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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Western Highway
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We point out to the house:
A model of superior standards of road construction, at
significantly lower cost, is available.
A viable proposal for work planned near Mount Langi Ghiran
using this model provided to VicRoads is currently rejected.
The rejected, yet viable, proposal closely follows the route of
the existing highway. It uses the existing highway, existing
easements, degraded areas and a small area of native
vegetation beside the highway, amounting to around
one-tenth of the land currently planned to be publicly
acquired.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of concerned residents and voters of Victoria
draws to the attention of the Legislative Assembly in the state
of Victoria:
The Western Highway duplication project and its destructive
manner of road construction between Ballarat and Middle
Creek. Duplication in this manner is expected to eventually
continue to Horsham.
We point out to the house:
Hundreds of 400-year-old, tourist-friendly red gums have
been felled on the Western Highway near Beaufort, with all
required approvals. Each large hollow-bearing tree hosted a
neighbourhood of other creatures. The natural community
they represented is threatened, and rarer than previously
estimated. Worse destruction all the way to Stawell is planned
for efficiency. Decision-makers mistakenly try to weigh
ephemeral travel benefits on the same scales as serious,
permanent, but underpriced, loss of increasingly important
and scarce, ancient trees. The landscape violence is strong.
Some residents are physically ill, drive around or depart their
home. The benefit-cost ratio is as bad as for the east–west
tunnel, unlike other potential country road projects. Project
efficiency in terms of minutes and lives saved per dollar, or
tonne of earth, wood or diesel, or years of angst and climate
damage, is abysmal. Climate disruption is likely to prevent an
Australian population large enough for the tenfold increase in
traffic needed to use the road at full capacity. Authorities have
not responsibly chosen the scale of the project, and have
made no effort to use slight curves, camber and road width
reduction to preserve trees, money or community trust. We
request that this project be immediately paused while
financially, socially and environmentally more efficient routes
and plans are urgently considered.

By Ms STALEY (Ripon) (39 signatures).

Western Highway
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of concerned residents and voters of Victoria
draws to the attention of the Legislative Assembly in the state
of Victoria:
The Western Highway duplication project and its destructive
manner of road construction between Beaufort and Middle
Creek. Duplication in this manner is expected to continue to
Horsham.

This alternative model is estimated to cost tens of millions of
dollars less; better preserve native plants and animals; nearly
eliminate severance of farm lots; diminish impacts on
housing; and dramatically lessen visual impacts. The
improvements in this model can be applied to the duplication
project as it extends westward.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly request the Victorian minister for roads to direct
VicRoads to receive this proposal and review it in light of
relevant terms of reference. Consideration should include
integration of structures that enhance survival of native
wildlife (such as wildlife viaducts, rope bridges and gliders’
poles); with accommodation of cyclists wishing to ride to
adjacent public amenities such as Mount Langi Ghiran state
park and Green Hill Lake, Ararat.

By Ms STALEY (Ripon) (245 signatures).
Tabled.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Education Transitions — Ordered to be published
Managing Regulator Performance in the Health
Portfolio — Ordered to be published.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wooranna Park Primary School
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — On Monday I had
the pleasure of visiting Wooranna Park Primary School
in Dandenong North to see firsthand the innovative
work the school is doing to engage children in
education through technology. Wooranna Park primary
is led by Ray Trotter, who has been the principal of the
school for 28 years and who harbours a passionate
belief in the enabling capacity of computers and
technology in education, even if he cannot always
master that technology himself.
Ray believes that going to school should be as exciting
as going to Disneyland. He has gone above and beyond
in making this vision a reality, building within
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classrooms exciting interactive learning spaces. These
include a giant, two-storey interactive dragon boat that
features a large screen connected to a sensor allowing
kids to steer themselves across the world with Google
Earth by hovering their hand over the sensor and
manoeuvring skilfully. It also includes the enigma
portal, a learning platform that uses virtual reality
programs, which encourages students to apply their
knowledge in real life situations. Last year Wooranna
Park primary employed eLearning architect Kieran
Nolan to oversee the technology program, which
includes the clever use of Minecraft to give structure to
concepts, as well as Google apps and 3D printing. The
technology employed at the school is sophisticated, and
frequently requires the students to act as teachers. I met
Logan, a 10-year-old tech Ninja who assists Kieran and
who is one of many young entrepreneurs at the school.
Wooranna Park Primary School is an excellent case
study of what can be achieved when we think outside
the box. I commend Ray for his vision and urge anyone
interested to take a closer look at the incredible work
being done at this school.

Arthur Ranken
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I rise today to
recognise the significant contribution of Arthur Ranken
to the Liberal Party cause over many decades,
particularly in the Mornington and Frankston areas.
Arthur has been an active and visible Peninsula Liberal,
definitely a fixture in the very best sense. His active
service goes back to the days of Sir Philip Lynch,
Roberts Dunstan and Graeme Weideman. In countless
federal and state elections and by-elections, candidates
have benefited greatly from Arthur’s experience,
enthusiasm, wise advice and consistent hard work. In
my three Mornington campaigns Arthur has been a
significant figure. But never content to work on just one
campaign, in 2014 he also worked with great effect on
the campaigns for Sean Armistead and Donna Bauer,
and assisted others. Arthur and Mary Ranken are great
Liberals. I thank them both for their enormous and
sustained contribution to the Liberal cause over many
decades, and I look forward to continuing to work with
them for many years to come.

Robyn Simmonds
Mr MORRIS — Robyn Simmonds, the principal of
Mornington Special Developmental School, recently
announced her retirement. A 35-year veteran of the
education department, Robyn has served as principal
for the last eight years, commencing her work at about
the time I became the member for Mornington. Robyn
noted in her recent message to the school community
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that she had ‘really enjoyed the time working with you
to create a wonderful learning environment for
students’. Robyn’s enthusiasm for the task and for her
students has been evident in the way she has worked
tirelessly on behalf of the school community. Robyn
leaves her school a better place for her service, and I
wish her well in her retirement.

International Women’s Day
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — International
Women’s Day is celebrated around the world on
8 March. It is an opportunity to reflect on the many
gains that women have made as we strive for
equality — gains that have been made through hard
work and protest. It also a time to reflect on unfinished
business, including the scourge of family violence and
the widening gender pay gap.
In my electorate I attended three very different but
equally inspiring celebrations. The Hepburn shire
International Women’s Day event included the
investiture of inspirational women to the Heather
Mutimer Women’s Honour Roll. Established 11 years
ago, the roll ensures that women’s achievements are
recognised and honoured. This year I congratulate
Carol White, Tina Banitska, Michelle Leishman and
Alla WoIf-Tasker. I also congratulate the family of
Catherine, known as Kit, Trewhella, who was invested
posthumously.
In Kyneton the Zonta Club again presented a sold-out
dinner featuring Professor Susan Sawyer.
Professor Sawyer is the inaugural chair of adolescent
health in the department of paediatrics at the University
of Melbourne and is the director of the Centre for
Adolescent Health at the Royal Children’s Hospital.
Speaking of adolescents, it was fitting that we heard
from the Z Club, a group of young women from
Kyneton Secondary College engaged in a variety of
projects to assist young women in developing countries.
My last event was at Gisborne Secondary College
where along with other women in leadership positions
within our community I attended a breakfast with
year 11 girls. We were treated to a performance by the
Findlay sisters from Darraweit Guim, better known as
Stonefield, winners of the Triple J Unearthed High
competition in 2010.

Murray Plains electorate rail services
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Improved rail
services are a key priority for the people who live in the
seat of Murray Plains. In a recent survey by the shires
of Campaspe, Swan Hill, Gannawarra, Loddon and
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Greater Bendigo the overwhelming majority of
respondents said they would increase their patronage of
rail transport if there were more frequent services.
Currently about 50 000 people live along two train
lines — the one from Swan Hill to Bendigo and the one
from Echuca to Bendigo — and increased services to
Bendigo would give them not only the benefit of being
linked to more services to Melbourne but also the
opportunity to attend specialist medical services in
Bendigo at the new hospital which is being built there
and which the former coalition government funded. At
the moment people often have to travel by car because
the wait to come home on the train is too long.
More importantly, increased rail services would help
improve the educational outcomes for the region
because people would have the opportunity to attend
lectures at La Trobe University in Bendigo and come
home on the train. It would reduce the costs for families
sending their kids away to university, because kids
would be able to live at home and travel to Bendigo for
those lectures.
Going back to the election, the coalition’s policy to
increase rail services included funding of $178 million.
I call on the Premier to fulfil his commitment to govern
for all Victoria and fund a rail package that gives
increased services to the people of Swan Hill and
Echuca.

Children’s Protection Society
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased that
some new funding has been announced for the
Children’s Protection Society in West Heidelberg,
which is in my electorate. I am pleased that this funding
will aid research into early intervention programs that
work with some of the most vulnerable children. As a
former local councillor in the city of Banyule and as the
current member for Ivanhoe I have worked with the
Children’s Protection Society in West Heidelberg
throughout the past 10 years. I am pleased that the
Minister for Families and Children, Jenny Mikakos,
was able to announce that we will provide $250 000
over three years for two research projects to evaluate a
unique childcare program in West Heidelberg that
works with children aged 0 to 4 years who have
experienced or are at risk of abuse or neglect.
The Early Years Education Research Project is a pilot
program that has been run by the Children’s Protection
Society since 2010. This research is looking at the
impact of high-quality early education services and
attachment-focused childcare, where a child is
encouraged to form an attachment with one particular
carer. An analysis of the project is being conducted by
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the University of Melbourne’s school of economics.
Charles Sturt University researchers are also looking at
the relationship between the children and their teachers.
The research has previously been supported by an
Australian Research Council grant, philanthropic trusts
and individuals. Preliminary findings are expected in
the 2016–17 year.
We note that the previous Liberal government allowed
funding for this groundbreaking research to lapse, and
the Andrews Labor government has been proud to
reinstate funding for this project in a very difficult place
in West Heidelberg. We are pleased that this work is
continuing under the Andrews government.

Mount Eccles National Park
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I call on the
government to immediately restore a full-time locally
based Parks Victoria ranger at Mount Eccles National
Park. Under the Bracks and Brumby Labor
governments the only full-time ranger was removed
from Mount Eccles National Park. Under the coalition
government this full-time ranger was restored to the
park and was there for four years. Upon the election of
the new Labor government this ranger has already been
removed from Mount Eccles National Park, which is an
absolute disgrace and an embarrassment to a
government that purports to care about national parks
and the environment.
I am calling on the government to recognise its mistake
and to restore the full-time ranger at Mount Eccles
National Park. It is a magnificent national park with
8400 hectares of unique flora and fauna, and unique
geomorphology, including lava caves, scoria cones and
canals. It is the home of the Gunditjmara’s eel farming
operations. It is a very important national park which
requires a full-time, locally based park ranger, not
services from over 100 kilometres away. The coalition
government had a locally based park ranger. The Labor
Party has removed that ranger, and its members should
hang their heads in shame.

Chelsea Heights Community Centre
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — Over the
weekend I stopped by the Chelsea Heights Community
Centre open day, which showcased the services and
programs on offer. The open day was action-packed
with kinder programs, fitness and dancing classes,
cooking demonstrations and sporting activities, along
with displays and stalls.
I congratulate coordinators Christine Rolfe and
Lorraine Bradford, along with program coordinator
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Lynne Pocknee. A highlight of the day was the healthy
eating demonstration by Maddie Race, which stressed
the importance of healthy eating and living. While the
smoothies were a bit of a culture shock for me, the
pesto pasta and sausage rolls were an absolute hit. It
was also good to catch up with the centre’s recently
retired coordinator, Janene Fussell, who managed the
centre for 25 years. She has left the community centre
with a strong culture and foundation for years to come.

Edithvale Primary School
Mr RICHARDSON — Last week I attended the
Edithvale Primary School fete, along with hundreds of
local residents. The fete was an absolute success with
substantial support from the local school community,
community groups, organisations and businesses. I
congratulate the school’s principal, Denise Webster,
and assistant principal, James Whitla, along with the
president of the school council, Michael Taylor, for all
their work. A special mention must go to Lara Sinclair,
who project managed the event, coordinated
sponsorship and the activities for the fete and ensured
that it was a resounding success. I look forward to
working with both Chelsea Heights Community Centre
and Edithvale Primary School into the future.

Willis Parton
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to advise the
house of the sad passing of Willis Moss Parton, who
passed away on 17 February. Willis was a powerhouse
of the Liberal Party in the Brighton area. He was
87 years old when he died. He was very active right up
until December 2014. He was a member of the
Victorian Liberal Party for 67 years and chairman of
the Goldstein Electorate Council, as it was then called,
for 14 years. He gave loyal service to the Liberal Party.
He was a much-loved party identity, and he was a truly
great Liberal.
Willis was renowned as being a person of high
integrity. He was extremely well respected throughout
the Goldstein federal electorate, and I think it is fair to
say by both sides of politics. He was involved in the
community on a much wider level than just the Liberal
Party and was involved in many areas. He was patron
of Brighton Secondary College, which was until the last
electoral redistribution the only government secondary
college in the Brighton electorate. He did sterling work
for that school.
He was the devoted husband of Valerie for 64 years,
and the much-loved father of Graeme, David and
Christopher. I pass on my condolences to Willis’s
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family. We have lost an icon of the Liberal Party. Vale
Willis Parton.

Dr Alf Bamblett
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs) — I start by acknowledging the traditional
owners of the land on which we meet today, the people
of the Kulin nation. I pay my respects to their elders
past and present.
It is with great sadness that I acknowledge the passing
of Dr Alf Bamblett at the age of 71 on the Saturday just
past. A proud Yorta Yorta, Bangerang and Wiradjuri
man, he will be remembered as a pioneer, committed
leader and elder of the Victorian community. Angered
by the prejudice and poverty he experienced and saw
around him while growing up, he dedicated his life to
ending the divide between Aboriginal and
non-Aboriginal people in Victoria. He was a man who
lived his life fighting injustice and intolerance. He was
a leader and a visionary.
From health to education to justice, Uncle Alf refused
to be satisfied by the status quo. His extraordinary list
of achievements include the establishment of the
Victorian Aboriginal Legal Service and being a valued
member of the Victorian Aboriginal Education
Association Inc. and the Victorian Aboriginal
Community Services Association Limited. Uncle Alf
continued his fight for justice through the extremely
important role he played in the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody.
The Victorian government extends to Uncle Alf’s
family and friends its deepest sympathy. His legacy in
fighting injustice will endure. His dedication to
achieving equality will not be forgotten.

Princess Mary Club building
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I rise today to speak
to two important heritage issues in my electorate of
Melbourne. The first is the threat to the Princess Mary
Club building in the CBD. The Princess Mary Club on
Lonsdale Street is a rare surviving example of 1920s
architecture. It started out as a hostel for young women
coming to work and study in the city, and it was
instrumental in increasing participation of women in the
workforce. I commend the efforts being made by the
Wesley Historic Precinct Action Group and other
community groups to save the building and find
constructive alternative solutions for all parties
involved.
The Princess Mary Club needs restoration. However, a
state of disrepair is not an automatic justification for
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demolition. To replace the building with a 32-storey
tower is fundamentally inappropriate for the site and for
our city. I join the local community in calling for a
more visionary approach to any redevelopment of the
site. I call upon the Minister for Planning to ensure that
no inappropriate development is allowed to happen on
the site and to protect the heritage values of the Princess
Mary Club.

Palace Theatre
Ms SANDELL — I would also like to mention the
Palace Theatre, a well-known heritage icon that was
first opened in 1860 as the Douglas Theatre and has
been operating as the Palace since 1912. This rare
mid-size venue has brought international and local live
music acts to Melbourne, helping to build our
reputation as Australia’s cultural capital. It is currently
at risk of demolition. Save the Palace, the Melbourne
Heritage Action group and the National Trust are
leading the strong opposition to the demolition. I urge
the Minister for Planning to recognise the strong
community opposition to its demolition and ensure the
Palace Theatre is not lost to Melbourne forever.
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Etz Chayim Progressive Synagogue
Mr STAIKOS — On Saturday, 28 February, I
attended a service for the induction of board members
at Etz Chayim Progressive Synagogue. Congratulations
to president Maureen Barten and to Carolyn
Patkin-Watters, Zhanna Kuperman, Gary Trytell,
Beatrice Coleman, Frank Moore, Peter Esdaile, Monica
Feigin, Shaun Ornellas and Ruth Myers. I wish the new
board and Rabbi Allison Conyer all the best.

Ovens Valley electorate volunteers
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I wish to thank
the many volunteers from BlazeAid and the Uniting
Church fire fencing team who worked with the local
community after the Lake Rowan-Warby Ranges fire to
repair fencing and lift the spirits of local families and
the community. The BlazeAid volunteers have now
headed off across Australia to help somewhere else,
while the Uniting Church team keeps up the great work
in our community. Recovery after a bushfire goes on
for a long time after the flames have been put out, so
this support is practical as well as a great source of
encouragement and strength for those affected.

Centenary Park, Bentleigh East, pavilion
Myrtleford Festival
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — I urge Glen Eira City
Council to retain Julie Cooper’s name on the new
pavilion at Centenary Park. Julie Cooper shattered a
glass ceiling in 1976 when she became the first female
councillor of the former City of Moorabbin and then its
first female mayor in 1982. As a councillor, Julie was
responsible for much of the community infrastructure in
East Bentleigh. Centenary Park is enjoyed by many
families today because of Julie Cooper’s hard work.
The park did not even have a playground until Julie
intervened, and she and her husband, Laurie, were
heavily involved in St Peter’s Football Club.
The new pavilion is replacing a 1970s building that was
called the Julie Cooper Pavilion for many years.
However, many locals would affectionately refer to the
building as simply Julie. As a former councillor myself,
and one who campaigned for a new pavilion, I am
delighted that the replacement is finally happening.
However, I am concerned that the council is intent on
changing the name to Centenary Park Pavilion. Former
Moorabbin councillor Rosa Beveridge and I have been
busy gathering community support for the retention of
Julie’s name on the pavilion. It is clear that Julie is still
revered 18 years after her death. I call on Glen Eira
council to recognise that the pavilion is a memorial to
our first female mayor and councillor and to retain the
name Julie Cooper Pavilion.

Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to all involved
in the very successful 2015 Myrtleford Festival, which
was held on the long weekend. Festival president Chris
Walkear and everyone involved have done a great job
in staging the 55th festival, which featured a 1915
theme. Mr Walkear described it as the best ever, due to
great crowds and support over the five days of
festivities. It is a true reflection of the huge amount of
community spirit in Myrtleford.

Federation Park, Cobram
Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to the many
committed members of the Cobram community, whose
vision, persistence and spirit have resulted in the
creation of Federation Park. Fifteen years ago Don
Collie, Elizabeth DeMaria and Charlie Sinn first
discussed the idea of creating this parkland in Cobram.
This month marked the completion of their vision, with
the parkland handed over to Moira Shire Council. The
journey involved raising the funds to buy and demolish
five old houses, with fantastic support from businesses,
services clubs and individuals along the way.
Persistence pays off.

Brighter Days Festival
Mr McCURDY — I was very pleased to be able to
join in at the Brighter Days Festival in Bright on the
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long weekend. The third annual festival, which raised
funds for two children’s charities, was described as the
most successful so far. Congratulations to Bright
resident Jason Reid and the Bright community, who
this year raised more than $200 000.

St Kevin’s Primary School, Hampton Park
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I rise to
recognise the outstanding work being done at
St Kevin’s Primary School in Hampton Park by
principal Anni Miers and her fantastic team. Each time
I visit the school and speak with Anni I am so very
impressed by her genuine compassion, dedication and
commitment to her staff, students and the entire school
community. They are in good hands. Their teachers
create a safe and happy environment in which the
children are valued, praised and encouraged to have a
go. All are welcome, and there is a wonderful sense of
community — a feeling the wonderful St Kevin’s
Parish and its priest, Father Albert Yogarajah, have
done much to foster.
This year the school introduced Indonesian as part of its
language program. Indonesian was chosen as Indonesia
is Australia’s closest neighbour and will play an
important role in the development of the country and
our region in the future. As part of the program senior
students will teach their younger counterparts. Last year
students had the opportunity to work with Enable
Group and Engineers Without Borders to gain an
insight into the needs of developing countries. Students
had to design a bathroom that would be both
sustainable and accessible to the aged, sight impaired
and disabled. Students also played an important role in
the design of the school’s new sacred garden, which
opened on Harmony Day last year. They were
responsible for designing the garden’s tiles, which
represent the common values of the St Kevin’s
community. It is a truly special place.
The school is also hard at work on its rebuilding
program. It is looking at developing a pre-learning hub
that will create a welcoming place for parents to learn
with their children. It is a great initiative. Anni and her
team have an outstanding vision. I love visiting them,
and I look forward to working with them to ensure that
they can continue their fine work. God bless the
St Kevin’s Primary School community.

