our transportation
network. They fill in gaps in the public transport
network and generally help to keep members of our
community mobile and connected, so we have to ensure
that the industry is efficient, delivers good quality
services at reasonable prices to consumers and allows
for innovation and growth. All this is needed to ensure
that our taxi industry remains competitive. It also
means making sure our taxi operation is viable and that
we have a thriving, decent and fair taxi industry for
both licence-holders and drivers. Good customer
outcomes will depend upon having a healthy and
thriving industry in which individuals who work in the
sector are respected, are consulted and are willing to be
given a fair go.
As a whole, the reforms proposed by Professor Allan
Fels are most likely a positive step forward for a
competitive industry. Not everyone has agreed with the
government’s reforms to date, including former
Premier Jeff Kennett. It has been interesting to see
some of the sparring that has gone on in the media
between the former Premier and the chairperson of the
Taxi Services Commission, Graeme Samuel.
Many people will remember that former Premier
Kennett’s biggest reform was to paint taxis yellow. As
Graeme Samuel recently pointed out, in 1995 the then
Premier told the Parliament he had decided to exempt
taxis from the competition policy being introduced
nationwide at that time. According to Mr Samuel, the
Liberal government’s inaction at that time — apart
from the liberal application of yellow paint — has been
a major factor in worsening conditions within the taxi
industry for consumers to this day.
While Labor was in office it also made reforms,
including a 17-point plan rolled out to improve quality,
competition and service levels for both drivers and
customers. This included providing incentives to get
drivers on the road at night when demand was higher
and a new accreditation scheme. As Professor Fels
noted in his report, the Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission praised these actions as being

In that regard I find it amazing that the government did
not take up Professor Fels’s suggestion. I will use his
words from the summary of his report of the taxi
industry inquiry, Customers First — Service, Safety,
Choice, of December 2012. Professor Fels said in the
report:
The total financial return on taxi licences will be reduced …
The most substantial financial impact would be felt by licence
owners who acquired their licences after 2006 … it has
suggested that the Victorian government consider providing
tightly targeted assistance to licence-holders who suffer
significant financial difficulties as a consequence of the
reforms.

What was the government’s response? ‘Bad luck. You
had your blinkers on. You should have known we were
making reforms’.
This week I met with representatives of the Victorian
Taxi Association to consult with them and hear what
they had to say about the legislation. It saddened me to
hear that this weekend a house owned by a
licence-holder will be auctioned. They paid in the order
of $500 000 for a taxi licence that is now valued at
about $230 000. It is having an effect; it is hurting
people. It is putting financial strain as well as emotional
strain on them. The government is not being
conscientious enough about this. It needs to be looked
at and addressed. Professor Fels himself said there
should be ‘tightly targeted assistance’. People are losing
their homes.
Despite all the good work the government has done in
taxi reform, I urge the government to take up Professor
Fels’s suggestion and look at providing tightly targeted
financial assistance, introducing measures to ensure that
the regulator has the power in relation to the expansion
of the number of licences and removing the sunset
clause, which has put the fear of death into
licence-holders that in three years time there will just be
an open market. With a bit more tweaking and
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consultation, the government would be sitting pretty on
taxi reforms, but it has shot itself in the foot over tightly
targeted assistance, the releasing of more licences and
also the lack of consultation with the prebooked order
cabs. They need to be consulted, and the government
needs to be bringing the industry together with it.
The government should take up the recommendations
of Professor Fels and then look at what Deloitte Access
Economics has had to say. It said in a letter regarding
its own report:
The proposed reforms outlined in the draft report will have a
material impact on the value of perpetual taxi licences. It has
been estimated —

by its analysis —
that this impact will be of the order of $200 000 and
$250 000, or more than 50 per cent of the current resale value
of licences.
In view of the structure of the Victorian taxi industry, the
reduction in licence values could have a significant financial
impact on taxi licence owners.

This is especially the case where the value of taxi
licences has been used as security for other
investments, where owner-drivers have used the family
home as security for purchasing a licence or where the
taxi licence-holders carry significant levels of debt and
a taxi licence is a significant asset holding. These issues
are having a significant financial impact on
licence-holders.
The bill introduces taxi compliance officers. With all
due respect, I can understand why the government has
moved in this direction — when you put through a
massive suite of reforms you have to have compliance.
However, this goes back to the heart of consultation.
These taxi compliance officers will have enormous
power. I know the government is trying to bring them
into line with other jurisdictions around the nation, and
I can understand that, but this will make Victoria’s taxi
compliance officers by far the most powerful officers of
any state or territory in Australia. This needs to be
carefully examined. Legislation of this kind should be
rigorously scrutinised. It should be based on extensive
research and consultation to find out exactly what is
needed and exactly what level of power is appropriate.
It is interesting that if you have a look at the size of the
Fels draft report you will see it is absolutely
enormous — you will not see anything of this size on
the east–west link — but the final report does not
mention taxi compliance officers. I had a read through
it; they are not mentioned. It says it will leave it up to
the commission to formulate and apply a compliance
monitoring strategy. We have these compliance
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measures being introduced, but there has been no
consultation with the industry and Professor Fels has
not talked about them in his report. You have to ask:
where has this come from?
The report emphasises that the process of development
of compliance policy should involve consultation with
stakeholders and be conducted in a transparent manner.
It cannot be said that that has occurred. Victorian Taxi
Families, headed up by Sandy Spanos — a force of
nature, as I have said — has not been consulted. David
Samuel, CEO of the Victorian Taxi Association, has
real concerns about this legislation and how it will
work. The government cannot just bring this before the
Parliament, particularly when there is so much unrest
about the Transport Legislation Amendment
(Foundation Taxi and Hire Car Reforms) Act 2013,
which was recently passed.
There are issues with the release of more licences,
prebooked order taxis and hardship measures. People
are losing their homes, and the government is not
turning its attention to where it is needed most. The
government is pushing through these reforms with
serious disregard for the effects they will have on
individuals and their families who are dependent on the
value of their licences for their long-term future. These
reforms have been a major transformation of the taxi
industry. Many families have put their life savings into
licences worth more than $500 000, an investment
intended to provide for their future, their kids’ future
and their superannuation. We are seeing the value of
licences on the open market plummet. The government
seems to be deaf to the subsequent catastrophic
consequences that these licence owners are facing.
While the government goes through this reform agenda
for the taxi industry and taxi licences, I reiterate that it
should talk to the industry and take up the suggestion of
Professor Fels that a hardship test be designed to assist
those people who need it most — the people who paid
over $500 000 for their taxi licence.
This week the RACV’s RoyalAuto magazine came out,
and it quotes a spokesperson for the Victorian Taxi
Association as saying, ‘The history of the industry is
it’s attractive to migrant workers’ and that, ‘It is easily
accessible, and we should be proud of the fact’. I agree,
but migrant workers are feeling it the most at the
moment.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I am pleased to rise
to make a contribution in support of the Transport
Legislation Amendment (Further Taxi Reform and
Other Matters) Bill 2014. One of the key tenets of what
we are doing with taxi reform is around satisfying the
consumer. As the member for Mornington said, when
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the coalition was elected to government there was only
a 56 per cent satisfaction rating among consumers with
regard to taxi services.
The government is providing a range of reforms to
achieve a much better outcome for users. We are going
to have higher quality, more reliable and safer services.
For example, there will be savings on the surcharge for
non-cash payments. The Cabcharge was 10 per cent
and is now dropping to 5 per cent. That is an
approximately $15 million benefit to consumers per
annum.
The objectives of the bill are to facilitate further reform
of the taxi industry by:
enabling taxi operators in regional and country zones to set
their own fares; and
reducing red tape on taxi licence holders by abolishing the
requirement to be accredited; and
reducing red tape on taxi operators and taxi network service
providers by minimising accreditation requirements; and
tightening commercial passenger vehicle driver entry
standards by introducing a fit and proper person test; and
giving the Taxi Services Commission additional compliance
and enforcement powers —

which is important, and by:
improving the efficiency of dispute resolution arrangements
for agreements between taxi operators and drivers …

It will also allow the situation of overlap at Avalon
Airport to be resolved. I might touch on that in a more
fulsome manner to begin with. I have been out and
toured Avalon Airport on several occasions. About a
year and a half ago or even a bit earlier, the CEO, Justin
Giddings, who does a great job there at Avalon Airport,
highlighted to me that the problem at Avalon was that
while Geelong cabs could drop off and pick up
passengers at Avalon, a Melbourne cab bringing a fare
could only drop off. It was a silly situation where
Melbourne cabs were dropping off a fare and
passengers were leaving the airport wanting to go to
Melbourne but these taxis were prohibited from taking
them. This bill corrects that situation, which is very
sensible. There was also the potential for a cab driver to
tell people wishing to travel from Melbourne to Avalon
to catch a plane, ‘Well, I do not want to do that journey
because I cannot get a return fare’. This will be more
efficient; you will not have taxis travelling empty up the
Princes Highway between Melbourne and Avalon. The
government has a strong commitment to Avalon, with
the rail link that is being planned and the strong support
for Jetstar to continue operations there. I am pleased
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that that situation is being fixed, and I know that Justin
Giddings will be pleased.
One of the other reforms, which is perhaps more
pertinent to my electorate and other rural and regional
electorates, is allowing taxi services to set their own
maximum fares. It has to be highlighted that it is a
maximum fare; they have the ability at any time to not
charge that maximum fare. That is sensible. The
Essential Services Commission will be able to monitor
pricing. The last thing you want to see is anyone price
gouging, but because these country areas are a lot
smaller it would become very evident if one particular
taxi operator was charging very high fares and price
gouging whereas others were not. While competition
should prevent price gouging from occurring, if it does
occur, the Essential Services Commission can step in
and effectively name and shame operators that are
doing the wrong thing.
Another important element of the bill is the fit and
proper person test to ensure that taxidrivers are of the
highest possible standard. There have been many
reforms around taxis. If one remembers the taxis
20 years ago, they were all over the place — dirty and
not well presented. The standard of taxis now is more
professional, much cleaner and more uniform. The
experience should be enhanced for the person who is
using the taxi. If you go to other parts of the world you
see that the condition of some taxis is completely
disgraceful. Over many years and over many different
governments of different persuasions, Victoria has done
very well to put those reforms in place. The bill
provides the Taxi Services Commission with tougher
compliance and enforcement powers so if there are
issues, it will have the ability to ensure that compliance
is taking place.
In terms of dispute resolution, obviously there will be
times when owners of taxis and drivers will have
disputes — in any situation there is always the potential
for a dispute. The bill requires that the Taxi Services
Commission undertake a preliminary assessment of the
nature of the dispute and provide preliminary assistance
to the parties. While ultimately a dispute could end up
at the Office of the Victorian Small Business
Commissioner or at the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT), if the Taxi Services
Commission can assist in resolving that dispute in a
timely and sensible manner, it is a lot better than going
to the small business commissioner or clogging up the
lists at VCAT. If things can be resolved at the local
level it is a much more sensible course of action to take.
As I said earlier, these reforms have been very good for
consumers. We have also had problems with regard to
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the satisfaction of the users of cabs. They have shown a
56 per cent satisfaction rating, so only just over half the
population were satisfied with the cab service three and
a half years ago. We need to continue to look at and
improve the service, and it will always be a continuing
process.
This is sensible legislation. I am very pleased with the
aspects allowing country and regional cabs to set a
maximum fare. That is something that I know the
industry has been asking for for a while. Most of the
participants wanted to be able to set their own
maximum fares. As I said earlier, I am also very
pleased with the reforms relating to Avalon Airport. It
is quite a sensible outcome. It was a ridiculous situation
to have people standing there and waiting for a cab
when the cabs that were already there and were about to
return to Melbourne could not take passengers back
with them. That was obviously a ridiculous situation. I
am glad that this bill remedies that. With those remarks,
I am more than happy to commend the bill to the house.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I join with my
parliamentary colleagues the members for Altona,
Narre Warren North and Niddrie to speak on the
Transport Legislation Amendment (Further Taxi
Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2014. The bill certainly
comes back for us to have a second bite, if you like, at
the government’s dramatic changes to the taxi industry.
We remember the drama, anxiety and anguish that were
so vividly expressed by taxi licence holders, or licence
owners, last year with respect to the government’s
foundation legislation and the impact on their ability
effectively to survive and for many of them to pay their
mortgages.
Members will remember that the foundation legislation
essentially stripped from many taxi licence owners a
significant level of value from their licences, without
any attempt to consider providing compensation or
implementing or making available a financial hardship
test for those that were to suffer, the ones who were
most vulnerable and those who were exposed to the
devastating impact of the foundation legislation
changes. This has not occurred, despite the fact that
Professor Fels himself, the architect of those changes,
put to the government that there needed to be some
consideration of a financial hardship plan to deal with
those who were most vulnerable and who would suffer
the most from the impact. He understood some negative
impacts would come out of that. The government failed
to recognise that that would eventuate. The effect of
that is still being borne today by many taxi licence
holders, particularly those whose mortgages on their
homes were underpinned by the value of their licences.
Some banks have simply removed their recognition of
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the value of the licence in its entirety for many families
and have left them with mortgages on homes that are
not able to be sustained or are not viable. In many cases
families have chosen to make the very tough decision to
sell up.
In light of that situation the opposition has moved a
reasoned amendment to the second-reading motion. I
observe that we have had a whole backbench of
government MPs who for the past three and a half years
have been trying to remind anyone who will listen to
them and have been mouthing off about how dedicated
they are to the small business community — how they
understand how hard it is for small business owners to
make a living and eke a livelihood from the businesses
they run. Those business owners have invested their
sweat and put aside their hard-earnt pennies to make a
small business a viable entity of a business proposition.
But now we have total silence from those same
backbench MPs, that chorus of voices that had been
mouthing support and sympathy for small business
owners. They have fallen silent and have remained so
for many months, knowing full well the devastating
impact that the changes to the taxi industry have
brought to many families, including many migrant
families, who as small business owners have similarly
sweated and given up much time with family, put away
their pennies and scrimped and saved. Many such
people live in my electorate. Their cries for help and
their continuing anguish over this matter have fallen on
deaf ears from those who for three and a half years have
mouthed support for such small businesses.
The opposition’s concerns are real because the impact
of this government’s changes to the taxi industry is real,
and it is continuing to be felt. I have already indicated
that there has been a significant drop in the value of taxi
licences. In some cases it has dropped by more than
$200 000, and banks are refusing to recognise these
licences at all as having any value. At the heart of the
motivation for the reasoned amendment moved by the
member for Altona is the key issue that again the
government just cannot get things right. The
government has failed to prove or demonstrate at all
that it has heard the voices of the community about its
foundation legislation, and it is repeating its failings in a
more significant way by not even attempting to consult
with the community, especially consumers, about the
possible impact of the changes in this bill that are
presented to this house for support.
I turn to just some of the changes that are being
proposed in the bill and to what their possible impact
may be. That impact goes to the heart of the motivation
for the reasoned amendment moved by the member for
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Altona on behalf of the opposition. In relation to the
fare notification scheme that this bill attempts to deal
with, we are concerned, as are some of the operators in
the cooperative networks, that the changes may indeed
fall foul of the federal competition and consumer laws
regarding cartel behaviour. That is important when it
comes to making decisions about maximum fare
structures. We know discussions are under way
between the industry and the Australian Competition
and Consumer Commission about some of these issues.
It is curious and concerning that this government feels
confident about presenting the fare notification scheme
to the Parliament for approval before it knows the
outcome of those discussions. It has approached this
issue in a way that makes no sense.
We also are concerned about the possible impact of the
proposed price notification scheme on communities in
regional Victoria. We have listened to concerns
expressed by people in small communities in regional
and rural areas about the impact fare hikes with no fare
ceilings could have in a monopoly market. The
government must know that price gouging could arise
in a monopoly market, and that this is something to be
feared from a consumer perspective. The government
needs to take responsibility for this issue. Through our
reasoned amendment we are saying to the government
that it needs to halt this process, consider the
ramifications and consult with communities to give
some measure of protection and assurance that price
gouging will not occur as a result of the mechanism this
government is delivering to these monopoly markets.
These are some of the opposition’s concerns.
This issue goes to the heart of consumer protection and
cost of living pressures, and it runs against the mantra
that the government adopted to underpin the changes
introduced by the foundation legislation, which was
that this is all about competitive pricing and delivering
a cheaper and better service for consumers. It is
contrary to that mantra because economics 101 will tell
you that monopoly markets present great dangers to
price levels. If no protections are provided for
consumers through government regulation, those price
increases will affect affordability.
The government’s foundation legislation and the
subsequent legislation that is before the house contain a
number of contradictions, which undermine the
government’s mantra that it is concerned about the cost
of living, it is interested in better consumer affairs when
it comes to the taxi industry, and that it has an
understanding and appreciation of the nature and
characteristics of the industry. It also causes us to doubt
the ability of this government to produce any
meaningful or proper changes to the taxi industry.

1009

Mr SHAW (Frankston) — I want to discuss the
Transport Legislation Amendment (Further Taxi
Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2014. I think back to
the year before last when Professor Allan Fels was
conducting his inquiry into the Victorian taxi industry.
In the report of the inquiry, Customers First — Service,
Safety, Choice, Mr Fels said that Frankston taxis were
the no. 1 service in Victoria. We had a heated debate
about the report in this chamber in May or June last
year. From the over 130-odd recommendations in the
report, about half a dozen were contentious, and we
discussed those contentious issues. I discussed the no. 1
taxi service in Victoria with the Minister for Public
Transport.
In the discussions about the report, people from both
sides of the house were whingeing and whining about
what was happening with the taxi industry and whether
or not we should vote on the report. I took the CEO of
the Frankston taxi service to see the Minister for Public
Transport; no other members took the CEO of their
local taxi company to see the minister, so I do not know
what was going on. Everyone thought it was a
contentious issue, but I was the only one who took the
CEO of a taxi company — Kevin Dunn, the CEO of
Frankston Radio Cabs, which is the no. 1 taxi service in
Victoria — to see the minister and to talk out the issues.
I would have thought that is what we are in government
for — that is, to get results and good outcomes for our
community, yet I was the only one to do that.
I will quote from the Frankston Radio Cabs website,
which states:
We are all well aware that in March 2011 that the Victorian
state government announced an inquiry into the taxi industry.
The inquiry was chaired by Professor Allan Fels.
It will suffice to say that the following two years were the
most difficult in the history of our industry.
The efforts of many, many people contributed to the outcome
achieved by Frankston Taxis.
None more so than those of Geoff Shaw MP, state member
for Frankston; Geoff’s motto ‘Delivering for Frankston’ was
really put to the test over the inquiry period.
While we appreciate that the time leading up to full
implementation (1st July 2014) is still fraught with concern,
there is no doubt that Geoff Shaw’s war cry; ‘Delivering for
Frankston’ was well and truly tested. Geoff delivered in a
timely and professional manner and all us who rely on taxis in
the Frankston area for our livelihood or transport should
appreciate his efforts on our behalf.

I have not seen any other taxi companies’ websites
quoting an MP. Of all of the MPs in this place, I was
the one who stuck up for his taxi service.
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The amendment circulated by the Minister for Public
Transport states:
Clause 48, line 31, after ‘zone’ (where secondly occurring)
insert ‘but cannot drop off a passenger picked up in the urban
and large regional zone in the urban and large regional zone’.

This amendment was drafted after discussions with the
Minister for Public Transport; that is what discussions
are for. The minister and I discussed this issue last year,
and he said that it would be looked at. He has kept his
word, just as the Minister for Mental Health kept her
word to me two weeks ago. She made the amendment
to the Mental Health Bill 2014 and talked to the Leader
of the Opposition to get the amendment through so that
both sides of the house were happy.
Frankston Taxis says in its statement that if it were not
for these changes that I made, in making
representations on behalf of Frankston Taxis to the
Minister for Public Transport, who did a terrific job, it
would not be around. Frankston Taxis wants to put
$1 million into infrastructure — new hardware, new
software and GPS systems for its 64 taxis — but if not
for the changes it would not be around now. The no. 1
taxi service would have folded because of the reforms
Professor Fels recommended in his report, so thank
goodness that changed. Thank goodness there are
ministers who do not just say they will do everything
recommended by an independent inquiry but actually
have a think and say, ‘Just because an independent
report recommends it does not mean we will do it’. Out
in the field, in this example, the no. 1 taxi service in
Victoria would have folded.
The reason for this amendment is that as a percentage
of its fleet Frankston Taxis has the largest number of
taxis with wheelchair access in the state. Its service is
better than anyone else’s, and what happens is that with
prebookings Frankston Taxis will drop someone who is
disabled in another area. These disabled people want
Frankston Taxis to pick them back up, but under the
legislation as it was it was not allowed to do that. This
change makes it possible for Frankston Taxis to
continue to do the business it was doing before. If it
dropped off someone at Scope in the Edithvale or
Mordialloc area, it was not allowed to pick them up
with a prebooking. This amendment changes that.
Frankston Taxis can pick up a passenger and drop them
back in its zone.
The reason taxi zones exist is not to keep other taxis
out; it is to service that area and keep the taxis that are
from that area in. If Frankston Taxis has a prebooking
to pick up a disabled person at Scope, it can bring them
back to Frankston. This legislation says they cannot be
dropped around the corner outside the taxi’s zone. They
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have to be brought back into the taxi’s zone, and that
makes sense. It protects the industry and has taxis
servicing the areas they are designed to service.
I appreciate the minister’s openness in these
discussions. Members may just be looking at this bill
today, but it was discussed some time ago over months,
if not a year. It was promised to be brought into the
house at a later date, and now it has been. I appreciate
the minister’s openness, honesty and trustworthiness,
and I also appreciate that he spent time with me and
Kevin Dunn, the CEO of Frankston Taxis, the no. 1 taxi
service in Victoria, and went through those concerns. I
would not have thought a conservative government
would want to put small business out of business, and
the minister has proved that to be the case.
As an aside to this legislation, taxi fares have not
increased since 2008. If you are running a small
business, it is not fair that you cannot increase prices.
Who has not increased their prices in six years?
Inflation in those six years would have to be near 20 per
cent, so it is a little disappointing. Prices are far behind
those in Sydney. The prices of petrol, liquefied
petroleum gas and servicing have gone up during that
time, but fares have not. That is not fair. They need to
be going up, but that is an aside to this legislation. In
summary, if Frankston Taxis is happy with this
legislation, my job as the member for Frankston is
done.
Ms KNIGHT (Ballarat West) — I am pleased to
speak on the Transport Legislation Amendment
(Further Taxi Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2014. I
have some concerns about the bill, but first I want to
pick up a few points the member for Frankston raised.
He referred to members on this side of the chamber
whingeing and whining about the Transport Legislation
Amendment (Foundation Taxi and Hire Car Reforms)
Bill 2013, and I want to assure members that we do not
whinge and whine. We come in here and express the
views of our constituents, whom we listen to carefully.
The member for Frankston also said, ‘That is what we
are in government for’, and I want to remind the
member for Frankston that he is no longer a member of
the government. He is an Independent member, albeit
one with an inordinate amount of power to set the
agenda for this government.
Moving on to the bill, I have some concerns about the
bill because I have consulted with Ballarat Taxis Co-op.
Just last week I met with a group of representatives
from the co-op, and they expressed their concerns.
They wanted to fill me in on how things have
progressed since the foundation bill was passed, and I
have to say they have not progressed well. I
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acknowledge the contributions of the members for
Narre Warren North and Mill Park, particularly when
they spoke about the serious impacts on migrant
communities, who have such a large and important role
in their communities and in the taxi industry. I want to
talk a bit about that from a regional perspective.
The feedback coming to me is from regional taxi
owner-operators. I want to stress that they are
owner-operators who not only own their cabs but drive
them as well, so they have a broad perspective of what
this legislation means and how it will impact upon
them. By far the most concern I have heard is around
the fact that there is no hardship compensation or
acknowledgement that there will be hardship attached
to the changes this government has legislated for. I have
spoken to owner-operators who went into a lot of debt
with the understanding that their cabs would be worth a
certain amount of money, but now that the value has
been reduced they are concerned about their retirement.
They have bought taxi licences in order to prepare for
retirement, but that has now been jeopardised, with no
hardship acknowledgement or payment forthcoming.
The people I have spoken to are educated people and
know that hardship measures have been looked at in
other states. They know these measures can happen and
whether they have been used elsewhere, so they ask,
‘Why doesn’t it happen here?’. This should have been
considered by a government that purports to understand
and support small business, but the taxi
owner-operators in Ballarat do not believe it does. They
used to. I am under no illusion that these are Labor
people; they certainly are not, or they have not been up
until this point. These are businesspeople who have
clearly declared their Liberal allegiances, and some are
members of the Liberal Party. They have reacted even
more strongly because they feel there has been an
added level of betrayal. Not only have they been
betrayed in respect of the work they do and not being
consulted about the changes, but to not be consulted by
a government formed by a party they support has blown
their minds. They are angry and upset, and they are
clear about why. I thank all the owner-operators who
have consulted and chatted with me when I have caught
the odd taxi home. They have spoken to me about how
difficult it is.
I will give some examples of how the situation has
changed in terms of banks and securing loans. I have a
couple of documents here. I will not read who they are
from, but I will read excerpts. The first document says:
I wish to advise that under current guidelines, if we were to
approve funding, whilst we would take a charge over the taxi
licence we would not extend any value against this licence.
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This bank will not extend any value against the licence.
That is one example. Another example is:
In November 1997 my wife and I formed a company and
purchased a taxi licence in Ballarat as a long-term plan for
retirement.
We borrowed the whole amount, $260 000, from the
Commonwealth Bank. Anticipating the value to increase to
$400 000–$500 000 by now, at age 53 it seemed like a good
idea.
Fast forward 16 years. At age 69 I can’t sell my licence and
would really like to retire.

This person had some not very nice words to say about
Mr Fels and Mr Mulder that I will not read out.
There have also been some concerns about the impact
of the price notification system in regional and country
areas. This is a direct statement from Stephen
Armstrong, who is the chairman of the Ballarat Taxis
Co-op Ltd:
… we are concerned that this system will leave country-style
taxi networks of a cooperative nature extremely vulnerable
should the ACCC intervene.
In Victoria there are generally three types of network service
provider structure, one owner (e.g. Hamilton), corporate (e.g.
Silver Top) and co-op (e.g. Morwell, Warrnambool,
Shepparton et cetera). The third of these groups … will have
significant issues if the price notification system goes ahead
as proposed because in order to set a common price for
booked work they appear to potentially breach the cartel
provisions … of the Competition and Consumer Act 2010.
These are the laws that cover the area of how fares/prices are
set.

Mr Armstrong is not whingeing or whining, he is just
saying very clearly how concerned, anxious,
disappointed and terrified his members are about the
changes that this government is proposing. I thank them
for their advocacy, and I thank Stephen Armstrong in
particular for his strong advocacy for all the members
of his cooperative and also, can I say, for the
community of Ballarat.
Getting back to my original point, I want to conclude
by talking about why these reforms impact directly on
regional areas and why regions such as Ballarat are
different. We live in a regional community, and we
kind of know each other. Taxidrivers do not just take
people from A to B; they know their passengers, and
they pick up regular passengers. When they pick up the
same older woman who needs some help to do the
groceries, they do not just dump her at the supermarket,
wait and then dump her back home. They meet her at
the door, they carry her groceries to the car, they take
her home and they carry her groceries in. The other
week an older woman locked herself out, and her
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taxidriver actually helped her to get back in again. I
think I mentioned in my last contribution that there are
a couple of kids with disabilities who are runners — as
was mine when he was young. Tom used to do a runner
quite a bit — it terrified us — and it was the taxidrivers
who looked out for him. They all knew him, and they
knew the other kids who were regular runners, and as
they were driving their taxis around they would keep an
eye out for them. And do you know what? They still do
that. They actually provide a service. They go the extra
mile. They love their passengers, and they talk to them
about a whole range of things — politics included,
members may be terrified to hear.
I want to speak loudly and proudly — not whingeing
and whining, as the member for Frankston intimated —
about the great work that our owner-operators do and
the great work that our taxidrivers do, not only in the
professional way they undertake their duties and the
professional and clean way they maintain their cabs but
also in the service they provide to their communities. I
will finish on this point: we must not forget that
taxidrivers face quite a bit of danger in their work. It
can be a dangerous job. Just last week on the front page
of the Courier we saw that a taxidriver was attacked
and robbed as he was cleaning his cab in the early hours
of the morning. I asked after him, and he is actually
okay, but he did have to have a couple of days off
work. The taxidrivers, the owner-operators and Stephen
Armstrong are all there to support him; that is what they
do. I think the least we can do is support them.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise this morning to speak on the Transport
Legislation Amendment (Further Taxi Reform and
Other Matters) Bill 2014. I will make a few comments
on the previous speaker’s remarks. I must say that I
share the view of the member for Ballarat West on the
important role that taxidrivers play in local
communities. I come from an even smaller community
than Ballarat, and the taxidrivers do indeed do all the
wonderful things the member for Ballarat West
mentioned. I fully agree with her comments about the
wonderful job that taxidrivers do. However, I do not
agree with the member for Ballarat West coming in
here and saying that banks do not support the taxi
industry. Indeed the banks do support the industry, and
they made quite a clear statement last July or August, I
think. They came out and said that indeed they will
continue to support taxi licences.
Ms Knight — I will show you the letters.
Mr WELLER — I know it is wrong to respond to
interjections, but I would have thought it would have
been more credible if the member had referred to the
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banks that were saying that rather than just saying, ‘I
hear that a bank isn’t doing that’. It would have been
better to come in here and actually say which bank it
was — if it was ‘Which bank?’.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WELLER — Yes, ‘Which bank?’. The member
also said that country operators are all disgruntled. I
have an article from the Colac Herald of July 2013 that
quotes Active Taxis owner Michael Harrison. I will not
read the whole article, but I think this part of it is very
relevant:
‘Business is always pretty good but the income generated is
low with such old fares’, Mr Harrison said.
‘Consequently we find it difficult to get drivers so we don’t
get the full fleet on the road as much as we would like.
‘It all comes back to a driver’s earning capacity — 55 per
cent of 2008 fares is still no good, we have to be on 2013-type
prices.
‘Once we’re allowed to do that we will be okay — they’ve
said we are going to set own fares and I can only trust the taxi
commission will allow us to do that’.

I believe that is the commission’s intention. The article
continues:
Other reforms among Professor Allan Fels’s
145 recommendations included a guaranteed 55 per cent of
takings for drivers, taxis are no longer limited to being yellow
and credit card surcharges will reduce from 10 per cent to
5 per cent.
Mr Harrison said his business turned over about two cars a
year and not having to paint them yellow would save about
$6000.
He said the business had put its first white taxi on the road,
which he said was the first in Victoria.

Mr Harrison, the taxi operator in Colac, is very positive
about the benefits that flow from this government
allowing him to set his own fares and not to have to
paint his cars yellow, a saving of $3000 per car. He is
very pleased that the government has gone on to
introduce these reforms.
I note that there has been an issue with taxis in
Melbourne for many years, and for 11 years the
opposition sat on the government benches and said it
was too hard for it to do anything about it. This
government, through consultation with the industry and
the community, is being proactive in getting these
issues resolved. Victorians want better taxi services,
and it is clear that the Victorian taxi industry is not
delivering the levels of service quality, availability,
accessibility and value expected by the community.
There is a wide range of well-documented problems
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such as short-fare refusals, not enough taxis being made
available at peak times and large numbers of
wheelchair-accessible taxis queuing at the airport
instead of making themselves available to transport
people with disabilities. However, these service level
problems can be considered to be symptoms of more
systemic issues.
The taxi industry inquiry found that most of the
industry’s problems stem from the complex and
prescriptive regulatory framework within which it
operates, a framework that constrains competition,
stifles innovation and directs much of the revenue
generated by the industry away from those providing
on-the-ground services. The enactment of the
foundation taxi and hire car reforms commenced the
process of cutting through this prescription and doing
away with unnecessary levels of red tape. The bill we
are debating today further progresses this reform
agenda. Noting that other members have already
spoken about the range of measures included in the bill,
I will focus my contribution to this debate on the
changes the bill makes to industry accreditation and the
provisions included in the bill that establish the public
register of industry participants.
The Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act
1983 currently requires taxi licence holders, taxi
operators and taxi network service providers to be
accredited. Accreditation requirements were introduced
and implemented by the former government in
2006–07. These requirements created heavy red-tape
and cost burdens on the taxi industry. Red tape is what
officials wrap people in when they think that
government knows best. The former government
thought it knew best. The evidence presented to the
inquiry, however, indicates that all Labor did was
increase costs and erect barriers to competition. The
inquiry recommended that the coalition government
abolish accreditation for taxi licence holders, replace
accreditation for taxi operators with a lower impact
permit scheme and replace accreditation for network
service providers with an authorisation process.
Complementary recommendations also made it clear
that licence-holders should only be required to maintain
up-to-date name and contact details; entry requirements
for taxi operators should be reduced so only a probity
check need be undertaken before a permit is granted;
taxi network service providers should no longer be
required to demonstrate financial capability; and the
requirement for taxi operators to affiliate with network
service providers should be removed.
The bill implements most of these recommendations by
repealing taxi licence holder accreditation requirements
and related conditions while retaining the requirement
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for licence-holders to maintain up-to-date name and
contact details, repealing unnecessary and onerous taxi
operator accreditation entry requirements, enabling
accreditation requirements for taxi network service
providers to be reduced by adjusting subordinate
instruments and enabling taxi network affiliation
requirements to be removed when details of changes to
subordinate instruments are resolved.
The bill further reduces red tape by removing the
requirement for accreditation to be renewed every five
years. This will avoid approximately 1000 regulatory
transactions per year, saving time, administrative costs
and, importantly, keeping taxis on the road to service
the needs of customers. The coalition government made
a commitment to reduce red tape by 25 per cent, and we
are on track to meet that target. This is in stark contrast
to what was achieved under Labor. The taxi industry
inquiry found that the complexity of the taxi and hire
car industry makes it confusing for consumers to
identify who is responsible for delivering services,
where to direct a complaint about poor service or how
to compare the performance of different service
providers. The report also noted that the absence of
easily accessible, up-to-date and centrally available
information hampers effective monitoring and
enforcement activity and results in unnecessary
administrative burdens for government agencies as well
as for private firms that deal with taxi and hire car
matters.
The inquiry recommended a public register be
established as part of a range of measures aimed at
addressing these problems. The bill requires the Taxi
Services Commission to establish and keep a register of
taxi industry participants in line with the taxi industry
inquiry’s calls for the industry to be made more
transparent. The register will include information
relating to accredited taxicab operators, accredited
network service providers, accredited commercial
passenger vehicle drivers — which includes taxis, hire
cars and buses — and the holders of hire car and
special-purpose vehicle licences.
The bill ensures that information will not be released
until the person to whom the information relates is
given notice. Persons who have information on the
register and have received notice that this information
will be published have the right to apply to restrict
public access to information on the register — for
example, because of concerns about privacy. The
public will be able to view the register, which will be
available at the offices of the Taxi Services
Commission during office hours and on the
commission’s website.
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As I identified earlier, the former government had
11 years to introduce taxi industry reforms and did
nothing. This government is reducing red tape and
improving the taxi industry.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — The opposition has
put before the house a reasoned amendment to the
Transport Legislation Amendment (Further Taxi
Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2014. It has done this
on the basis that again this government is not listening
and again this government has taken a position that it is
the only one that can ever be right and has not
discussed these matters with people in the industry.
This government will only listen to the most powerful
man in this Parliament and will only take delegations
from the most powerful man in this Parliament. This
government will only talk to the taxi operators of
Frankston and the honourable member for Frankston
before it then puts in place what is a very good
amendment. But it will only talk to the honourable
member for Frankston because he determines whether
this government lives or dies.
That is the position we are in. That is the position that
taxi owners, taxi licence holders and companies are in.
That is a position where this government only talks to,
only listens to and only puts in amendments for the
honourable member for Frankston, who is the most
powerful man in this house. That is wrong. The voices
of taxi owners and drivers, and the voices of people
affected by these changes, are not being heard by this
government. They are not the ones who are sitting
down with the minister, sitting down with the Premier
or being called in by a special person and listened to, as
the member for Ballarat West said, about how these
changes are affecting their businesses, their families,
their licences and their investments because these
changes have not been worked through by this
government.
Honourable members have heard from the honourable
member for Ballarat West and the honourable members
for Niddrie and Mill Park, whose contributions I was
here for, and they were excellent contributions — just
as the honourable member for Frankston’s contribution
was a very good contribution. However, the problem
with this legislation is that it only represents ideas,
thoughts and decisions by the government and has not
been subject to the consultative process that really
needs to be undertaken.
It is not just about the 447 submissions to the review.
That is not how you consult with people; that gives you
a basis for the consultation. It gives you a basis for how
you then progress those consultations and discussions
with the people involved as to how the legislation is
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going to affect them. But the government then needs to
physically sit down and work through those issues in a
systematic way. It needs to do that so that the effect on
those families, on those companies and on the very
people on whom the Right Honourable Robert Menzies
based the foundation of the Liberal Party when it was
established in 1946 — small businesses and the
operators of these companies — is clear.
However, we only have rhetoric by members of the
Liberal Party in this house, and I have been hearing it
all this morning. The rhetoric is along the lines of
saying, ‘Small business is our constituency. Small
companies and families are our constituency’. Yet
when the hard decisions need to be made and when
reforms need to be worked through, those constituents
are discarded. They are thrown away; they are burnt at
the altar of free enterprise and open-slather competition.
However, that is not the case if your voice is the voice
of the most powerful member in this house, the
member for Frankston.
Honourable members on the other side of the house
keep on rewriting history that they have no
understanding of. These reforms continue the work of
the Crime Prevention Committee investigation into the
taxi industry that was chaired by my friend the
Honourable Ken Smith, member for Bass, back in
1993. We reported, I think, in 1994. Changes and
reforms to the taxi industry are not a new thing. The
licensing system is not a new thing. Members opposite
say that nothing occurred in our term of office, despite
the fact that there were changes, including to licences.
There was the introduction of green top taxis and
changes to standards as well as to the Victorian Taxi
Directorate and the way it operated. Cleaning up the
industry and making changes to legislation to get
criminals out of the system is not doing nothing.
I am happy to embellish when I speak about things in
this house. Honourable members would be surprised at
me saying said that because that is not really me, is it?
But it is. But the embellishing has to be based on fact,
and the fact is that all governments, whether it be the
Kennett government, the Bracks government or the
Brumby government, put changes in place after
discussions and hopefully after consensus and
agreement had been reached. That does not always
happen, but change should only happen after that
occurs. It also occurs on the basis that the value of
licences and the effects on the livelihoods, the
superannuation and the retirement planning of people
and families is not destroyed. No government or
honourable member intends to purposely destroy those
things.
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I agree with the honourable member for Rodney that
Melton is sort of in between Ballarat West and his
small communities and that the Ballarat Taxi Service
and Melton Taxis are the two taxi companies in Melton.
They do a fantastic job. I also agree with the
honourable member for Rodney that they pick up
passengers who are their friends. They go to sporting
events together; they are neighbours. These people
picked up my mum and my dad when they were alive,
and they helped them get around Melton and do the
things they needed to do. They also talk to me about
them and still remind me of the times when they picked
up my mum or my dad. I have talked to the
representatives of the taxi industry in Melton, and
unfortunately this foundation legislation does not assist
them in the way that they want to continue to support
the industry, to help their neighbours and other
residents in their community — the people they get to
know. These operators and drivers are really critical to
that community.
Again I must commend the member for Frankston and
agree with him that it was not fair to have a situation in
which from 2008 to 2010 there were no changes to the
fare structure for taxis. But to then have three and a half
more years with no fare increases was also not fair.
That is something the honourable member for
Frankston and I absolutely agree on. The changes in
this bill do not put in place the things that support the
industry. Certainly the driver fare take goes from 50 per
cent to 55 per cent, but it is 55 per cent of the 2008 fare.
We in here have all had increases in our remuneration
over the last couple of weeks, and some more than
others, but those in the taxi industry have not. I support
the reasoned amendment. There needs to be more
consultation, and I urge the government undertake that
consultation.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — It is with pleasure that I
rise to follow from on the modulated mellow tones of
the member for Melton, who is ageing gracefully, like
others in this place. At the outset of my contribution to
debate on the Transport Legislation Amendment
(Further Taxi Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2014, I
say that this is an example of the Minister for Public
Transport and the government taking action in the light
of having to take on board the difficult financial
circumstances that we find ourselves in overall, with
some very responsible management by the cabinet and
the Treasurer that results in us still running a AAA
credit rating, but in that context tough decisions have to
be made and we are making them. It was interesting
that the member for Mill Park managed to make a
comment with reference to economics 101. It is
interesting that a member of the Labor Party is
preaching to a member in this financially responsible
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government on economic management of the state, but
I will not get sidetracked along the lines of the
desalination plant, myki and various other cost
blowouts that occurred under the previous government.
The issues we are seeking to address in this bill and in
other changes being made by our coalition government
are difficult issues that our government has had the
courage to tackle. It would be fair to say that
Professor Fels was probably the man for the job in the
sense that he has no fear and he has made some very
tough recommendations, some of which our
government has accepted in toto, some of which we
have modified. Just on the effectiveness of
recommendations by Professor Fels, I take the
opportunity to congratulate him on the work he is doing
in relation to the fire services levy and holding the
major insurance companies to account, resulting in the
repayment of millions of dollars to insurees who were
overcharged in relation to the levy.
We have a system in place, and there was a review
where a number of significant issues were identified.
The matter that has been raised with me by taxi
operators in my area is that many of the issues are very
much city based but the impact of the reform has an
effect on country operators. In my electorate there are a
number of country operators who do an outstanding
job. At Benalla there is David O’Donoghue, who runs a
number of cabs including wheelchair-accessible cabs.
At Euroa and Nagambie there are Alan and Damian
Murphy, who provide a fantastic service. As other
members have said, our country taxi operators are not
just taxi operators, they are part of our community.
They go beyond the call of duty to look after people,
particularly the frail and elderly, people with disabilities
and the needy, so they are an integral part of the fabric
of our community, and I commend them for that. There
are also operators at Mansfield and Mount Beauty. In
the Bright and Myrtleford area there are Margaret and
Jerry Wilson at Bright and Rebecca and Linton Wilson
at Myrtleford.
As the fortunes of our country towns have gone up and
down, if I may use the Myrtleford area as an example,
the abrupt cessation of the tobacco industry, which took
$30 million out of the local economy in one hit, had a
significant impact on the viability of the Wilsons’ taxi
business, so they are always sensitive to ongoing
pressures. That is why as a government, in addition to
these reforms, we are looking for opportunities to
further incorporate taxis into our public transport
system.
We have expanded the multipurpose taxi program to
enable greater use by those who need to use taxis to get
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from A to B, and there are other options to look at
incorporating taxis into our community services. That is
a watch-this-space exercise. I also have a mate over at
Shepparton, Allan Bemrose. Bemie is a big guy who
runs a large taxi operation in Shepparton, and he has
done very well. He was a footballer at Shepparton when
I was coaching in the 1970s. He used to give everything
on the footy field, and he continues to give everything
in business.
The other thing, as mentioned by other speakers, is the
point that I raised earlier on the issue of the changes
that are being made and the fact that a lot of the
problems are particular to the cities, but the concern is
that they will flow on to country areas. Some of the key
issues are in relation to the 45-55 split on income, and
also issues relating to the setting of prices.
The member for Frankston made reference to the
process of lobbying, and he has done a good job on
behalf of his constituents, but I take issue with him in
relation to what is being done by members of the
coalition backbench in lobbying on behalf of our
constituents. I see the Minister for Local Government,
who is also the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, is at the
table. When he and the Minister for Energy and
Resources were members on the backbench they were
both very active in lobbying on behalf of their taxi
operators, as the member for Murray Valley and a
number of other Liberal MPs have done.
We have sought to highlight the role played by country
taxi operators and make sure that they continue to fulfil
their roles and have a viable business. The minister has
been receptive. The minister and his parliamentary
secretary have met with our operators, and they have
continued to look at the propositions that have been
raised. Interestingly, a couple of weeks ago the member
for Murray Valley and I met with taxi operators in
north-east Victoria. We sat down in my office with
Barry Sullivan from Wangaratta, Damian Murphy from
Euroa and Nagambie, and David O’Donoghue from
Benalla. Probably the issue that concerns them, which
we continue to air, is the issue of the 45-55 split. We
know a proposition has been put up recognising that in
country Victoria fuel prices are often substantially
higher than in Melbourne and therefore the operating
costs for taxi operators in country Victoria are higher,
in particular given that on top of the higher fuel prices
there is often a lot of non-paying travelling time
between paying jobs. A suggestion has been made to
have operating costs deducted from the amount which
is split 45-55 between operator and driver. I know that
is under consideration, and I thank the minister for
being prepared to look at that and other matters.
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The other matter that is an issue in country Victoria is
the issue of price setting. In freeing up the ability for
operators to set their prices, we run into some situations
where operators who are working together in a
community — I think Wangaratta or Wodonga were
among those — basically have a working arrangement
now, but if they proceed down those lines there may be
issues with the Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission (ACCC) if they are responsible for setting
prices as distinct from the government setting prices. If
operators choose to come up with a set price in a
particular area, they may face some issues with the
ACCC. That issue needs to be worked through, which
takes us to the process of implementation.
Members of the coalition government are looking at,
firstly, ensuring that any changes to licence availability
in country Victoria need to pass the public benefit test,
and secondly, having in place a risks approach — that
is, a regulatory impact statement which is put out for
comment. The critical message to get through to
everyone who has any concerns, including those MPs
who have raised concerns in the house and taxi
operators who have raised their concerns with coalition
and opposition MPs, is that they should participate in
the process. The process is about putting out ideas,
getting feedback, considering the feedback and
attempting to come up with a proposition which
delivers the outcomes that are sought. One of the key
outcomes is ensuring the ongoing viability of all of our
taxi services, and country MPs have a particular interest
in country taxi services.
I conclude by congratulating the Minister for Public
Transport and the government for taking on this
difficult task. We are already seeing benefits of reform,
such as the reduction — the halving — of the taxi credit
card surcharge from 10 per cent to 5 per cent. That in
itself is a very significant move.
As other speakers have mentioned, the removal of the
requirement to paint taxis yellow also represents a
significant saving. This bill is a significant step down a
long road, but we are all committed to ensuring a viable
and professional taxi service throughout Victoria.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I take pleasure in
joining the debate on Transport Legislation
Amendment (Further Taxi Reform and Other Matters)
Bill 2014. On the opposition side it is a pleasure for me
to follow the member for Melton. We both represent
outer suburban electorates, and we both served as
committee members of the former Outer
Suburban/Interface Services and Development
Committee. During that time we heard about many
issues of transport disadvantage for people who live in
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outer suburban and interface communities. It is a great
shame that the government chose to wind back the
responsibilities of that committee, effectively getting rid
of it. In relation to the proposals that are before the
house, I am deeply concerned that the bill does not
address the very real problems of transport
disadvantage in outer suburban and interface areas.
I have said in this place that I am a resident of Doreen.
Doreen and Mernda share the same postcode —
3754 — and it is not only the fastest growing postcode
area in the state but the fastest growing in the country,
so it seems anomalous to anybody who lives there that
the metropolitan taxi zone boundary runs along Bridge
Inn Road, which is south of where the greatest number
of residents in this postcode live. Not only do those
residents suffer from having no access to heavy rail,
they suffer from the failure of this government to
expand the bus services put in place by the previous
government — the route 520 and route 571 services
that connect to Greensborough railway station and to
South Morang railway station respectively.
Since taking office not only has this government not
grown these services but it has wound them back. More
than $60 million of cutbacks have been made in my
electorate — ripped out of my community — since this
government took office. My electorate is currently the
most populous electorate in the state and the fastest
growing. It is appalling that residents of Doreen and
Mernda have not had their services expanded.
Bridge Inn Road, which runs along the boundary of the
metropolitan taxi zone, is a road with minimal footpaths
and no bus services. I regularly pick up young people
and teenagers walking along it. Recently I picked up a
30-year-old woman who works as a bartender in South
Yarra. She has to walk 3 kilometres to Plenty Road in
poor visibility, sometimes in the rain, along what is
effectively a potholed country road with no footpaths in
order to catch a bus to South Morang railway station,
travel by train into the city and then on to South Yarra.
After finishing work she has to do the reverse — that is,
catch a train to the city, catch another train to South
Morang and then hope against hope that she can get a
taxi home from South Morang railway station to
Doreen after the last train. For this area to still be
considered a country area is an absurdity.
I have a particular concern in relation to a change
proposed in this bill. Other members of the opposition
have commented on the impact of the proposed price
notification scheme upon people who live outside the
metropolitan area. This scheme will affect not only
people who live in the areas represented by the member
for Benalla, who spoke immediately before me, but also
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people who live in the greater Melbourne area, inside
the urban growth boundary, who already suffer a lack
of heavy rail and underinvestment in roads. There has
been no investment — zero investment — in roads
within the city of Whittlesea and the electorate of Yan
Yean in the three and a half years of this government,
which has also ripped out bus services. More than
1000 bus services per week have been ripped out by
this government, so now residents of my electorate will
be beset with possible taxi fare increases.
We may think that this situation could not get any
worse, but potentially it can. It is difficult enough to get
a taxi, but if anyone can get a taxi in those postcodes
outside the metropolitan taxi zone, the proposed
scheme may well mean that residents of my electorate
will pay even more. These people are members of the
same families who are also being impacted by the cruel
imposition of increased school bus service charges. It is
an untenable situation, and it is making life incredibly
difficult. These people already face cost of living
pressures, and it can take them up to 2 hours in a car to
drive into the city, and now if they use the alternative of
taking a taxicab, potentially it will cost them even more.
I make no criticism at all of the great operators of
Crown Cabs Taxi Service, which is based in Kilmore
and services my electorate and areas around it,
including Wallan and Whittlesea. That company
purchased the Whittlesea taxi licence, and I know that it
does a great job, particularly with transport
disadvantaged consumers.
Earlier I spoke about the young people — young
workers and students — who I pick up regularly,
particularly young people who have not begun driving
themselves. They do not understand that they cannot be
seen when walking along country roads by someone
driving a car. People in my community face issues of
cost pressures, lack of access and real road safety
problems.
I went to a sportsmen’s night at the Bridge Inn Hotel
last Saturday night, a fundraiser for the Mernda
Football and Netball Club. It was a great night, but
afterwards my staffer and I tried for more than half an
hour to get an answer when we rang for a taxi to pick us
up in what is a metropolitan area; it was impossible.
Fortunately for me, after we had been waiting for half
an hour a good friend, John Farella, walked out of the
hotel and offered us a lift home. It is really a matter of
walking home or hitchhiking, which is what many
young people are doing. That is the only alternative for
people who want to go out in the evening or even to get
transport within the 3754 postcode.
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It is concerning that the government has failed to
consult about these changes. Even through its inquiry
process there was little focus on and opportunity for
consultation, or even for raising the awareness of
people living in the outer suburbs and the interface
areas about what taxi reform might mean for them. It is
a great shame not only that the inquiry missed out on
the opportunity to consult with my constituents, who
are so terribly transport disadvantaged, but also that the
government has paid almost no regard to the hundreds
of thousands of people who live in Melbourne’s outer
suburbs and suburban interface areas with the
foundation reforms it introduced last year and the
further amendments before the house.
I have mentioned those outside the metropolitan taxi
boundary in my electorate, but others inside the
boundary — those living in Hurstbridge, Diamond
Creek and Wattle Glen — have great difficulty getting
access to taxi services. The rail service beyond
Greensborough is absolutely pitiful. The Labor
government put a lot of money — $50 million — into
upgrading that line to allow for additional services, but
this government has chosen not to put more services on
the Hurstbridge line. In the peak period between
6.59 a.m. and 8.30 a.m. there are only four services to
get people to work. It really is a pitiful situation for
people in my electorate. These supposed taxi reforms,
which are going to allow the jacking up of fares even
more, are bad news for my community.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I am more than happy to
join the debate on the Transport Legislation
Amendment (Further Taxi Reform and Other Matters)
Bill 2014. I am doing so slightly earlier than I was
expecting, but I am quite happy to speak on the
legislation in the context of the reasoned amendment
moved by the member for Altona. I compliment the
member for Altona on her work in relation to the bill
and for the diligence she displays in dealing with any
piece of legislation. In the hurly-burly of parliamentary
debate, it is sometimes overlooked that our role in this
place is to make the law, but I know the member for
Altona takes that role very seriously. This is reflected in
her work relating to this bill and all the bills for which
she has responsibility.
The reasoned amendment she has moved is:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until appropriate consultation with
stakeholders has occurred to address serious concerns about
the bill including, but not limited to:
(1) the impact of the proposed price notification scheme on
taxi operators in cooperatively run network service
providers in regional Victoria;