San Remo Channel Challenge and Cowes
Classic
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — I rise to congratulate the
Woolamai Beach Surf Lifesaving Club and the Phillip
Island Football Club on their organising and running of
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the San Remo Channel Challenge and the Phillip Island
classics weekend. This year celebrated the 30th running
of the channel challenge, which has become an iconic
event in the area and is eagerly embraced by hundreds
every year. Events such as these bring our community
together and have the added benefit of creating jobs and
injecting thousands of dollars into the local economy
and local businesses every year. The weekend is an
opportunity to thank and acknowledge the wonderful
work our volunteers at the surf lifesaving club do every
year to keep us safe on the beaches.
This year’s event brought together three levels of
government: federal government, represented by
federal MP Greg Hunt; local council, represented by
local councillor Phil Wright; and state government,
represented by me. At the conclusion of the event we
presented the surf lifesaving club with a trophy
constructed by local artist David Kopelman. You will
be pleased to note, Speaker, that your state government
representative beat the representatives of the other
levels of government across the line, much to the
disappointment of the federal member.
The second event was the Cowes Classic, for which
participants swam around the jetty, ran through the
town and then ran back along the foreshore to the finish
line. Events such as these strengthen our communities. I
congratulate all those involved.

Carnegie Primary School
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I rise today to
speak about Carnegie Primary School, which is a
terrific school in the electorate of Oakleigh. I recently
had the opportunity to visit the school for detailed
discussions and a comprehensive tour with principal
Linda Jones and assistant principal Michael McCarthy.
The discussions were very informative and have
provided me with knowledge of the school’s future
needs. I was also very fortunate to attend the school’s
annual fete in early March, which was incredible.
Hundreds of locals turned out on a fantastic day to
enjoy the wide variety of rides, stalls and diverse food
on offer. I pay tribute to the team that organised this
fantastic local event.
Carnegie Primary School is home to over 500 students
in 20 classes. It has an advanced education program,
including Italian language classes, and puts a strong
emphasis on English and mathematics. The school’s
main aim is to foster in students the qualities and skills
that will enable them to be successful, confident and
tolerant individuals who are able to contribute
positively to a constantly changing society. I must say
the kids I met at the fete definitely fit that description.
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While Carnegie Primary School offers a great
education to local kids, there are always things we can
do as a government to foster improvement. I look
forward to working closely with the Carnegie Primary
School leadership team, parents and students in the
coming years to create as many opportunities as we can
for an even better future for the school and its
community.

Lions Youth of the Year
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — Last Sunday I was
privileged to act as a judge for the regional final of the
Lions Club Youth of the Year award. Students from
three schools in my electorate — Ararat College,
Stawell Secondary College and Beaufort Secondary
College — plus Terang Secondary College in the
member for Polwarth’s electorate, excelled at
delivering challenging interviews and impromptu and
prepared speeches. I particularly want to congratulate
Bianca Gerard of Beaufort Secondary College, who
was the regional winner and now moves on to the next
stage of the competition. I also want to acknowledge
the hard work the Ararat Lions Club put into hosting
the event and thank the Willaura Lions Club for
catering the event and all the Lions who came along to
support it.

Murray Basin rail project
Ms STALEY — The previous government
allocated up to $220 million to standardise the rail line
for freight from Mildura to Geelong.
I quote from a media release of the then Deputy
Premier, the Honourable Peter Ryan, which states:
Mr Ryan said the first stage of the Murray Basin rail project
would deliver urgent upgrades on the Mildura to
Maryborough and Hopetoun to Murtoa rail lines, while the
business case for the full Mildura to Geelong standardisation
was finalised.
‘The first stage of the project will include an initial
$41 million …’ Mr Ryan said.

It was therefore disturbing, although not surprising, to
read that the current government has cut the initial
investment for these works to $30 million and has
failed to confirm that full funding is available for the
project. I call on the government to release the business
case and to fully fund this vital project. I continue to
advocate for the option that reopens the Maryborough
to Ararat standard line.
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Ron Palmer
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — Ron Palmer is a
local and Labor legend who will turn 90 this year. He
has been celebrated by the Labor Party locally for his
achievements not just for the Labor Party but also for
the local Footscray area. Ron is commonly known as
Mr Footscray. There is not a community group in
Footscray that Ron Palmer has not been involved in,
whether it be starting a breakfast club at Gilmore
College for Girls, the West Footscray Rotary Club or
the Footscray RSL — you name it, Ron has been there.
Ron started carols by candlelight at Yarraville and was
the president of the Footscray Historical Society. There
is nothing in Footscray that does not have Ron’s mark
on it. He is an incredible and unique human being, and
to members of the Labor Party he is an icon.
Ron has been involved in running campaigns for
federal MPs, including Ralph Willis and Nicola Roxon,
and he was involved in my initial campaigns. He is
ageing now, but he is a man we will always respect and
honour. Ron is a unique human being because for all
that he has done for the people of Footscray in
whatever community activity he has taken on, he has
never asked for anything. He is a man who has truly
gone out to support his community and to give its
members all they need when times have been pretty
tough. He is a long-time and loyal supporter of the
Western Bulldogs. He is Footscray to the bootstraps.

Manufacturing innovation
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Swinburne
University is known for its innovation, so it was a
pleasure to join the member for Hawthorn in
celebrating innovation at a program hosted by the US
ambassador to Australia, John Berry. Innovators,
researchers and government had a very important
discussion on future innovation in the manufacturing
sector. The coalition believes strongly in innovation and
creating a better future, and discussions like these are
very important in creating a better Victoria.

Caulfield South Primary School
Mr SOUTHWICK — It was a pleasure to attend
the Premier’s gala dinner on 14 March as part of
Harmony Week, which celebrates Victoria’s vibrant
multicultural community. One of my highlights was
seeing Caulfield South Primary School’s drum corps
give an outstanding performance, led by the drum
master, Sandy Hood. I wish to congratulate all
members of the school drum corps, who are year 6
students. They do a fantastic job of drumming at the
various programs they are involved in.
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United Israel Appeal

Balwyn Road, Balwyn North

Mr SOUTHWICK — It was a pleasure to join the
Leader of the Opposition and Georgie Crozier, a
member for Southern Metropolitan Region in the
Council, for the United Israel Appeal, for which there
were a number of activities, including the women’s
division breakfast on Tuesday, 3 March, hosted by
Brigitte Gabriel. I especially thank my wife, Hayley
Southwick, who as the chair of the organisation raises a
substantial amount of money to support a number of
very needy programs in Israel.

Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — As reported in the
Progress Leader this week, there is growing concern
amongst those who use Balwyn Road between Gordon
Barnard Reserve and Hislop Reserve in Balwyn North
that the volume of traffic coupled with the number of
pedestrians, particularly students from local schools,
who cross unprotected is a recipe for disaster. The
installation of a simple pedestrian crossing, which is
supported by the City of Boroondara and the Balwyn
High School community, will alleviate the concerns of
many residents and road users and provide students
with a safe way to get to and from school.

Katandra School
Mr SOUTHWICK — On Friday, 6 March, I had
the great pleasure of visiting Katandra School, which
has a lot of great programs for disadvantaged students
and kids with a disability. Presenting the leadership
awards was a truly memorable event.

Victoria Police Star recipients
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I rise to pay
tribute to three recent recipients of the Victoria Police
Star. As members would be aware, the Victoria Police
Star recognises offices who have been seriously injured
in the line of duty. I was very grateful that constables
Emma Quick and Varli Blake and Senior Sergeant
Tony Scully were able to take the time to speak with
me following their recent recognition. All three suffered
very serious burns following a gas explosion in January
last year. The police, together with firefighters, were
responding to calls for assistance after fears were raised
that the occupant of a Hambleton Street, Middle Park,
flat was suicidal.
Emma, Varli and Tony told me of their experiences
following their serious injuries and of the support they
have received from their colleagues and Victoria
Police. They were all very keen to make the point that
the awarding of the Victoria Police Star is not
something you aspire to achieve in your police career.
Pleasingly, both Emma and Tony are now back on the
job and Varli has made substantial progress in her brave
path towards recovery.
Their courageous actions are typical of the work
members of Victoria Police undertake each and every
day across our state. By their actions Victoria Police
members ensure that our community is a safer one, and
for that we say thankyou. I know all members of this
house will join me in acknowledging Varli, Tony and
Emma’s courage and wishing them the very best for
their continued recovery.

Balwyn North speed limits
Mr T. SMITH — Recently I met with traders from
Balwyn North who conveyed to me their strong desire
to see a 40-kilometre-an-hour speed zone implemented
in the Balwyn North Village Shopping Centre along
Doncaster Road. This shopping strip is undergoing a
renaissance in popularity, with all the increased foot
traffic and vehicle movements this brings. Likewise, the
Bellevue Kindergarten community is very keen to see a
40-kilometre-an-hour speed zone in front of the
kindergarten. There is a 40-kilometre-an-hour speed
zone in front of the primary school some way down
Bulleen Road, and the community would also like to
see a 40-kilometre-an-hour speed zone outside the
kindergarten.

JURY DIRECTIONS BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Jury Directions
Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Jury Directions Bill 2015, as introduced to
the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with human rights as
set out in the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill re-enacts the Jury Directions Act 2013 (the JDA
2013), in order to restructure the act, and includes additional
jury directions reforms to clarify the law on key evidential
directions and further clarify the obligations of the parties and
the trial judge under the act.
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The Jury Directions Bill (the bill) will:
provide a framework for requesting jury directions
regulate important evidential directions on post-offence
conduct, other misconduct evidence, unreliable
evidence, identification evidence, delay and forensic
disadvantage and failure to give evidence or call witness
reform directions that apply in sexual offence cases, on
consent and reasonable belief in consent, and delay and
credibility
provide directions on family violence
regulate directions on what must be proved beyond
reasonable doubt and the meaning of proof beyond
reasonable doubt, and
provide a framework for the trial judges summing up at
the end of a trial.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The general purpose of jury directions is to ensure that the
accused is tried in accordance with the relevant law. This is an
important aspect of ensuring a fair trial. Therefore, the bill as
a whole is relevant to the right of a person charged with a
criminal offence to have the charge decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing as set out in section 24 of the charter, and the
rights in criminal proceedings in section 25 of the charter.
In particular:
part 3 of the bill which re-enacts part 3 of the Jury
Directions Act 2013 and part 4 (evidential directions),
part 5 (directions on sexual offences), and part 6
(directions on family violence) which provide specific
jury directions for problematic areas of the law are
particularly relevant to the right to a fair trial in
section 24 of the charter, and
part 7 of the bill (general directions) is particularly
relevant to the right to be presumed innocent until
proved guilty set out in section 25(1) of the charter.
Clause 33 of the bill is also relevant to the right to protection
of children in section 17 of the charter.

677

created a new framework for determining what directions
should be given in the criminal trial. In my opinion, this
framework does not limit the right to a fair trial, but instead
enhances the right by:
enhancing the integrity of the trial and decision making
by juries, by encouraging short jury directions that are
based on the matters that are actually in issue in the trial,
therefore, making the directions easier for the jury to
understand and apply.
basing the framework on counsel requesting jury
directions. This ensures that directions are generally not
given by the trial judge against the wishes of defence
counsel who is normally best placed to determine what
is in the interest of the accused.
including protections for unrepresented accused, by
assuming that the accused has requested all relevant
directions. This recognises the right of accused persons
to represent themselves (in particular, under
section 25(2)(d) of the charter), while at the same time
avoiding placing an unfair burden on the unrepresented
accused by requiring them to request relevant directions,
which might compromise their ability to receive a fair
trial under section 24.
retaining a residual obligation for the trial judge to give a
direction that has not been requested if there are
substantial and compelling reasons to do so. Although it
is not anticipated that trial judges will regularly give
such directions, this is an important safeguard for a fair
trial, for example, to ensure appropriate directions are
given when counsel erroneously requests that certain
directions not be given.
Part 4 (evidential directions), part 5 (sexual offences), and
part 6 (family violence) of the bill regulate a number of
specific jury directions. These provisions are designed to
simplify and clarify these specific jury directions which are
problematic at common law or in legislation. These
provisions build on the framework set out in part 3 of the bill,
and further enhance the right to a fair trial in relation to these
problematic areas of law.
Presumption of innocence — section 25(1)
Part 7 of the bill includes provisions related to the concept of
‘proof beyond reasonable doubt’. This concept is closely
related to the right to be presumed innocent until proved
guilty which is protected in section 25(1) of the charter.

Right to a fair trial — section 24

Clause 58 of the bill simplifies and clarifies jury directions on
what must be proved beyond reasonable doubt. It provides
that, unless an enactment otherwise provides, the only matters
that the trial judge may direct the jury must be proved beyond
reasonable doubt are the elements of the offence or the
absence of any relevant defence. The changes in the bill
remove the requirement laid down by the High Court in
Shepherd v The Queen (1990) 170 CLR 573 that the jury
must also be satisfied beyond reasonable doubt of
indispensable intermediate facts. Knowing when to give this
direction is highly complex, can be difficult for a jury to
apply, and is better addressed by the approach used in this
bill.

The jury direction request provisions, in part 3 of the bill, are
particularly relevant to the right to a fair trial. These clauses
re-enact provisions in the Jury Directions Act 2013 which

In my opinion, clause 58 engages, but does not limit the right
to be presumed innocent. The elements that make up an
offence, and the absence of relevant defences, are the key

Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the bill?
In my opinion, the bill does not limit the fair trial rights under
the charter. The aim of the Jury Directions Act 2013 was to
assist judges in providing simple and clear directions on the
law and the evidence in the case that jurors are likely to listen
to, understand and apply. Re-enacting the act and including
additional jury directions reforms furthers these aims. This
will assist in ensuring a fair trial, and protecting rights in
criminal proceedings, in particular the right to be presumed
innocent, rather than limiting these rights.
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matters that the jury should consider and be satisfied of
beyond reasonable doubt. Where certain facts are particularly
important to a case, they will generally be so closely related to
an element (or the absence of a defence) that directing the
jury that they must be satisfied beyond reasonable doubt of
that element (or of the absence of that defence) subsumes any
need for the jury to separately be satisfied beyond reasonable
doubt of the fact.
Clause 58 will enhance the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty. By providing the jury with clear and
simple directions on the important question of what must be
proved beyond reasonable doubt, the jury is more likely to
understand and correctly apply the law.
Clauses 60–61 re-enact part 5 of the Jury Directions Act
2013, which allow trial judges to explain the meaning of
‘proof beyond reasonable doubt’ if asked by the jury. The
concept of proof beyond reasonable doubt is essential to a
criminal trial. Improving juror comprehension of the concept
will increase the likelihood of a fair trial generally, as well as
enhancing the presumption of innocence.
Protection of children — section 17
Clause 33 of the bill prohibits the trial judge and parties from
making certain statements and suggestions about the
reliability and credibility of children’s evidence. These
prohibit statements or suggestions that relate to common
misconceptions about the reliability of children’s evidence.
This enhances the protection of children under section 17 of
the charter, by helping to ensure that misconceptions that
discriminate against children are not relied on in a trial.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
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Research shows that jurors are less likely to listen to,
understand or apply directions that are long, complex or of
questionable usefulness. This is obviously of considerable
concern, given the role that juries play in our criminal justice
system. It is also very difficult for trial judges to give such
directions. Not surprisingly, this can lead to judicial error and,
in turn, to appeals and retrials. These problems contribute to
court delays and cause further stress to victims of crime,
witnesses and their families. Retrials are also costly to the
community, and create understandable community concern,
particularly if they appear to be due to technical rather than
substantive issues.
It was clear that major reforms were required to the law of
jury directions, and to the culture surrounding the giving of
jury directions in our courts. This process of review began
with the Victorian Law Reform Commission’s 2009 report on
jury directions.
The Jury Directions Act 2013, which commenced on 1 July
2013, was a significant first step to simplify jury directions.
The centrepiece of that act is the jury direction request
provisions in part 3. These provisions create a new
framework for determining which directions are given in a
trial. Together with the act’s guiding principles, these
provisions encourage a collaborative culture between trial
judges and counsel. This culture places appropriate weight on
forensic decision making by the parties, by requiring
discussions about which directions should be given and the
content of those directions. The act also supports trial judges
giving a short and tailored summing up, encourages better
ways of communicating with juries, and simplifies
problematic jury directions on post-offence conduct and the
meaning of ‘proof beyond reasonable doubt’.
The act has been very well received by the courts and other
stakeholders. However, more needs to be done. This bill will
continue the effect of the Jury Directions Act, but will
improve it by restructuring the legislation and making some
refinements to ensure that the provisions work as effectively
as possible.

That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
Introduction
Ensuring that the justice system is fair is one of the most
serious obligations of any government.
Trial by jury is a fundamental aspect of Victoria’s criminal
justice system. Jurors perform an essential role in this system,
by deciding whether the accused person before them is guilty
or not guilty. Jury directions are the directions a trial judge
gives to a jury to help them to make this decision.
Accordingly, it is vitally important that these directions be as
helpful, relevant and fair as possible.
In recent years, it became clear that the law of jury directions
in Victoria required significant reform. This law was spread
across both the common law and legislation. Sometimes, the
law required trial judges to give conflicting directions on the
same issue. Frequent amendments to criminal offences also
resulted in increasingly complex directions. This resulted in
trial judges giving a range of highly detailed and often
complicated directions, which took longer to deliver in
Victoria than any other state in Australia.

In 2014, the act was amended to include new directions on
family violence. Amendments setting out directions on
consent, and reasonable belief in consent, in rape and sexual
assault trials were also passed, but have not yet commenced.
These directions are also included in this bill, with one
exception, but have been restructured to better align with the
bill’s framework.
The bill will also reform the law on a number of other
problematic jury directions, to ensure that unnecessary
directions are not given, and to simplify and clarify the
directions that are given. A number of these directions were
examined in the Simplification of Jury Directions Project
report produced in August 2012 by the team led by the
Honourable Justice Weinberg of the Court of Appeal. I thank
Justice Weinberg and his team for their work in producing
this very comprehensive report, and I thank the Supreme
Court for making Justice Weinberg available for that project.
Other directions addressed in the bill were examined as part
of the ongoing review of jury directions being conducted by
the Department of Justice and Regulation.
The department has prepared a report, Jury Directions — A
Jury-Centric Approach, which sets out in detail the reasons
for the reforms. The title of the report highlights that ensuring
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that jury directions assist juries in performing their task is
central to improving jury directions.
The bill has been discussed in detail by the expert advisory
group established by the department to assist in the jury
directions reform process. The advice of the advisory group
has been of vital assistance to the reform process, including
the development of the new provisions in this bill. I would
like to thank the members of the advisory group for their
work to date, and for their ongoing contribution, over more
than five years, to this very important reform process.
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Amendments to current part 3 of the Jury Directions Act
Part 3 of the Jury Directions Act 2013, which contains the
request process for determining what jury directions to give in
a trial, is fundamental to the jury direction reforms. It is
therefore important that this part is framed in a way that best
achieves the aims of the jury direction reforms. The bill will
retain the overall effect of part 3, but will amend those
provisions to improve their operation, and clarify the
obligations of the parties. In particular, the bill will clarify
aspects of the trial judge’s residual obligation to direct the
jury on matters that the parties have not requested.

Overview of the bill
The bill will repeal the Jury Directions Act 2013 and replace
it with a new, reorganised Jury Directions Act 2015 that will:
continue the overall effect of the current Jury Directions
Act 2013, with some refinements, in particular, to
further clarify the obligations of the parties and the trial
judge
reduce the length and complexity of specific evidentiary
directions on:
other misconduct evidence
unreliable evidence
identification evidence
delay and forensic disadvantage
the failure to give or call evidence
delay and credibility
what must be proved beyond reasonable doubt, and
amend the Evidence Act 2008 to abolish corroboration
directions (in most cases).
Continuing the effect of the Jury Directions Act
The bill will continue the overall effect of the current Jury
Directions Act 2013. For example, the current definitions,
guiding principles, jury direction request provisions, and
provisions on summing up and the use of integrated
directions, will all continue to have effect under the new act.
The provisions on the meaning of ‘proof beyond reasonable
doubt’ and post-offence conduct will also continue in effect,
along with the directions on family violence and on consent
and reasonable belief in consent in rape and sexual assault
trials. However, the bill will refine some of the current
provisions, to improve their effectiveness.

The bill will clarify that if a party does not request a direction,
the trial judge must not give the direction unless the residual
obligation applies. The bill will also amend the test for
determining whether the residual obligation applies. Under
the bill, the trial judge will be required to give a direction if
there are ‘substantial and compelling reasons’ for doing so,
rather than the current test of whether it is necessary to do so
to avoid a ‘substantial miscarriage of justice’. The new test
will avoid complexities in both the wording of the test and the
application of the test by trial judges. These changes will
make clear when the residual obligation must be exercised
and ensure that appropriate weight is given to the forensic
decision making of the parties.
Directions on other misconduct evidence
The term ‘other misconduct evidence’ is used in the bill to
describe evidence of discreditable acts of the accused (other
than those directly related to the offence charged) which are
relied on to help to prove the accused’s guilt. For example,
this evidence may be used to show that the accused had a
tendency to behave in a certain way.
Errors in directions on this kind of evidence are one of the
most common grounds of appeal. It is difficult for trial judges
to determine whether a direction is required because of
conflicting case law on the issue. This risks trial judges giving
unnecessary directions to ‘appeal-proof’ their summing up.
These directions are also very difficult for juries to understand
and apply.
The Weinberg report recommended legislative reform to
abolish complex common-law distinctions between different
types of other misconduct evidence. It also recommended
simplifying the content of these directions so that they
provide useful assistance to the jury on how to approach this
complicated evidence, without overburdening the jury. The
bill follows these recommendations, with some minor
amendments for consistency with the rest of the proposed
new act or to further simplify the law.
Directions on unreliable evidence

Restructure of the legislation
The bill will restructure the legislation, for example, by
grouping directions in broad themes, such as ‘general
directions’ and ‘evidential directions’. For continuity, and
given its pivotal nature, current part 3 of the act will remain
part 3 of the new act.
The restructure will make the new act easier to navigate, and
facilitate the addition of future provisions in a logical manner.
The new provisions in the bill are discussed below, in the
order in which they will appear in the new act.