Thursday, 27 March 2014

(2) possible fare increases; and
(3) consumer protections for regional Victorians,
particularly in relation to the proposed price notification
scheme’.

At the heart of the reasoned amendment, which
obviously I support, is the opposition’s concern about
the lack of consultation. Consultation is not too much to
ask for in such a contentious area of public policy,
where significant investments have been made by
individuals. As has been noted in previous debates, and
I am sure in this debate, sums of up to $500 000 have
been paid for taxi plates. Taxis provide a vital service to
members of the community, not only returning them
home but also taking them to places of business and
recreation in circumstances where other transport is not
available.
To deal with the issues that arise from the reasoned
amendment in terms of possible fare increases, we need
to look at the role of not only the consumer but also the
producer — the owners of the plates and the
taxidrivers. It is important to understand that we need to
be careful when proceeding with legislation. The
criticism the opposition had of the previous foundation
reforms related to its feeling that there was a lack of
empathy in some of the responses from the
government. It is important to understand, to consult
and to deal with key stakeholders to ensure that their
concerns are heard. The concern that the opposition has
is in part because the bill builds on previous foundation
reforms, and the concerns that were raised with the
Labor Party about those reforms have not been allayed.
There are concerns about the impact of reforms on taxi
licence-holders. As I mentioned earlier, some of the
licences were purchased for up to $500 000, and I
understand that the market value of these licences was
somewhere shy of $300 000 as of February. The figure
I have in my notes is just over $280 000. There is an
important risk attached to that because homes are often
used as collateral in loans — it could be for a loan that
is made directly against the plate or simply an equity
loan that is made to invest, where the asset itself is put
at risk. People can literally risk their homes, and the
changes in asset price have a direct impact on
individuals who have invested in an asset class in good
faith.
Governments and parliaments have the right to regulate
areas like the taxi industry, but we should always be
wary of sovereign risk. The Labor Party has made it
clear that it will honour contracts in relation to other
issues of government public policy where sovereign
risk arises. In that context we should think about the
role that sovereign risk plays in investment choices. We
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should be careful when dealing with government
reforms that are passed through this Parliament that
negatively impact on asset prices and therefore on
persons who have purchased assets in good faith.
We should tread carefully around the issue of sovereign
risk because of the nature of the impact it can have on
economic activity and on the lives of individuals who
have invested in assets in good faith, as I said. As an
opposition, we have an inability to understand the
government’s disregard for this group. It is an
admittedly small number of people, but I would hope
that every individual in the state of Victoria would be
treated with the same dignity and respect by the
Parliament of Victoria.
There are concerns that relate to the original reforms.
As was noted on the reasoned amendment moved by
the member for Altona, there is particular concern
about possible fare increases and their impact on taxi
operators in regional Victoria and about the consumer
protections for persons in regional Victoria. I will not
take up too much more of the house’s time, but I do
note the house amendment circulated by the minister
states:
Clause 48, line 31, after “Zone” … insert “but cannot drop off
a passenger picked up in the urban and large regional zone in
the urban and large regional zone”.

I understand that that relates to the issue of taxis
moving between zones, and I think there was reference
made in the debate to issues relating to Frankston. I
note that amendment and the contributions made in the
debate, but the heart of the opposition’s position and of
our support for the reasoned amendment is a desire to
see proper consultation in such a vexed area which
deals directly with the interests of consumers who need
taxi services. Taxis provide a vital service in our
community. Taxi operators, particularly in
cooperatively run network service providers in regional
Victoria, are impacted by this bill.
This is an important area of debate, and I hope — I am
sure in vain — that the government will heed the
opposition’s call for further consideration. It is a very
reasonable reasoned amendment. I hope that the
government will ensure that those interests are duly
considered and protected through a genuine process of
consultation. I have no indication that would be the
case; perhaps it would be optimistic in the extreme to
believe that would be heeded. But this is, as I have said,
a very reasonable position.
Before concluding, I compliment the member for
Altona on her diligent work and concern for the role
that we play, not just as political actors in a game of
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who controls executive government but also in ensuring
that the legislation that passes through this Parliament is
given due regard and consideration by the opposition.
Whenever she is involved she brings a commendable
attention to detail and an eye to the importance of our
role as the legislature. With those brief comments, I will
allow others to speak in the debate. I would urge all
government members to join the opposition in
supporting the reasoned amendment.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to make a
short contribution on the Transport Legislation
Amendment (Further Taxi Reform and Other Matters)
Bill 2014. According to the government, one of the
major issues that triggered these reforms was the 56 per
cent dissatisfaction rate of users. I have not seen these
dissatisfactions itemised anywhere, but I wonder
whether these reforms really address all those issues or
concerns. The government has not consulted the taxi
industry widely before making these reforms, and
similar recommendations have been knocked back by
other states. Why does the government not focus on
illegal behaviour in the industry — for example, illegal,
unregistered hire cars — as part of these reforms? How
is increasing the number of cars going to improve
anything, even at 55 per cent of the farebox, when the
owners and depots are struggling to make a profit,
coupled with an occupancy rate of 28 per cent? It does
not add up.
It is the role of an elected government to consult
industry stakeholders. The Taxi Services Commission
holding a roadshow in regional Victoria and running up
a bill of thousands of taxpayer dollars, when only a
handful of people turned up each time, is not really a
consultation process. This government’s decision to
introduce ad hoc taxi reforms is an absolute shambles.
Taxi operators are bleeding because of the
government’s reforms. Labor remains concerned about
the impact of the reforms on a particular group of taxi
licence holders who purchased their licences for around
$500 000 but whose asset as at February 2014 had a
market value of $284 500 and whose homes may be at
risk because banks will not recognise their assets.
We fail to understand the government’s complete
disregard for this small but important group of people.
The government’s refusal to take the advice of
Professor Fels in his report to the government about the
need to consider hardship provisions for this small
group of individual licence-holders is mean-spirited and
cruel. Many are losing their retirement funds. Many are
praying to God that they will not lose their homes
because of the actions of the government.
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That is why, at the foundation level, when the Transport
Legislation Amendment (Foundation Taxi and Hire Car
Reforms) Bill 2013 went through the Parliament, the
opposition introduced amendments. They were
measures to address the impact of the changes,
including any hardship for taxi licence holders as a
result of the devaluation of licences and the failure to
adopt Professor Fels’s hardship test; further
examination of the impact on the market of an
unrestricted release of taxi licences, specifically in
relation to customer demand and driver pay; the
structure of the new taxi zones, including the unique
challenges facing urban and regional, regional and
country zones; the impact on numbers and availability
of wheelchair-accessible taxis; and possible fare
increases.
Most people in Victorian taxi families started out
working on factory floors, carefully saving their money
over the years and eventually managing to buy a taxi or
two. They are very small business operators. What
happened to the Liberal Party’s credentials of looking
after small businesses? The big majority of taxi
operators are small business operators, not just taxi
operators from Frankston and Dandenong. Following
threats by the member for Frankston to vote against the
package, amendments were made in the Legislative
Council centred around the inclusion of Frankston and
Dandenong into the urban zone rather than the
metropolitan zone, as had been proposed, thereby
protecting operators in Frankston and Dandenong from
competition from other operators across metropolitan
Melbourne.
Further amendments increased the licence fees for
standard taxis in the urban and large regional zones and
wheelchair-accessible taxis to be in line with those in
the metropolitan zone. Labor opposed all those
amendments and proposed alternative amendments
seeking to protect other towns and cities in the
prescription of zones. It is not only the Frankston and
Dandenong taxi operators that need to be looked after
but all taxi operators in the regional areas, and that
includes Cranbourne taxis.
Today’s amendment introduced at the last minute
smells of a rat as well. The intent of the amendment
seems to be to try to fulfil the deal made with the
member for Frankston during the passage of the
foundation reform bill last year, which upon reflection
failed to deliver the levels of protection sought by the
Frankston taxi industry from wider competition from
operators in wider metropolitan Melbourne. What is
clear is that this is a further example of the member for
Frankston calling the shots on government legislation.
Good on him! This shows a dysfunctional government,
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which is not governing for all Victorians with a
common-sense approach but taking decisions based on
the guidance provided by the member for Frankston.
Indeed many questions need to be answered by the
Napthine government. Why was the Victorian Taxi
Directorate rebranded as the Taxi Services
Commission? It was unnecessary. There was no clear
reason for that. Why are the goalposts moved
constantly? Why are the stakeholder recommendations
not sanctioned in any shape or form? Why did Victoria
accept the reforms when these or similar
recommendations were knocked back by all the other
states? How does decimating families that own small
businesses benefit the state? Where is the
communication to non-tech-savvy industry
stakeholders? Why does the Taxi Services Commission
not focus on illegal behaviour of the industry — for
example, hire cars?
The opposition is aware and mindful of concerns of
some operators in cooperative networks about the
possibility that this reform may put them in
contravention of the federal competition and consumer
laws regarding cartel behaviour when it comes to
making decisions about maximum fare structures. We
understand that through the Taxi Services Commission
a process is currently under way to work through these
concerns between the industry and the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission, and we are
supportive of that. However, we believe it would be
wise to find a resolution to this issue before the
legislation is rammed through the Parliament.
The opposition has brought in a sensible reasoned
amendment, which is:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until appropriate consultation with
stakeholders has occurred to address serious concerns about
the bill including, but not limited to:
(1) the impact of the proposed price notification scheme on
taxi operators in cooperatively run network service
providers in regional Victoria;
(2) possible fare increases; and
(3) consumer protections for regional Victorians,
particularly in relation to the proposed price notification
scheme’.

I conclude by saying I support the reasoned
amendment.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr FOLEY (Albert
Park).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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WATER AMENDMENT (WATER
TRADING) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 February; motion of
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water).
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to respond on
behalf of the Labor opposition in the debate on the
Water Amendment (Water Trading) Bill 2014. The
opposition will not be opposing this bill. Having said
that, we wish to make clear a few points along the way
which will alert the house, and through this place the
people of Victoria, to the direction of water policy in
the state and our obligations on delivering the
Murray-Darling Basin Commission plan, which is far
from certain under this government’s watch.
I begin by first thanking the officers of the Department
of Environment and Primary Industries and the staff of
the Minister for Water for the briefings with which they
provided the opposition on this bill. Sadly the same
cannot be said for the less-than-helpful Minister for
Environment and Climate Change in his capacity as the
minister responsible for the Victorian Environmental
Water Holder. As usual, his inconsequential
performance had little bearing on this matter. I wanted
to make sure that the good work the officers of the
department had provided us with was marked.
This bill is really the end of the beginning of the
Murray-Darling Basin agreement’s implications for
Victoria. Perhaps more importantly it reflects the
legislative commencement of the hard work that lies
ahead in giving form and effect to the seven-year
rollout of the basin plan across Victoria, or at least the
northern parts of Victoria.
This bill deals with one aspect of the obligations that
the state needs to deliver on as part of that agreement
between the states and the commonwealth on the
management of water across the basin states.
Sections 12.06 and 12.07 of the basin plan are the
relevant parts that this legislation on water trading seeks
to give effect to. Section 12.06(1) of the basin plan
states:
A person may trade a water access right free of any condition
as to the holding, buying, selling, obtaining, accepting or
terminating of a separate location-related right.

Section 12.07 of the basin plan stipulates that this must
also provide that the classes of persons may not be used
as the basis of restricting trade in water. This is all
designed so that water is allowed freely to move on an
efficient and highest use basis, and in so doing include
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environmental uses. Efficient water use should be
encouraged by the implementation of uniform market
design and operation rules. As per that basin plan these
rules are due to take effect from 1 July 2014.
I will quote from the most recent Murray-Darling Basin
Authority annual report, for 2012–13. Appendix B, at
page 192, states on the trading issue:
The basin plan water trading rules will come into effect on 1
July 2014. Guidelines are being developed to assist basin
states, irrigation infrastructure operators and individuals
participating in the water market in complying with the rules.
The water trading rules will provide greater clarity and
consistency around the operations of the water market in the
Murray-Darling Basin. A well-functioning water market
enables water to move to its highest value use by giving
irrigators and environmental water holders the flexibility to
decide how and when to use water.