Certain types of evidence may be unreliable, for example,
when the evidence is given by a witness who is criminally
concerned in the events that led to the trial. Directions on such
evidence may be required to ensure that the jury is careful
when using the evidence. A related issue is children’s
evidence. While evidence given by a particular child may be
unreliable, it is important that directions do not reinforce
misconceptions about the unreliability of children as a class,
or the unreliability of a child’s evidence based solely on the
age of that child.
The Evidence Act currently regulates these directions. The
Weinberg report examined these provisions and concluded
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that they are generally working well. Accordingly, the bill
will retain the overall effect of the current provisions.
However, the bill will move the provisions to the new Jury
Directions Act, restructure the provisions, and improve them
for consistency with the rest of the act.
Directions on identification evidence
Research and experience show that identification evidence is
notoriously unreliable because it relies on a witness’s memory
and recall. It can also be overly persuasive, as honest, but
mistaken, witnesses can be very convincing. There are many
known cases in which mistaken identification evidence has
contributed to wrongful convictions.
The bill will provide a simple, streamlined and
comprehensive framework for giving directions on
identification evidence. The bill will adopt a single, broad
definition of identification evidence, and use the jury
direction request provisions to provide greater clarity to trial
judges in determining whether to give a direction. The bill
will also set out the minimum content of a direction on
identification evidence that is simple and clear, but that
highlights particular problems with this type of evidence.
Directions on delay and forensic disadvantage
The common-law ‘Longman direction’ on delay and forensic
disadvantage is one of the most problematic and controversial
jury directions. It has been heavily criticised by law reform
commissions and stakeholders.
Where there has been a delay between the alleged offence and
the complaint, the Longman direction requires the trial judge
to tell the jury that it would be dangerous to convict on the
complainant’s evidence alone unless, after scrutinising the
evidence with great care, considering the circumstances
relevant to its evaluation, and paying heed to the warning, it is
satisfied of the truth and accuracy of that evidence. This
direction arises most frequently in sexual offence trials.
There are currently provisions in both the Crimes Act 1958
and the Evidence Act on delay and forensic disadvantage.
The bill will replace these provisions with new provisions that
are based on the Evidence Act provision, with some
improvements. For example, the bill will make it clear that
directions may only be given if the accused has experienced
significant forensic disadvantage, and must not include the
problematic phrases ‘dangerous or unsafe to convict’ or
‘scrutinise with great care’.
Directions on the failure to give or call evidence
The bill will simplify directions that are given when the
accused does not give or call evidence and when the
prosecution does not call or question a witness.
In relation to when the accused does not give evidence or call
witnesses, the bill will set out a clear and simple direction that
the trial judge must give the jury, if requested by defence
counsel, based on the common-law Azzopardi direction. The
bill will prohibit the trial judge from giving the overly
complex common-law Weissensteiner and Jones v. Dunkel
directions. These directions are difficult for trial judges to
apply and are difficult for a jury to understand.
The bill will also remove distinctions between what the
co-accused can say on this issue, and what the other parties
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and the trial judge can say. These reforms will lead to simpler
directions that are easier for the jury to understand and apply.
Directions on non-communication of consent
The bill will include new jury directions on consent and
reasonable belief in consent. These restructure the directions
in the Crimes Amendment (Sexual Offences and Other
Matters) Act 2014 for consistency with the rest of the bill, and
include an amendment to one of the directions. The relevant
direction states that the fact that a person does not say or do
anything to indicate consent to a sexual act is enough to show
that the act took place without the person’s consent. This
direction is problematic as it suggests that a person may not
do or say anything to consent to sexual activity but
nonetheless, may be taken to have potentially consented to the
activity by the law of rape.
The bill removes this direction and instead, amends the list of
circumstances in the Crimes Act in which a person does not
consent to include where the person does not say or do
anything to indicate consent, and where, having initially
consented to an act, the person later withdraws that consent.
This will be clearer to the jury and more effective than the
jury direction. It will also make clear that a person should not
engage in a sexual act with another person without the other
person having clearly communicated her or his consent.
Directions on delay and credibility
Part of the Kilby-Crofts direction requires trial judges in
sexual offence cases to direct the jury that a complainant’s
failure to report a sexual offence at the earliest possible
opportunity may cast doubt on the complainant’s credibility
and the jury should take this into account in evaluating the
credibility of the allegations made by the complainant.
The law in this area is highly problematic because the
direction is based on inaccurate assumptions about the
behaviour of victims of sexual assault, namely, that a genuine
complainant can be expected to make their complaint very
soon after the offence. Research shows that potential jurors
can have misconceptions about how complainants should
behave, expecting them to immediately complain about the
offending. In addition to perpetuating these misconceptions,
the law currently requires trial judges to give competing and
contradictory directions, which are confusing for jurors.
In appropriate cases, the bill will require the trial judge to
address any such misconceptions early in the trial. The bill
will also prohibit the trial judge and parties from saying or
suggesting that sexual offence complainants are unreliable as
a class. However, the bill will continue to allow the parties to
make specific arguments about delay and credibility in the
trial.
Directions on what must be proved beyond reasonable
doubt
It is fundamental to criminal trials that to convict an accused
person, the jury must be satisfied beyond reasonable doubt
that the accused is guilty. It is therefore vitally important that
jurors understand the directions the judge gives them on what
must be proved beyond reasonable doubt.
For many years, juries were only required to be satisfied
beyond reasonable doubt of the elements of the offence and
of the absence of any relevant defences. However, cases such
as Chamberlain v The Queen (No. 2) (1984) 153 CLR 521
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and Shepherd v The Queen (1990) 170 CLR 573 greatly
complicated this by requiring the trial judge to direct the jury
that ‘intermediate facts’ that are ‘indispensable links in a
chain of reasoning towards an inference of guilt’ must also be
proved beyond reasonable doubt. Determining whether
something is an indispensable intermediate fact is highly
complex. Judges often disagree on this issue. Where such
facts are in dispute, directions are consequently complicated
and difficult for a jury to apply.
The bill will return the law to where it was pre-Chamberlain
and Shepherd by providing that the trial judge may only direct
the jury that it must be satisfied beyond reasonable doubt of
the elements of the offence and the absence of any relevant
defences. This will lead to shorter and simpler directions, and
will clarify when trial judges must give a direction,
minimising the risk of appeals. Trial judges may give these
directions in the form of factual questions or integrated
directions, which embed the elements of the offence into
factual questions that the jury must answer to reach a verdict.
These reforms provide appropriate safeguards for the
accused. The only change is that the jury does not have to
consider whether a particular fact is proved beyond
reasonable doubt, before they may rely on that fact. The new
approach also removes the complexity of the jury being
directed that in determining whether they are satisfied beyond
reasonable doubt about an ‘indispensable fact’, or an
‘essential fact’, they may have regard to all of the other
evidence in the case.
Where the existence of a fact is essential to a case, it will be
closely related to an element of the offence. For example,
where DNA evidence is the only evidence relating to identity,
this will be very closely related to the identity element of the
offence. Directing the jury that they must be satisfied beyond
reasonable doubt of the element therefore removes any need
to separately require the jury to be satisfied of other facts.
Corroboration
Corroboration of evidence is no longer required under
section 164 of the Evidence Act, except in cases of perjury
and similar offences, and the trial judge is not required to
direct the jury on corroboration. Despite this, directions on
corroboration are sometimes still given.
As discussed in the Weinberg report, these directions are
problematic and unnecessary. The Weinberg report did not
recommend any amendments to section 164 as it is not
leading to successful appeals against conviction. However,
these directions are complicated, there is a risk of ‘appeal
proofing’, and they may backfire on the accused, as the trial
judge gives a warning but then lists all the evidence capable
of constituting corroboration.
Accordingly, the bill will amend section 164 of the Evidence
Act to abolish corroboration directions except in the case of
perjury or a similar offence. Other directions, such as
unreliable evidence directions, are available to adequately
highlight problems with particular evidence. However, where
corroboration is required (for example, in perjury cases), the
bill will make it clear that a corroboration direction is
required. This will enhance transparency and clarity in this
area of the law.
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Conclusion
The Jury Directions Act 2013 marked a fundamental change
to the legal framework for jury directions in Victoria. The bill
will increase the reach and effectiveness of those reforms, by
continuing the effect of that act, with some improvements,
and by addressing a number of additional problematic jury
directions.
These reforms will assist trial judges to give directions that
are as clear, brief, simple and relevant as possible, and to
address certain misconceptions that jurors may have, in a way
that is fair to both the prosecution and defence. This will help
to streamline criminal trials and to reduce delay in our justice
system. It will also increase the likelihood of jurors
understanding and applying these directions, thereby helping
to increase community confidence in jury verdicts and
ensuring that our criminal justice system is fair.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 1 April.

NATIONAL PARKS AMENDMENT
(PROHIBITING CATTLE GRAZING) BILL
2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘charter’), I make this
Statement of Compatibility with respect to the National Parks
Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting
Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill amends the National Parks Act 1975 to implement
the government’s commitment to ensure that cattle grazing
cannot be conducted in the Alpine and River Red Gum
national parks. Specifically, the bill clarifies that executive
and administrative powers under the National Parks Act 1975
and the Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987 cannot be
used to provide for the introduction or use of cattle in the
specified parks.
Human rights issues
There are no charter rights relevant to the bill.
Hon. Lisa Neville, MP
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water

MENTAL HEALTH AMENDMENT BILL 2015
682

ASSEMBLY

Second reading
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
Ten years ago Parliament passed legislation to end cattle
grazing in the Alpine National Park to build a more
sustainable future for this outstanding national park.
However, this did not stop the previous government from
reintroducing cattle into the national park under the guise of a
scientific trial.
To ensure our precious national parks remain protected, the
National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill
2015 will amend the National Parks Act 1975 to prohibit
cattle grazing for any purpose in the Alpine National Park and
also the river red gum national parks: Barmah, Gunbower,
Hattah-Kulkyne, Lower Goulburn, Murray-Sunset and
Warby-Ovens.
The Alpine National Park contains some of Australia’s most
spectacular mountain landscapes and a diverse array of
natural environments while the river red gum national parks
protect significant areas of our iconic river red gum forests
and wetlands. These national parks protect land that is
culturally important to Aboriginal traditional owners who
have played a vital role in its management for thousands of
years and continue to do so to this day.
Cattle damage high mountain catchments, trample fragile
mossbeds and springs, ruin stream banks, wetlands and soaks,
and pollute water. Cattle create bare ground, disturb soil,
cause erosion, and threaten the survival of rare plants and
animals. They also spread invasive weeds. There can be no
doubt that cattle have no place in Victoria’s world-class
national parks.
The science has been clear for decades. More than
100 scientific papers published over more than 50 years
conclude that cattle grazing causes significant environmental
damage in our high country. Nonetheless, cattle were recently
reintroduced to the Alpine National Park under the guise of a
scientific trial on the use of grazing to reduce bushfire
severity.
Previous scientific studies, in particular of the 2003 and
2006–07 fires that occurred in Victoria’s high country, show
that cattle grazing had little or no effect on reducing the
impact of large bushfires at a landscape scale. Again, the
science is clear.
Research shows that:
vegetation type, not cattle grazing, determines fire
occurrence in the high country;
vegetation type, not cattle grazing, determines the
flammability of bushfire fuels in the high country;
vegetation type, not cattle grazing, determines fire
severity in the high country.
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Cattle do not graze on the flammable wood, bark and leaves
that fuel the bushfires in the high country that can impact on
people, property and the environment.
Cattle grazing has been banned in high country national parks
elsewhere in Australia for many years. In 2005 the Victorian
Parliament voted to ban cattle in the high country. It is
necessary to reaffirm that cattle grazing is not compatible
with the ideals of our national parks, nor is it compatible with
the community’s desire to better protect our natural
environment.
This bill is not about denying the mountain cattlemen’s
connection to Victoria’s high country, or our heritage and
culture. Horseriding in Victoria’s high country, so memorably
evoked in the iconic Man from Snowy River, is a proud part of
Australia’s recent history, and will continue. The mountain
cattlemen and women will continue to play a role in
managing the high country, using their invaluable skills and
knowledge for the benefit of all Victorians.
This bill delivers on the government’s election commitment
in Our Environment, Our Future to, once again, ban cattle
grazing in the Alpine and river red gum national parks. It
complements and reinforces the earlier 2005 and 2009
legislation to cease all licensed grazing in those parks and
means that the National Parks Act cannot be interpreted to
allow the introduction of cattle into those parks for any
purpose.
Labor is putting the care and protection of our environment
back on the agenda. We are proud of our record in protecting
our natural environment and our national parks. The bill will
further that legacy for the benefit of all Victorians.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 1 April.

MENTAL HEALTH AMENDMENT BILL
2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Mental Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Mental Health
Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The Mental Health Act 2014 established a new legislative
scheme to regulate the compulsory assessment and treatment
of persons with severe mental illness. The act imposes
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limitations on many of the human rights set out in the charter.
However, those limitations are considered to be reasonable
and demonstrably justifiable because the act provides for
assessment and treatment in the least restrictive way possible,
with the least possible restrictions on human rights and
dignity subject to the creation of a number of safeguards.
This bill amends the Mental Health Act 2014 (the act) to
enable the transfer and return of a forensic prisoner to a
designated mental health service to obtain compulsory
treatment. It also makes various amendments to address
operational and policy issues identified following the
implementation of the act on 1 July 2014.

The bill repeals section 306 and enables forensic prisoners to
receive compulsory treatment and return to prison using the
same provisions that apply to ordinary prisoners.
The transfer and return to prison of forensic prisoners for
compulsory treatment is most relevant to the rights in
sections 10, 12, 21, 22 and 24 of the charter. The bill raises
the threshold for compulsory treatment for forensic prisoners
by changing the transfer criteria to require the person to need
‘immediate’ treatment to prevent serious deterioration in the
person’s health or serious harm to the person or any other
person. The bill also requires that transferring a forensic
prisoner must be the least restrictive means reasonably
available to enable the person to receive treatment.

Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The following rights are relevant to the bill:
Section 10(a) (b) — protection from torture and cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment
Section 10(c) — right not to be subjected to medical
treatment without informed consent
Section 12 — freedom of movement
Section 13 — privacy and reputation
Section 15 — freedom of expression
Section 17 — protection of families and children
Section 21 — liberty and security of the person
Section 22 — humane treatment when deprived of liberty
Section 24 — fair hearing
I am of the opinion that the bill is compatible with the charter.
Having regard to the wording of the bill and its expected
operation, I consider the bill either does not limit these rights
or the limitations imposed are reasonable having regard to the
factors set out in section 7(2) of the charter.
Forensic prisoners
Compulsory mental health treatment cannot be provided in
prison. Section 306 of the act enables the Secretary to the
Department of Justice and Regulation to transfer a forensic
prisoner to a designated mental health service if the person
requires compulsory mental health treatment.
A forensic prisoner is a person who is in prison subject to a
custodial supervision order made under the Crimes (Mental
Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997. A court may
impose a custodial supervision order when a person charged
with a criminal offence is unfit to stand trial, or was mentally
impaired at the time the offence was committed.

The bill will ensure forensic prisoners, like ordinary prisoners,
are only detained in a designated mental health service for as
long as is necessary to receive compulsory treatment. The
person will be returned to prison as soon as the authorised
psychiatrist determines that the criteria for compulsory
treatment no longer apply.
The bill makes the detention of a forensic prisoner who has
transferred to a designated mental health service as a security
patient, subject to review by the Mental Health Tribunal. This
is consistent with both the right to humane treatment under
section 22 and the right to a fair hearing under section 24 of
the charter. Security patients are required to be reviewed by
the tribunal within 28 days of being received at a designated
mental health service and may apply to the tribunal at any
time to be discharged and returned to prison.
Inpatient’s right to communicate
Section 16(2) of the act prohibits restrictions being placed on
an inpatient’s right to communicate with their legal
representative, the chief psychiatrist, the Mental Health
Complaints Commissioner, the Mental Health Tribunal or a
community visitor. Clause 6(2) of the bill allows additional
persons or bodies to be prescribed in the regulations as
persons or bodies with whom communication cannot be
restricted.
This clause is most relevant to the right to freedom of
expression in section 15 of the charter. The bill supports this
right by enabling greater flexibility about with whom an
inpatient can communicate while the inpatient is subject to a
restriction on communication. For example, it is anticipated
that once established, mental health advocates will be
prescribed by regulation to assist such inpatients.
Section 17 of the act requires ‘a carer’ to be notified of a
restriction on an inpatient’s right to communicate.

A court may only make a custodial supervision order
committing a person to custody in a prison where there is no
practicable alternative in the circumstances.

Clause 7 of the bill restricts the obligation to notify a carer to
circumstances where the restriction on communication ‘will
directly affect the carer and the care relationship’.

If a forensic prisoner is transferred under section 306,
currently there is no readily accessible legal mechanism in the
act for returning such a person to prison when they no longer
need compulsory treatment. The only option is to make an
application to the Supreme or County courts to vary the place
of custody back to prison. This does not enable a timely
response to the changing needs of the person detained.
Clauses 25, 28 and 29 of the bill enable forensic prisoners to
return to prison in accordance with their original court order
when they no longer need compulsory treatment.

This is consistent with the right to privacy in section 13 of the
charter because it amends the act to specify more precisely
the circumstances in which an interference with privacy is
permitted. Thus, any interference with privacy is both lawful
and not arbitrary. The bill requires there to be an impact on
the carer or the care relationship to justify the disclosure of
information about an inpatient and in this way balances the
patient’s need for privacy with the carer’s legitimate need to
know information where a decision affects their interests.
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Facilities and supplies to be provided to a person subject to a
restrictive intervention
Section 106 of the act requires a person who ‘authorises’ the
use of a restrictive intervention to provide appropriate
facilities and services to the person subject to the intervention.
The obligation does not extend to a registered nurse who
approves urgent bodily restraint under section 115 of the act.
Clause 14 of the bill extends the obligation to provide
appropriate facilities and supplies to any person who
‘authorises’ or ‘approves’ the use of a restrictive intervention.
This clause is most relevant to the right to humane treatment
when deprived of liberty in section 22 of the charter. The right
to humane treatment provides that all persons deprived of
liberty must be treated with humanity and respect. The right
recognises the particular vulnerability of persons in detention
and requires that detained persons ought not to be subject to
any hardship or constraint other than those resulting from the
deprivation of liberty. The bill requires anyone who initiates a
restrictive intervention under the act to ensure that the needs
of the person subject to the intervention are met and that
persons subject to an intervention have their dignity
respected.
Privacy obligations applying to clinical practice or clinical
reviews
Section 140(3) of the act permits the chief psychiatrist to use
or disclose information where it is necessary to prevent
serious ‘or’ imminent harm to a person’s health or safety.
Clause 18(1) of the bill requires the harm to be both serious
‘and’ imminent before the chief psychiatrist can use or
disclose the information. This clause is most relevant to the
right to privacy in section 13 of the charter. The bill raises the
threshold for the disclosure of information by requiring the
harm to be serious and imminent, consistent with the charter’s
recognition that a person’s privacy should not be unlawfully
or arbitrarily interfered with. It also ensures consistency with
a comparable provision for the Mental Health Complaints
Commissioner. Section 249(1) of the act only permits
disclosure by a conciliator to prevent serious ‘and’ imminent
harm.
Notice of Mental Health Tribunal hearing
Section 189(1)(g) of the act requires the Mental Health
Tribunal to give written notice of hearings to carers when the
tribunal is satisfied that the hearing ‘will directly affect the
carer and the care relationship’.
Clause 20 of the bill removes the requirement for the tribunal
to consider the impact of the hearing on the carer or the care
relationship when notifying carers. This clause is most
relevant to the right to privacy in section 13 of the charter.
The clause lowers the threshold for disclosure because it does
not specify the precise circumstances that justify notification.
Instead, disclosure is based on the person having the status of
a carer.
The right to privacy is not absolute in international law and
may be subject to reasonable limitations. To the extent that
this provision may limit the right to privacy, the purpose of
the clause is to enable the tribunal to notify carers and afford
them the opportunity to attend the hearing to support the
patient and/or participate in the proceedings. This overcomes
the practical problem that prior to a hearing the tribunal is
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unable to assess the impact of the hearing on a carer or the
care relationship. Being able to notify carers also assists the
tribunal to make a determination based on the most complete
information about the patient’s current circumstances.
The nature of any limitation is lawful, proportionate and not
arbitrary. ‘Carer’ is a defined term in the act and it requires
the person to be in a care relationship with the person who is
the subject of the proceedings. The nature of the information
disclosed by the hearing notice is limited to the hearing
particulars, the subject matter of the hearing and rights
information.
Notification of carers does not of itself make carers a party to
the proceedings. In the circumstances, I consider any
limitation on the patient’s right to privacy to be reasonable.
Making a secure treatment order
The act enables the Secretary to the Department of Justice and
Regulation to make a secure treatment order for compulsory
treatment when certain criteria apply. Section 276(1)(b)(iii)
provides that one of the criteria for making a secure treatment
is that ‘immediate treatment will be provided to the person if
the person is made subject to a secure treatment order’.
Clause 25(1) of the bill amends this criteria to provide that
‘the’ immediate treatment will be provided to the person if the
person is made subject to a secure treatment order.
This clause is most relevant to the rights in sections 10 (the
right not to be subjected to medical treatment without full,
free and informed consent), 21 (the right to liberty and
security of person) and 22 (humane treatment when deprived
of liberty) of the charter. The bill is consistent with these
rights because it specifically limits the compulsory treatment
to be provided under a secure treatment order to the treatment
described in section 276(1)(b)(ii) that is, compulsory
treatment which is needed to prevent serious deterioration or
harm.
Application to perform ECT on a young person
The act requires that informed consent to electroconvulsive
treatment by an adult patient must be provided personally by
the patient and not by a substitute decision-maker such as a
guardian. By contrast, section 94(1)(a) and (2)(a) of the act,
which provide for consent to electroconvulsive treatment by a
young patient or a young person does not expressly require
the personal informed consent of the young person.
Clause 13(1) of the bill provides that the informed consent of
the young person must be personal and not that of a substitute
decision-maker such as a parent.
The clause is most relevant to the rights in sections 10, 17
(best interests of the child), 21 and 22 of the charter. The bill
recognises that where a young person has capacity it is the
young person’s informed consent that is relevant to the
making of the application to the Mental Health Tribunal for
electroconvulsive treatment. This is consistent with the
supported decision-making model of the act that empowers
young people to make or participate in decisions about their
own treatment. The bill does not alter the requirement that the
tribunal must authorise all electroconvulsive treatment for
young patients and young persons.
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For the reasons outlined it is my view that the Mental Health
Amendment Bill 2015 is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006.
Martin Foley, MP
Minister for Mental Health

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The Victorian government is committed to achieving better
results for people living with mental illness.
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The annual report will also enable the government to report
progress against the 10-year plan and to maintain a strong
ongoing dialogue with the Parliament and the community
about the government’s vision for continuous improvement of
public mental health services.
This important new initiative resonates strongly with this
government’s commitment to transparency in government.
The Secretary to the Department of Health and Human
Services will prepare and submit the annual report to the
Minister for Mental Health and the minister will then ensure
the report is tabled in both houses of Parliament.
The final form, content and scope of the annual report will be
informed by the development of the 10-year plan and
developed in collaboration with key stakeholders. It is
intended that the first annual report will be prepared for the
2015–16 financial year.
Forensic prisoners

We have a well-earnt reputation for progressive mental health
policy and quality services, and we plan to build on those
foundations.
For this purpose, the government is developing a 10-year plan
to articulate strategic directions to improve mental health
service delivery in Victoria and deliver these improvements to
people over the next decade. A key focus for the reform
agenda will be to consolidate and expand the progress already
made to implement recovery-oriented practice by public
mental health service providers.
Recovery-oriented practice lies at the heart of contemporary
mental health service delivery. The aim of this approach is to
support people living with mental illness to build and
maintain a meaningful and satisfying life and personal
identity, regardless of whether or not they have ongoing
symptoms of mental illness.
The principle of choice is central to recovery-oriented
practice. Enhancing consumer choice has the potential to
change the nature of the relationships between service
providers, consumers and carers to one based more on
dialogue and partnership. Evidence shows that
recovery-oriented practice can improve a consumer’s
experience of service and lead to better health outcomes.
The 10-year plan will be developed in collaboration with
consumers, carers, mental health workers and service
providers.
Mental health services annual report
In addition to developing a 10-year mental health plan for
Victoria, the government has committed to tabling in
Parliament a state of Victoria’s mental health services annual
report.
The Mental Health Amendment Bill delivers on this
commitment.
The annual report is intended to include information about the
provision of public mental health services during the
preceding financial year, including key quantitative data (such
as service usage data) and qualitative data (such as results
from consumer and carer surveys).

The bill makes amendments to facilitate treatment of
prisoners with a developing mental illness.
The Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried)
Act 1997 enables a court to impose custodial and
non-custodial supervision orders for people who are unfit to
stand trial or who are found not guilty of an offence due to
mental impairment.
A court may make a ‘custodial supervision order’ that
commits a person to custody in an ‘appropriate place’, such as
a designated mental health service under the Mental Health
Act 2014. A court may make a person subject to a custodial
supervision order in a prison, but only where there is no
practicable alternative in the circumstances.
If a person is detained in prison subject to a custodial
supervision order and requires compulsory treatment for
mental illness, they must be transferred to a designated mental
health service for that treatment. Compulsory treatment is not
provided in prison. Section 306 of the Mental Health Act
currently enables the Secretary to the Department of Justice
and Regulation to direct such a transfer.
There is, however, a gap in the legislative scheme. While the
Mental Health Act enables a prisoner subject to a custodial
supervision order to be taken to a designated mental health
service to receive compulsory treatment, there is currently no
readily accessible legal mechanism for returning the person to
prison when they no longer need compulsory treatment. The
only option is to make an application to the Supreme or
County courts to vary the place of custody. This process does
not enable a timely response to the changing needs of the
individual person.
The bill amends the Mental Health Act to enable these people
to be returned to prison when they no longer need compulsory
treatment. It does this by extending the existing provisions in
the Mental Health Act that enable ordinary prisoners to obtain
compulsory treatment in a designated mental health service to
this group.
These existing provisions allow the Secretary to the
Department of Justice and Regulation to direct a prisoner to
be transferred to a designated mental health service if certain
statutory criteria apply. These include that the person has
mental illness and needs immediate treatment to prevent
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serious harm or serious deterioration in the person’s mental or
physical health. The Secretary must also receive a report from
the authorised psychiatrist of the relevant designated mental
health service recommending the transfer and stating there are
facilities and services available for the detention and
treatment of the person.
The authorised psychiatrist must return the person to prison as
soon as the statutory criteria no longer apply. The Mental
Health Act contains a range of safeguards to ensure treatment
is provided in the least restrictive way possible and for the
minimum time necessary, including review by the
independent Mental Health Tribunal.
These changes will ensure that prisoners subject to custodial
supervision orders can appropriately receive compulsory
treatment and then be returned to prison in accordance with
the original court order.
The amendments do not affect forensic patients detained in a
designated mental health service under a custodial
supervision order. Forensic patients cannot be transferred to a
prison under the new arrangements.
Technical and operational issues
The Mental Health Act is a significant piece of legislation that
only came into operation on 1 July 2014. The act delivers
major reforms to the public mental health system, placing
people with mental illness at the centre of decision-making
about their assessment, treatment and recovery.
The Department of Health and Human Services has worked
closely with mental health service providers, peak consumer
and carer bodies and a range of other stakeholders to prepare
for the commencement of the act in July 2014 and to manage
implementation following commencement.
This work has identified a number of minor issues which
require amendment to the act in order to ensure clarity
regarding the intention of the legislation.
Many of the amendments relate to typographical errors. For
example the definition of ‘psychiatrist’ incorrectly refers to
the ‘Health Practitioner National Law’ rather than the ‘Health
Practitioner Regulation National Law’.
There are also a few instances of inconsistency in the
language used in similar provisions in the act which has given
rise to some uncertainty. An example is section 17 of the
Mental Health Act. This section provides that a carer must be
notified if an inpatient’s right to communicate has been
restricted by an authorised psychiatrist. However, in every
other notice provision in the act concerning carers, the carer is
only to be notified where the particular decision or action will
directly affect the carer and the care relationship. Section 17 is
inconsistent with these other provisions and does not properly
reflect the policy underpinning the act, which seeks to balance
a patient’s right to privacy with a carer’s legitimate need to
know information where a decision affects their interests.
The bill amends the Mental Health Act to correct these minor
errors and other inconsistencies.
It has also become apparent that a few provisions in the
Mental Health Act are unclear and would benefit from minor
amendment to improve clarity without changing the purpose
of the provisions.
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For example, the Mental Health Act does not specify what the
effect is on the duration of an assessment order if it is varied
from an inpatient assessment order to a community
assessment order before the person is received at a designated
mental health service. The bill amends the act to clarify that
the duration of the community assessment order is 24 hours
from the date and time the initial inpatient assessment order is
varied. This reflects the original policy intention that the
person should not be subject to an order for a longer period
than if the initial inpatient treatment order had not been
varied.
Feedback received from stakeholders has also identified some
other unintended policy outcomes arising from
implementation of the act.
For example, the definition of treatment in the Mental Health
Act includes the words ‘… a person receives treatment for
mental illness if things are done to the person in the course of
the exercise of professional skills …’.
The response from the mental health sector has been that the
words ‘done to the person’ are not consistent with the
philosophy of patient autonomy and the supported
decision-making framework that underpins the act. During
the implementation of the act, clinicians, consumers and
carers have raised concerns that the use of these words is
inappropriate and disempowering.
Rather than treatment being ‘done to an individual’, the act
envisages that people receiving treatment under the act will
make or participate in the treatment decisions and their views
and preferences should be respected.
The bill amends the definition of treatment in the act to reflect
supported decision-making in practice.
In another example, the Mental Health Tribunal must give
written notice of a hearing to the carer of a patient who is
going to appear before the tribunal if the tribunal ‘is satisfied
that the hearing will directly affect the carer and the care
relationship’.
The Mental Health Tribunal has advised the government this
is not a practical requirement because the tribunal is not in a
position prior to the hearing to assess the impact of the
hearing on carers or the care relationship.
The bill amends the act to provide that the tribunal must
always give written notice of a hearing to the carer of a person
who is the subject of a proceeding before the tribunal.
Forensicare’s statement of priorities
The Mental Health Act requires the Victorian Institute of
Forensic Mental Health (also known as Forensicare) to
prepare a statement of priorities. This requirement was part of
a package of reforms under the act to more closely align the
governance of Forensicare with other public health services.
The Department of Health and Human Services currently
publishes the statements of priorities for all public health
services on its website. It is intended to also publish
Forensicare’s statement of priorities on the website consistent
with the government’s policies about improving standards of
governance, transparency and accountability. However there
is uncertainty about the legal basis for publication.
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For the removal of doubt, the bill amends the act to enable the
Minister for Mental Health to publish copies of Forensicare’s
statement of priorities and any variations on the department’s
website.
Changes to the Crimes (Mental Impairment and
Unfitness to be Tried) Act
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to any recommendations made by the committee and for the
preparation and passage of any amending legislation that may
be needed to implement a recommendation.
The bill imposes a moratorium on the destruction of an RBD
under sections 84P(a) and 84P(b) of the act as they are the
only provisions which permit destruction of a dog solely
because it is an RBD.

The bill makes two minor changes to the Crimes (Mental
Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act to clarify
provisions related to the preparation of reports and certificates
under that act.

Apart from preventing destruction of an RBD under those
sections, the moratorium does not otherwise affect the
operation of the act.

Conclusion

Human rights issues

In conclusion, the government is pleased to be introducing
legislation that will strengthen transparency in government by
establishing a state of Victoria’s mental health services annual
report and by requiring the report to be tabled in both houses
of Parliament.

The bill does not engage any human rights protected under
the charter act. I therefore consider that this bill is compatible
with the charter act.

The bill will also assist mental health service providers to
deliver services consistent with the objectives and principles
of the Mental Health Act by addressing a number of technical
and operational issues identified during the implementation of
the act in 2014.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr T. BULL
(Gippsland East).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 1 April.

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT BILL
2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Domestic
Animals Amendment Bill 2015 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Domestic Animals Act 1994 (the act) to
impose a moratorium on the destruction of a restricted breed
dog (RBD), in certain circumstances, for the purposes of the
proposed inquiry into the current arrangements, benefits and
challenges of legislative provisions for RBDs in Victoria by a
joint investigatory committee of the Parliament under
section 33(1) of the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003.
The moratorium period will start on commencement of the
bill and end on 30 September 2016 and is intended to provide
sufficient time for the joint investigatory committee to report
to the Parliament, for the government to consider and respond

Hon. Jacinta Allan, MP
Minister for Public Transport
Minister for Employment

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2015 will amend the
Domestic Animals Act 1994 to impose a moratorium on the
destruction of a restricted breed dog where the act provides
for it to be destroyed solely because of its status as a restricted
breed dog.
The bill will implement the government’s election
commitment to impose a moratorium on the destruction of
restricted breed dogs while a parliamentary inquiry is
undertaken into the effectiveness of current legislative
arrangements.
The bill will require councils to hold a dog that is protected by
the moratorium until the completion of the parliamentary
inquiry and consideration of the inquiry recommendations.
The inquiry will investigate the current arrangements, benefits
and challenges of legislative provisions for restricted breed
dogs in Victoria for final report to the Parliament by
30 September 2015.
The act provides a number of pathways for the destruction of
dogs. Some apply only to restricted breed dogs, some apply
only to restricted breed dogs and dangerous dogs and some
apply to all dogs. Most provisions of the act under which a
restricted breed dog may be destroyed provide for destruction
on grounds which are either unrelated to or in addition to the
dog’s status as a restricted breed dog. These provisions are
not affected by the bill.
Only sections 84P(a) and 84P(b) of the act permit destruction
of a dog solely because it is a restricted breed dog. It is
intended that the moratorium on destruction of a restricted
breed dog be limited to those provisions. A restricted breed
dog may still be destroyed under other provisions of the act,
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for example if the owner fails to recover the dog within the
statutory period or where the owner is unable to be identified
or where the dog has seriously injured a person or is itself
required to be destroyed under veterinary advice because of ill
health or suffering.
This bill will not change the requirements or enforcement of
provisions in relation to dangerous dogs. The public can rest
assured that the community is safe whilst a thorough review
of the legislation is underway.
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victims of child sex abuse will now have the right to
their day in court through civil proceedings.
The bill also strengthens the definition of the term
‘child abuse’, acknowledging the psychological harm
that it inflicts upon people and the great challenges they
subsequently face. It also changes the 12-year
limitation, the long-stop limitation, in cases where the
abuse caused the wrongful death of an individual.

I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 1 April.

LIMITATION OF ACTIONS AMENDMENT
(CHILD ABUSE) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 March; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — At the
conclusion of debate yesterday I was coming to a
recognition of the bill’s importance in removing
inappropriate time restrictions faced by victims of child
abuse within the civil justice system and responding to
the key recommendation 26.3 of the Betrayal of Trust
report.
In highlighting the importance of removing limitations,
I wish to reflect on the contributions of Dr Judy
McHugh, who is manager of the Goulburn Valley
Centre Against Sexual Assault, which has welcomed
these changes. Dr McHugh said that the centre is
dealing with an increasing number of child abuse
victims who are coming forward in their 60s, 70s and
80s. This reflects the pain and suffering that child abuse
victims have gone through in trying to confront, deal
with and understand what happened to them as well as
in considering when action will be taken. That is a big
step. The bill amends the Limitation of Actions Act
1958 to completely remove limitation periods. It still
safeguards the fundamental rights of parties before a
court to a fair and balanced trial by referencing the
court’s existing discretion to apply its inherent
jurisdiction.
The removal of limitation periods will also apply
retrospectively, and that is important. Generally in this
place we do not apply legislation retrospectively. This
bill is significant because it recognises that there are
many claims that would no longer satisfy the relevant
limitation period. Thankfully people who have been

I also wish to reflect on a point advocacy groups have
made to the government and also to the opposition
when it was in government. They believe that the
removal of limitation periods removes a major hurdle
for victims seeking to litigate against organisations.
That has been welcomed. In its submission to the
inquiry, the Australian Lawyers Alliance stated that
victims were often too ashamed to disclose the truth. It
is vital to acknowledge the importance of the removal
of limitation periods.
It is also important to note the finding of the Royal
Commission into Institutional Responses to Child
Sexual Abuse that it sometimes takes decades for
victims to disclose abuse. The royal commission is
taking time to consider and be guided by Victorian
legislative reform in this area. It is important to note
that Victoria is leading the way in this space, and the
royal commission has been guided by Victoria’s
reforms in its consultation papers. New South Wales is
also assessing what it will do over the coming months.
I also acknowledge some of the submissions of
third-party organisations, particularly the Law Institute
of Victoria, which is on the record as strongly
supporting the removal of time limits that stop victims
of child abuse from accessing civil justice. It stresses
the importance of implementing all the
recommendations in full.
I again acknowledge the bipartisan nature of this work
and the great synergy that exists between the two major
parties and among all members of Parliament. I wish to
fondly reflect on the comments made yesterday by the
member for the Broadmeadows, in which he talked
about the continuation of the 57th Parliament’s work in
the 58th Parliament. I think that is significant,
particularly for those victims who came forward.
I will also touch on the contributions of Steve Betinsky,
the chief executive officer of the child abuse prevention
organisation Child Wise. In a recent media report he
said:
As we know, victims can be as young as 9 and can take up to
22 years to disclose their abuse. Dealing with an issue as
traumatic and complex as this, it takes time to work through

LIMITATION OF ACTIONS AMENDMENT (CHILD ABUSE) BILL 2015
Wednesday, 18 March 2015

ASSEMBLY

that; it takes time to get the courage to speak about their abuse
and takes time to heal.

That is an important point. An anomaly emerges where
a victim might not be old enough to bring a claim. Also,
it might not be possible for a child who has gone
through something this horrific to even comprehend
what has occurred for a number of years. The
comments of Child Wise are also important in the sense
that although the national royal commission may be
undertaking work, the Victorian Parliament is getting
on with implementing the Victorian inquiry
recommendations. Child Wise notes that the royal
commission has identified over 80 past inquiries and
investigations into child sexual abuse within Australia.
Despite those efforts, very few of the recommendations
have been implemented, and it is encouraging that this
work to implement these recommendations is now well
underway.
I wish to also reflect quickly on a point raised — it is
not a major issue but there has been some comment in
the community — about whether there will be a flood
of inquiries and claims forthcoming. The key
jurisdiction that guided the work of the Family and
Community Development Committee inquiry was the
Canadian state of British Columbia, and our inquiry
looked at its limitation examples. It has had a system
without limitations for the past 20 years, and it is noted
that there has been no flood of inquiries in that time.
In conclusion, I reflect on how important this bill is for
the victims. We stand with them in seeking to make
their claims and bring forward their stories. Again I
acknowledge the courage that many victims showed in
presenting to the inquiry, some of them for the first
time, and that important work. This is about giving
justice to those individuals. We are with them all the
way, and we look forward to seeing this through to the
final recommendations.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise to speak on the Limitation of Actions
Amendment (Child Abuse) Bill 2015. There are many
times in this house when we have vigorous debate and
when we will disagree on a number of things, but when
it comes to child abuse, what we have seen from this
debate and what we have seen from many similar
debates, is that we are 100 per cent unified on this issue.
It is important that we are unified on these sorts of
issues because they are completely unacceptable and
we need to ensure that children are protected at all
costs.
I begin my contribution by congratulating the members
who were part of the joint parliamentary committee, a
bipartisan committee that did a fantastic job in
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delivering the Betrayal of Trust report, including the
chair, Georgie Crozier, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the other place; the deputy
chair and a former member for Southern Metropolitan
Region in the other place, Andrea Coote; and from this
house the members for Ferntree Gully, Broadmeadows
and Thomastown.
I also pay tribute to the former member for Hawthorn
and former Premier, Ted Baillieu, who made the tough
decision. At a time when people were talking about this
issue but no action was being taken he said we needed
to have an inquiry on child abuse. Looking back, I think
we would all agree how important that turning point
was for all of us. We now have the Royal Commission
into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse
taking place as we speak, with all the media that
surrounds it, to deliver, most importantly, justice to
those people who have been victims over many years
by giving them an opportunity to speak and for us to
make important changes to the laws like those we are
talking about today.
The purpose of the bill is to implement
recommendation 26.3 of the Family and Community
Development Committee’s Betrayal of Trust report
dealing with time limitations. The bill will remove the
limitation for mandatory reporting within 12 years. The
member for Broadmeadows made a contribution earlier
and we heard how many people who have been abused
take a significant time to come to a realisation and want
to make a report or want to talk about the abuse. In
many cases it could be up to 26 years and therefore
12 years is insufficient.
In fact I had a victim come to see me here in Parliament
for a coffee. He sat and spoke with me, and he shared
stories about others; not stories about himself, but
stories about others. He is somebody I have known very
well for a number of years, and in all those years he
never shared his own story because he was not ready;
perhaps more than 16 years later he still was not ready.
It was only after our parliamentary inquiry that he
finally came forward to share his story at the royal
commission. That shows the effects of these sorts of
things, and having talked to him recently I am aware of
how that has impacted on his life and the lives of
members of his family, which is very important and we
need to understand it.
We all wear badges in Parliament, which is one of the
most significant changes of late, when we recognise
days of importance. On Friday we will be wearing
orange ribbons for the National Day of Action Against
Violence and Bullying. In November we had White
Ribbon Day to support the campaign against violence
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towards women. There is a World Day for Prevention
of Child Abuse, which is also in November. It is
fantastic that we as members of Parliament get together
with our communities and highlight these important
causes — we wear the badges, get out there and talk
about these issues. However, 20 years ago — even
10 years ago — these issues were not talked about. It is
those black moments from the past that we need to
highlight today. We need to ensure that they never
happen again. That is why the changes to these laws are
so important, and that is why we as members of
Parliament have a responsibility to make those changes.
I would like to commend a few people in my electorate
and my community who have recognised the
importance of this issue, who in the past may not have
done so. One example is Jewish Care, which provides a
large number of services to our community, including
aged and disability care and support for the homeless.
A few months ago, Jewish Care wrote to everyone who
had been in contact with it to ask that if they knew of
somebody who had been abused or they had been
abused themselves they should report it to the police
and come to Jewish Care, which would give them all
the support they need. Jewish Care took it upon itself to
reach out, way beyond its database and immediate
contacts, many years into the past, to ensure that these
people have that important support.
Another example is the school I attended,
Mount Scopus Memorial College. Recently it sent a
letter to its students, including those from 30 or
40 years ago, asking that if they know of someone who
has been abused, to please report it, and that those who
have been abused will be given the full support of the
college. It said it will do whatever it takes to ensure that
these people and their families are supported.
These are the sorts of behaviours that have changed.
They have changed because these issues have been
highlighted. We need to highlight these issues by
introducing changes to legislation similar to those in
this bill. We also need to ensure that we do not stop
talking about this issue once the legislative changes are
made, but that we all continue to be advocates for
change. We need to ensure that we support the victims
and that they get the natural justice they deserve. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — It means a lot to
me to rise in support of this bill, although it touches on
a topic that causes me great sadness and should cause
all of us great distress. As Edmund Burke is reported to
have once said:
All that is necessary for the triumph of evil is that good men
do nothing.
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I am proud to contribute to the debate on a bill that will
go some way to rectifying a significant obstacle to
redress for victims of child abuse. I am proud to be a
part of a Parliament that, on this occasion, is filled with
good people doing something.
As we have heard, this bill completely removes the
limitation periods that apply to civil actions that are
causes of action for damages founded on child abuse.
This was a recommendation that arose out of the
Betrayal of Trust report, and we know it is important
because we know that many victims of abuse do not
disclose that abuse or emotionally confront it for many
decades after the event. We know many victims
experience feelings of shame, embarrassment and guilt,
and that these feelings encourage suppression.
The Betrayal of Trust report resulted from a bipartisan
inquiry set up by the previous government, and I share
the sentiments of previous contributors to the debate in
acknowledging the hard work of the Family and
Community Development Committee, which oversaw
the inquiry, as well as those courageous victims and
their families who shared their stories so that we might
make meaningful change. I share the sentiments of the
committee chair, Georgie Crozier who, in the foreword
to the report stated:
The criminal abuse of children is unacceptable in any form. It
symbolises a departure from morals that are the touchstone of
our humanity and our society.