The same annual report goes on to say later in the same
appendix:
The water trading rules will not replace state level rules,
which will continue to apply. However, in the event of an
inconsistency between state water trading rules — —

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Morris) — Order!
Now is an appropriate time to break for lunch.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted under standing orders.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Notices of motion
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling questions,
I wish to advise the house that the notice given by the
member for Benalla this morning is being ruled out of
order as frivolous.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Office of Living Victoria
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Water. I refer the minister
to former Nationals adviser Mr Simon Want, who was
employed on split contracts to ensure that no single
payment would exceed $100 000. I ask: can the
minister confirm that as part of these arrangements
payments were made from the minister’s own private
office to Mr Want?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. We talked
about these issues yesterday. The Office of Living
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Victoria (OLV) and the staff there are doing a very
good job of implementing the government’s policy
around urban water reform and the better use of
stormwater and recycled water. If those things had been
done by the Labor government, we would not have
needed a desalination plant. We most certainly would
not have needed the north–south pipeline, which is
sitting there rusting because it is not having water
brought down it.
If those sorts of policies and that sort of advice had
been taken from the previous government, we would
not have had the issues we have now with huge costs
on Melbourne water bills and a north–south pipeline.
When it comes to — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, my
point of order is on relevance. The question related to
the minister’s office and payments, and that is what his
answer should be confined to.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the Opposition has again restated the
question. I refer to Rulings from the Chair 1920–2013,
dated December 2013, which is the most recent copy.
For the benefit of the member for Bendigo East, it is
page 147. Under the heading ‘Points of order during
question time’ — since this has been raised on multiple
occasions this week — and the subheading ‘Correct
method of raising during question time’ there is a ruling
from Speaker Andrianopoulos, who was a very good
Speaker. He said:
To avoid repeating the question when raising a point of order
in question time, the member must simply direct the Chair’s
attention to the issue in the complaint. The Chair is well
aware of the original question and answer being given and
neither should be repeated. A submission, for example, that
the answer is not relevant or that a minister is debating the
question is sufficient. There may be some occasions, when
seeking a ruling on admissibility, where it is necessary to
refer to the question but this should not automatically happen
and is contrary to the practices of the house.

I put it to you, Speaker, that what the Leader of the
Opposition has just done, as he did three times on
Tuesday and twice on Wednesday, is to simply repeat
the question. I ask you to rule his point of order out of
order.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, we
appreciate the lesson in Rulings from the Chair from
the Leader of the House. We have taken note of your
previous rulings to our points of order where you have
instructed us very clearly to not repeat the question. We
have listened very carefully to your rulings, and indeed
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we respect that ruling in regard to the point of order put
by the Leader of the Opposition today, which did not
refer in any way to the question. It simply requested
that you reflect on the question that was asked and
referred back to the standing order regarding relevance.
There was no repetition of the question. The Leader of
the House may have come preprepared with her
statistics sheet on what has happened previously, but
we ask you to rule in favour of the Leader of the
Opposition in recognition of your previous rulings on
this matter.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was
1 minute and 45 seconds into answering the question. I
believe he was giving background and being relevant to
the question. I ask him to continue with his answer, and
I will listen carefully.
Mr WALSH — The Leader of the Opposition
asked about the employment of staff at OLV,
particularly Simon Want. Water policy is a very
specialised field, and we make no apology for
employing the brightest and best in the world. If you
look at Simon Want’s CV, you see that he was business
development manager for — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk!
Mr WALSH — He was business development
manager for Veolia Water Australia, one of the largest
private water service providers in the world. As I said
yesterday, he was an adviser to Malcolm Turnbull,
former federal Minister for the Environment and Water
Resources, in helping to prepare the $10 billion
National Plan for Water Security and the Australian
Government Water Fund. As I also said yesterday, he
was also an adviser to former Deputy Prime Minister
John Anderson and worked as an economist focused on
water policy at the Australian Bureau of Agricultural
and Resource Economics.
Simon Want is very well qualified to do the work that
needs to be done to implement the coalition
government’s policy on water reform, particularly the
use of more stormwater and more recycled water to
take pressure off our storages and to make sure that we
do not need another desalination plant in the future,
which would add more to water costs for Melbourne
water customers. If those on the other side of the house
had their way, Melbourne water customers’ bills would
continue to go up into the future. Simon Want is there
to do a very important job on behalf of the government,
and he will continue to do that.
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Population growth
Ms McLEISH (Seymour) — My question is to the
Premier. Can the Premier provide information on any
recent data released regarding population trends?
Dr NAPTHINE (Premier) — I thank the member
for Seymour for her interest in population and
economic growth in Victoria.
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wonder that Coles has put on 3500 new jobs,
Woolworths has announced 1800 new jobs and
Eastland has announced 1700 new jobs? That is why
people have had confidence to invest in Myer
Emporium Melbourne, with another 1000 new jobs.
In Victoria they are seeing a government that is
delivering a $14.3 billion record investment in health.
Mr Andrews interjected.

Ms Allan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bendigo East is warned.
Dr NAPTHINE — Today the Australian Bureau of
Statistics released the most up-to-date Australian
demographic statistics — that is, as at 30 September
2013. This data shows that the Victorian population
was 5 768 600 people, which is an increase of 110 500,
or 2 per cent, over the past year. It is interesting to note
that population growth in Victoria at 2 per cent was
well above the national average of 1.8 per cent and
certainly above the New South Wales population
growth of 1.5 per cent and Queensland of 1.8 per cent.
This means that Victoria’s population is growing,
which has significant benefits for our economy but also
challenges for our infrastructure.
Of particular note is interstate migration — that is, the
number of people who moved into Victoria from other
states and territories. This is a figure that former
Premier and Treasurer John Brumby regularly used as a
measure of the performance of the government. A
media release accompanying the Australian Bureau of
Statistics Australian demographic statistics for
September 2013 entitled ‘Record interstate migration
gains for Victoria’ says:
Victoria gained more people from interstate migration than
any other state or territory, according to the Australian Bureau
of Statistics …
Denise Carlton, director of demography at the ABS, said that
annual net interstate migration added almost 7000 people to
the Victorian population in the year ending 30 September
2013. This is the highest net interstate migration gain for the
state in over 30 years.
‘This means that Victoria has now overtaken long-term leader
Queensland and recent leader Western Australia in net
interstate migration.

What we are seeing is people voting with their feet to
move from other states and territories to Victoria. Why
are they doing that? It is because we have a AAA-rated
economy, we have good economic management, we
have a budget surplus this year and into the forward
estimates and we have 64 000 new jobs. Is it any

The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Dr NAPTHINE — They are seeing a record
investment in education funding, they are seeing
1300 additional police and they are seeing major
infrastructure investments, like the $4.8 billion regional
rail project to improve both V/Line services and
metropolitan services. They are seeing the $2 billion to
$2.5 billion upgrade to the Pakenham, Cranbourne and
Dandenong rail corridor. They are voting with their feet
to come here to experience stage 1 of east–west link,
another major infrastructure project in Victoria, and
major projects such as the Dingley bypass, the Koo
Wee Rup bypass, the Princes Highway duplication to
Winchelsea and on to Colac and the duplication of the
Western Highway. They are coming here because we
are investing over $4.5 billion in new health projects,
like Bendigo Hospital, Box Hill Hospital and Monash
Children’s. We have population growth because we are
delivering good government for the people of Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The behaviour in the
house is appalling today. The member for Bendigo East
has been warned and will cease interjecting.

Office of Living Victoria
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — My question is to the
Minister for Water. I refer the minister to the Office of
Living Victoria’s (OLV) $1 million Ballarat water
fund. Can the minister confirm that a grant has been
issued from this fund to a private company owned by
the Office of Living Victoria’s chief scientist, Peter
Coombes?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Albert Park for his question and for his
interest in water policy. He was quoted in the Age as
supporting the direction the coalition government is
taking around urban water reform and the further need
for more use of recycled water and stormwater.
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Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk!
Mr WALSH — The question was asked around
Peter Coombes. Peter Coombes, as has been said, is the
chief scientist at the Office of Living Victoria (OLV).
He is a very well-respected individual, not only
nationally but internationally. For 30 years he has
worked on urban and rural natural water cycle
management, including as an adviser to the United
Nations on water security —
Mr Pakula interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Lyndhurst!
Mr WALSH — and for international governments
in Canada; Saudi Arabia, as I said yesterday;
India — —
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Lyndhurst
The SPEAKER — Order! I have just called the
member for Lyndhurst to order. He will leave the
chamber for half an hour.
Honourable member for Lyndhurst withdrew from
chamber.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is now warned.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Office of Living Victoria
Questions resumed.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — As I was
saying, Dr Peter Coombes has worked for international
governments including India, Korea, and New Zealand.
He has also been an adviser to the New South Wales
government; to the Victorian government when Labor
was in office — so the Labor government actually used
Peter Coombes as an adviser as well; and to the West
Australian and Queensland governments. As I said in
my previous answer, we are getting the best and the
brightest to do the work that we want done on urban
reform.
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Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, this
answer is not relevant to the question that was asked. I
ask you to draw the minister back to the subject matter
of the question, which was a grant.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the minister is
being relevant. I rule the point of order out of order.
Mr WALSH — The Leader of the Opposition
asked about people who are employed at OLV and
about grants. If you look at the people who are
employed by OLV, as I said, you will see that we are
aiming to get the brightest and the best in the world.
That is why we have John Thwaites, a previous water
minister, on the expert advisory panel to OLV.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, under
standing order 58 on the question of relevance, bringing
in other people who were not the subject matter of the
question asked by the member for Albert Park surely
offends against the standing orders around relevance.
We ask you to bring the minister back to the question
that was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question was about
the employment of Dr Peter Coombes. I believe that the
minister — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order and neither do I like being challenged when I
am ruling on a point of order.
Mr WALSH — As I was saying, the question was
about those people who are employed at OLV. We are
aiming to have the best and the brightest there. That is
why John Thwaites is on the expert advisory panel and
chairs one of the panel’s subgroups. If you look at the
other staff members who work there, you will see that
there is actually a ministerial adviser — —
Mr Andrews — On a further point of order,
Speaker, I will not repeat the question, pursuant to your
ruling earlier; however, the question was narrow. It
related to a grant and a person. It was not a request for a
4-minute speech about the Office of Living Victoria; it
was about a grant given to a person. We do not need to
ask whether that person is employed at the Office of
Living Victoria; that is a matter of fact. On relevance,
this answer offends against the standing orders. The
question was narrow and specific, and the answer
should at least attempt to relate to it.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, whilst
the Leader of the Opposition initially raised the issue of
relevance, he then went on to make a short speech. A
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point of order is not an opportunity to make a speech or
a comment. I ask that you rule his point of order out of
order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I believe the minister
was being relevant. I cannot direct the minister in
exactly how he answers members’ questions. On the
point raised by the Leader of the House about the
Leader of the Opposition making a speech, I do believe
he was substantiating his point of order.
Mr WALSH — The Leader of the Opposition
asked a question about the Living Ballarat project. This
is a project we committed to in opposition. We
committed $1 million to do an integrated water cycle
management plan for Ballarat. If you go back to the
genesis of this policy, you will see that Professor Tim
Fletcher made a presentation at a water forum in
Ballarat in the middle of the drought about how our
urban cities could become catchments in their own right
to make sure that they have enough water into the
future. That is why the people of Ballarat were so keen
to be part of this project, and $1 million was put on the
table to do that project there and develop an integrated
water cycle management plan for Ballarat. Peter
Coombes is doing the modelling around that particular
project.
If you are going to make the changes we are talking
about, you need to do the base modelling so you have
an economic argument for what is in the best interests
of the community as to how to implement integrated
water cycle management. Part of that project involves
looking at aquifer storage and recharge in the Ballarat
West employment precinct, a great project that has been
announced by this government to help drive the
economy of Ballarat. As part of the Living Ballarat
project we want to make sure that Ballarat has a
sustainable water future. Peter Coombes is doing the
modelling for that particular project.

Public transport
Mr WATT (Burwood) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. How is the coalition
government delivering on its strong plan to deliver
more public transport services more often for more
people?
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Burwood for his question and for
his interest in public transport. The accolades continue
in relation to the government’s announcement of free
tram travel in the CBD and the capping of zone 1 and 2
travel at zone 1 fares.
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I have some clippings with me from the Age today. One
is of a vox pop of five different people aged 24 through
to 64 — Dalia Doria; Greg Walsh; Rose Bishop from
Preston; John Kiernan, 64, from Reservoir; and Matty
Kapadia, 33, from Epping. John Kiernan says:
I think it is great because it helps people who can’t easily
afford to travel.

In the Herald Sun today under the headline ‘Cheaper
travel for outer burbs’ is an article with the subheading
‘Napthine plan wins over ALP’. The coalition
government is leading the ALP. Not everybody is in
favour of this particular project. We know that early
yesterday morning the shadow minister came out and
bagged the project. The Leader of the Opposition then
supported the project, but unfortunately in the Bendigo
Advertiser today is an article headed ‘Allan slams
transport pledge’. It states:
Member for Bendigo East Jacinta Allan has hit out at
the … government’s promise of free and discounted public
transport in Melbourne.

This raises some very serious issues for the people of
regional Victoria because currently they travel free in
Melbourne. When they buy a V/Line ticket or travel in
from the regions on a myki, they travel free in
Melbourne. What the member for Bendigo East is
saying is that there should be no discounted or free
travel in Melbourne. It must be for Bendigo, it must be
for Ballarat, it must be for Geelong and it must be for
the rest of regional Victoria.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, under
standing order 58 it is fairly clear that the minister is
both debating the question that was asked and not being
relevant. As delighted as I am that the minister is
following the Bendigo Advertiser, and as much as I
would love to be relevant to government administration
and hope to be in the future, unfortunately that does not
comply with the standing orders. We ask you to bring
the minister back to being relevant to answering the
question within the confines of the standing orders, not
debating issues around members of the opposition.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.
Mr MULDER — We will stick with people from
regional Victoria. The current arrangements will stay in
place. People who are coming in from regional
Victoria, from country Victoria, will still get free public
transport under a coalition government, but I would
have to say that there is a dark cloud over that promise
from the opposition.
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We can only deliver these great initiatives for Victoria
if we do the hard work first. I said when we came to
government as the minister responsible that we would
start with the drainage, the sleepers, the rails, the points,
the crossings, the signalling, the electrical system and
substations. I said we would do all the hard work first to
make sure that we brought the system up to a state
where we could actually get trains to turn up on time,
trains to be reliable and we would also address the issue
of overcrowding.
If we look at the last customer satisfaction surveys, we
see it is quite clear that people who use public transport
in Victoria are far happier today than they were under a
Labor government, and they feel safer today than they
felt under a Labor government. Why not? There are
1078 additional train services a week. That enables you
to encourage more people to use public transport
because we have brought overcrowding down and we
continue to bring overcrowding down because we are
putting more rolling stock out there.
We will be able to cater for growth, with 3870 extra bus
services. But of course some of those are going into the
Point Cook and Altona areas, which were ignored by
the former government. There is almost a tripling of
bus services, including to Warrnambool and Monash
University. There are 1200 extra tram services for
Docklands, and people will travel free on those
Docklands trams. What a great outcome for Victoria!

Office of Living Victoria
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — My question is to the
Minister for Water. I refer the minister to the private
company MGW Homes in which the Office of Living
Victoria’s CEO, Mike Waller, had a direct financial
interest, and I ask: has MGW Homes been the
beneficiary of any grants from the Office of Living
Victoria (OLV)?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Albert Park for his further question and for
his interest in water issues. As the new shadow minister
he is actually taking some interest in his particular
portfolio.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — No, I do not want to use his CV.
The question was about Mike Waller. For the benefit of
the house we need to inform members of who Mike
Waller is and what he has done. Mike Waller was the
chief economist — —
Mr Merlino — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
question of relevance, going through each question with
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people’s CVs in no way answers the question. The
minister is going down a path where he is clearly not
being relevant to the question. We do not need to hear
another CV today. We want answers.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk knows very well that the minister was being
relevant to the question that was asked.
Mr WALSH — The question from the member for
Albert Park was about Mike Waller. Mike Waller is the
CEO of OLV, and OLV is playing a very important
role in implementing the government’s water reform
agenda here in Melbourne and making sure that there is
greater use of stormwater and recycled water. If you
look at Mike Waller’s history, you can see that he has
had a very good career in the public sector and the
private sector. He was the chief economist at BHP
between 1996 and 2001, and before that he held senior
positions in the Hawke and Keating governments. Prior
to coming to Australia he held deputy secretary
positions in the UK public sector. He is a person who
has had significant experience in the public sector and
the private sector, and he has a very good
understanding of what is required of a senior public
servant.
I believe Mike Waller would make sure that there is no
conflict of interest in what he does because he is there
with a very important focus on implementing the
government’s water reform agenda. He has been
involved in this process since he was appointed to head
the ministerial advisory council when we first came to
government. He has — —
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question was narrow. It did not relate to
the broad role that Mr Waller might or might not be
playing or his CV. It was about a business and whether
that business received any grants. I will not repeat the
question, but it was very narrow. I ask you to bring the
minister back to answering it.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question related to an individual and even related to a
company and previous pecuniary interests. The past
tense was used, if I heard correctly. In actual fact the
minister was addressing the question that was asked,
which was about an individual. He was giving
comprehensive information about an individual whose
reputation the opposition was trying to besmirch in the
course of the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was being
relevant to the question that was asked.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr WALSH — Go outside and say that!
The SPEAKER — Order! I have asked the member
for Monbulk to cease interjecting, and the minister
knows not to respond to interjections.
Mr WALSH — The question was about Mike
Waller and whether he had any conflicts of interest or
pecuniary interests around his role at the Office of
Living Victoria. As I said, Mike Waller is the CEO of
OLV and he is there to do the job of implementing the
government’s water reform agenda, and OLV is doing a
great job of driving down water bills for Melbourne
water customers. The previous Labor government put
water bills up. We are actually putting water bills down.
Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the minister has not mentioned
MGW Homes once, therefore how can the answer be
relevant to a simple and narrow question which was
asked of him? That company has not been mentioned
once in his answer. How, therefore, can the answer be
relevant?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows that the Chair cannot direct a
minister on how to answer a question. I do not uphold
his point of order.
Mr WALSH — As I was saying — —
Mr Trezise interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Geelong will cease interjecting, and he is warned.
Mr WALSH — As I was saying, Mike Waller is the
CEO of OLV. He is there to do a job on behalf of the
coalition government to drive our urban water reform
agenda and particularly to work to lower water bills for
Melbourne water customers. OLV has a very important
role in lowering water bills for Melbourne water
customers. If you look at Mike’s history — and we
have talked about that — as a senior public servant in
the Treasury of the UK government, during the Hawke
and Keating era here in Australia and during his role
with BHP Billiton, you can see that he fully
understands the issues around any conflicts of interest. I
have every confidence that he will handle them
appropriately.

Water charges
Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — My question
is to the Minister for Water. What action is the coalition
government taking to lower water bills for Melbourne
families and businesses?
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Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Prahran for his question and particularly
for his interest in the cost of living pressures on his
constituents. The coalition government cares about cost
of living pressures and is very focused on reducing
those cost of living issues for people in Melbourne and
wider Victoria. Under the previous Labor government,
water bills in Melbourne more than doubled. They
more than doubled after 2008 because of the policies of
the previous government. Water bills effectively went
from about $550 to $1200 over that period of time.
Today I had the pleasure of announcing that we have
now reduced the total payments for the desalination
contract by $1.2 billion. That is $1.2 billion that will be
taken off the total amount that Melbourne water
customers have to pay because of the Labor Party’s
desalination project. There are 24 years remaining on
that contract, and $1.2 billion in savings will come off
that contract. On average that is about $53 million per
year saved by the hard work of the coalition
government in driving down cost of living pressures in
Melbourne.
This is good news for Melbourne water customers, and
it is made up of a number of things. It is made up of the
successful refinancing of the desalination contract. It is
made up of a very tough and hard negotiation that the
coalition government carried out in renegotiating the
power supply contract, a contract that the Labor
government signed up to. We were able to reduce the
payments on that power contract by $665 million across
the life of the desalination plant. We were able to
challenge the tax rulings on that project and bring that
amount down as well. There will be a major reduction
in the costs that Melbourne water customers will have
to pay in the future.
The other thing I had the pleasure of announcing down
at the Melbourne and International Flower and Garden
Show this morning, standing in the rain, was that the
coalition government is going to put in a zero order for
water from the desalination plant for the 2014–15 year.
This is the third year in a row that we have put in a zero
water order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of interjections
is far too high.
Ms Duncan interjected.
Questions interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Macedon
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124 the member for Macedon will leave the
chamber for 1 hour.
Honourable member for Macedon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Water charges
Questions resumed.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — Taking into
account the advice from Melbourne Water, Melbourne
water storages are at 74.2 per cent, marginally higher
than they were this time last year. The Thomson Dam
storage is at nearly 80 per cent, and as I have said in the
house in the past, the Thompson storage is our drought
reserve. Our forefathers built the Thomson Dam so that
we could have a drought reserve into the future.
The coalition government cares about cost of living
pressures, particularly on Melbourne water customers.
What we have achieved today by putting in a zero
water order for 2014–15 is to save Melbourne water
customers $114 million that they would have had to
pay if a full order had been put in for desalinated water.
As I said, we understand the issues around cost of
living pressures and on coming to government we gave
a commitment that we would do everything we
possibly could to reduce the cost of the desalination
plant to Melbourne water customers.
If we had built the desalination plant, we would not
have signed up to an exclusive deal with the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union and
we would not have signed up to an exclusive deal with
the Electrical Trades Union that drove up the cost of
that particular project. The Leader of the Opposition’s
mates had sweetheart deals down there — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.

Office of Living Victoria
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — My question is to the
Minister for Water. I refer the minister to the Office of
Living Victoria’s $50 million water grants fund. Can
the minister confirm that this fund was used to pay for
office refurbishments, artworks, consultants fees and
entertainment expenses?
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Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Albert Park for his question and for his
interest in the Living Victoria Fund. It is a $50 million
fund that is there to assist local government, to assist
industry and to assist community organisations to
implement integrated water cycle management. That
fund is overseen by an independent panel that assesses
projects and makes recommendations on whether they
fit the criteria and whether they should receive money
or not. That process is overseen by a probity auditor to
make sure that the process is appropriate.
There have been some great projects funded out of that
fund. As I started to say yesterday, there is a project in
the electorate of the member for Albert Park for which
$1 million was allocated to fund a stormwater project
for Albert Park Lake. It reduces the flooding in
Southbank, and it channels that water to make sure that
Albert Park Lake has more water in it. That water is
also used to water the lawns around Albert Park. The
member for Albert Park’s electorate has been a
significant beneficiary of the Living Victoria Fund.
If you look at La Trobe University, you see that
$1.4 million has been allocated for a project at
Bundoora campus to capture stormwater, put it into the
moat around the buildings and use it for cooling and
improving the aesthetics and livability of the university
at Bundoora. A smaller project funded out of the Living
Victoria Fund, and another one that qualified by going
through the independent panel that is overseen by a
probity auditor, was $110 000 allocated to the
Footscray Primary School to get smarter use of
rainwater and stormwater throughout its school
campus.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to
Rulings from the Chair dated, December 2013 at
page 162, which refers to the content of answers and
says that the standing orders provide that a minister will
have discretion to determine the content of any answer.
But it goes on to state:
The Chair ruled that this does not give ministers the
opportunity to answer questions in any way they like;
ministers must comply with all requirements of standing
orders.