More than that, child abuse constitutes a stark and
offensive breach of our laws. The definition of child
abuse used in the bill is broad and includes physical or
sexual abuse of people who were minors at the time of
the abuse, as well as any psychological abuse that arises
in connection with that physical or sexual abuse.
Many of us in this chamber, indeed across Victoria,
have been touched by child abuse, whether directly or
through people we know. Some of the stories that have
emerged in the contributions of other members have
been heart-wrenching and so very important for this
debate, but I am conscious that many of us will have
our own stories that cannot be shared, for any number
of reasons. Throughout my life I have known a number
of people who have been victims of abuse or who have
been raised in families where past abuses, sometimes
from generations before, have had a lasting impact.
We know that in the case of sexual abuse offenders are
rarely apprehended. The Betrayal of Trust report refers
to research from the UK which suggests that fewer than
5 per cent of offenders are apprehended and that only
3 per cent of child sex abuse cases are reported to the
police. This rings true when I think of the people I
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know who have experienced abuse. Very few have
pursued a claim through the courts. Some have never
spoken out to family, let alone to the law. The numbers
of those who grieve silently and without support is
alarming, and I sincerely hope the measures in this bill
will encourage many to speak out about their
experiences and pursue some form of closure, whether
legal or otherwise. We also know that, although we
have some indication, we do not have accurate data to
inform us about the scale of the problem across
Australia, but we can be sure of one thing: it is
significant.
It is difficult to discuss this issue without talking about
the many advocates and brave individuals who have,
with enormous pain, shared their stories in the hope that
something positive can be achieved through the
process. I hope this bill provides some sense of progress
for them. During the election campaign I was
approached by a local woman and her husband who
were eager for me to understand some of the issues
around redressing child abuse, and they put me in touch
with Leonie Sheedy from Care Leavers Australia
Network, who I know was in this place yesterday.
Leonie’s passion for this issue is raw and inspiring. Her
compassion for others’ experience is wholehearted and
entirely without judgement. I learnt a lot from Leonie
about the impact of abuse on the victims and their
families and the importance of legal and financial
redress.
As we have heard, this bill applies to past as well as
future claims of abuse, regardless of whether or not past
claims were previously subject to the limitation period.
While cases that have been previously settled or been
subject to final judgement will not be reopened, the bill
will allow historical victims of abuse the opportunity to
have their civil claims heard in a court. This will
directly impact on many of those who spoke to the
Family and Community Development Committee,
many of whom will have been dissuaded from bringing
claims due to the existence of the limitation period.
I commend those on both sides of the chamber for
supporting such an important bill and for standing
united in seeking to stamp out the scourge of criminal
child abuse and for providing avenues of redress for
victims. The work continues; this is not the end, but it is
an important step along a path that must be taken. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I am very pleased that
my first contribution to debate in the house is on the
important Limitation of Actions Amendment (Child
Abuse) Bill 2015. I join with others in congratulating
the bipartisan Family and Community Development
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Committee on the groundbreaking Betrayal of Trust
report. It is truly an important report. I commend
committee members for their work and note the
contributions of the members for Thomastown,
Broadmeadows and Ferntree Gully.
There is no greater abuse of trust than when those
charged with the care of children use their relationships
with and proximity to children to exploit and abuse
them. I say this as a former teacher entrusted with the
care of other people’s children. I say it also as a person
raised as a practising Catholic. I feel great despair when
I think about the abuse that has taken place in the name
of Catholicism. I also feel for people like my parents
who have been lifelong practising Catholics and who
have felt a great deal of betrayal at the abuses that have
occurred in the name of Catholicism. I also speak as a
person who counts amongst my friends many men —
they were young men, now some are older — who
were educated at St Patrick’s College at Ballarat. We
know of the devastating abuse that occurred at that
school over many years.
However, I note this is not an issue that is confined to
the Catholic Church; it is one that crosses many faith
communities and continues to occur today. The work of
the committee and the work being undertaken by the
Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to
Child Sex Abuse will, I hope, change forever the way
our community and the institutions within it, firstly,
seeks to protect children, and secondly, responds to
child abuse.
The Limitation of Actions Amendment (Child Abuse)
Bill satisfies the government’s commitment to
implement recommendation 26.3 of the Betrayal of
Trust report, which proposes the removal of the statute
of limitations for civil claims founded upon child abuse.
It removes the limitation periods that apply to civil
actions that are causes of action for damages founded
on child abuse.
The definition of child abuse used by the bill
encompasses the physical or sexual abuse of people
who were minors at the time of the abuse, as well as
any psychological abuse that arises in connection with
that sexual or physical abuse. The bill is significant.
History tells us that disclosure of child abuse can take a
very long time. In fact the committee’s report states:
Many of the written submissions received by the inquiry
marked the first time victims revealed the fact they had been
abused decades earlier as children. No doubt many victims of
criminal child abuse have passed away with their account
remaining a painful secret.
The committee heard evidence from a woman who was
83 years of age who explained that she had been subjected to
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criminal child abuse when in the care of a non-government
organisation when she was seven years old. It was the first
time she had disclosed her experience of abuse.

Furthermore, perpetrators of child abuse use many
strategies to prevent their victims from disclosing
abuse, including telling children that they are unloved
and unwanted by their parents, and that they will be
further abused if they tell or if they explain that they
share a special secret with their abuser. Abusers will
also tell children that no-one will believe them even if
they disclose what has happened to them. For many
victims, that was their experience. When they tried to
tell their stories, they were not listened to or believed.
We know that many survivors of child abuse feel
shame and that they were somehow complicit in what
has happened to them. It can take many years for
victims to develop a full understanding of what has
happened and for them to be ready to take action and
seek justice. In making the recommendation that the
government considers amending the Limitation of
Actions Act 1958 to exclude criminal child abuse from
the operations of the limitation period under the act the
committee looked to the Supreme Court of Canada and
agreed with the finding of Justice La Forest that:
There comes a time, it is said, when a potential defendant
should be secure in his reasonable expectation that he will not
be held to account for ancient obligations. In my view this is a
singularly unpersuasive ground for a strict application of the
statute of limitations in this context. While there are instances
where the public interest is served by granting repose to
certain classes of defendants … there is absolutely no
corresponding public benefit in protecting individuals who
perpetrate incest from the consequences of their wrongful
actions. The patent inequity of allowing these individuals to
go on with their life without liability, while the victim
continues to suffer the consequences, clearly militates against
any guarantee of repose.

The bill recognises the particular impediments for
victims of child abuse who are seeking justice, and
seeks to remove the limitation period that will ensure
that recourse through the civil courts is available to
those victims when they are ready to address it.
Finally, I have many reasons to meet with the mayor of
the Shire of Moorabool, Paul Tatchell. Mr Tatchell
gave evidence to the inquiry. Paul fought back against
his abusers and for that he was punished many times
over. He still bears the scars, but his mission remains to
support those who have suffered. He has said, ‘Every
time I see a broken man I think of one more fight I need
to have’. The bill is about one less fight that victims
will have to have to seek the justice that is their due. I
commend the bill to the house.
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Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — I am humbled to rise
today to speak on the Limitation of Actions
Amendment (Child Abuse) Bill 2015. Sitting here
today and yesterday I have heard some moving,
poignant and compassionate contributions from
members. In truth I feel that there is not an awful lot I
can add to the debate on this bill. However, I know
someone who can contribute. She sat in the gallery for
most of yesterday listening to members’ contributions
to the debate on this bill. She is from my electorate, and
I know she will not mind my mentioning her today. She
is no stranger to this place; she has been here many
times advocating for the rights of child abuse victims.
She is one of the forgotten Australians and a former
child migrant.
Along with her five siblings, she was in institutional
care in the 1950s and 1960s. Three of the children
experienced significant abuse during their younger
years. I know the trauma lives on for her. It was
heartbreaking to see her break down yesterday during
some members’ contributions. I commend her bravery
in fighting for this issue. Of most concern to her and her
siblings in their negotiations with churches regarding
the abuse they endured whilst in institutional care has
been the lack of consistency, accountability,
transparency, compassion, empathy, acknowledgement
and apology. She said, ‘I would rather have had them
standing in the court than have the money’.
I cannot imagine the pain she has endured over many
decades. I have no doubt, however, that we owe it to
her and many others to implement the detailed and
considered recommendations set out in the Betrayal of
Trust report. I join the member for Caulfield in
acknowledging the truly bipartisan approach this
Parliament has taken implementing those
recommendations. It is commendable, and I am proud
to be part of such a Parliament.
The Betrayal of Trust report was the culmination of
extensive work by the Family and Community
Development Committee to inquire into the processes
by which religious and other non-government
organisations respond to the criminal abuse of children
by people within those organisations. This bill picks up
recommendation 26.3, which is to make amendments to
the Limitation of Actions Act 1958 to remove
limitations that apply to civil actions for damages for
child abuse.
This bill has been guided in no small part by survivors
of child abuse. I understand that many survivors spoke
for the first time about their abuse to the committee. I
have no doubt that that would have been a traumatic
and extraordinary experience, not only for them but
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also for the committee members who were involved. In
the first instance I would like to acknowledge the
survivors who made contributions to the inquiry. It
would have been a difficult process for them. We are
indebted to them for what they have done.
Members have mentioned the Family and Community
Development Committee, and I too would like to
acknowledge the incredible and significant work of this
committee in producing the Betrayal of Trust report.
With its detailed and considered recommendations, this
report will go a long way to helping us address this
issue and protect children from abuse in the future.
As well as hearing from survivors of child abuse, the
committee heard from experts such as psychologists
and people from the legal fraternity. The bipartisan
report recommends that the Victorian government
remove from the Limitation of Actions Act limitations
relating to child abuse, thereby removing a barrier
preventing many survivors from pursuing civil claims
for the abuse they suffered.
We do not know how many survivors of child abuse
there are, and we probably never will. There are many
reasons survivors of child abuse may elect not to report
their abuse, and there are probably many survivors who
will choose not to engage the civil court system or
commence legal proceedings. However, some survivors
will wish to have at least the option to have their time in
court. As things currently stand, that option does not
exist. If the limitation period has expired, they have no
option to commence proceedings against the
perpetrators of their abuse. As members highlighted
yesterday, the pain and suffering endured by victims
and survivors of child abuse does not end when the
limitation period ends.
The Betrayal of Trust report outlines why survivors
want the option to commence civil action. There is the
reason of financial compensation, but there are many
more non-financial and therapeutic reasons. They
include public affirmation of the wrong done to them,
gaining a sense of justice, achieving closure — which is
very important for abuse victims — receiving an
apology and also the wish to prevent this type of abuse
from happening in the future in the same kind of
setting.
This bill is about access to justice, which I think is a
good thing. Access to justice underpins what is
important to us: democracy, the rule of law and a strong
and decent society. In order to achieve access to justice
these abuse victims must be able to have their day in
court. Removing the limitations in child abuse cases
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will obviously improve that access for a good many
people.
Sadly we have seen numerous examples of
organisations utilising the Limitation of Actions Act to
prevent child abuse victims from coming forward. It is
reprehensible that perpetrators of child abuse and any
organisations where abuse took place are able to escape
liability simply because a certain length of time has
passed. The bill seeks to address this unfairness by
removing the limitation periods for personal injury
claims relating to child abuse.
While there are good and settled reasons for having
limitations, and these were ably set out by the High
Court in the case of Brisbane South Regional Health
Authority v. Taylor — relevant evidence may be lost
over time; it could be oppressive to a defendant; people
and business want certainty and matters resolved; and it
is in the public interest for matters to be resolved
quickly — these kinds of cases form a special type of
case, and the policy considerations strongly support the
removal of the limitation period. We have also heard
that the courts will still retain the inherent jurisdiction to
permanently stay or dismiss proceedings if they feel a
defendant will not receive a fair trial, so the bill gets the
balance right.
In closing, in lifting this barrier to civil claims by child
abuse victims we may well see more cases come before
the courts — although in Canada that has not been the
case — but that is not necessarily a bad thing and
should not deter us. On the contrary, as is mentioned in
the Betrayal of Trust report:
Court judgements provide a valuable and practically available
form of public condemnation for criminal child abuse, and
create a powerful incentive for organisations to change their
practices to prevent child abuse.

If this bill passes, Victoria will be the first jurisdiction
to remove time limits for claims by child abuse victims.
This will be a good day for Victorians but a particularly
good day for child abuse survivors. These children
should never have been abused. We owe them — and
there are many who are in their twilight years — the
opportunity to seek justice and closure.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It is a
pleasure to rise to make a brief contribution to the
debate on the Limitation of Actions Amendment (Child
Abuse) Bill 2015. I share the comments made by all
speakers before me on both sides of the house. As I
have said during debate on previous bills with regard to
the inquiry into the handling of child abuse by religious
and other non-government organisations, it is a clear
demonstration of the Parliament working at its best.
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When the six members of the Family and Community
Development Committee were advised we would be
undertaking an inquiry into child sexual abuse, we did
not know the gravity of the situation. We knew it was a
major issue in the Victorian and national communities,
but the path it led us down was immense. There were
18 months of inquiry, with 450 submissions, 305 of
which were public; 38 people who provided
submissions withheld their names, and 107 provided
confidential submissions. We engaged in 106 public
hearings in Melbourne, Bendigo, Ballarat and Geelong,
and 56 hearings were conducted in private. These
people told their story to someone in authority, and
many were telling their story for the first time, even
without their families knowing about the situation that
had befallen them. I recall a woman in her late 70s who
gave evidence in camera about the abuse she received
as a child, and she had not divulged that information to
anyone.
Out of the tragedy and devastation that was child abuse
in this state, out of the tragedy that governments of all
political persuasions had not put the necessary remedies
in place to prevent it from occurring and out of the
tragedy that government, non-government, Catholic
and school institutions did not put the necessary
actions, policies, procedures, checks and balances in
place to prevent it from occurring, we now have a
report and legislation before the house that goes some
small way to remedy the hurt, pain and anguish of those
who have been devastated by this appalling situation.
The tragedy we heard about in the evidence of many
people was that, by the time they had built up the
courage to speak to someone about their circumstances,
the system let them down again when they were
advised that, because they had come forward to issue a
civil procedure after an arbitrary nominal period, they
could not take legal action. That period did not reflect
the personal circumstances of those individuals; we
heard that on average it took about 23 years for people
to build up the courage to come forward and tell their
story. I recall one gentleman who said that when the
action had been perpetrated on him as a child he tried to
tell his family about what had occurred, but whether
they did not believe him, or whether they did not ask
the right questions, he decided to keep it to himself. It
was not until decades later that he built up the courage
to deal with the issue, and he would have been
prevented from pursuing his legal options with respect
to civil claims. It was self-evident to the committee on
the basis of the evidence put by experts and, more
importantly, by those who were the victims that
something seriously needed to be done in this area.
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The legislation before the house deals with
recommendation 26.3 of the report, which recommends
considering amendments to the Limitation of Actions
Act 1958. This is important legislation. In a small way
it will provide assistance to victims to remedy a terrible
situation. However, let us be under no illusion. I do not
think anyone would believe that passage of this
legislation and the fact they can issue civil procedures
will provide the solace that many victims need.
Many live with their anguish day in and day out, year
after year, decade after decade. Much work is needed to
be done individually and collectively in our society to
provide the necessary support to help these victims who
have suffered so much. This important piece of
legislation will afford these victims at least in a small
way some assistance to allow them to take necessary
actions. I am very proud of the recommendations in the
committee’s report — and I am sure I also speak for the
member for Broadmeadows in saying that.
When we set out to make our recommendations we
wanted them to cover the breadth of issues but we also
wanted a set of recommendations that any government
of any political persuasion in this Parliament could pick
up and implement. That is exactly what we see with this
bill. It is also what we saw with the Education and
Training Reform Amendment (Child Safe Schools) Bill
2015, which was debated in this house yesterday.
I believe this is very important legislation. It is
imperative that we have it implemented. Once it has
been implemented we need to ensure that victims are
aware that we have acted and that the Parliament of
Victoria has taken the necessary steps to afford them
the opportunity to undertake civil action if they wish. I
wish the bill a speedy passage.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SPENCE
(Yuroke).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING
AMENDMENT (HAIRDRESSING
REGISTRATION) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 February; motion of
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health).
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to contribute to this debate on the Public
Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Hairdressing
Registration) Bill 2015. The opposition will be
supporting the legislation before the house. The
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purpose of this bill is to require businesses that
exclusively carry out hairdressing or temporary
make-up application to register their premises with
local councils on a one-off basis, and it removes the
requirement for periodic registration renewal. The
Attorney-General was pleased to see the coalition’s
support for the bill. The coalition supports the bill
because it is similar to the bill that was introduced by
the coalition government — that is, the Public Health
and Wellbeing Amendment (Hairdressing Red Tape
Reduction) Bill 2014. As with a number of other bills,
we did not manage to pass that bill in the final few
weeks of the last Parliament. The bill before the house
replicates, with one amendment, the bill introduced in
the former Parliament.

On behalf of the house and, if I may, on behalf of the
Premier and the Leader of the Opposition, I thank Film
Victoria for this CD. The value that Neighbours has
brought to our state’s screen industry over 30 years is
simply immeasurable, and I congratulate the
Neighbours team past and present on this very
significant milestone. However, in accordance with the
rules concerning inappropriate material being in the
house, I will confiscate the item and donate it to a
worthy cause at the appropriate time.

Across Victoria there are 4000 businesses that
exclusively provide hairdressing services and
temporary make-up application. These businesses are
significant and are important to the Victorian economy.
Like so many small businesses, they are often run by
individuals and family members who have taken the
decision, once they have plied their trade and received
their qualification in hairdressing, to invest in their own
business by taking out the necessary loans from the
bank, leasing a property and ensuring that they have the
capacity to run their own small business. As the
coalition is firmly of the view that it supports small
business in this state, it is pleased to see a piece of
legislation that is working towards removing
unnecessary red tape for small business.

Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Industry. Can the
minister inform the house why Labor’s aviation and
aerospace plan, launched just a few weeks ago at
Avalon Airport, where hundreds of jobs are now at risk,
fails to mention Avalon Airport once?

Business interrupted under sessional orders.

NEIGHBOURS
The SPEAKER — Order! Before I call for
questions without notice, I can confirm today that I
have found my pen. In addition, I have found a CD that
has been placed on my seat. Allow me to indulge
myself for a minute. The member for Albert Park, who
is the Minister for Creative Industries, has seemingly
placed a present on my seat to remind me that today
marks the 30th anniversary of one of Victoria’s most
successful international exports — that is, Neighbours.
Over a period of 30 years Neighbours has become a
household name. It has employed around 25 000 cast
members, production crew and writers and helped
launch the careers of stars like Kylie Minogue, Jason
Donovan, Jesse Spencer, Delta Goodrem, Holly
Valance, Russell Crowe, Guy Pearce and Margot
Robbie, to name but a few. This 30th anniversary CD
includes songs featured on the show and recorded by
cast members.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Avalon Airport

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I
thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question.
The government understands full well the significance
of Avalon Airport to the region of Geelong and the
broader Victorian community. We built the airport; let
us not forget that. The other thing that is very important
is the fact that short-term deals do not do any favours
for any communities right across Victoria, let alone for
the future of Avalon Airport. The previous government
did a quick-fix dirty deal last year that is due to expire
in April this year with no long-term vision for the future
of Avalon. This government is committed to the future
of Avalon Airport.
Mr Eren interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minsiter for
Tourism and Major Events and Minister for Sport will
stay quiet.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — What we want to do and
what we have been doing assiduously, seriously and in
good faith is having negotiations with Jetstar and with
Avalon so that we can have a sustainable and long-term
future for Avalon for the benefit of Geelong and for the
benefit of the entire Victorian community — unlike the
opposition, which in the flurry of the weeks before the
election campaign — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now debating the question. I ask you to
bring her back to answering a very specific question
about a particular government policy document.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
696

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 18 March 2015

Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister is right: the question was about the aviation
industry policy, and the minister is doing a very good
job of outlining the government’s position and support
for the aviation industry, particularly around Avalon.
The minister is being entirely relevant to the question
that was asked by the opposition.

Ms D’AMBROSIO — This government will be
judged by its deeds and its actions. We have a plan to
grow jobs. We have a plan to grow investment and to
grow industries in this state, and we will not leave any
industries behind.

The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.

The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Niddrie. When the Speaker is on his feet, the member
for Niddrie will remain silent. Opposition members will
come to order.

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — Our
government has a plan to grow jobs and a plan to
support industry. We are not interested in deferring
problems. We are interested in sitting down with
businesses and industries in this state so we can work
collectively and in partnership to have a sustainable,
economically viable Avalon. That is what we are
interested in, unlike those on the other side, who simply
came up with a plan to defer the problem that we are
now confronted with.
This government will not be wasting any time. We are
having serious negotiations with Avalon and with
Jetstar, and we are now in the process of delivering not
just on our commitment to working through a solution
for Avalon, for Geelong and for Victoria but are also
getting on with the job of investing in our people and
our businesses and growing the jobs. That is what we
were elected to do, and we will get on with the job of
doing just that.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I ask the
minister: how could Jetstar possibly have confidence to
invest in Avalon Airport and save Victorian jobs when
Labor’s own aviation plan offers no future for
Victoria’s second major airport?
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I totally reject that. It is an
assertion from the Leader of the Opposition, and it is
absolutely wrong. This is from a party, now in
opposition, that has no plan whatsoever to grow
investment in jobs.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, if the
minister rejects the assertion that her own document
fails to mention Avalon, I am happy to table it for her
right now.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. Government members will come to order. I warn
the member for Footscray.

Honourable members interjecting.

Ms D’AMBROSIO — Our plan is clear. We will
not waste a single day in growing our industries. We
will develop in leadership and in partnership with
Avalon Airport, Jetstar and anyone else who is
interested in flying in and out of the airport to grow
Geelong and grow this economy. We will do that
because we have a plan and a vision, and we will
deliver just that.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Opposition members
will come to order! The minister has finished answering
her supplementary question.

Ministers statements: Ice Action Plan
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I rise to inform the
house that from today officers of the Department of
Health and Human Services will be contacting and
consulting in detail with regional and rural health
service providers to enable funding to commence from
1 July this year as part of the government’s landmark
effort to reduce the supply of, the demand for and the
terrible harm caused by the drug ice — crystal
methamphetamine — to so many families and so many
communities right across our state.
Ice is a drug that is ruining lives, and we must do more.
This was confirmed by a recent Sentencing Advisory
Council report which shows that ice was the most
common drug commercially trafficked in the past five
years. The Parliament, in a bipartisan way, worked
through this issue through a parliamentary committee,
and the government has wasted no time in meeting our
election commitment to have an ice action plan
delivered within 100 days of taking office.
This is a $45.5 million investment to make sure that
those who are in the clutches of this evil poison get the
support and the treatment they need and that families,
for the first time in a long time, get the support they
most certainly deserve. There is $18 million in new
funding exclusively for rural and regional communities
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for additional drug treatment. This is so very important,
and we will make sure that this money is available to
flow so that addicts, users and clients can get the care
and support they need from the very first day of the
new financial year.
We began work on this on day one of our term in
office, not simply on day one of the new financial year.
The minister and the officials of the department have
from today begun this important work so we can
provide ice users with the treatment they need and
families with the support they most certainly deserve.

Avalon Airport
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — My question is to
the Minister for Industry. With Labor claiming that its
newly released aviation plan is ‘a comprehensive guide
that highlights the credentials of Victorian aviation and
aerospace’, and noting that Avalon is a curfew-free,
international airport, I ask: will the minister now
withdraw this botched plan and fix it to include the
future of Avalon Airport?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — The
answer is quite simple. The opposition knows nothing
about manufacturing. It knows nothing about the needs
of the businesses here in Victoria. We have got
plans — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is answering the question simply by attacking
the opposition. The question was very narrow: is the
minister going to withdraw the document and include
some future for Avalon in it?
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister had hardly begun answering the
question. She is entitled to set the scene.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — Our government has a plan
to grow manufacturing in this state. Our government
has a plan to grow the six key industries in this state
where there is potential for growth, and we are getting
along with doing that. We have a $200 million fund,
which will be shared among six key industries,
including aviation, defence and the high-tech
manufacturing we have here in Victoria. Let me be very
clear: our agenda is there. We are backing it up with
deeds and actions, unlike the other side. All they cared
about during all those years — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
question of relevance, it was a very narrow question
relating to a particular document and whether the
minister will withdraw that document because it fails to
refer to Avalon Airport. I ask you to bring the minister
back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — Our commitment is to
Avalon. Our commitment is to all of aerospace. Our
commitment is to aviation. We have a plan. We rely on
deeds and actions and the promises and commitments
we made to the people of Victoria. We have backed up
those actions and plans with advocacy for defence jobs,
aviation and aerospace federally, unlike those on the
other side who did nothing for four years and then at
the end decided to do a quick fix cheque to Avalon to
get over the election hump. Our job is not that. Our job
is to put in serious negotiations, and that is what we are
doing. We will end up with a solution that will sustain
Avalon in a way that presents an opportunity for it to
have a sustainable future, unlike those on the other side
who are only interested in cheap shots and cheap tricks.
Supplementary question
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — Given the
minister’s newly released aviation plan highlights
facilities and infrastructure at airports in Sale and
Lavington, and Melbourne Airport, I ask: as the
minister launched this plan — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will come
to order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte is entitled to ask a question and he should
be heard in silence.
Mr R. SMITH — Given the minister’s newly
released aviation plan highlights facilities and
infrastructure at airports in Sale and Laverton, and
Melbourne Airport, I ask — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to the fact that the member’s time for
being able to ask the question has expired.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, it was
clear that the member was unable to complete his
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question because of the disruption from the other side
of the house that required the question to be re-asked. In
those circumstances it would be an affront to
democracy to not allow him to complete the asking of
his question and would make the running of this house
a mockery. I therefore ask you to allow the member to
complete the asking of his question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order. I uphold the point raised by the
manager of opposition business. However, I ask the
member for Warrandyte to very quickly come to asking
the question and government members to cooperate and
to allow him to do so.
Mr R. SMITH — As the minister launched this
plan at Avalon Airport, the same airport the document
fails to mention even once, I ask: did the minister even
bother to read it before she launched it?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) —
Speaker — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Tourism and Major Events and Minister for Sport will
remain silent. I warn him.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, it is
very clear that the minister is providing new
information to the house. The house has not had the
benefit of hearing this information from the minister. I
understand the Leader of the Opposition may follow
planning matters a bit more closely now than he did
previously; however, the minister should be allowed to
continue.
Mr Watt — On the point of order, Speaker, I do
note the Leader of the Opposition’s point of order and
also the contribution from leader of the — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will come
to the point of order immediately.
Mr Watt — The Leader of the House has clearly
stated that this is new information, but that is not in the
sessional orders. New information is not in the
sessional orders. New programs, new initiatives and
achievements are, but not new information.

Honourable members interjecting.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The opposition has asked
its question and will allow the minister to provide a
response to this house in silence.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — Yes.

Ministers statements: activity centre planning
zones
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I rise to
inform the house of new initiatives the government is
implementing to unlock potential growth opportunities
in our suburbs. I will soon be announcing new activity
centre zones for the Coburg, Moonee Ponds and
Sunshine activity centres. These one-stop zones will
integrate the different planning controls that currently
apply to these areas. Councils are crying out for the
zones because they allow proper activity planning in
our suburbs. This decision will unlock thousands of
jobs and hundreds of millions of dollars in
investment — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to the fact that these statements are meant
to be about new government business and that the
minister announced this on 4 March, and I ask: is this
constituting, two weeks later, new government
business?
Mr Eren interjected.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is providing
new information to the house. The minister is in order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook and the member for Warrandyte will not
provide advice to the Chair. I have ruled on the subject,
and members will stay quiet and allow the minister to
continue.
Mr WYNNE — Three new activity centres —
Coburg, Moonee Ponds and Sunshine — and this
decision will unlock thousands of jobs and hundreds of
millions of dollars of investment to help Melbourne’s
growth centres flourish, where people can work and
shop — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr WYNNE — It is sensible.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Minister for
Planning. When the Speaker is on his feet, the minister
will resume his seat quietly. I also warn the Leader of
the Opposition and the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition that the minister is entitled to be heard in
silence.
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Mr WYNNE — Land in these suburbs that has been
vacant or underused can now reach its full potential —
for example, land in the Epping activity centre, in the
member for Thomastown’s area, will now be released.
Currently some of this land has been used for a go-kart
track. There will now be an opportunity for a 240-bed
nursing home for the northern suburbs of Melbourne,
and that is a fantastic outcome. These new zones went
through a formal consultation process. An independent
panel recommended that they go ahead. Some councils
have been waiting for more than two years for a
signature on this. Where were you? Where was the
former Minister for Planning?
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will direct
his remarks through the Chair.
Mr WYNNE — For two years he did nothing.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
his seat. I warn the minister again. The minister knows
that he must speak through the Chair.

Minister for Sport
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Minister for Sport. Yesterday the minister insisted
his relationship with Sam Greco is simply as a
stakeholder, yet yesterday morning cage fighting
organiser Allstar MMA posted on the minister’s
Instagram page ‘ Sam Greco and I will take you up on
that Geelong dinner sooner rather than later’. The same
Sam Greco was on radio yesterday claiming to be the
minister’s personal friend. I ask: why did the minister
mislead Victorians when he claimed his relationship
with Sam Greco was no more than as a stakeholder?
Mr EREN (Minister for Sport) — I thank the
member for his question. I reject the premise of the
question that I misled the house. There were a number
of questions the member asked yesterday, and I
sufficiently answered all of those questions.
Mr Pesutto interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Hawthorn.
Mr EREN — I remain true to our policy of making
mixed martial arts safer for the Victorian community.
As I indicated yesterday, we have had a number of
stakeholder consultations in relation to this very
important policy.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr EREN — I am not going to yell; if opposition
members want to listen to the answer, they can listen in
silence.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
continue, or I will sit him down.
Mr EREN — As I have indicated, we made a
commitment leading up to the last election on this very
important policy. We honoured that commitment
recently, and we will honour all of our commitments as
we have indicated. So I reject the insinuations and the
premise of the question asked by the member. I
reiterate that on all accounts in relation to the promises
we made leading up to the last election, we are
committing to them.
Unlike opposition members, who did not even know
that mixed martial arts was a legal sport in this state and
who put their heads in the sand in relation to this policy
and denied all of those people who practise this very
important sport and all of those people who are
involved in this industry, we actually listen to the
Victorian population.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the question was very narrow about
the minister’s relationship with Sam Greco and was not
about mixed martial arts.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister has already addressed the issue that the
member — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Allan — Lectures on probity from you — —?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will continue making her point of order and will speak
through the Chair or I will sit her down.
Ms Allan — Speaker, the minister has answered and
is in the process of answering the question. I suggest
that he be allowed to continue to do so.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, it was
not a question about the government’s policy on cage
fighting; it was a question about the integrity of the
minister. Therefore I ask you to bring the minister back
to answering the question that was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard sufficient
on the point of order. I uphold the point of order made
by the manager of opposition business, and I ask the
minister to come back to answering the question.
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Mr EREN — I answered the question at the outset
by rejecting the premise of the question. As I have
indicated, I reject the premise of the question. As far as
the questions that are being asked are concerned, the
opposition is obviously trying to insinuate that
something untoward has happened.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister to continue
and to conclude his answer.
Mr EREN — I say again that I reject the premise of
the question. I think it was on public radio
yesterday — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
continue or I will sit him down.
Mr EREN — Mr Greco himself mentioned on
3AW that he met me for the first time last year in
relation to the stakeholder consultations that we had.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has
concluded his answer.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer
to sessional order 11(2). In accordance with the ruling
you made during the minister’s contribution, in the
sessional orders the Parliament gives you the power to
determine that the answer is not relevant or responsive
to the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr R. Smith — In accordance with the ruling that
you made during the minister’s contribution, and
bearing in mind that in the final seconds he had after
you made that ruling he did not lend any more clarity to
the question, I ask that under the sessional orders you
ask the minister to provide a written response to the
member by tomorrow.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
member for Warrandyte clearly did not listen to the
question asked by the Leader of The Nationals. Despite
the preamble by the Leader of The Nationals, the
substance of the question was why did the minister
mislead Victorians, and the minister answered it in his
opening comment when he said he rejected that
assertion.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, the test
under sessional order 11(2) is whether or not the answer
was responsive to the question. The question related to
the minister’s relationship with Sam Greco, so simply
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saying that he rejects the premise of the question is not
a response to the question.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker —
hopefully in conclusion to debate on this point of
order — the minister could not more clearly have
answered the question that was put. In his opening
words he addressed the substance of the question. There
is no need for it to be followed up, as has been
requested by the member for Warrandyte.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte raised his point of order and other members
responded, including the Leader of the House and
manager of opposition business. Is there any other
member who wishes to contribute on the point of
order? The answer is no, therefore I will rule. The
minister was responsive. Consequently, I do not uphold
the point of order raised by the member for
Warrandyte.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Noting that Allstar
MMA accepted the minister’s dinner invitation to them
and to Sam Greco over Instagram yesterday
morning — a message then deleted during question
time yesterday — I ask the minister: if there is nothing
to hide, why was the message deleted?
Mr EREN (Minister for Sport) — I thank the
member for his question yet again. Clearly the member
has a lot of time to check social media pages, and he
needs to probably concentrate on some of the work he
needs to do in this place instead of looking through
social media. But I have no idea in relation to what was
on the social media site, who deleted it or why.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The opposition will
come to order. The minister has concluded his answer.

Ministers statements: teacher performance and
development
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — When
we look to the best education systems in the world, we
see that they all have a single common feature: they
empower their teaching workforce with professionalism
and trust. No education system in the world has
progressed without a strong rapport between the
government and its teachers and principals. They are
not my words; they are the words of Professor Michael
Fullan, one of the architects of Ontario’s education
reforms. Systems like Ontario’s do not say the word
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‘trust’ and then act with treachery and deceit. ‘The best
paid teachers in Australia’ — remember that promise?
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 7, requiring that
ministers statements must relate to new government
initiatives, projects and achievements. While the
minister is entitled to set the scene for a statement, he
has not yet come to any indication of a new government
initiative or achievement, and I ask you to bring him
back to the requirements of the sessional order.
Mr MERLINO — On the point of order, Speaker,
this matter does relate to a new initiative from the
government. We are not going ahead with performance
pay. We are not going ahead with reducing teachers to a
single number — —
The SPEAKER — Order! That is not an
appropriate point. The Deputy Premier will resume his
seat now. On the point of order, the Deputy Premier is
entitled to set the scene in passing. I therefore ask the
Deputy Premier to come back to making his ministers
statement.
Mr MERLINO — Good education systems enact
that trust, and they back up their words with actions.
One of our new initiatives in government is to change
the performance and development system for our
teachers and principals. These changes we have made
restore trust and respect to the way teachers’ work is
assessed. We have made these changes because we
trust their professionalism and respect their work.
Assessments will now be based on professional
judgement. The previous government would have had
teachers’ work reduced to a simple numerical rating —
a single number on a 1 to 4 scale. Those opposite would
have taken the totality of a teacher’s work throughout
the year — the way they encouraged the students to put
in extra effort, the way they stayed late to ensure that
everyone got home from the concert, the time they
came into work 2 hours early on the day of a physics
exam to help their students — and narrowed it down to
a 3 or a 2 or a 21⁄2 — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, it is
clear that these ministers statements are still a farce.
The fact of the matter is that if the minister wants to talk
about the opposition and claim that he is setting the
scene, he cannot be setting the scene in the last
20 seconds of his contribution.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr MERLINO — We knew, and teachers
knew — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member for Frankston just made a threatening gesture
to me across the chamber. It is not the first time that he
has done so, and I ask him to withdraw.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton
will come to order. I warn the member for Mordialloc.
The member for Warrandyte will come to order.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
member for Warrandyte has raised what potentially is a
serious matter. I suggest that in the robustness of this
chamber that this may be a matter best dealt with at the
conclusion of question time rather than through its
course, because unfortunately the member for
Warrandyte has form when it comes to making false
allegations and making things up with his behaviour
and antics. I suggest very strongly, Speaker, that we
cannot take him at his word and that there may be an
opportunity to talk with the members who were
involved in this matter and take some counsel privately
after question time.
Mr Andrews — On the point of order, Speaker, I
find it odd that the member for Warrandyte has talked
about gesturing. He has just been pointing across at me
and other members at the table. He has been gesturing
in his usual rather agitated, angry way. I ask you to treat
this with the seriousness it deserves, which is not very
much at all. This is a cheap political stunt from the
member for Warrandyte.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, there is
a clear distinction between people making gestures in
terms of pointing in particular directions and people
making threatening signs. May I suggest, Speaker, that
if it is technically possible, you might review the
footage of what occurred in the chamber and then make
a ruling on the matter?
Ms Thomson — On the point of order, Speaker,
there was no threatening gesture — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will be
heard in silence, but the member will make the point of
order.
Ms Thomson — An allegation has been made, and
a question raised about withdrawing a gesture that did
not occur. It would be far better in this instance if you,
as Speaker, were to speak to both members concerned
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at the conclusion of question time to ascertain what
actually did or did not occur, because we on this side
are very confident of and can actually see what is
occurring. I suggest that the best way to resolve this
would be to have a private conversation with the
members concerned.
The SPEAKER — Order! On the point of order, the
matter can be resolved very simply. I ask the member
for Frankston has he made any gestures that other
members may consider offensive? If so, he will
apologise.
Mr Edbrooke — Certainly not, Speaker.
The SPEAKER — Order! Similarly I ask the
member for Warrandyte: given the Premier’s comments
on the point of order, has the member made any
gestures that may constitute — —
Mr R. Smith — No.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There are two aspects to
the point of order, one relating to the member for
Frankston and the other relating to the member for
Warrandyte. I will take the matter on notice, review the
it and come back to the house.
Mr MERLINO — The four-point scale was their
trigger for their performance A — their obsession. We
are not going to do it, because it does not work.

Minister for Sport
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Minister for Sport. Yesterday on 3AW radio the
minister said Sam Greco of Allstar MMA was not a
friend, yet Mr Greco insisted the minister was his
personal friend. I ask the minister: given that he
personally invited him to dinner, who is telling the
truth — the minister or Sam Greco?
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radio said that Mr Greco was not a friend. The other
aspect of the premise was that Mr Greco insisted the
minister was a personal friend. I do not believe that in
saying he rejects the premise of the question the
minister is responding to either limb of the question. I
therefore ask you to rule that his answer is not
responsive.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister was being entirely relevant to the question. He
responded immediately, promptly and efficiently to the
question that was asked. No matter how many arms the
member may be grasping for, the minister was pretty
direct in answering the question that was asked, and
that is in accordance with sessional order 11(2).
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’Brien — On the point of order raised by
the manager of opposition business, Speaker, it is not
an appropriate or substantive response to a question to
simply say you reject the premise of the question. The
question quoted Mr Greco. Unless the minister — —
The SPEAKER — Order! And the point of order?
The member will come to the point of order.
Mr M. O’Brien — Unless the minister is saying
that he did not say those words, or Mr Greco did not
say those words, he has not responded — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern will resume his seat. If there are no further
points of order, I rule that the minister was in order and
was responsive.
Mr Battin interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Gembrook

Mr EREN (Minister for Sport) — I thank the
member for his question. Again I reject the premise of
the question. I have answered the question on a number
of occasions. I just hope the member listens. I reject the
premise of the question.

The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, I ask the honourable member for Gembrook
to vacate the chamber for 30 minutes. The member
should not reflect on the rulings of the Chair, and he
should withdraw silently.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has
concluded answering the question.

Honourable member for Gembrook withdrew from
chamber.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, pursuant
to sessional order 11(2), I ask you to rule that the
answer was not responsive to the question. In this
particular case there were two aspects to the premise of
the question. One was whether the minister on 3AW
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The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The minister was responsive. The minister has
concluded his answer.