The question asked by the member for Albert Park
went to a specific allocation of funds for things other
than Office of Living Victoria water grants. We ask you
to recognise the precedent established by this ruling
from the Chair and bring the minister back to answering
the question that was asked by the member for Albert
Park, which was not about other grants provided to
other projects through the Office of Living Victoria,
which is what the minister wants to answer.
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Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Minister for Water was asked a question by the member
for Albert Park in relation to the Office of Living
Victoria’s $50 million water grants fund and the
minister is answering that question comprehensively
and specifically.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, you
cannot ask a question about identifying specific areas
without referring to the fund from which those things
were paid. The minister is not being relevant to the
question. There have been questions that go to the heart
of corruption within the Office of Living Victoria — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk will sit down. I will cease to hear points of
order from the member for Monbulk if he keeps going
down that track. I do not uphold the point of order. The
minister was being relevant to the question that was
asked.
Mr WALSH — The question was about the Living
Victoria Fund, and I have been talking about the Living
Victoria Fund. As I was saying, the allocation of money
out of the Living Victoria Fund is overseen by an
external expert panel that then has a probity auditor to
make sure that the projects are appropriate to the set
criteria. If we look at the projects that have been funded
so far, and I have mentioned a number of them, you see
that round 2 is currently open, and I believe the — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is trying the patience of the Chair today. I
ask him to cease interjecting.
Mr WALSH — Round 2 of the grant program of
the Living Victoria Fund is open and will be closing
sometime soon. Those applications will be overseen by
an expert panel to make sure they fit the criteria and
they are going to deliver the outcome that the
government is looking for with increased stormwater
use and recycled water, and there will be a probity
auditor to oversee the expert panel to make sure it is all
done appropriately.

Victorian Indigenous Honour Roll
Mr McCURDY (Murray Valley) — My question is
to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. How is the
coalition government recognising the achievements of
those Aboriginal people who have made an outstanding
contribution to the Victorian community?
Mr BULL (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) — I
thank the member for Murray Valley for his question
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and for his great interest in recognising the important
contribution that Aboriginal Victorians make to our
great state and our great community. I am pleased to
stand here today as the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs,
and in doing so I acknowledge the great work and
outstanding efforts of my predecessor, the member for
Shepparton.
The Victorian coalition government values the very
positive and great contribution that Aboriginal people
and indeed Aboriginal culture make to our fantastic
state. Victoria is a very warm and inclusive society, and
we are made very much stronger as a community by the
contributions of our first peoples and indeed their
descendants.
Victoria has a diverse, vibrant and proud Aboriginal
community. The government is committed to delivering
Victoria’s bipartisan commitment to closing the gap
between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal people. This
was signed in March 2011 by the then Premier, by the
Deputy Premier, by my predecessor as minister, the
member for Shepparton, by the Leader of the
Opposition and indeed by the shadow minister.
The government has four guiding principles when it
comes to Aboriginal affairs. They are aspirations,
accountability, engagement and inclusiveness, and a
whole-of-community approach. Every Victorian should
have the right to fulfil their aspirations. The government
is very proud to have established the Victorian
Indigenous Honour Roll, which recognises outstanding
Aboriginal people past and present who are very strong
role models for all of us but in particular for the
Aboriginal community. The honour roll has recognised
to date the great achievements of 49 exceptional
Aboriginal Victorians over three inductions from 2011
through to 2013. Their life stories are recorded in the
honour roll book, which is on permanent display here in
the Parliament of Victoria and which records their
legacy for future generations.
I was honoured to be in Ballarat just last week — last
Wednesday in fact — to call for nominations for
inductees to the 2014 honour roll and to officially
launch the Victorian Indigenous Honour Roll statewide
roadshow. That was undertaken at the Ballarat Library,
and I thank the City of Ballarat for hosting that function
at its library and for the warm welcome we were
provided by the mayor, Cr Joshua Morris.
I was joined at the launch by Karen Heap. Karen is the
daughter of Valmai Heap, who received a posthumous
induction to the 2013 honour roll. Valmai was the first
Aboriginal person employed by Museum Victoria, and
she later went on to become an administrator of the
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Ballarat and District Aboriginal Co-operative in the
1980s. That was among a whole raft of achievements
and contributions that she had made to her local
community.

Melbourne to consider how they actually use
stormwater and rainwater.

On a personal note, I was very pleased to see Uncle
Albert Mullet, a very prominent East Gippslander and a
friend of mine, who was also inducted into the honour
roll. He made a great contribution to the East Gippsland
community. Unfortunately Uncle Albert has not been
enjoying the best of health in recent times, and I take
this opportunity to wish him all the best and a speedy
recovery. He has been a great role model in my
electorate of Gippsland East and the wider region.

Questions interrupted.

The Victorian Indigenous Honour Roll now hits the
road. It will travel to Morwell, Bendigo, Dandenong
and Echuca over an eight-week period, taking its stories
to rural and regional areas before returning to its
permanent home in Parliament House. Nominations for
the 2014 honour roll close on Friday, 23 May, and I
encourage all members of this house to promote widely
in their communities the opportunity for people to
nominate outstanding Aboriginal Victorians for
induction into the honour roll.

Office of Living Victoria
Mr ANDREWS (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Water. Can the minister
confirm that instead of investigating the misuse of
taxpayers funds, the Office of Living Victoria (OLV)
has commissioned Deloitte, at taxpayers expense, to
hunt down the whistleblowers who made these
damning revelations public?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. Again I say
to the house, and to those in the wider public in
Victoria, that OLV is there to implement the
government’s urban water reform agenda. It is about
getting generational change in how we manage water in
the urban environment.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk and the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr WALSH — It is about driving the generational
change in urban water reform where there is more
stormwater and more recycled water used so we take
the pressure off our catchment dams so that they can be
used for potable water, for drinking water. I have talked
about this numerous times, and it is now starting to be
enshrined in the thinking of a lot of people in

Mr Merlino interjected.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Monbulk
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Monbulk will leave the house for half an hour.
Honourable member for Monbulk withdrew from
chamber.
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Questions resumed.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — It is about
making that generational change that I spoke about to
make sure that we use stormwater and recycled water to
improve the livability of our city, to reduce the
heat-island effect in the city and to help the
environment. This helps the environment by using that
water — —
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer
you to Rulings from the Chair dated December 2013, at
page 163, where a previous Speaker has ruled that
when responding to a question a minister ‘must address
the question rather than responding generally’. I put it
to you, Speaker, that the minister is responding in a
general way about the functions of the Office of Living
Water. Might I say that it is an answer we have heard
many times over the last two days, but what we have
asked is a very specific question about the misuse of
taxpayers funds by that office, and we ask you — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Allan — I am not repeating the question; I am
allowed to set some context.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bendigo East knows not to respond to interjections.
Ms Allan — We ask you, Speaker, to request that
the minister come back to answering a very specific
question that was asked and answer it in respect of how
the standing orders and the sessional orders demand he
answer the question.
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Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, I refer
to Rulings from the Chair of December 2013, also at
page 163, on the issue of relevance. Speakers
Delzoppo, Plowman and Maddigan made the following
point:
A minister may answer questions as he or she sees fit
provided the answers are relevant.

I put it that the minister’s answers are relevant. The fact
that the opposition does not like the minister’s answer
is not relevant.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
knows not to debate on a point of order.
Ms Asher — I ask you to rule the point of order out
of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was being
relevant to the question that was asked.
Mr WALSH — The question from the Leader of
the Opposition was about OLV, and I am explaining
the role that OLV is carrying out in
implementing — —
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question was regarding OLV, but it does
not mean that the minister can talk about OLV in a
general sense, as the member for Bendigo East has
pointed out. The question was quite specific, and I ask
you to bring the minister back to answering the
question that was asked.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, you
have just given a ruling on a point of order that was
very similar, and the minister has been speaking for all
of another 20 seconds. You have ruled on the point of
order, and I ask that you rule this point of order out of
order as well.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do rule the point of
order out of order, and I refer the member for Melton to
the previous discussion on the last point of order.
Mr WALSH — As I was saying, OLV is
implementing the government’s urban water reform
agenda and particularly the work it is going to do to
drive down the cost of water to Melbourne water
customers, to have their bills reduced.
Mr Nardella — On a point of order, Speaker, on a
point of relevance, driving down the cost of water was
not in the question and has nothing to do with the
question that was asked. I am not repeating the
question, but I ask you to bring the minister back to
answering the question that was asked.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The answer is relevant to
the question that was asked.
Mr WALSH — The Labor Party would not know
how to drive down the cost of water bills.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister knows very
well not to attack the opposition when answering a
question.
Mr WALSH — As I was saying, OLV is there to
drive the coalition government’s urban water reform
agenda and reduce the cost of living pressures on
Melbourne water customers. It is something we are
very focused on in making sure that water bills can
actually come down instead of going up, as they did
under the previous Labor government.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! We are having a lot of
discussion about water. I do not know what is in the
water at Parliament House, but the behaviour of
members is appalling.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Mulgrave
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will leave the chamber for half an hour. He
knows better than that.
Honourable member for Mulgrave withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Office of Living Victoria
Questions resumed.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Water) — As I said,
OLV is there to drive the government’s urban water
reform agenda. As it is implementing that it deals with
a lot of people and signs a lot of contracts. People who
deal with the Department of Environment and Primary
Industries, with OLV and with the government in
general have a right to have their confidential and
commercial-in-confidence information kept private,
and that is what they expect to happen.

WATER AMENDMENT (WATER TRADING) BILL 2014
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Government financial management
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — My question is to
the Treasurer, and I ask: how is the coalition
government’s strong financial management helping to
build a better Victoria?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer) — There is a vacancy
there, Richard. I thank the member for Mornington for
his question and for his interest in Victoria’s economy
and the state of our finances. As the Premier indicated
in his answer to an earlier question, there is great news
from the Australian Bureau of Statistics — Victoria is
leading the way in terms of population growth. This is
not just interstate migration, where people from other
states know the benefits of coming to Victoria to live,
work and raise a family; it is also a result of higher
growth rates in terms of birth rates in Victorian
families. Victorian families are feeling more confident
in their own circumstances, more confident in the future
of the state and more confident in the infrastructure that
this coalition government is building. This is a great
vote of confidence and a great driver of economic
activity for us here in Victoria.
The budget is coming up in I think about 40 days
time — not that I am counting — and I will make a
prediction now: Victoria will continue to have the
strongest state finances in the country. It is the only
state in surplus this year and across the forward
estimates, the only state with a stable AAA credit rating
from both Standard & Poor’s and Moody’s Investors
Service. Delivering all this is hard work: if surpluses
were easy, everybody would have one. The fact that we
are the only state forecast to be in surplus in 2014–15
tells you it is hard. But it is harder when Victoria does
not get a fair deal out of the GST.
There is no question at all that Victoria is being dudded
with the GST. There is $1.2 billion a year that
Victorians pay in GST that we do not get back, and that
is sent to other states. We have got our own needs here.
We have a large state with a growing population. We
need to build infrastructure; we need to deliver better
services. Victorians are entitled to get back what they
pay in GST.
It is more even more unfair when some of the states we
are subsidising have been delinquent in abolishing the
taxes that they had pledged to abolish when the GST
came in. I am happy to say it is bipartisan — there are
delinquents on all sides of the political spectrum across
Australia. The South Australian government is raising
$45 million this year in taxes it pledged to abolish, but
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we are subsidising South Australia. The Queensland
government is raising $240 million this year in taxes it
had pledged to abolish, but we are subsidising
Queensland. The Northern Territory government is
raising $9 million in taxes it had pledged to abolish, but
Victorians are still subsidising it. We have a GST
system which rewards bad behaviour by states that do
not keep their promises and penalises good economic
managers like Victoria, which abolishes taxes when it
says it is going to abolish them.
I apologise in advance: I am going to be a little bit
bipartisan in this next comment. A report was produced
for the Council of Australian Governments by John
Brumby, a former Victorian Labor Premier and
Treasurer, and Nick Greiner, a former Liberal Premier
of New South Wales. They recommended that one of
the things that needed to change was the unfair
treatment of rail payments under the GST formula. The
fact that of the $3 billion the commonwealth has
provided Victoria towards the regional rail link we have
to hand $2 billion back through unfair GST distribution
is an absolute scandal. The former federal government
was told by Brumby and Greiner to fix that rort; it did
not do it. I will be taking up the case on Victoria’s
behalf to make sure that Victoria gets a fair go.

WATER AMENDMENT (WATER
TRADING) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — Before the break I was
setting out the opposition’s position on the Water
Amendment (Water Trading) Bill 2014. I have
indicated that the opposition will not be opposing this
bill. I was at the point of citing the most recent
Murray-Darling Basin Authority annual report, dealing
with the item of the deregulation of the water trading
arrangements that are the subject of this bill. Just to
finish off the quote from the annual report at page 192,
appendix B:
The water trading rules will not replace state-level rules,
which will continue to apply. However, in the event of an
inconsistency between state water trading rules and the basin
plan water trading rules, the basin plan water trading rules
will generally prevail, except where interim and transitional
water resource plans have been recognised under the water
act.

The bill takes that step to ensure that Victoria is
undertaking the necessary reforms to be compliant with
that particular aspect of the Murray-Darling Basin
agreement, even if it is cutting it fine to meet the
operative date for the changes of 1 July.
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As a result, we will see the trading of different
groupings of water shares in such a manner so as
to make them tradable free of restrictions, subject
to particular conditions and obligations around the
practicalities of delivering, reporting and tracking
and the management of how water shares make
their way across the system. One of the aspects of
the water shares trading system that is governed by
this bill is the water shares held by the Victorian
Environmental Water Holder (VEWH), which is a
statutory office under the laws of this Parliament.
The opposition sought undertakings that the
arrangements under which the Victorian
Environmental Water Holder would continue in
such a new trading system.
The Victorian Environmental Water Holder is
obligated to do a range of things. To quote two in
particular from the Water Amendment (Victorian
Environmental Water Holder) Act 2010 they
include:
… to manage the Water Holdings for the purposes
of —
(a) maintaining the environmental water reserve in
accordance with the environmental water reserve
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had given an undertaking, if a not entirely unequivocal
one, in recent correspondence. For the sake of the
record, I will read the Minister for Water’s
undertakings in this regard. He states:
… the water act will continue to provide that the Victorian
Environmental Water Holder … must not assign a water
allocation unless it has first obtained the approval of the Minister
for Water and the authority whose works will be used to deliver
the water. The Water Act will continue to require the minister,
when considering whether to approve an assignment, to have
regard to any adverse effect the assignment is likely to have on
other persons that take water from the same water system and the
maintenance of the environmental water reserve …

I emphasise ‘the maintenance of the environmental
water reserve’. That correspondence is dated 11 March.
In future possible circumstances where the Victorian
Environmental Water Holder’s trading in water shares
is approved by the minister, it would be Labor’s
intention to monitor such trade so as to ensure that this
was done in accordance with the obligations that the
environmental water holder operates under.
For the sake of completeness, yesterday we received
correspondence from the Victorian Environmental
Water Holder undertaking the same thing in more
detail. I quote from a letter from Denis Flett,
chairperson of the environmental water holder. He
states:

objective; and
(b) improving the environmental values and health of water
ecosystems, including their biodiversity, ecological
functioning and water quality, and other uses that
depend on environmental condition.

And to only trade water where there is a clear benefit in
doing so. It is the opposition’s view that the Victorian
Environmental Water Holder should not enable trade
for any other than these statutory reasons.
In not opposing the bill, the opposition sought
clarification from the government on the terms under
which the Victorian Environmental Water Holder may
trade its water shares. The Victorian Environmental
Water Holder is a key part of ensuring — together with
the Commonwealth Environmental Water Holder —
that an efficient market-based system of trade not only
ensures the effective operation of the water market but
also ensures that the environmental water holder acts on
behalf of the people of Victoria and the needs of the
health of the river system in a stewardship role to look
after the health of our rivers and wetlands.
Victorian Labor sought confirmation that any trade in
water by the office of the environmental water holder
needed to be in accordance with these statutory
obligations. We were pleased to learn that the minister

In regard to your further questions, I can advise that the
VEWH understands that the bill will amend the Water Act
1989 to promote Victoria’s compliance with chapter 12 of the
Murray-Darling Basin plan. In particular, the bill will remove
existing restrictions on the classes of persons to whom
allocation of water under water shares, bulk entitlements and
environmental entitlements can be assigned.
The VEWH does not expect this change to have any
significant impact on VEWH operations. In particular, the bill
will not make any change to the VEWH’s statutory objectives
or functions, which bounds its operations, including its water
trading activity.