Ministers statements: local government rates

Questions and statements resumed.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I ask the minister
why he is being so evasive about the government’s
special relationship with these companies and his
personal friendship with Mr Greco.
Mr EREN (Minister for Sport) — I thank the
member for his question. What I am saying is that I
have answered this question on a number of different
levels, yesterday and today. I reject the premise of the
question, and the member is totally wrong in all — —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance again, just rejecting a direct question
is not an answer to a question, and I ask you to bring
the minister back to answering the question. If the
minister cannot do that, I request that the Speaker get a
written response from the minister to these two
questions.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister has already indicated to the house that the
substance of the question that was asked is wrong. The
minister has answered the question, that is pretty clear,
and it is totally in accordance with sessional
order 11(2).
Mr Watt — On the point of order, Speaker, if it is to
be your ruling that a minister can just on any question
say, ‘I reject the question’, then what is the purpose of
having question time?
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker,
maybe this is about the Leader of The Nationals
needing some training on how he writes his questions.
When the question itself is — —
Mr Guy interjected.
Mr Pakula — Says the Viceroy of Ventnor!
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come back to order and the
Attorney-General will not engage him; he will speak
through the Chair.
Mr Pakula — When the Leader of The Nationals’s
question is simply, ‘Why are you being evasive?’, and
the answer is, ‘You are wrong’, the question has been
answered.

Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — I rise to inform the house of a new
government initiative. Since the last parliamentary
sitting, the Minister for Finance and I announced the
terms of reference for the Essential Services
Commission to undertake a consultative process with
councils and ratepayers around our government’s fair
go rate system.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HUTCHINS — Those opposite did nothing
over the past few years while council rates increased at
twice the level of inflation. In particular, there were
some councils around the state that took advantage of
the blind eye that was turned by those opposite.
Banyule City Council increased its rates and charges
10 per cent in the year 2012–13 and 13 per cent in the
year 2013–14; and Casey City Council increased rates
by 10 per cent, 9 per cent and 9 per cent over three
years. It is just not fair on Victorian ratepayers.
We care about how the actions of government — all
levels of government — impact on the day-to-day lives
of Victorians. Let me remind the house that after
mortgage repayments, rate notices are the biggest bill
that a household receives.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention again to the requirements of sessional
order 7 about informing the house of new government
initiatives, projects and achievements. The minister
now has 25 seconds remaining of her 2 minutes. She
has not yet embarked on informing the house about a
new government initiative, project or achievement, and
I ask you to direct her to comply with sessional order 7.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, from
the outset the minister complied totally with sessional
order 7 by telling the house about the terms of reference
that have been referred to the Essential Services
Commission and has been providing important material
that supports the work she is doing. That is entirely in
accordance with sessional order 7. It is very strange to
see the opposition continue to oppose sessional orders
that are about reforming this Parliament to make the
government more accountable, which the opposition
clearly does not support.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will come
back to making her statement.
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Ms HUTCHINS — Ratepayers, the community and
the Herald Sun have given this policy a pass, and those
opposite should do the same. We are taking a stand on
behalf of ratepayers — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I apologise to the
minister; the minister should resume her seat. I
understand photographs are being taken from the
gallery. That is not allowed, and I ask the attendants to
look into it immediately. The minister to continue.
Ms HUTCHINS — We are dealing with the
situation of the rate rises that were allowed to flourish
in the last few years. We are getting on with the job.
We are consulting. We have our doors open.

Cage fighting
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to his
confirmation to the media yesterday that he has only
met with the cage fighting industry once, specifically
the company Ultimate Fighting Championship, yet I
note that on 19 December 2013 the company Allstar
MMA posted on social media that it was honoured to
be invited to Parliament to meet with Daniel Andrews
and John Eren. I ask: how many other meetings with
the cage fighting industry has the Premier failed to
disclose?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition, and I note at the outset that he is at best
confused about these matters.
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition asked the question. He will allow the
Premier to continue.
Mr ANDREWS — I indicated yesterday, conscious
of my obligation to be accurate, that we would do a
thorough search of my records. That has happened, and
I am advised that that thorough search indicates that I
met twice with representatives of Ultimate Fighting
Championship (UFC).
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Does the Leader of the
Opposition want an answer or not?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr ANDREWS — Does he want an answer or not?
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr ANDREWS — Twice I met representatives of
UFC: once in 2012, once in 2013. Another individual
also claims to have met with me. There is no record of
such a meeting, but I take him at his word. I would
inform the Leader of the Opposition that the two
meetings which are recorded in my diary and which I
have just spoken about were set up, and I think may
well have been attended, by none other than Bill
Forwood, a former leader of the Liberal Party in the
other place who acts for UFC.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — The Leader of the Opposition is
confused, and this clears the matter up.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — In
accordance with the current government’s code of
conduct for ministers and indeed the Premier, were
departmental officials present at the meetings, were
notes taken, and will the Premier now make them
public?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have not yet called on
the Premier. The Premier will resume his seat.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have warned the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events and Minister
for Sport sufficient times today. Government members
will come to order and allow the Premier — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
and the opposition, including the Leader of the
Opposition, will allow the Premier to respond to the
question that the Leader of the Opposition asked.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — On the last Saturday
in November 2010 an election was held and that
side — that is, the now opposition — won the election.
In 2012 and 2013 this government had not been formed
yet. The notion of having departmental officials attend
meetings while in opposition suggests the current
Leader of the Opposition is fundamentally confused.
The coalition won the election in — —
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Honourable members interjecting.

705

very sobering. What they show is another mess and
another long list of failure and abandonment.

Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Kororoit
The SPEAKER — Order! Again I put to the house
that when the Chair is on his feet members of the
government and opposition will remain silent. Under
standing order 124, I ask the honourable member for
Kororoit to withdraw from the chamber for the period
of half an hour. The member for Kororoit did interject
when I was on my feet, and she will leave the chamber
now silently.
Honourable member for Kororoit withdrew from
chamber.
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Cage fighting
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Again let me make it
very clear to the Leader of the Opposition. He is
fundamentally confused. We were not in government in
2012 or 2013. That is when the meetings occurred. The
notion that we had departmental officials there is
patently absurd.
The SPEAKER — Order! I apologise to the
Premier. The Premier’s time has expired.
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, given
that we have learnt today in question time about the
new suburbs of Lavington and Ontario, I wonder if I
can table the government’s aviation and aerospace
documents so the Minister for Industry can find out
where Laverton is — and Avalon.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Is leave granted? Leave
is not granted.

Ministers statements: budget management
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I wish to inform the
house of action I have undertaken to seek advice from
ministers asking them to identify urgent and recurring
shortfalls left by the previous government. These
include lapsing programs, and I can inform the house
that the responses that I have received are bleak and

To give an illustration of these, they include unmet
demand in child protection; enterprise bargaining
agreements entered into but not funded; homeless
action innovation projects focusing on older people and
women and children at risk of family violence; work
and learning centres for the long-term unemployed;
community-based HIV testing services; successful
intensive bail supervision programs for youth justice
clients; and springboard programs for kids leaving care,
which help them transition into adulthood.
My personal favourite is the fact that the previous
government offered what was called a winter package.
A winter package is not recurrent funding but basically
a sugar hit a government puts in place just to get past an
election. This left a $60 million black hole in our health
system and jeopardised federal health funding after the
election.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, sessional
order 7 does not mention anything about the previous
government or the opposition. It is about the current
government; it is about new government initiatives. The
Treasurer is clearly not talking about new government
initiatives when he is referring to previous government
activities.
Mr PALLAS — On the point of order, Speaker, I
would say that this is a new government initiative. This
is a new government initiative that I like to call finding
and fixing coalition black holes in our budget position.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is definitely not an
appropriate response to a point of order. I uphold the
member for Burwood’s point of order. I ask the
Treasurer to come back to making his ministers
statement.
Mr PALLAS — The current government is about
fixing and identifying the shortfalls, but it is also in the
process of making substantial contributions to rescue
our ailing health system, with $200 million to help
bring our hospitals back from the brink. Of course the
fact that the previous government liked to build prisons
but not populate them required action from the
government, with $166 million in order to ensure that.
We are about fixing the black holes of those opposite.
We are about responsible budget management.
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CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS

Dandenong electorate

Box Hill electorate

Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (Question 106)
My constituency question is for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. I ask the minister to provide some
information about options to improve pedestrian safety
along the section of Princes Highway where
Dandenong High School is located. Two years ago
13-year-old Dandenong High School student Shaye
Kosky was killed at this site when she was hit by a car.
Her mum, Stacey, has been campaigning for a
reduction in speed limit from 80 kilometres an hour to
60 kilometres an hour ever since. I drive this section of
road most days, and given its proximity to the school on
one side and Hemmings Park on the other it is quite
common to see young people making a dash across the
road. I understand there were about 20 casualty
accidents at the site between 2008 and 2012. To add to
the confusion, the speed limit is 60 kilometres an hour
in one direction but 80 kilometres an hour in the other.
Stacey and her supporters in my community have been
pushing for consistency. I look forward to getting an
outline of available options to rectify this issue so we
can avoid any further tragedies at this site in the future.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — (Question 103) I raise
with the Minister for Education the needs of Box Hill
High School, and in particular I ask the minister
whether he will fund a performing arts centre and
works to upgrade and enhance existing buildings at Box
Hill High School in accordance with the commitment
that was given by the coalition government.

Macedon electorate
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — (Question 104) My
question is for the Minister for Public Transport. One of
my constituents, Mrs Betty Barned, a remarkable
woman in her mid-80s, led a vigorous community
campaign over two years for a weekday community bus
service to ensure access to medical services, the library,
the train station and other services for the many
Woodend residents who either do not own a car or who
can no longer drive. The minister will not be surprised
to learn that the former coalition government was
unresponsive to the needs of the Woodend community.
In contrast, however, it was a great day in November
last year when the then shadow minister made a
commitment to the people of Woodend to deliver a
community bus service. The information I seek from
the minister is an update on the implementation of this
important commitment.

Mildura electorate
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — (Question 105) My
question is to the Minister for Planning on behalf of
Mr John Nicholson, Mr Laurie Jaensch and
Mr and Mrs Wisneske of Mildura. I ask for information
on options, including a policy determination or an
amendment to the planning scheme, from the minister
with regard to clause 52.23 of the Victoria Planning
Provisions. This clause relates to shared
accommodation which is being utilised by backpacker
hostel operators to bypass local government planning
schemes. In doing so, this removes the opportunity for
neighbours to object to the proposed backpacker
accommodation and to be involved in a process that
may see the hostel go ahead or not go ahead, and, if it
does, conditions applied. It is the belief of the affected
constituents that the use of clause 52.23 is denying
them their democratic rights that have been established
under local government planning schemes. If left
unclarified, clause 52.23 will be extensively used for all
types of accommodation.

Evelyn electorate
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — (Question 107) My
request is to the Minister for Health. I ask on behalf of
my constituency that the minister advocates to the
Premier for the government to provide funding from the
government’s Ice Action Plan to Life Education
Victoria to enable it to expand its excellent and proven
programs into more schools, thereby ensuring that more
children are educated about drugs and health. Life
Education Victoria works in prevention to increase
resilience and health awareness.
Government funding in Victoria at the moment is
through the education department budget and has been
gradually decreasing to $357 000 per annum. This is in
comparison to New South Wales, which provides
$2.1 million, and Queensland, which provides
$1.5 million. Both those states provide funding through
their state health budgets. We all know that money
spent on prevention is far more cost-effective than
money spent on a cure.
On behalf of my constituents I ask the minister and the
government to increase their support for the vision of
Life Education Victoria, a vision statement that says
that the organisation wants to ensure education for
generations of healthy young Australians so they can
live to their full potential.
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Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) —
(Question 108) My question is to the Minister for
Education, and it concerns parking at Berwick Fields
Primary School. It is a fantastic local school with over
1000 students, and it continues to grow. This is causing
significant difficulties for parents attempting to pick up
and drop off their children. In fact there have already
been two car accidents at the school since the start of
the school year. One was so serious that a car was
written off. Parents have told me that there is simply
not enough parking and that the available space is too
small. Many parents are now parking on nature strips,
private driveways, in the designated drop-off zone or in
the nearby church car park. Unfortunately many are
now being fined by the City of Casey, putting further
pressure on already stressed family budgets. There is
also significant confusion between parents, the school
and the council about parking restrictions.
We need someone to take responsibility to find a
solution. Who will it be — the Department of
Education and Training, VicRoads or the local council?
Something needs to be done. I know this is happening
at schools right across my electorate, and local families
have had enough. I ask the minister to provide an
update on what steps the Andrews Labor government is
taking to address parking issues at schools like Berwick
Fields Primary School.

Prahran electorate
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — (Question 109) My
question is to the Minister for Mental Health. The
Prahran Mission drop-in centre in Chapel Street,
Prahran, was forced to close after the previous
government cut funding to non-clinical
community-based mental health services. This closure
has affected Prahran’s most vulnerable residents
experiencing mental health issues. Many residents, as
well as former clients, have raised this issue with me,
stressing the important and beneficial role the Prahran
Mission drop-in centre plays in our community by
assisting those experiencing mental health issues. Is the
government’s $400 000 commitment to Prahran
Mission specifically for the re-opening of the
purpose-built drop-in centre in Chapel Street, Prahran?

Eltham electorate
Ms WARD (Eltham) — (Question 110) My
question is to the Minister for Education. Bullying in
any form is unacceptable. Ahead of the fifth annual
National Day of Action against Bullying and Violence
this Friday, can the minister provide an update on what
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support services are available to schools in my
electorate for dealing with bullying and indicate why it
is so important that the minister chairs a round table
discussion with local students in my election about this
critical issue?

Brighton electorate
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — (Question 111) My
question is also for the Minister for Education. I ask the
minister if he will guarantee that the $10 million Labor
committed to Elwood College, now in my electorate,
will be allocated in the 2015–16 budget. I refresh the
minister’s mind. He went to Elwood College and issued
a statement on 10 September 2014 in which he said:
This major new investment will give students state-of-the-art
learning facilities so that the school can continue to provide a
first-rate education.

On the same day his colleague, the Minister for
Creative Industries, verbally advised the school that that
money would be given in the upcoming budget in year
one. Obviously the school was very excited about this. I
ask the minister to guarantee that much-needed funding
which he admitted is urgently needed at the school.

Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (Question 112) My
question is to the Minister for Emergency Services. The
Yan Yean electorate is served by hundreds of Country
Fire Authority volunteers who work tirelessly to keep
our communities safe from fire and other emergencies.
I ask the minister to outline what the Andrews
government is doing to tackle the cruel and unnecessary
cuts that were made to the Country Fire Authority by
the Napthine government and to provide any further
information regarding the Labor government’s
commitment to build much-needed new fire stations at
Plenty and Wattle Glen.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Former government performance
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! On behalf of
the Speaker I have accepted a statement from the
member for Monbulk proposing the following matter of
public importance for discussion:
That this house condemns the former coalition government
for four wasted years in office, where it squandered the
economic opportunity provided to it by a strong AAA
credit-rated Victorian economy, broke key election promises
and presided over the most dysfunctional and chaotic
government in Victorian political history.
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Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — Let us
just recap for a moment. On 1 December 2014 Andrew
Bolt, usually one of the former government’s biggest
champions, wrote a damning review of its election
defeat:

did absolutely nothing. They refused to implement local
content requirements — that is, to require the use of
Australian steel — on the $1.6 billion Webb Dock
expansion project, losing an opportunity for Victorian
businesses and workers to benefit.

… the Victorian Liberals came to power with unemployment
at 4.9 per cent. It’s now 6.8 per cent, and growth dangerously
weak.

Their broken promises continued. Let us go back to the
previous election. In 2010 those opposite promised not
to sack any public sector workers. What did they then
do? They went on to sack over 4100 such workers,
causing havoc and uncertainty in the public service.

It really is the economy, stupid.
…
Yet what did the Victorian Liberals do? For the first two years
almost nothing.

The Institute of Public Affairs, a proudly right-wing
think tank, summed up the defeat:
It was because Labor had policies that were more relevant to
more people — and Labor communicated the benefits of
those policies more effectively.

The criticism did not stop there. On 29 January the
president of the Victorian Young Liberals spoke out
against the former government, articulating the
disappointment felt by the very people who will be the
future of their party:
… there was no clear narrative of what they wanted to
achieve — it was just spend, spend, spend and hope that that
would win a vote. And it didn’t. That was clear for quite some
time before the election, yet they just kept going and kept
pursuing that same agenda.

The previous government was abandoned by its support
base because of bad decisions, bad governance and a
legacy of four years of neglect of our key services.
Education, health and employment all suffered under
those opposite. Theirs was a government of cuts,
underfunding, broken promises and disappointment. On
29 November the Victorian public made the decision to
make those opposite the first one-term government in
Victoria since the 1950s.
The statistics speak for themselves. Under the watch of
those opposite youth unemployment hit a 15-year high,
sitting at 21.1 per cent for 15 to 19-year-olds, and was
the worst in the former Premier’s electorate of
South-West Coast, averaging 18 per cent in the
12 months prior to July 2014. The former government
did nothing to stem the flood of jobs leaving Victoria. It
abandoned Ford, Holden and Toyota, putting at risk up
to 100 000 direct and indirect jobs. In Geelong it
oversaw the exit of thousands of skilled jobs with the
closures of and cuts to major employers like Ford,
Alcoa, Qantas, Boral, Target and Shell.

Those opposite will argue that their cuts were
responsible budget management. I would argue that the
facts speak louder than the rhetoric of the Liberal Party.
In 2010 the pre-election budget update showed
Victoria’s net debt to be $8 billion. In November 2014
it revealed a debt burden of $21.2 billion, projected to
increase to $23 billion, and there is nothing to show for
it. Coalition members are good at lecturing other people
about debt but hopeless at managing it themselves.
I quote from the executive director of the Australian
Taxpayers Alliance, Tim Andrews, who served two
terms as the federal president of the Australian Liberal
Students Federation. He is a fellow traveller of those
opposite. He said:
… the Victorian Liberal government has destroyed any shred
of fiscal credibility they may have had — and this isn’t even
mentioning their extreme nanny state efforts to reduce choice
and micromanage peoples’ lives.

I point out that it was Labor that maintained the AAA
stable credit rating for 11 years in office — each and
every year, each and every budget. The Andrews Labor
government is equally committed to keeping that AAA
credit rating.
Unlike those opposite, this government knows how to
responsibly manage debt. We will manage the budget
in the interests of Victorians. The previous government
cut services, increased taxes and still managed to triple
the state’s debt burden. It was quite an achievement. In
contrast, from 1999 to 2010 Labor delivered an average
surplus in the order of $1 billion.
I repeat the Andrew Bolt quote with which I started:
Yet what did the Victorian Liberals do? For the first two years
almost nothing.

There was a flick of a switch at about the two-year
mark when the coalition knifed former Premier Ted
Baillieu in the back and installed a new Premier.
Honourable members interjecting.

Unemployment grew by 68 000 under the coalition
government. What did those opposite do about it? They
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Mr MERLINO — I think the Leader of The
Nationals has a few more to be worried about.

439 hours per day, which was up from 234 hours per
day in 2009–10.

After two years of stagnant government what did those
opposite do? In utter desperation they gave us the
east–west link. It was a project they did not commit to
in the 2010 election. It was a project the Victorian
public did not want. It was a project they said they were
not going to build — that was the comment of the
shadow Minister for Public Transport in the lead-up to
the 2010 election. His tune changed a couple of years
later. It was a project that would have lost 55 cents for
every wasted dollar of investment. It was a project that
according to the former government’s own analysis
would have made traffic worse on the Eastern Freeway,
on the Tullamarine Freeway and on Hoddle Street and
could only be paid for if we tolled the Eastern Freeway,
tolled the Tullamarine Freeway and tolled the M1 —
that was the coalition government’s solution.

Let us be clear about this: at a time when the
government should have been supporting its frontline
service workers, investing in our health system and
supporting our ambulance paramedics, what did it do?
The member for South-West Coast, the former Premier,
and David Davis from the other place, the former
Minister for Health, went to war on Ambulance
Victoria paramedics and refused to negotiate with them.
It was a war that lasted two years while people were
dying waiting for an ambulance. The coalition
government promised 800 new hospital beds but
delivered only 43 new beds.