We thank the environmental water holder for clarifying
the matter for us.
We do not oppose the bill, because successive Labor
governments at a state and federal level have led the
debates around this issue. The policy framework and
the $2 billion worth of investment in the north of the
state that have given rise to aspects of the basin plan in
many respects have been led by successive state and
federal Labor governments — even if in the last three
years we have seen the failure, in a way, of the
promised increase in transparency in water
management and the steady decline in the meeting by
this government of its connections, commitments and
timetable, with water savings targets likely to be missed
and budgets not spent.
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The bill is part of a framework of reforms that seek to
ensure that the needs of communities throughout the
basin — urban, rural and Indigenous — are addressed.
Labor supports the key aims of the basin plan around
the rebuilding of the health of rivers and the dependent
environments that the plan seeks to protect and
enhance. Through this we will see the interests of
agribusinesses and the production and investment needs
of the industry all being addressed.
Without a healthy and sustainable river system we have
no basis to sustain the industries and communities
which depend on them. This is a point well made by the
now outgoing commissioner for environmental
sustainability in her most recent report on the state of
Victoria’s environment. Interestingly enough she notes
that the most stressed and at-risk rivers in the state are
also those most aligned to the production values of the
communities they flow through. She noted not only the
implications of those issues for the resilient
communities and environments that are under stress but
also the need to take action now to secure their futures.
It was disappointing to learn that in the preparation of
her landmark report the members of this government
refused to allow the commissioner to use the term
‘climate change’, preferring the coalition-approved
‘climate variability’ as an alternative. This is further
proof, if we need it, that those opposite are
fundamentally anti-science, anti-enlightenment
flat-earth, climate change deniers.
Looking at the basin plan and all that goes with it,
including all of its various compromises and
arrangements along the way, it continues to be the best
opportunity that we have to build more resilient and
stronger basin communities that are able to cope with
the inevitability of climate change. The mounting
evidence that will see the basin become progressively
drier, even in the face of mounting extreme weather
events, means that Australian communities and the
states and jurisdictions covered by the basin have to act.
For the sake of completeness, the general framework of
the basin plan — this bill forms one part of Victoria’s
commitment to it — covers a range of matters that
come under 11 different headings.
These are, firstly, the overall management objectives
and outcomes of the basin plan. The next is the key
issue of the sustainable diversion limits — that is, how
much water can be taken from across the basin system.
Then there is the sustainable diversion limit adjustment
mechanisms, which allow limits on the diversions to be
adjusted under prescribed circumstances, so between
the two the gap between the baseline figures of what is
currently extracted and what is considered to be
sustainable diversion will in time, as the basin plan goes
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on, have to be bridged. Next is the constraint
management strategies, which will look to obstacles of
all types in the basin — that is, physical, political and
policy — in delivering the environmental flow need to
be overcome by these constraint mechanisms.
Then we have the environmental watering plan, the
strategy, which will protect and restore the basin’s
rivers and wetlands, many of which are Victorian iconic
sites under this state’s responsibility. Next is the water
quality and salinity management plan and its targets
about reducing out of the entire basin system a
minimum of 2 million tonnes of salt from the Murray
mouth annually. Finally there is the commitment about
the major issue of state watering plans for rivers,
waterways and wetlands having to be compliant with
the terms of the agreement by the 2019 cut-off date.
Next there is rightly the mechanism to ensure that the
management of critical human water needs is assured
through ensuring that access to the minimum amount of
water needed by communities who are dependent on
the basin’s water resources continues. The issue of
consistent rules for the trading of water is the next key
undertaking, hence the need for this bill. The tenth
major aspect of the agreement relates to the
identification of the risks to the continued water
available and all of the agreed strategies needed to be
managed throughout the basin. Finally and necessarily,
there are the monitoring and evaluation mechanisms
and programs that will ensure the identification and
reporting of the implementation of the basin plan.
This bill is but one element of a comprehensive strategy
which all states and territories in the basin jurisdiction,
together with the commonwealth, have signed up to.
These are all reflected and delivered in a series of
detailed agreements across the basin governments, with
the overarching framework of the Council of Australian
Governments (COAG) intergovernmental agreement,
together with environmental and financial measures, to
ensure that it is delivered. This reflects a long journey
of many arguments and debates, mostly throughout one
of the worst droughts in white settlement history. That
we have got this far, even if has taken too long, is in
fact an achievement, but in many ways the real work to
achieve the objectives of the basin plan only really
begins now, for now is the time for governments across
the basin to deliver.
As the most recent annual report of the Murray-Darling
Basin Authority puts it, and I quote from page 24 of the
2012–13 report:
At the heart of the Basin Plan is the need to reduce the
amount of water which was being taken from the
Murray-Darling Basin to ensure sufficient water for all users,
including the environment.
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Working from the 2009 baseline of the agreement, we
saw that some 13 623 gigalitres was annually diverted
across the basin. The original goal was to reduce this
figure so that 10 873 gigalitres of surface water could
be taken, together with a reduction of 3324 gigalitres of
groundwater annually. When we see reports that this
government is allegedly falling behind in the water
savings commitments it has made under these
agreements, we know the issues are serious and
profound for the Victorian communities in the
Murray-Darling Basin area. The issues are equally
profound for the health of our rivers, the communities
and the financial payments that go with the obligations
the Victorian government has signed up to.
Part of the framework to achieve these goals is to bring
in consistent trading of water shares across the basin.
These trading rules are designed to require basin states,
irrigation infrastructure operators and individuals
participating in the water market to operate largely
under consistent rules. This has required agreement
around what is known as the ‘transferring water
entitlements and allocations of the Murray-Darling
Basin agreement’ to give form to this consistent trading
system. There continues to be a range of important
issues that need to be finalised to give form to this
agreement. They go to the consistent application around
trading across the basin. We look forward to monitoring
the finalisation of the government’s compliance with
these undertakings.
This multitude of areas of operation of the basin plan
mean that it is now up to the states to develop their
water resource plans and to have these reviewed,
considered by the authority and operational and
delivered by 2019. By that time the major signposts that
Victoria has to pass include that the water trading rules
are to be in place and operating by July 2014, hence the
need for this bill, and that the basin watering strategy is
to be published, followed by the long-term watering
plans. Then in 2016 we will need to see the adjusted
diversion limits determined. In 2017 we will need to
see the environmental watering plan, water quality and
salinity targets reviewed. In the crunch year of 2019 we
will need to have all state water resources plans signed
off as compliant with the objectives of the basin plan
and the undertakings in that plan. At that time the
sustainable diversion limits come into effect.
Despite the deliberate and ill-advised initial
fearmongering about the basin plan, largely from those
on the other side of the house, this agreement has come
into place eventually. The contribution of some
$2 billion of state and federal taxpayers money to fund
irrigation system upgrades, develop environmental
works and implement watering for key sites, plus a host
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of other measures, has seen the package continue along
the lines we have outlined to where it has arrived today.
Sadly some aspects of the package have been
mismanaged over the past three years to the point
where now have the risk that the compliance of
Victoria’s part of the basin plan remains problematic at
best and, if the current situation continues, unlikely or
undeliverable at worst.
Let us then be clear as to what is at stake here. It is a
water package that seeks to deal with the proper
management of our precious water resources, a task that
falls to governments in providing proper stewardship
for its many values. Equally the significant financial
investments by state and federal governments which
have occurred to date and which are scheduled to occur
in the future are dependent on the delivery of this
program and adherence to it by all parties. But even
more fundamentally, the basin plan is about ensuring
the survival of the basin’s rivers and its dependent
communities. Water is a source of life for the basin area
and indeed for the entire nation. As populations grow
and the planet warms, the responsible and equitable
management of limited water resources continues to be
one of the greatest challenges facing us all.
Here in south-eastern Australia we have lately seen
some relatively benign years in terms of water
availability, which have followed an intense battle over
water during the most severe droughts to have occurred
during the white history of this nation. Now in other
parts of the basin we are again starting to see a return to
dry conditions. Just as these dry times have occurred in
neighbouring states, we know they will inevitably
re-emerge here. Let us hope that when this dry time
does return to Victoria we will have built resilient and
strong communities and that the mechanisms to protect
the health of our rivers and their dependent
communities will have been implemented. Let us make
sure that this government delivers on the promises and
commitments it made on behalf the people of Victoria
to achieve those outcomes. Let us hope that the goals
for water savings are met.
Getting water stewardship right as a result of the proper
application of policy and pricing via market-based tools
to drive the most efficient use of water is critical to this
outcome. This bill is part of the package to deliver not
just a basin plan but a dialogue between the sometimes
competing stakeholders about water-based activities
through a common framework of principles and a
process for driving best practice outcomes. Through the
basin plan we must all seek to create a common
agreement on the role, place and importance of water,
meeting the many stewardship values it demands from
all basin parties. An agreement on the values for water
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stewardship provides us all with benefits, particularly in
the identification of water management risks and
prospects. It offers us a future founded on how we can
best manage and deal with these risks in an era of
increasing climate change.
However, the success of the reform program is open to
question if one of the key points of the agreement is
around the proper governance and pricing of water. If
these principles of good governance are at risk
anywhere in the basin, they are at risk here in Victoria.
The revelations of recent times about the government’s
mismanagement of water raise serious concerns about
our capacity to deliver on the basin agreements. These
are most evident in this government’s signature
policies, which concern urban water and which are
associated with the Office of Living Victoria. What no
doubt started as a good idea about water savings
relating to stormwater and the capture of recycled
water, which was delivered by successive Liberal and
indeed Labor state governments going back to the
Kennett years, has now given way to an out-of-control
beast that devours sound governance and good policy.
This government is not in a position to lecture anyone
on water policy. Details now on the public record show
not only that procurement policies have been trashed
but also that the proper relationships between the
department and the minister have been done away with.
Water policy in this state has become little more than a
trough for Nationals hacks delivering primarily on
political agendas.
Mr Crisp — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
know lead speakers are given a very wide-ranging
authority to debate; however, this is a bill about water
trading rules. We were very patient listening to the
opposition’s take on the Murray-Darling Basin plan.
However, the member has strayed far from the bill, and
I ask you to bring him back to debating the bill that is
before the house and not other matters.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order! I
do uphold the point of order. I know the lead speaker
has some latitude, and that has been extended, but I ask
the member to come back to the bill.
Mr FOLEY — I will give your guidance the
consideration it deserves, Acting Speaker. This
important bill delivers on one of the undertakings of the
Murray-Darling Basin plan. However, the
Murray-Darling basin plan mechanisms to ensure that
good governance and consistent water policy are
delivered are very important. When we see in the
Murray Darling-Basin area issues and concerns,
particularly from production stakeholders, that the
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government’s achieving of the savings targets through
the basin plan are at risk, we are quite rightly in the
position of questioning whether basin communities can
have confidence that the work for the basin plan will be
achieved by this government. The importance of the
trading rules as part of the path to achieve the goals of
the sustainable diversion limits and all of the other
outcomes for the basin plan should not be
underestimated. Confidence in the public policy and in
the state agenda to build the infrastructure, implement
the policy and gain the community support are all part
of the framework that is needed for the basin plan to be
delivered.
When we see issues around questions of the irrigation
works, of questions around the headworks, of
uncertainty around the delivery of the backbone system
or of the difficulties of implementing new tariff
systems, of the policy around carryovers and indeed the
ever-lengthening delays of connections program
devised by this minister, we can only lose confidence in
the timetable of the basin plan being delivered. The
common theme throughout this particular area is the
disappearance of a coherent water policy in Victoria
with this minister’s determination to turn water policy
into the watering hole of The Nationals and their mates.
The climate change deniers opposite might well take
that view, but fortunately we still have the binding
intergovernmental agreement of the basin plan. With all
of its shortcomings and all its difficulties it at least
offers us certainty here in Victoria where we have this
fast-collapsing, crisis-ridden government when it comes
to water policy. We at least have the assurance that the
Murray Darling Basin Authority will oversee the
process.
The Victorian Labor opposition will not be opposing
this bill as part of ensuring that Victoria sticks to the
commitments under the Murray-Darling Basin plan,
which we support. Indeed, as we have pointed out,
Labor has been at the heart of the delivery of this
national agreement. What we will not be supporting
and what we will be shining the light of probity and
accountability onto is the lack of anything that looks
like a coherent policy position on water by this
government. What we will be opposing is this
government’s politicisation and waste in the water
portfolio. Most particularly we will not be lectured on
water policy by this government, which has sacrificed
good policy and water security for political interests of
The Nationals in this Parliament and their Pretorian
guard spear carrier, the Minister for Water.
Victorian Labor looks forward to the basin plan being
delivered on time and in the interests of all Victorians,
of the state’s rivers, wetlands and of the industries and
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communities that depend on those resources. We will
hold this government to account to ensure that occurs.

order of the member for Ballarat East, but I do ask the
member for Benalla to return to the bill.

Dr SYKES (Benalla) — What a pleasure it is to
have the opportunity to follow the contribution of the
member for Albert Park, which is somewhere in
Melbourne, in relation to the Water Amendment (Water
Trading) Bill 2014. This is a rather dry bill, especially
in light of the animated debate between the Minister for
Water and the opposition during the last two question
times. It reaffirms the Mark Twain quote, ‘Whiskey is
for drinking; water is for fighting over’. That said, I find
it ironic and absolutely fascinating that the member for
Albert Park got up and lectured us, the responsible
coalition government, on governance, politicisation and
waste.

Dr SYKES — I will return to issues north of the
Divide, where the great Murray-Darling Basin is. I
congratulate the Minister for Water for his role in
completing the negotiations on the Murray-Darling
Basin plan and looking after the interests of Victoria.
Among other things, he achieved $14.3 million to
develop offset projects in the area and $47.4 million
over eight years for start-up costs associated with
implementing the basin plan, and $25 million from the
$100 million Murray-Darling Basin regional economic
diversification program will be coming to Victorian
communities.

I have to respond, and I note that the member for Albert
Park is vacating the front table and going back to his
seat to listen. I cannot let an opportunity pass by to
remind the member for Albert Park that it was a
government of which he was a member that put a
millstone around the neck of Melbourne Water
customers for the next one, two, three decades. For
each of those one, two, three decades Melbourne Water
customers will pay $1.8 million a day to fund the
largesse and incompetence of the then Labor
government.
Mr Howard — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
this bill relates to the Murray-Darling Basin plan, and
the member has already strayed well off that line by
talking about water use in Melbourne. I ask you, as you
did for the previous speaker, to direct him to return to
speaking on the bill.
Dr SYKES — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, there is clearly a relationship between the
desalination plant and the Murray-Darling Basin plan,
because the Labor government also sought to put in
place the north–south pipeline. That having been shut
down, there is still some interest in the existence of the
exorbitantly expensive desalination plant.
Mr Foley — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
I understand that these debates by their nature are
wide-ranging, but for the sake of completeness the
honourable member might also point out that there is a
significant amount of water already able to be linked up
through those other areas like Ballarat, for instance.
There are a whole range of other areas south of the
Murray-Darling Basin.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
That is not a point of order. I do not uphold the point of

What we have seen is an example of a capable Minister
for Water using his considerable lifetime experience in
the water industry and his hard-nosed negotiating skills
to come up with an outcome that is in the best interests
of Victorians. He has achieved proper management of
water in the whole Murray-Darling Basin for the
benefit of irrigators, communities and the environment.
It is a win-win situation.
The bill has a number of components that will result in
Victoria complying with the requirements of the
Murray-Darling Basin agreement, in particular
chapter 12. There will be the removal of limitations on
the classes of person to whom a water allocation under
water shares, bulk entitlements and environmental
entitlements may be assigned and to whom a limited
term transfer of water shares may be given. This is
freeing up water trading. Similarly there will be the
removal of indirect restrictions on water trading. There
will also be the removal of restrictions on a person’s
right to provide direction for an ongoing period on the
transfer of water rights, which means when you put in
place an ongoing agreement there is no longer a
requirement each year to reinstruct the water authorities
on what your wishes are. These sorts of changes reflect
the common-sense approach for which the minister and
the coalition government are well known.
The other part of the package — it is not in this bill, but
it is part of the package — is the removal of the 4 per
cent trading limit on water shares, and that will be
completed in line with the agreement by 1 July 2014.
This bill slots into a wider package of activities that are
being undertaken by the coalition government,
including the revision of the Water Act 1989, which is
about simplifying the act and making it easier for
people to read and use. There has also been
considerable refinement of the policy on the use of
water in the upper catchment areas.
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Interestingly, in the Broken Valley irrigation district,
which is in my neck of the woods, we have had
ongoing issues following the regrettable
decommissioning of Lake Mokoan, which is part of the
Murray-Darling Basin water management strategy. The
Labor government chose to proceed with the total
decommissioning of the lake, rejecting a partial
decommissioning option that would have delivered the
same savings but provided security of water for
irrigators. Unfortunately the concerns of irrigators at the
time have been realised, and there are issues in relation
to the allocation of water rights. Because of the current
operating arrangements put in place by the Labor
government, irrigators in the Broken system do not get
a clear understanding of their water allocation until
relatively late in the season, which limits their ability to
utilise water to maximum value.
I commend the key irrigators who have been involved
and made a significant contribution to resolving this
issue. I am talking about Wayne Spinks, Maureen
Cottam, David Rush, Peter Ryan from Dookie, young
Mark Foletta and Mike Reid. All of these people have
worked with Goulburn-Murray Water, and they are
seeking to come up with a solution whereby they will
be able to access early season water out of unregulated
flows, which will enable earlier water allocations,
greater certainty of those allocations and therefore the
use of that water on higher value crops in many cases.
That work is still in progress, but it is a credit to those
irrigators. They are not saying someone should do
something; they are actually getting out there and doing
it. Similarly they are looking for a way of retiring some
water out of the system to shore up the security of
supply, which is a worry to irrigators in the area. The
other aspect of this approach, in line with enabling
water to be used where it is considered most profitable,
is that there will an exploration of options to open up
the ability to trade out of the Broken system.
Similar sorts of issues exist in the Ovens Valley and
north-east Victoria in general. Thirty-eight per cent of
the water that flows through the Murray-Darling Basin
originates in north-east Victoria — in the upper
Murray, the Ovens, the King and the Broken systems. It
is absolutely critical in managing the whole catchment,
as this plan does — aspects of this bill relate to the
allocation of water shares — that it be managed wisely,
which is why there is still more work to be done in the
utilisation of water, particularly in the upper Ovens
catchment, where it has previously been used for
tobacco. Now, though, a large amount of the water
allocation is not being used, and it is critical that we use
that in the valley for the benefit of local agricultural
producers and the broader local community.
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This is another step along the road of logical decision
making and sound, common-sense legislation. It is a
credit to the Minister for Water, who has his feet firmly
planted on the ground. He is prepared to make tough
calls and negotiate hard. He has delivered excellent
outcomes for Victorians, including over $1 billion in
savings for Melbourne Water users this week.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am pleased to
add my comments on the Water Amendment (Water
Trading) Bill 2014. As we have heard from other
speakers, the bill ties into the stages of
intergovernmental agreements that have taken place in
regard to the Murray-Darling Basin plan. We all know
the background to this — in particular, the 10-plus
years of drought experienced across a large part of this
state and other states until about 2009, when the
realities of the limitations of the water supply across
this country became even more starkly evident.
The major catchment system across this state is the
Murray-Darling Basin catchment. The Darling River
runs from Queensland through western New South
Wales and links into the Murray River system, which
flows along the New South Wales-Victoria state
boundary and finishes up in South Australia. It is a
huge system of water which the people of those four
states rely on for agricultural produce, for water supply
and for the life of the communities that exist along and
near those rivers. So it was important for the four states
involved to come together with the commonwealth to
plan how irrigation permits can be provided and how
the sharing of water can take place in the future. We
can no longer have, as we nearly did, a situation where
states continue to give further irrigation rights to
irrigators in their areas even though the river system
could not be depended upon to meet those needs and
meet the environmental requirements which ensure that
those rivers remain healthy and that downstream water
demands are met as the water comes in towards South
Australia.
It was vitally important that an agreement be reached
and approaches be taken to limit the ways that permits
can be offered in future. A great deal of money was
expended, with something like $2 billion worth of
investments planned and some undertaken to improve
our irrigation systems. Not only are we restricting the
way permits are offered, but we are ensuring that the
water used in irrigation is used intelligently, using the
latest technology, so that we do not have a waste of
water. We know, for example, that for many years
farmers across the Mallee who depended upon water
for their stock actually received most of that water from
the Grampians through old systems of canals. Only
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about 10 per cent of that water actually reached its final
destination in the farmers’ irrigation troughs.
That is a great testament to the Labor governments that
built the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. As a result of the
pipeline, a much smaller amount of water is now
required to meet irrigation needs, and much of that
comes out of the Murray River via the pipe system and
into the Mallee. The farmers also have to do their bit on
their properties to ensure that they do not maintain
water in open dams, causing more evaporation, that
they all have appropriate tanks on their properties and
that the water is mostly in pipes. I am familiar with a lot
of other investments that were undertaken by the Labor
government. We upgraded the systems for irrigation
and initiated the food bowl modernisation project, and
there were many other projects along the Murray to
reorganise the channels and to ensure that piping was
used where possible and that the allocation and
metering systems used modern technology to reduce
water wastage. We have seen projects like that in other
parts of Australia, and that has been very good news for
our country.
We have seen an intergovernmental agreement on how
water trading should take place, and the bill removes a
number of the restrictions that are still in place
regarding water trading. It was agreed that the changes
would come in by 1 July, so this bill is a little late in
coming before this house. I trust it will have a smooth
passage and will be implemented by the required date
of 1 July.
Overall, the Murray-Darling Basin plan has been a
terrific development to ensure water security across the
four states, as I mentioned. We know many other water
savings plans have been put in place across the state
which have changed the way people think about water,
whether they are irrigators, urban populations or other
water users. We also appreciate the importance of
ensuring environmental flows. The Moorabool River, a
significant river in my electorate, has become
significantly degraded over the years. It is important to
recognise in our overall water management systems
that there needs to be an appropriate balance between
all of their users and, as much as we can, we need to
ensure that there are good environmental flows through
all our river systems. There is still a lot more work to be
done to ensure that we have healthy flows down the
Moorabool River, which will reinvigorate it and ensure
that it can have a vibrant and healthy future from an
environmental point of view as well as from a
utilitarian point of view for urban and agricultural water
users.

1039

Likewise in Ballarat we have had a discussion this
week with the Office of Living Victoria, which I do not
want to go into in great detail, about the plan to save
water and harvest stormwater and ensure that it can be
made better use of. Ballarat has attracted $1 million in
funding from the Office of Living Victoria for the
Living Ballarat project, and I am glad that our
committee is getting on with that work. We know the
committee is frustrated that the money is not flowing
into actions at this stage, but look forward to that
happening in the near future.
I commend this bill to the house. I commend all the
work that is being done to ensure that there is good
water management across this state. We were
trendsetters compared with New South Wales and
Queensland in the past, and I hope we continue to be in
the future. We need to sustainably use this valuable
commodity in the future, and this bill assists us to do
that.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to support the Water
Amendment (Water Trading) Bill 2014. I also note that
the opposition is supporting this bill. The purpose of the
bill is to meet certain requirements of the water trading
rules set out in chapter 12 of the basin plan under the
commonwealth Water Act 2007 in relation to more
flexible trading of available and future water allocations
and to amend the act in relation to dealing with water
shares.
As we all know, Victoria signed the Intergovernmental
Agreement on Implementing Water Reform in the
Murray-Darling Basin after a long and at times bitter
community debate, in particular between the
constituents in my electorate and other water users in
the Murray-Darling Basin in Victoria. At the end of that
process the intergovernmental agreement produced the
certainty that farmers and businesses in my electorate
were looking for. The signing of that agreement by the
Minister for Water created that certainty and ended
years of uncertainty during which we had that very
difficult debate.
For Victoria, the intergovernmental agreement secured
$14.3 million over three years to develop offset projects
to reduce the volume of water taken from the basin. It is
a very important part of that agreement and will deliver
a program of works and measures that flows from the
signing of the agreement. What has to happen is that the
environment becomes as efficient at using its water as
farmers are. The farmers in the Murray-Darling Basin
have worked for probably the last 50 years at making
every drop count and using every drop to maximise
their income. The environment has to catch up and it
has a lot of catching up to do. That is why there are a
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number of projects in the programs of works and
measures which are designed to help the environment
catch up.

some cases they are already available, but for Victoria
this will make that process far more part of a normal
business routine.

I point to the joint project between a number of
partners, including the Mallee Catchment Management
Authority on the Hattah Lakes, which is an iconic site
within the Murray-Darling Basin. The work there
involves putting in some very large pumps and a large
amount of earthworks so that the environment can be
irrigated with a measure of efficiency without having to
use what we call vast quantities of transport water,
which all has economic value. What no-one should ever
forget is that in the Murray-Darling Basin water equals
food. When you look at your breakfast tomorrow
morning or your dinner tonight, you should think about
how water was involved in delivering that food. Given
the productivity of the basin, more than likely it has
come from the basin.

A number of issues have been raised in this debate
already around efficiencies, and there has been some
discussion, particularly from opposition members,
about what should and should not happen in the basin.
It should be pointed out that the farmers and people in
the basin communities know how to manage this
resource. They have been doing it in my area for
100 years. As I said at the start of my contribution, we
have always made every drop count, and we have
always made sure that we got the best value for every
drop. The environment use has to undergo the same
scrutiny, and it is going to take a very long time to
deliver that. However, if it does not, we are wasting
everybody’s money. It is clear that we are going to
experience growing populations not only here in
Victoria but throughout Australia and nearby. We are
going to have to provide more food with pretty much
the same amount of available water. This is a huge
challenge. For the environment not to be subjected to
those pressures is clearly uncompetitive and means that
we will not be using all the things we have learnt over
the last 100 years about how water should and can be
managed.

With that in mind we have to make sure that we get the
balance right between the environment and economic
use, and that is where Victoria has been extremely
active. Originally 2750 gigalitres was the ambit claim.
With the works and measures program that should
come down to 2150 gigalitres, and Victoria’s share of
that has almost been acquired. In fact the
commonwealth need not buy any more Victorian water
or take any more water out of active and productive use
for growing your food, my food and Australia’s food,
nor should it take away from the economic capacity of
the Murray-Darling Basin communities.
A number of things will come from the works and
measures, which also includes Lindsay Island, a very
large project that can deliver huge savings and vast
amounts of environmental benefit. High-value
horticulture needs security and certainty. What this bill
does is allow forward contracts to be written for food to
be grown in some of the high-value areas, particularly
in Sunraysia. With high-value horticulture, you are
planting crops that will take up to a decade to provide a
significant economic return. When you want to
establish a crop, you have the option of buying an
owning entitlement.
You can buy an annual allocation on a temporary basis
and now, with this bill, you can buy a temporary
allocation on future or forward contracts. This will
deliver certainty. If you are planting a crop that is not an
annual crop, you need that certainty. This will help us
to deal with the changes that have occurred within the
Murray-Darling Basin, which have been significant, by
adding that security which is critical for horticulture. I
expect that a number of businesses will be interested in
entering into what I call forward or future contracts. In

Good work is being done. I note that the
Murray-Darling Freshwater Research Centre has been
contracted by the Murray-Darling Basin Commission to
look at some of the work that has already been done
and to monitor those works over time to make sure that
the environmental water is delivering what it is
supposed to deliver. This will take a long time, but in
the meantime there is plenty to be done, and there is
plenty that will be done.
I think Victoria should be congratulated. The Victorian
water minister went first, went hard and delivered a
package that delivers certainty and security to our
farmers and to the communities within the
Murray-Darling Basin. What now needs to be delivered
is the works and measures program, and some of that
goes beyond what I have spoken about. It is also about
the economic measures that can be taken to compensate
Murray-Darling Basin communities for the loss of that
economic activity that comes from the water being
diverted to the environment.
Similarly we have to make some very big decisions as
to whether we use water for environmental purposes or
for the water trading market. That is a discussion that is
being held in Canberra. With some of these water
trading rules, opportunities will arise. To be efficient in
using water for the environment, we must invest in a lot
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of irrigation infrastructure. This bill is about certainty
for high-value horticulture, certainty for water holders. I
commend the bill to the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set down for
consideration of items on the government business
program has expired.
Motion agreed to.
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JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(DISCOVERY, DISCLOSURE AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 March; motion of
Mr CLARK (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.

Read second time.
Third reading

Read second time.
Third reading

Motion agreed to.
Motion agreed to.

Read third time.

Read third time.

TRANSPORT (SAFETY SCHEMES
COMPLIANCE AND ENFORCEMENT)
BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 March; motion of
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport).

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT (SECURITY MEASURES)
BILL 2013
Second reading

Motion agreed to.

Debate resumed from 26 March; motion of
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Minister for Community
Services).

Read second time.

Motion agreed to.
Third reading

Read second time.

Motion agreed to.

Third reading

Read third time.

Motion agreed to.

GAMBLING AND LIQUOR LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (REDUCTION OF RED
TAPE) BILL 2014

Read third time.

CORRECTIONS AMENDMENT (PAROLE)
BILL 2014

Second reading
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 March; motion of
Mr O’BRIEN (Treasurer).
Motion agreed to.

Debate resumed from 25 March; motion of
Mr WELLS (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services).

Read second time.

Motion agreed to.
Third reading

Read second time.

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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TRANSPORT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (FURTHER TAXI REFORM
AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2014
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport); and
Ms HENNESSY’s amendment:
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Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Helper, Mr
Hennessy, Ms
Herbert, Mr

Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Amendment defeated.
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until appropriate consultation with
stakeholders has occurred to address serious concerns about
the bill including, but not limited to:
(1) the impact of the proposed price notification scheme on
taxi operators in cooperatively run network service
providers in regional Victoria;
(2) possible fare increases; and
(3) consumer protections for regional Victorians,
particularly in relation to the proposed price notification
scheme’.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Circulated amendment
Circulated government amendment as follows
agreed to:
1. Clause 48, line 31, after “Zone” (where secondly
occurring) insert “but cannot drop off a passenger picked
up in the urban and large regional zone in the urban and
large regional zone”.

House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):

Third reading
Motion agreed to.

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
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms

Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kanis, Ms
Knight, Ms
Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Madden, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr

Read third time.

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

Mixed martial arts
Mr EREN (Lara) — I raise a matter for the attention
of the Minister for Sport and Recreation. The action I
seek from the minister is that he remove the ban on the
use of enclosures for mixed martial arts (MMA) events.
I urge the minister to reconsider the government’s
stance on the current ban on the octagon ring to
accommodate MMA competitions in Victoria.
Professional boxing and combat sports such as mixed
martial arts are not everybody’s cup of tea, but they are
legal sports in which highly skilled athletes compete in
a regulated and controlled environment with very strict
rules. I am sure the minister is aware that MMA is one
of the fastest growing sports in the world, and this
government has a duty of care to the sport’s athletes,
who are currently competing in unsafe conditions.
There are now many more of these events due to the
growth in and demand for this style of martial arts in
Victoria. The government needs to get its head out of
the sand, listen to its advisory board and realise that the
enclosure is vital for competitor safety before
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somebody is seriously hurt as a result, ironically, of
their falling out of the ring and going head first onto the
concrete floor. If a government puts laws and
regulations in place for a sport, it needs to ensure that
the fighters, spectators and officials involved are
competing in a safe environment. In most Australian
states MMA competitions are held inside an enclosed
structure, but in Victoria competitions are fought inside
a traditional boxing ring. That is not fair and is very
unsafe for the competitors. As I have said, competitors
could fall through the ropes and sustain serious injuries.
I witnessed a competitor fall out of the ring right in
front of me at an event in Melbourne recently.
This ban is impacting not only on fighter safety but also
on jobs and tourism dollars for the state. Recently
Victoria missed out on the Australian Fighting
Championship, which went to New South Wales —
another event lost to a different state. United Fighting
Championship (UFC) currently hosts a number of bouts
in other states with sell-out crowds, with the majority of
spectators coming from Victoria. UFC has already
stated publicly that it has a memorandum of
understanding with Etihad Stadium to hold an event
there, which would attract 50 000 people and bring in
about $40 million to $50 million to the local economy.
Moving events over the border is a slap in the face to
Victorian MMA fans and a lost opportunity
economically in terms of tourism dollars. Victorian
Labor has listened to the stakeholders, professionals,
competitors and members of the community alike. We
announced in 2012 that Australia needs a national
framework for combat sports so that world-leading
safety practices can be implemented. This reform
would enable the introduction of both a national code of
practice in all states and territories and the use of a safe
alternative to a boxing ring, such as an octagon-shaped
enclosure. We put the safety of competitors, officials
and spectators first. We will make combat sports safer
and help increase sporting tourism in our state.
I encourage the current minister to listen to the
government’s advisory board and make his decision
based on fact and not on political motive. Again, the
action I seek from the minister is that he overturn the
ban on the use of an enclosure for MMA events.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
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Melburnians and Victorians to visit regional Victoria.
Tourism is very important to my area of Gippsland, and
we have a large number of very competent tourism
operators that offer a range of experiences for locals
and visitors. In 2011–12 tourism contributed
$1.05 billion to the Gippsland economy and employed
10 700 people. The statewide figure is a massive
$10.9 billion in economic value and 110 000 jobs in
regional Victoria.
Gippsland has some of the best natural attractions in the
state. Recently I had the opportunity to visit Mount
Baw Baw for the World’s Longest Lunch event, which
was a huge success. It showcased the best of regional
produce in a beautiful setting and was well attended by
people from both the Gippsland region and elsewhere
across the state. Mount Baw Baw has traditionally been
a winter destination for ski and snowboard enthusiasts,
but it has done an excellent job of diversifying into
summer tourism with walking tracks, and downhill and
cross-country mountain bike trails that have been very
well utilised this past summer.
Many Victorians are unaware that many of these
venues are open year round and that their appeal
changes from season to season with different events
and attractions taking place throughout the year. The
World’s Longest Lunch has been held on a number of
occasions in recent years at the Noojee Trestle Bridge
and the Outpost Restaurant in Noojee. In fact the
minister herself has attended this fantastic event on at
least two occasions and thoroughly enjoyed the food
and wine, perhaps not in that order. Mount Baw Baw is
just one of the major attractions in the Walhalla and
mountain rivers tourist area. It is well supported by the
Walhalla historic township and heritage railway and the
townships of Erica and Rawson with their hotels and
cafes offering high-quality food and wine.
This weekend Farm World is being held at Lardner
Park. This annual event will attract more than
50 000 visitors over three days and will showcase a
huge range of modern farming techniques, technology,
machinery and livestock. The Minister for State
Development will conduct the opening ceremony at
11.00 a.m. tomorrow, Friday. I encourage all
Melburnians to take the opportunity to visit our
excellent regional communities and experience the
great tourism opportunities they have to offer, and I ask
the minister to support our regional tourism operators.

Gippsland tourism

Universal housing standards

Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events. I ask that the minister advise if there are any
programs or tourism campaigns planned to help raise
the profile of the Gippsland region and encourage

Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Planning. The action I seek is that
he ensure a universal housing policy similar to the
6-star sustainability standard is introduced. I pay tribute
to Ms Kathleen Matthews-Ward, who has worked
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tirelessly on this proposal. Introducing a universal
housing standard similar to the 6-star sustainability
standard would change planning policy to ensure that
all new dwellings include key universal housing design
features to more appropriately accommodate families
with young children, the ageing population and the
20 per cent of people in our population who have a
disability.
Some features include no-step entries; wider doorways,
hallways and stairways; reinforced bathroom and toilet
walls, which would allow easy future installation of
grab rails; no-step showers at entry level; having at least
one bedroom, bathroom and toilet, kitchen, living area
and open space at entry level; and aligning doorknobs
and light switches. By addressing this problem we
would help to address the current shortage of
appropriate private housing suitable for people with a
disability or for people who develop a disability later in
life. The changes are needed because the demographics
in Victoria require more adaptable housing. The system
would also allow people to age in place and help limit
their need for aged-care beds as well as assisting in
reducing rising health-care costs due to accidents and
injuries.
Falls in the home environment cost the Australian
population a staggering $1.8 billion in public health
costs each year. The introduction of such a system
would help minimise the demand for home and
community care funding, because there would be fewer
falls and people would be able to look after themselves
more readily. It would also eliminate renovation and
modification costs and the heartache that goes with
people having to go through a renovation.
If we look at modifying an existing home, we find that
building in these features is 22 times cheaper than
retrofitting existing homes. The new system would also
help eliminate the cost of government-subsidised home
modifications for older Victorians and enhance social
connectedness and mental health for people with
disabilities because they would be a part of the
community, not apart from it.
A wide range of people would benefit from this new
system, including people with young children who need
to get strollers and prams into their homes and who
want safer homes, people who sustain temporary or
permanent injuries which limit their mobility, and
ageing people.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The honourable member’s time has expired.
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Racial discrimination legislation
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I direct my
adjournment matter to the Minister for Multicultural
Affairs and Citizenship. The matter I raise concerns the
federal government’s proposed changes to the
commonwealth Racial Discrimination Act 1975. The
action I seek is that the minister make representations to
the federal government to ensure that the message that
bigotry in any form is unacceptable and that there must
be sufficient protection against vilification with an
appropriate balance between freedom of speech and
protection from racial abuse.
For many years Victoria has taken a bipartisan
approach to and played a lead role in embracing
multiculturalism. We live and breathe multiculturalism,
and the success of our state is underpinned by
contributions made by people from ethnically diverse
communities.
Sections 18C and 18D of the Racial Discrimination Act
were enacted after three national inquiries found that
there was a connection between racially vilifying
conduct and racially motivated violence. These laws led
to the successful imprisonment of Holocaust revisionist
Fredrick Töben after the Federal Court ruled that he
breached the act by imputing that the Jews who were
offended by Holocaust denial had limited intelligence
and that the Jewish people had exaggerated the number
of Jews killed in World War II for financial gain. I hope
any proposed changes do not take away the very thing
that they were set up to address, including racist attacks,
vilification and hatred directed at individuals, groups
and culturally diverse communities.
I understand the federal government has called for
submissions on the proposed changes, and I believe this
is a great opportunity for the minister to present our
concerns and to offer a solution by referring to
Victoria’s racial and religious tolerance laws as a
starting point for the review.
The Victorian Racial and Religious Tolerance Act 2001
was passed with the support of both sides of Parliament
and took effect in 2002. This act prohibits behaviour
that incites or encourages hatred, serious contempt or
severe ridicule against another person or group of
people because of their race and/or religion. The act
deals with public behaviour, not personal beliefs, and
makes it unlawful to make racist comments in a
publication, including the internet and email, and/or
statements at a meeting or at a public rally. It also
makes it unlawful to write racist graffiti, display racist
posters or stickers and/or engage in racist or vilifying
abuse in a public place.
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My concern is that we would not want to water down
what legislation we already have in Victoria by the
changes to the federal laws. I commend Colin
Rubenstein, the executive director of the
Australia/Israel Jewish Affairs Council, for what he has
done on the matter.
I ask the minister to write a submission and offer this
Victorian law as a starting point. The Racial and
Religious Tolerance Act in Victoria is a great place to
start for any review. Colin Rubenstein and David
Marlow from the Jewish Community Council of
Victoria have said that the act is too narrow and the
current laws need to be consistent and have cited
Victoria’s legislation as a great place to start.
As the Premier said earlier this week, ‘We want to
protect freedom of speech, but it is not unlimited
freedom of speech’. We need to protect and promote
free speech as one of the great democratic rights we
have in this state and country, but not at the expense of
preventing hatred and racial abuse.

Education conveyance allowance
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Education. The action I
seek is for the minister to direct that the criteria applied
to different types of schools for the purposes of
receiving a conveyance allowance be maintained in its
current form, that parents again have choice and that the
school criteria accurately reflect the different types of
schools in the Macedon electorate and beyond.
It would seem that again this government is trying to
cut costs by revising the rules around the conveyance
allowance. Under these revised rules there is an
assumption that there are comparable non-government
schools closer to a student’s home, which is currently
the only way families can be denied the allowance. It
assumes non-denominational schools are the same as
non-religious schools. I urge the minister to check the
definition, because ‘non-denominational’ specifically
references the religious basis of a school.
Parents wanting a non-denominational school would
not see a school such as Candlebark School in my
electorate, which has no religious basis at all, as
meeting their needs. Under this change in application a
school such as Gisborne Montessori School is being put
in the same category as Candlebark School, which in
turn is seen as being the same as Red Rock Christian
School, according to these changes in application.
Anyone who thinks these schools are the same has
clearly never visited any of them. It is a nonsense to
lump non-denominational schools in the same category
as schools with no religious affiliation. These changes
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will seriously impact on the viability of Candlebark and
potentially other schools. Virtually every student at
Candlebark travels by buses which are privately
operated and leased by the school. Red Rock Christian
School and the Gisborne Montessori School would
have a similarly high number of students in receipt of
the allowance.
The fact the department only has classifications of
‘non-denominational’ or ‘no religion’ and seems to
treat those terms synonymously to cover a huge range
of schools is ridiculous. To quote John Marsden, the
principal of Candlebark, it:
… means there is no distinction between schools with vastly
different ideologies, philosophies, structures and styles. A
Catholic student is not expected to attend an Anglican school,
and an Anglican student can pass a Catholic school on the
way to his or her Anglican establishment, and yet the
difference between those schools is likely to be minimal
compared to the differences between, say, Candlebark and
Red Rock Christian School (two of the schools the
department treats as identical for the purposes of paying — or
refusing to pay — the conveyance allowance).
Red Rock Christian School is non-denominational,
Candlebark is non-religious. The notion that
non-denominational and non-religious mean the same thing is
an understanding not shared by the world outside the
department.

Equally, Montessori schools are different again, with
different styles and philosophies. It would also seem
that if another school opens after a family has
committed to a particular school, those families should
withdraw their children or else accept that younger
siblings will be required to go to a different school.
Previously the government tried to deny the
conveyance allowance to those families not in receipt
of the education maintenance allowance. In my
electorate this caused enormous outrage and the
government quickly backtracked. This time the
government is trying to interpret the rules in a way that
they have never been interpreted before — this from a
government that claims to be all about choice.
The conveyance allowance is critical to a number of
schools in my electorate, and I ask the minister to do
what needs to be done to maintain the current custom
and practice of this important assistance to students in
regional Victoria.

Benalla electorate sporting clubs
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My issue is for the Minister
for Sport and Recreation, the Honourable Damian
Drum. My request is that he continue to provide
support and funding for sporting clubs in my electorate.
In the words of the previous Minister for Sport and
Recreation, the ambition of the coalition government is
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to have more people more active more often, and it is
important that we apply these words to both males and
females. If we can get them when they are young and
instil in them good healthy sporting activity as part of
their daily routine, that will lay a very firm foundation
for a healthy and valued life in the future. One of the
issues, particularly in areas where there is social
disadvantage, such as Benalla and some other localities
within the electorate of Benalla, is that costs can be a
constraint on participation. Therefore programs such as
the sporting uniform grants program can assist in
helping more people to be involved in sport.
In the Benalla electorate there are many sporting clubs
with a high level of participation. Among the clubs that
would benefit from these uniform grants is the All
Blacks Football and Netball Club, in particular the
netballers, who are also known as the Panthers. I visited
the club just last week, and it was great to see a large
number of young people actively participating and
generally being in pretty good shape, which is a credit
to them, their coaches and the support groups around
the club. Similarly we have the Benalla and District
Junior Football League, and in particular its teams the
Bulldogs and the Giants. Their need for funding is quite
significant because as a result of declining participation
in the older age groups of junior footy Benalla’s older
young footballers have had to join a Wangaratta-based
competition and it is appropriate for them to be decked
out in new uniforms. These clubs, the Bulldogs and the
Giants, need new uniforms and would benefit from a
uniform grant.
Interestingly, on the issue of participation in sport and
junior footy, just last week I was invited to participate
in a working group that is looking at encouraging
participation in junior footy in the Benalla area. This
draws on my background playing football and being an
administrator in junior footy. I am pleased to be able to
assist and to try to identify the issues that are
constraining young people from being involved. We
know one of the issues is cost — and that is why we are
asking for support with the uniform grant — but there
are often other social issues that we also need to
address. I am looking forward to being involved in
having more people more active more often.

United Energy
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I wish to raise a matter for the
Minister for Energy and Resources. The action I seek is
that the minister demand an urgent explanation from
United Energy regarding the severe power outages on
its network which commenced on Sunday, 16 February,
in some cases causing residents to suffer a loss of
electricity for up to 36 hours.
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Residents in my electorate and surrounding suburbs
have voiced their frustration that they could not contact
United Energy’s call centre and that its website was
incorrectly indicating no outages on that Sunday
morning. If they finally managed to speak to a person,
only general information was offered and excuses of
unseasonal weather was implied as the cause. This is a
serious health and safety issue, particularly for children
and elderly people. I would have expected United
Energy to have written to all residents affected,
apologising and explaining the details of the fault
closest to their homes and including an
easy-to-complete form seeking details on spoiled food
or equipment damaged as a result. It has been four
weeks now since the outage and there has been no
proper explanation, no information on the company’s
website, no media release and no official contact with
residents. I can only imagine the amount of food that
would have been spoiled in the case of the residents
with the longest outages, and I would expect United
Energy to be compensating them within days of
receiving a claim.
If unseasonal weather was the actual reason for the
outages, then one would think there would have been a
similar number of outages over the entire metropolitan
network serviced by the other network providers, but I
believe this was not the case. Residents and I want to
know: what are United Energy’s maintenance
programs? Has United Energy reduced maintenance or
inspections over the past year or the past five years?
How do United Energy’s maintenance programs
compare to those of other network providers? What are
United Energy’s procedures to reduce the incidence of
major outages into the future? Will United Energy
provide extra staff to adequately cover phone calls from
concerned residents during the next major outage?
These are all pertinent questions which United Energy
needs to address.
I would expect the minister to have serious discussions
with the company, demanding answers and assurances
on behalf of Victorians living in United Energy’s zone.
If not, I would expect the minister to conduct an inquiry
into the maintenance programs of all our network
suppliers forthwith. The minister should be aware of
this, and he must demand that United Energy be
brought to account.

Monash University bus services
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport. The
matter concerns the lack of direct public transport from
the Kew electorate to Monash University’s Clayton
campus. The action I seek from the minister is to
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provide a direct bus service to Monash University’s
Clayton campus from the Kew electorate.
It has been brought to my attention by one of my
constituents, a teacher at one of the many great schools
in the Kew electorate, that at present there is no direct
bus service from Kew to Monash University. While
there are many options to travel from Kew to Monash
University by public transport, all involve several types
of transport. Currently a student, or indeed a staff
member, can travel to Monash University by public
transport; however, such travel involves at least three
changes of transport. For example, someone living in
North Balwyn, which is in my electorate, would be
required to catch a tram, another tram, then a train and a
bus. This presents students travelling to Monash
University with a variety of complex combinations of
bus, tram and train timetables. This juggling act means
it takes approximately 2 hours each way, and it is a
significant disincentive for students and staff to use
public transport. Many, if not most, give up and simply
drive to Monash University.
I note that a bus runs from Kew direct to La Trobe
University and that to get to Melbourne University
from my electorate is relatively easy, with short
distances and well-established forms of public
transport. Monash University is a leading Australian
university. It is a clear option favoured by many
students in my electorate. The tyranny of distance could
be overcome by a direct bus to Monash University,
providing a viable public transport option for students
and staff of the university who live in my electorate.
Providing a direct bus service to the Clayton campus
would also have other benefits, including
environmental benefits, as well as reducing traffic
congestion by getting many cars off the road.
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communities. There is the $10.5 million eSmart
antibullying initiative, which has been undertaken in
conjunction with the Alannah and Madeline
Foundation; our $4 million Bully Stoppers campaign,
including training and development for teachers; the
work around a resilience framework; and the
school-wide positive behaviour programs in our
schools, which we recently extended to a further
70 schools in addition to the 150 already running this
program in Victoria. There is the Safe Schools
Coalition Victoria, which has been awarded recurrent
funding in the course of this term of government. That
program provides very important antibullying programs
for same-sex attracted students.
This government is focused on ensuring that our
schools are safe, inclusive and supportive places. It has
delivered on its election commitment to provide an
additional 150 primary welfare officers in our primary
schools. It has handed control of the student support
services officers network back to schools, effectively
taking them out of the control of the bureaucracy. The
government has extended the School Focused Youth
Service and developed student engagement and
inclusion guidance for schools.
I know that the minister was out on the National Day of
Action against Bullying and Violence, and he launched
two student-produced films that strike at the hearts of
those who seek to make others’ lives a misery. The
Premier, with the minister, launched the One Team,
One Goal — Celebrating Diversity school competition
last week to stamp out unacceptable racial intolerance
and bullying.

I request that the minister look at this issue with a view
to providing a direct bus service from the Kew
electorate to Monash University’s Clayton campus.

I had hoped that the fight against bullying and
intolerance in schools and across our diverse Victorian
community would enjoy bipartisan support, but in light
of comments made in this place this week I seek that
the minister investigate and advise as to the extent of
that support.

School bullying

Public transport fares

Mr NEWTON-BROWN (Prahran) — The matter I
wish to raise is directed to the Minister for Education.
The action I seek is that he investigate and advise the
house as to the situation concerning bullying programs
in Victorian schools and in addition that he advise the
house as to the funding for school education on
bullying, following statements that were made in this
place earlier this week.

Ms RYALL (Mitcham) — The request I have is for
the Minister for Public Transport. The action I seek is
that he come out to the Mitcham electorate and discuss
with my community in the Mitcham electorate, and in
the area of the Ringwood and Ringwood East stations
as well, the changes to the public transport system that
have been announced this week.

This government has a very proud record on stamping
out bullying in Victorian schools through its
partnerships with organisations, schools and school

I have five stations in my electorate, and those further
out to the east are zone 2 stations. These changes will
have an enormous impact, in real terms, on these people
in terms of price reduction and cost of living reduction.
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I know they will be very pleased to fully understand the
implications for their household finances of being able
to travel from zone 2 to zone 1 for the cost of a zone 1
fare and to be travelling around the city for free. I call
on the minister to assist me in making these
explanations to my electorate. I thank him for the
wonderful announcement that has been made this week.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! Before I call the Minister for Public Transport, I
inform members that there has been a change in the
number of members speaking. Normally there would be
five members from both sides of the house, but because
there was a swap with the Independent member for
Frankston last night there have been four from the
opposition and six from the government.

Responses
Mr MULDER (Minister for Public Transport) —
The member for Mitcham has asked me to come out
and meet with her and constituents from her electorate
to give them a bit of a run-down on what the
implications are for them of the government’s
announcement that zone 2 travellers will be able to
travel for the same fare that is applicable to zone 1 and
that they will be able to get access to free tram travel in
the CBD.
We had a group of seniors in Parliament last night, and
they were saying, ‘Look, does that affect us?’. Of
course it does, as it also affects students and
commuters. Over the course of the next few weeks we
will be out there talking to these different groups,
explaining to them these great benefits, including how
much money they will be able to put back into their
pockets as of 1 January next year and how they can best
access this new service. It is a fantastic announcement
for the member for Mitcham’s community, and they
will be over the moon.
That electorate knows it has a very hardworking
member. As this particular issue is being discussed with
her community, members of that community will no
doubt be looking at the work she has done on the
Mitcham–Rooks roads grade separation; on the
Ringwood station development, working hand in hand
with the member for Warrandyte; and now on
delivering a fantastic outcome like this. It is a great
outcome, and she is a very hardworking member. I am
more than happy to go out there and have that
discussion with any of her groups so that they get an
understanding of what a great benefit this is going to be
to them.

Thursday, 27 March 2014

The member for Kew raised an issue with me in
relation to access to Monash University, Clayton, from
the Balwyn area. I would like to let the member for
Kew know what we have been doing with buses. There
are 3800 additional bus services on weekly timetables
since 2010. One of the services, which was introduced
on 18 July 2011, is an express bus from Monash
University in Clayton, which runs from Huntingdale
railway station. Other changes include 1400 new bus
services weekly in the Point Cook area and another
400 bus services weekly in Warrnambool.
Right across the state we have been adding bus services
to the network. Public Transport Victoria (PTV) has
done a great job of coordinating bus timetables with
trains and designing new routes to keep up with growth.
We can only do this because we are getting above
90 per cent punctuality. Once you get the heart of the
system — the metropolitan rail system — working
properly, you are then in a position to start to talk about
an integrated system, and that is what the coalition
government is doing. PTV is currently developing a
network development plan for on-road public transport
in order to set out a future vision for bus and tram
networks. We are now doing with buses what we have
done with the metropolitan rail network.
I am going to ask PTV to get back to me with some
advice on options to improve connections between
Monash University, Clayton, and the Balwyn area. I
also point out that the coalition’s zone 1 fare capping
from 1 January 2015 will mean that commuters from
the Kew area will be able to save around $5 a day when
travelling to and from Monash University. That is a
fantastic outcome. We will take it up on behalf of the
member for Kew and get back to him once I have had a
discussion with PTV.
Mr DIXON (Minister for Education) — The
member for Macedon raised with me an issue regarding
the student conveyance allowance within her electorate
and more specifically for students at Candlebark
School. There has been no change to the conveyance
allowance policy; it has remained the same. With
regard to the definitions and denominations, there was
no clear definition at all when we came to government,
and there were concerns about that. I think it was in
2012 that we sat down and worked with the Catholic
Education Commission of Victoria and also
Independent Schools Victoria to come up with an
agreed definition of what those denominations would
be. In fact they are based on the Australian Bureau of
Statistics criteria as well.
I preface my comments by saying that there has been
no change to any policy. What has happened, though, is
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that new technology that is being used in administering
the conveyance allowance has thrown up a range of
students right across the state who have been receiving
the allowance who should not have got it in the first
place, so there are quite a few non-compliant students
around the state. Rather than just going cold turkey on
this, we are managing the situation and the transition. I
know Candlebark School has received for this year the
same amount of money that it received last year, so
there has been absolutely no change as part of our
transition. We will work with that school and a range of
other schools around the state where, as I say, a number
of students have been receiving the allowance who
should not have been receiving it in the first place.
But there has been no change to the policy. The policy
parameters are the same. The denomination was agreed
with ISV and the CECV. It is about the compliance of
those ongoing policies that has been thrown up with the
changed IT systems. As I said, we will work on the
transition with the schools on an individual basis,
including Candlebark. I believe that school has just
found out that it has received the money it was
expecting to receive this year.
Ms Duncan — Next year.
Mr DIXON — This year. As I said, we will work
with it on the transition.
The member for Prahran has also raised a matter with
me. First of all, it is great to have him as my
parliamentary secretary. He is a man with a great
interest in and knowledge of education, so I welcome
him on board. He referred to some statements made in
this place by the parliamentary secretary to the shadow
Minister for Education, the member for Bundoora, who
said this government walked away from bullying
programs in Victorian schools in 2014, with no funding
having being allocated. I found that comment
astounding. The member for Bundoora is just plainly
wrong.
I can assure the member — I went and checked up of
course — that there has been absolutely no cut in
funding at all. In fact we have invested $14.5 million in
the eSmart program and our range of Bully Stoppers
programs. They are funded right through to June 2015,
so there is absolutely no way at all that that funding has
been cut. The member for Bundoora is just plainly
wrong. He has been wrong on this before. I remember
last year when we were talking about the School
Focused Youth Service the member for Tarneit said it
was a Labor program, and that was wrong. I remember
the member for Altona said we had cut the program,
and that was wrong. Then, when the funding continued,
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as it was always going to, the member for Bundoora
actually took credit for having saved the program.
The member for Bundoora does get it wrong. There
was concern about this. Some of the organisations and
schools that receive this funding and are part of these
programs were concerned because they thought the
funding had been cut. We will reassure them that that is
not the case. In fact we expanded it. We are working all
the time. In fact this year we are partnering with the
AFL, Courage to Care, headspace and the University of
Melbourne to support those students who really need a
lot of help and support. We have a real emphasis on
student safety, wellbeing and inclusion. We are doing a
lot of work in that regard.
I would like to reassure the member for Prahran,
because I know he has a real interest in this area, that
there are no funding cuts at all. We are doing great
work with our partners and schools. In fact the Alannah
and Madeline Foundation, or the eSmart program, has
1800 schools that are part of it, so four out of every five
government and non-government schools in this state
are continuing to receive the ongoing funding, along
with the other programs.
Mr NORTHE (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I will respond briefly to the member for
Clayton, who raised a matter with respect to United
Energy and the fact that a number of constituents in his
electorate had suffered as a result of power blackouts.
Briefly, if I may, obviously the Victorian government
takes very seriously the security of electricity supply to
households and businesses. We have a number of
programs in place to support security of supply.
Through our $750 million bushfire powerline safety
program a number of measures are being undertaken to
improve overhead supply and underground lines to
ensure that there is security of supply, particularly for
rural communities. There has also been the installation
of automatic circuit reclosers on a number of different
lines throughout Victoria to ensure that at the
appropriate time we have security of supply.
The distribution companies themselves have
obligations to ensure that they perform well. There are
performance targets they must meet to ensure that there
is security of supply. If, for example, customers are off
supply for a certain period of time, then effectively
those distribution companies can be penalised
financially for that. It is a major issue that the member
for Clayton has raised. Unfortunately as I stand here I
do not have all the specific details necessary for me to
respond to the member. However, I will speak to him
individually after the adjournment and will get back to
him as soon as possible.
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Ms ASHER (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The member for Narracan spoke about the
importance of tourism to the Gippsland region and
asked me if there are any plans to assist with raising the
profile of regional Victoria. He has been a consistent
advocate of the economic benefits of tourism to his
region for a very long period of time. I am delighted to
announce tonight in response to the query of the
member that Tourism Victoria has partnered with
Fairfax Media to deliver a $500 000 campaign to boost
tourism visitation and economic yield across regional
Victoria. It is an intrastate campaign to encourage
Victorians to travel to regional Victoria. It is entitled
Our Patch and will run from 28 March until June this
year.
The campaign will give all Victorians an opportunity to
share their favourite experiences across the state,
including places to eat and drink, locations to visit,
attractions to see. It might be a favourite cafe or
restaurant, a hidden beach, a great bakery or an activity.
People are encouraged to share with others whatever
they think is their favourite activity. Tomorrow a
special edition wrap of the Age will be handed out
across the Melbourne CBD to encourage participation
in this campaign and ultimately to encourage
participation in regional Victorian tourism. People will
also be invited to take part through an online, print and
radio campaign, so I encourage members to keep their
eye out for that. Obviously if we can get people who
live in Melbourne to visit country Victoria, that will be
a real boost to regions. That is the whole point behind
this campaign. However, I also encourage my
parliamentary colleagues to participate and share their
views about the best places to visit in regional Victoria.
People can simply do this by visiting the website from
tomorrow onwards.
In the second phase of this campaign a number of
full-page stories will be featured across Fairfax Media’s
relevant publications, bringing these experiences to life.
The content will be available online, supported by
video content and imagery. This new campaign follows
the Spotted by Locals intrastate campaign, which I
think I have previously discussed in this chamber, and it
reflects the coalition’s ongoing commitment to regional
Victoria.
It is very important that we spread tourism visitation to
the regions, and I am delighted that the coalition
government is partnering with Fairfax Media to run this
campaign. I look forward to it, and more importantly I
look forward to the results. I thank the member for
Narracan for raising the important issue of regional
tourism.

Thursday, 27 March 2014

The member for Lara raised a matter for the Minister
for Sport and Recreation, calling on him to remove the
ban on cage fighting. I will refer that matter to the
minister.
The member for Pascoe Vale raised an issue for the
Minister for Planning in relation to a universal housing
policy, which will impact disabled people. I will refer
that matter to the Minister for Planning.
The member for Caulfield raised an issue for the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship in
relation to the federal government’s prospective
changes to the Racial Discrimination Act 1975, calling
on the minister to do what he can to convey the
member for Caulfield’s views on this matter. I will refer
that matter to the Minister for Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship.
The member for Benalla raised a matter for the Minister
for Sport and Recreation, urging him to support funding
for sporting clubs in the Benalla electorate. I will pass
on that matter to the Minister for Sport and Recreation.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 4.51 p.m. until Tuesday, 1 April.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 25 March 2014
Housing: vacant properties
4096.

Ms KNIGHT to ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation for the Minister for Housing — with
reference to public housing properties managed by the Department of Human Services, Ballarat office:
(1)

How many properties were vacant as at:
(a) 30 June 2011;
(b) 30 June 2012;
(c) 7 May 2013.

(2)

How many days had each vacant property been vacant for as at:
(a) 30 June 2011;
(b) 30 June 2012;
(c) 7 May 2013.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Vacant tenantable properties managed at my department’s Ballarat office were:
(a)
(b)
(c)

(2)

30 June 2011—3
30 June 2012—7
7 May 2013—7

Average days vacant:
(a)
(b)
(c)

30 June 2011—5.7
30 June 2012—13.9
7 May 2013—4.0

All vacant tenantable properties shown above are now tenanted.
Note: Vacant, tenantable properties are defined as properties that according to system records show that they are
ready to be tenanted. Properties may be deemed un-tenantable where they are: undergoing maintenance between
tenancies; held vacant for major upgrades/renovations to improve stock quality; or held for sale or demolition.
Properties under offer are considered vacant.

Housing: vacant properties
4439.

Ms KAIROUZ to ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation for the Minister for Housing — how many
Department of Human Services housing properties were vacant as at 30 June 2013 in:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Altona Meadows.
Laverton.
Williams Landing.
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(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)
(12)
(13)
(14)
(15)
(16)
(17)
(18)
(19)
(20)
(21)
(22)
(23)
(24)
(25)
(26)
(27)
(28)
(29)
(30)
(31)
(32)
(33)
(34)
(35)

Tuesday, 25 March 2014

Laverton North.
Hoppers Crossing.
Truganina.
Tarneit.
Werribee.
Wyndham Vale.
Point Cook.
Werribee South.
Avondale Heights.
Essendon.
Essendon West.
Keilor East.
Niddrie.
Airport West.
Keilor Park.
Aberfeldie.
Strathmore.
Moonee Ponds.
Ascot Vale.
Flemington.
Travancore.
Tullamarine.
Gowanbrae.
Westmeadows.
Sunbury.
Diggers Rest.
Caroline Springs.
Taylors Hill.
Hillside.
Keilor Lodge.
Calder Park.
Bulla.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– The department is only able to provide information on vacancies for public housing rental dwellings.
– The number of tenantable vacancies of public housing rental dwellings is as follows:
Suburb Name
(1) Altona Meadows.
(2) Laverton.
(3) Williams Landing.
(4) Laverton North.
(5) Hoppers Crossing.
(6) Truganina.

Number of public housing rental vacancies
0
0
0
0
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Suburb Name
(7) Tarneit.
(8) Werribee.
(9) Wyndham Vale.
(10) Point Cook.
(11) Werribee South.
(12) Avondale Heights.
(13) Essendon.
(14) Essendon West.
(15) Keilor East.
(16) Niddrie.
(17) Airport West.
(18) Keilor Park.
(19) Aberfeldie.
(20) Strathmore.
(21) Moonee Ponds.
(22) Ascot Vale.
(23) Flemington.
(24) Travancore.
(25) Tullamarine.
(26) Gowanbrae.
(27) Westmeadows.
(28) Sunbury.
(29) Diggers Rest.
(30) Caroline Springs.
(31) Taylors Hill.
(32) Hillside.
(33) Keilor Lodge.
(34) Calder Park.
(35) Bulla.
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Number of public housing rental vacancies
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
3
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

All vacant tenantable properties shown above are now tenanted.
Note: Vacant, tenantable properties are defined as properties that according to system records show that they are
ready to be tenanted. Properties may be deemed un-tenantable where they are: undergoing maintenance between
tenancies; held vacant for major upgrades/renovations to improve stock quality; or held for sale or demolition.
Properties under offer are considered vacant.

Housing: vacant properties
4450.

Ms KAIROUZ to ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation for the Minister for Housing — how many
Department of Human Services housing properties were vacant as at 30 June 2013 in:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

St Albans.
Sunshine.
Kealba.
Footscray.
Albion.
Deer Park.
Kings Park.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1054

ASSEMBLY

(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)
(12)
(13)
(14)
(15)
(16)
(17)
(18)
(19)
(20)
(21)
(22)
(23)
(24)
(25)
(26)
(27)
(28)
(29)
(30)
(31)
(32)
(33)
(34)
(35)

Tuesday, 25 March 2014

Albanvale.
Burnside.
Burnside Heights.
Derrimut.
Sydenham.
Taylors Lakes.
Keilor.
Delahey.
Keilor Downs.
Sunshine North.
Ardeer.
Braybrook.
Maidstone.
Maribyrnong.
West Footscray.
Sunshine West.
Tottenham.
Brooklyn.
Seddon.
Kingsville.
Yarraville.
Spotswood.
Newport.
Altona North.
Williamstown North.
Williamstown.
Altona.
Seaholme.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– The department is only able to provide information on vacancies for public housing rental dwellings.
– The number of vacancies of public housing rental dwellings is as follows:
Suburb Name
(1) St Albans.
(2) Sunshine.
(3) Kealba.
(4) Footscray.
(5) Albion.
(6) Deer Park.
(7) Kings Park.
(8) Albanvale.
(9) Burnside.
(10) Burnside Heights.

Number of public housing rental vacancies
1
0
0
3
0
0
0
0
0
0
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Suburb Name
(11) Derrimut.
(12) Sydenham.
(13) Taylors Lakes.
(14) Keilor.
(15) Delahey.
(16) Keilor Downs.
(17) Sunshine North.
(18) Ardeer.
(19) Braybrook.
(20) Maidstone.
(21) Maribyrnong.
(22) West Footscray.
(23) Sunshine West.
(24) Tottenham.
(25) Brooklyn.
(26) Seddon.
(27) Kingsville.
(28) Yarraville.
(29) Spotswood.
(30) Newport.
(31) Altona North.
(32) Williamstown North.
(33) Williamstown.
(34) Altona.
(35) Seaholme.
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Number of public housing rental vacancies
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

All vacant tenantable properties shown above are now tenanted.
Note: Vacant, tenantable properties are defined as properties that according to system records show that they are
ready to be tenanted. Properties may be deemed un-tenantable where they are: undergoing maintenance between
tenancies; held vacant for major upgrades/renovations to improve stock quality; or held for sale or demolition.
Properties under offer are considered vacant.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5010.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 4 in the Barwon South West region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5011.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station no. 1
in Central district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5012.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 5 in the Barwon South West region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
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To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5013.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 6 in the Barwon South West region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5014.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 7 in the Barwon South West region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.
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Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5015.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 13 in the Eastern Metropolitan region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5016.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 9 in the Gippsland region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.
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Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5017.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 10 in the Gippsland region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5018.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 11 in the Gippsland region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.
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Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5019.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 15 in the Grampians region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5020.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 16 in the Grampians region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 25 March 2014

ASSEMBLY

1061

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5021.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 17 in the Grampians region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5022.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 12 in the Hume region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.
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Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5023.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 22 in the Hume region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5024.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 23 in the Hume region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.
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Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5025.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 24 in the Hume region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5026.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 18 in the Loddon Mallee region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.
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Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5027.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 20 in the Loddon Mallee region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5028.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 2 in the Loddon Mallee region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.
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Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5029.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 14 in the Northern and Western Metropolitan region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5030.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 8 in the Southern Metropolitan region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.
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Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5031.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station no. 2
in Central district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5032.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station no. 3
in Central district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5033.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 10 in Central district:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
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What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5034.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 38 in Central district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5035.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 40 in Western district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5036.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 41 in Western district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5037.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 42 in Western district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5038.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 43 in Western district:
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What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5039.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 44 in Western district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5040.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 45 in Western district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5041.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 46 in Western district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5042.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 47 in Western district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 25 March 2014

ASSEMBLY

1071

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5043.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 48 in Western district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5044.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 49 in Western district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5045.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 50 in Western district:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
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What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5046.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 51 in Western district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
5047.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to CFA
district 4 in the Barwon South West region and its CFA brigades and stations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What funding have the brigades and stations received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13.
What funding are the brigades and stations budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
Which brigade buildings or stations have been upgraded or newly built and opened in each of
2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
Which brigade buildings or stations are being upgraded or newly built and to be opened in
2013–14 as well as before the end of November 2014.
How many fire trucks have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and
2012–13 and where are they located.
How many fire trucks are being replaced or added in 2013–14 as well as before the end of
November 2014 and where are they located.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5048.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station no. 5
in Northern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5049.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station no. 6
in Northern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.
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Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5050.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station no. 7
in Northern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5051.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station no. 9
in Northern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5052.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 11 in Northern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
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What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5053.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 12 in Northern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5054.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 13 in Northern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1076

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 25 March 2014

(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5055.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 14 in Northern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5056.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 15 in Northern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5057.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 16 in Northern district:
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What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5058.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 52 in Northern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5059.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 18 in Eastern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5060.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 19 in Eastern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5061.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 20 in Eastern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.
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Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5062.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 22 in Eastern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5063.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 23 in Eastern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5064.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 25 in Eastern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
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What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5065.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 26 in Eastern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5066.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 27 in Eastern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5067.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 28 in Eastern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5068.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 30 in Eastern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5069.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 31 in Eastern district:
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What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5070.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 24 in Southern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5071.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 29 in Southern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5072.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 32 in Southern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5073.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 33 in Southern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.
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Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5074.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 34 in Southern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5075.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 35 in Southern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire Brigade
5076.

Mr NOONAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to station
no. 39 in Southern district:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the full-time equivalent (FTE) staffing for the station as at 30 June for each of 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
What is the station’s current FTE and staffing profile.
What funding has the station received in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13.
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(4)
(5)
(6)
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What funding is the station budgeted to receive in 2013–14.
What fire trucks and vehicles have been replaced or added in each of 2009–10, 2010–11, 2011–12
and 2012–13.
What fire trucks and vehicles are being replaced or added in 2013–14.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) – (6)
To retrieve/research this information would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of the
department and the fire agencies.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Thursday, 27 March 2014
Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority
4843.

Ms ALLAN to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — how many upgrades to CFA fire
stations have been completed and opened for use by the CFA between 1 July 2011 and 31 October
2013.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Between 1 July 2011 and 31 October 2013, 107 new or upgraded CFA stations have been completed and opened
for use.

Corrections: legal actions
5000.

Mr PAKULA to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services for the Minister for
Corrections — what is the total number of legal actions currently on foot against the state of Victoria by
prisoners and ex-prisoners.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
39.

Corrections: interstate prisoner exchange program
5005.

Mr PAKULA to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services for the Minister for
Corrections — what is the total number of interstate prisoners currently in Victoria as part of the
interstate prisoner exchange program.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
22.

Corrections: interstate parolee exchange program
5006.

Mr PAKULA to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services for the Minister for
Corrections — what is the total number of interstate parolees currently in Victoria as part of the
interstate parolee exchange program.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
36.
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