I turn now to the provision of services. What is the role
of a state government? What is its reason for being? It
is about the provision of services. It is about the
provision of our health services, our ambulances, our
schools, our police force, the Country Fire Authority
and the Metropolitan Fire Brigade. It is about services;
that is the reason for being of state government. I will
point out some of the damning facts about the previous
government’s impact on services.
Let us start with health care. Over the four years of the
Liberal-Nationals government $1 billion was cut from
health. As it is with education, budget cuts of this size
cannot occur without ramifications. Eight hundred and
forty people died while waiting for surgery in 2013,
which was 246 more lives lost than in 2010. We are
talking about lives lost to the giggling members
opposite. There were 246 more lives lost in 2013 than
in 2010. In 2013–14 almost half a million Victorians —
one in three — waited more than 4 hours in emergency
departments for treatment. The proportion of category 2
elective surgery patients waiting longer than the 90-day
deadline increased to 35 per cent.
Our healthcare system should be something that
Victorians could rely on. Instead we have some of the
worst response times in the country. In 2013–14, 1 in
10 ambulances took more than 22 minutes to arrive at
code 1 emergency scenes, which is well above the
15-minute target, making Victoria the worst on the
mainland. In Melbourne the time in which 50 per cent
of ambulances responded to code 1 emergencies was
almost 11 minutes, which is the worst in the country. In
2012–13 patients waited to be transferred from the back
of an ambulance on average an aggregated total of

In my own portfolio of education the former
government continued its rampant disregard of the
services Victorians deserve. Victorian schools
experienced cut after cut under those opposite.
Victoria’s education system went backwards under the
coalition. We know all about those cuts: $1 billion was
cut from the education department, and the figure is
doubled when you include cuts to TAFE; funding for
Victorian certificate of applied learning (VCAL)
coordination was cut by $48 million; capital spending
on school infrastructure fell by half; the $300 School
Start bonus that helped 100 000 families to purchase
school clothes, textbooks and other items for prep to
year 7 children was scrapped; and the former
government scrapped the education maintenance
allowance (EMA), which was a program that helped
over 200 000 struggling families across the state. I
mentioned the cuts to TAFE. As I have said before, the
cuts to education under the coalition government
targeted the families that could least afford it. VCAL
coordination, TAFE, the EMA and School Start
bonuses provided funds for and were programs that
supported our most vulnerable families.
All through their period in government those opposite
cut funding to health and education, they tripled our
state debt and they were in utter chaos. Who could
forget the preselected Liberal Party member, the former
member for Frankston? The coalition government was
absolutely held to ransom by the former member for
Frankston. Who could forget the disgraceful
undermining of the independent office of the police
commissioner by Tristan Weston? The undermining of
the independent office of the police commissioner took
place in the heart of the former government, in the
office of the former Deputy Premier himself, the former
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. That is
where the undermining of the independent office of the
police commissioner took place. Apparently Tristan
Weston is now impersonating a lawyer.
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It was chaotic governance. In complete contrast to those
opposite, the Andrews Labor government is committed
to giving Victorians the governance they deserve,
which is provided by a stable government with sound
policies and investment based on what Victorians
need — investment in our services and in health and
education. That is what they will get from an Andrews
Labor government, all the while under a AAA credit
rated economy.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I will start where the
Minister for Education finished, talking about
impersonating. It is all good and well for members
opposite to talk about impersonating while they are
standing there impersonating a government that has
delivered. After 100 days, the only thing that has been
delivered for Victoria is that the government has
increased the chance of its first 100 days falling on a
public holiday, which it did. The government is not
even gutsy enough to come into this house and talk
about its own first 100 days. It has a fear of talking
about its first 100 days because it has failed to deliver.
Those opposite cannot come in here and talk proudly
about what they have done because they have done
nothing. They have released a document, The Andrews
Labor Government’s First 100 Days — Getting on with
It. The very first line is:
We haven’t wasted a minute.

They did not waste a minute doing media releases.
They have not wasted any time doing spin. There may
be some confusion on that side about what delivery is.
Mr Northe — Is it shovel ready?
Mr BATTIN — And then we go to shovel ready. I
thank the member for Morwell. That was perfect
timing, because it leads into the shovel-ready project.
Was that not a big story, Deputy Speaker? They came
out and said, ‘As soon as we get into government,
we’ve got the gold shovel ready. We’re going to pop
down to the bottom of the West Gate Bridge. We’re
going to turn the first sod of soil, and on we go. We are
going to deliver the West Gate distributor. We’re going
to be an open and transparent government’. These are
all the commitments that were made in 2014, yet they
still have not released the business case — and they
were asked twice.
Ms Garrett interjected.
Mr BATTIN — The minister at the table is saying,
‘You can talk’. Minister, that was your commitment.
You are the government. On 29 November last year,
you won. You won government last year. It is about
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time you realised you won and started doing something
for Victoria, because you have done nothing. The
government has ignored this motion in the upper house.
There was a similar motion in February compelling it to
release the contracts of the east–west link, which I
believe the government committed to do in the first
week of it being in government. In its first week the
government was going to release information on the
east–west link. We ask why the government has not
done this and why it decided against it.
I refer to an article in the Age headed ‘Councils seek
more details on West Gate distributor project to take
trucks off bridge’. This is your core process and your
core project. Do not forget, if I am correct, the western
suburbs have been represented by the Labor Party since
the early 1900s, and in that entire time you still have
not delivered the infrastructure they require. The
member for Footscray might want to sit down and have
a look at it.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I do not want
to interrupt the honourable member for Gembrook, but
when he refers to ‘you’ and ‘your’, he is referring to the
Chair. I ask him to not use those words and to talk
through the Chair.
Mr BATTIN — Thank you very much, Deputy
Speaker. I have a bad habit of saying ‘you’ today. It has
already got me into trouble.
I refer back to the West Gate distributor project. A
VicRoads spokeswoman said in the Age of 21 January:
We need to carry out community consultation, planning and
investigation before we understand the need for acquisition, if
any at all.

One would think that would have been done before a
shovel-ready project was ready to go, that the
government would go out, consult, have a chat, work
out what is going on and maybe have a plan, a business
case or even an idea of what it is going to do there. The
first stage of the project is expected to cost $40 million,
and the entire connection could cost $500 million. That
was the election commitment, $500 million.
At the same time the government has written to
Infrastructure Australia. I wonder how much those
opposite have asked for. They have asked for
$680 million. Where is the other $180 million going?
They came out and said they would put in some extra
lanes — but those lanes were in their original media
release. They spoke about that originally, but now they
are asking for more.
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The article goes on to say:
Roads minister Luke Donnellan said the West Gate
distributor would mean ‘the morning drive from Ballarat,
Geelong and the western suburbs will be faster and safer’.
The West Gate Freeway is Melbourne’s key connection to
one of Australia’s fastest growing housing areas and carries
about 200 000 vehicles a day —

I will just get that right: 200 000 vehicles a day —
with about 14 per cent trucks.

I ask: how many trucks do we think the West Gate
distributor will take off the West Gate Bridge? The
minister on the other side could interject on this one.
Does anyone have any idea how many it is? It would
take off 5000 trucks. Considering there are
28 000 trucks a day travelling on the West Gate
Bridge — —
Mr Northe interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Morwell will not interject in that fashion.
Mr BATTIN — We are talking about 5000 trucks
being removed. At the same time, the population
growth in the western suburbs is among the highest
across the country. With that population increase, those
5000 trucks will be replaced with other vehicles —
Ms Ryall — In no time!
Mr BATTIN — No, not in no time — before they
even get the distributor ready to go. That is the key,
core promise that they took to the election, the one they
said they would actually deliver.
The matter of public importance is obviously referring
to the former government, because this one has nothing
of its own to talk about. I am more than happy to fill
government members in on what we did in the time we
were in government.
I refer to something we did in my electorate. It is great
to see the Minister for Emergency Services at the table,
because it was a proud day when we opened the
Berwick Country Fire Authority (CFA) station. What a
fantastic program we had to increase budgets for the
CFA. In our entire four years it had a higher budget
than it had under any Labor budget in history, and it
was great to open stations like the Berwick fire station
and the Cornishtown fire station. A statement from
ABC News online says:
It follows the opening of new stations in Beechworth,
Tallangatta and the Upper Murray, while other stations have
been given new trucks and equipment over the past year.
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These are programs that continue to run. I note this
week that while the minister at the table is talking about
programs with the CFA, the volunteers grants have
been fantastic and endorsed by both sides of
government. However, the minister could not even get
the facts and figures right in her recent media release
about an update to this program. The minister said there
was an increase of $400 000. I am not sure if my maths
is correct, but $12.54 million minus $12.3 million is
only $240 000. If we cannot trust members opposite to
get simple figures like that right, we cannot trust
anything they are saying.
I will continue with some of the things that were
committed to or done by the opposition while in
government. One project that was a particularly big
deal in my neck of the woods — and I know we have
the shadow Minister for Public Transport in the
chamber — was the Cranbourne-Pakenham railway
upgrade. We started that program while in government
and funds for it have already gone through. Currently
the siding yard is being placed in Pakenham in order to
have trains based there, which is fantastic for
employment in that area.
Mr McGuire interjected.
Mr BATTIN — Even the member for
Broadmeadows would get sick of his own voice. I say
to the member for Broadmeadows that jobs in
Pakenham are very important. We put the siding yard in
Pakenham so that trains can be stationed down there.
We opened up the Cardinia Road railway station and
started the development and duplication of Cardinia
Road. Those two fantastic projects for that area were
built 100 per cent under the coalition government.
We also put protective services officers (PSOs) at
railway stations. That is something Victoria is
exceptionally happy about, because people feel happier
and safer travelling on the public transport network. We
delivered more than 1000 PSOs to patrol on our trains
and at railway stations, which is something that is
continuing to be rolled out. While members on this side
of the house talk up the PSOs, the member for Monbulk
referred to them as ‘plastic police’. I have seen the
training they do, and I have been through the training
with them, and I can say that they are very honourable
people in our community who do a wonderful job. I am
sure that when the member for Monbulk gets off his
horse at any of the train stations in Monbulk and he
needs protection, the first person he will talk to is one of
the PSOs — though only Lord Farquaad would take a
horse down to Monbulk.
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We also delivered extra police across the state. We
delivered more than 1700 police officers during our
time in government. These are frontline services. If
members want to talk about frontline services, they
should know that it was this side of the house that
actually delivered them. I think it was more than
1800 police officers delivered at the time of the election
after the last of the recruits graduated. Those 1700 or
1800 police officers are out there protecting our
communities and making sure that people are safer on
the streets. The police are also involved in the
prevention of domestic violence, which is very
important — that is the action of actually preventing
family violence. They are working with local
communities in areas like Dandenong, where the police
station has a department dedicated to responding to
domestic violence calls. Those officers work with
families to see if a connection can be re-established or
if they need assistance with the court process. That is
proactive policing. It ensures that people can feel safe
in their own homes. That is essential.
The member for Monbulk also brought up health.
Health is something this side of the house was
dedicated to in government. We delivered increased
services, increased numbers of nurses and increased
numbers of ambulance drivers. All of these were
delivered by this side of Parliament. We were fixing a
system — —
Mr McGuire interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member for Broadmeadows!
Mr BATTIN — If we are going to talk about
hospitals and the delivery of health services, we should
refer to the Frankston Hospital. The only thing those
opposite invested in the Frankston Hospital during the
recent upgrades was three plaques for the opening: one
for the Premier, one for the Minister for Health and one
for both just in case they both turned up. In the end the
hospital was called on the morning of the opening and
told the Premier had decided against attending and was
sending down just the Minister for Health instead. The
Premier was embarrassed by the work done by the
former government to improve health services in
Victoria; he saw the work that had happened down
there.
Box Hill Hospital is something that I know the member
for Forest Hill is exceptionally proud of. Likewise the
member for Ringwood, who was involved in the
opening of that hospital. I see the member for Box Hill
is also in the chamber, and I apologise for ignoring him.
When we came into government the Box Hill Hospital
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had many outstanding issues, and it took the member
for Box Hill and the former Treasurer to sit down with
the then Minister for Health to deliver an outcome that
was better for constituents in that area. Not only did we
deliver better services, improved full-time care and a
new accident and emergency department complete with
the required staff, we put in an extra building level. We
delivered 10 per cent more for the same price. I can
guarantee you that in four years — and I am hoping that
we are back in government in four years — we will be
talking about our first 100 days in government because
we would be proud of those 100 days. It is about time
this government started talking about the things it can
or will deliver.
I will conclude by talking about the two extra public
holidays we now have in Victoria, because I know
those opposite are very proud of them. Those opposite
do not support small business. They have shown their
disdain for small business. They have bowed to
public — —
Mr Walsh — Politics 101!
Mr BATTIN — Politics 101, we will use that one. I
am of course talking specifically about public holidays.
That is what Victoria needed! We needed extra days
off! Labor has given Victoria a day off before the grand
final. To be honest, if I were creating a public holiday, I
would prefer a day of recovery after the grand final
over a day to prepare for it. Nonetheless, the day before
the grand final will be a failure because most people
who attend the grand final parade in the CBD are
people already working there, and now Labor has given
them the day off. They will not come to the city for the
parade. I will put that out there now. All Labor has
done is create a cost for small and medium businesses.
Ms Ryall — Who pays?
Mr BATTIN — That is exactly right. The question
was who pays, and the answer is the consumer. At the
end of the day a business will recuperate its costs in any
way it can. Small business owners who cannot afford
these extra public holidays will end up struggling.
Many of them will shut their doors. Our regional areas
will be penalised most. It is disappointing for Victoria.
It is a shame that the first thing Labor brought to this
place was public holidays, but more shameful than that
is that Labor had the courage to come into this house
today to talk about the last four years of coalition
government rather than proudly stand up for its first
100 days in office. It has obviously failed to deliver for
Victoria.
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Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — It is with pleasure that
I rise to speak on this matter of public importance. I
start by noting the obsession that members of the
opposition have with shovels and remind members of
the house what opposition members did with the shovel
when they were in government. The first thing they did
was bury a police minister, then they used the shovel to
bury a Treasurer. They also used it to bury an IBAC
minister, a Premier and let us not forget what they did
with a Speaker. That is what those opposite did with the
shovel. We did not see any projects or infrastructure;
they just buried their own. And where are they now?
They are all gone; they are not here.
More importantly, we are here to speak about people in
Victoria, not about members of the former coalition
government. We are here to speak about what the
coalition did to the people of Victoria. We should all be
at one in condemning members of the coalition for their
sustained attack on working families in Victoria during
its term of lazy, ineffective and inept government.
Collectively members of the failed team should hang
their heads in shame. History will judge them, both as a
government of neglect and destruction and as one of the
worst ever governments seen in this state. While those
opposite claim to be masters in managing the economy,
their record shows the opposite, with jobs becoming
one of our biggest net exports. Why is that? The fact is
that members of the former coalition government only
had a jobs plan just before the November election. The
message here is loud and clear: if you fail to plan, you
plan to fail.
Let us look at some detail. During the coalition
government’s term in office unemployment grew by
68 000. That number represents an increase in the
unemployment rate for Victoria from 4.9 per cent in
December 2010 to 6.8 per cent in November 2014.
Those are not just numbers; behind those disastrous
figures are many families and individuals, including
parents and children, young people and middle-aged
workers. Those people include parents who are
concerned about providing for their children — many
of whom are in housing stress and in danger of
foreclosure — and middle-aged people who are on the
proverbial scrap heap with no light at the end of the
tunnel.
Young people were hit hard during the Baillieu-Ryan
and Napthine-Ryan years. Youth unemployment hit a
15-year high, sitting at 21.1 per cent for young people,
for people aged between the ages of 15 and 19 years.
So bereft of ideas were members of the previous
government that the worst figures for young people
overall were found in the former Premier’s electorate,
averaging 18 per cent in the 12 months prior to July
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2014. These youth unemployment figures represent
lives on hold and risk a generation of people being
disengaged, devalued and desperate. When they leave
school, the greatest thing a young person can have is a
job, but under the coalition that was just a distant
dream.
And let us not forget about the irreparable damage done
by members of the former coalition government to the
fabric of manufacturing in this state. By abandoning
Ford, Holden and Toyota, they have put at risk
100 000 direct and indirect jobs across Victoria. What
about what they did in Geelong? They stood idly by
and watched as Geelong took hit after hit as thousands
of skilled jobs were lost, with closures and cuts to
Alcoa, Qantas, Boral, Target and Shell added to those
lost at Ford.
While the regions were being decimated by job losses,
one might have expected some action from the junior
partner in the former coalition, the members of which
purport to represent the interests of rural and regional
Victoria. They did nothing. At the last budget the
message from the coalition to people in regional
Victoria was clearly that members of The Nationals
were not interested in regional cities and towns. Despite
being home to 25 per cent of the state’s population,
regional Victoria received only 4 per cent — only 4 per
cent — of funding for major projects.
Not only were members of the former coalition
government downright lazy, inept and devoid of ideas,
they also played loose with Victoria’s voters. In a
desperate act to win support at the 2010 election, they
promised not to sack any public sector workers, but
what did they do? They sacked 4100 public sector
workers, demonstrating once and for all that they could
not be trusted. Part of having a strong local economy is
having government do its bit by procuring local content
where possible, but not by the former coalition. For
example, take the $1.6 billion Webb Dock expansion
project, for which members of the former coalition
government refused to apply local content requirements
to use Australian steel. By ignoring local content rules,
those opposite effectively were taking food off the
tables of Victorian and Australian households, and
families were suffering. Quite frankly members of the
former coalition government should hang their heads in
shame.
Let us remember what happened to the health system
and the ambulance crisis. When you cut $1 billion over
four years from a system that needs real growth funding
to just keep pace, you are going to fail and fail dismally.
Costs in health care rise on two fronts: demand, which
is largely due to a combination of a rapidly ageing
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population; and new technology and treatments. To cut
a quarter of a billion per year over four years was
always going to end badly. With much fanfare, pomp
and ceremony, former Premier Ted Baillieu promised
to deliver 800 new hospital beds. Like most of the
former coalition’s promises, that one must have been
non-core, because it delivered only 43 beds over four
years. For those opposite who cannot count, that
equates to just 5.3 per cent.
On many other metrics the story is similarly one of
failure. For example, the proportion of category 2
collective surgery patients waiting longer than a 90-day
deadline increased to 35 per cent. Almost half a million
Victorians waited more than 4 hours for treatment in
emergency departments, which equates to one in three
patients waiting for many hours, often in pain and often
distressed. Tragically, 840 people died waiting for
surgery in 2014. That is a staggering 246 more than in
2010.
For those waiting for an ambulance, the story was also
one of mismanagement. In Melbourne the time in
which 50 per cent of ambulances responded to code 1
emergencies was almost 11 minutes, which was the
worst in the country. In 2012–13 the average time
patients spent waiting to be transferred had nearly
doubled since 2009 from 234 hours per day to
439 hours per day. These figures represent people,
people who are sick or hurt, who have concerns for
their health or who have loved ones in hospital, people
who have no choice but to place their trust in a system
that those on the opposite side left in disarray.
In any organisation good leaders recognise that their
people are their greatest asset. Not so those opposite.
While our noble and hardworking nurses and
ambulance officers continued to prop up a failing
system, they received absolutely no support. There was
a resounding ‘No’ on nurse-to-patient ratios. It was an
even louder ‘No’ on negotiating with paramedics unless
conditions were forgone. The people at the coalface, the
nurses and ambos who are front and centre — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I
realise some members are shown leniency given that
they are newer members, but the Speaker has ruled that
members should not read their speeches. I ask you
either to get the member to table her speech or give a
speech rather than read a copy of it.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member has been reading from copious
notes, as I have been observing, and I ask her to
continue.
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Ms KAIROUZ — Let us not forget the former
Minister for Health, David Davis, a member for
Southern Metropolitan Region in the other place. In
him the people of Victoria endured a health minister
who was completely out of touch with his portfolio and
who made decisions such as ceasing funding for the
National Centre for Farmer Health in Hamilton and to
25 community mental health providers, including
St Mary’s House of Welcome. This is an example of
ideology gone wrong. This government will focus on
Victorians, focus on their lives today and focus on their
lives for the future.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — It is a pleasure to
rise on behalf of the opposition to speak on the
government’s matter of public importance (MPI). I put
on the record that it is the government’s MPI, because
if you look at the MPI, this government that is
supposedly so proud of its first 100 days is spending all
of its time talking about the last four years. I think there
is a rear-view mirror over there and members opposite
have not realised that it is about them now. They are the
government and they need to do something other than
just talk. All the last two speakers have done, including
the Deputy Premier who put forward this MPI, is talk
about the past. They have not talked about themselves
or what they have done for the last 100 days. The
government has been so bereft of any action over the
last 100 days that its members have nothing to say
about it.
If you think about it, the things that probably most
reflect the last 100 days are the things the Andrews
government will not do, has not done and will tear up.
The biggest thing was the Premier standing there
tearing up a contract that supposedly was not worth the
paper it was written on, and now the debate is about
how much compensation is going to be paid. Who is
right and who is wrong? The Premier says the contract
is not worth the paper it was written on, but he is now
negotiating how to buy himself out of it. How can the
people of Victoria believe a Premier who flip-flops in
the space of a few days about something that he says is
worth nothing but is now something for which he has to
find compensation money?
The other thing about the rear-view mirror is that most
of the announcements that have been made — and I
suppose this is why members on the other side are not
talking about them — have been about setting up
panels or committees to hold reviews. There have
probably been more press releases about reviewing
programs and saying, ‘We will have a look at this or
that’. If Labor had had serious policies when it came to
government, it would be doing something now rather
than setting up reviews to look at things. The key
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review would be the John Brumby review of Regional
Development Victoria. If something is not broken, why
have a look at it? It is interesting that since that
announcement was made the government has rolled
agricultural service delivery into it. I do not think it
knows what to do or how to do it, so it has got a review.
From the point of view of our side of politics, and
particularly from the point of view of a member who
represents country Victoria, John Brumby’s main
legacy as Treasurer and Premier is the north–south
pipeline — that is, something that was going to take
water from drought-stricken northern Victoria to
Melbourne. That is something everyone found
abhorrent at the time except for those who now sit on
the Treasury bench. From the point of view of the
people of Melbourne, his greatest legacy would be the
desalination plant. It is a fantastic project —
$1.8 million per day for 27 years for something that has
not been used yet and most likely will not be used for a
long time. I am told by the now Premier that it is a great
insurance policy, but it is an expensive insurance
policy.
Again if you look at what the government is not going
to do or does not want to do, you see the Energy for the
Regions program; a fantastic program developed by our
government and driven by the then Deputy Premier,
Peter Ryan, to take gas into regional towns. It is a
project that was going to deliver cost-effective energy
for businesses in those towns and attract business to
those towns. It is a great project. The now government
was going to withdraw that contract. If Chris
McLennan from the Weekly Times had not blown the
whistle on that, held the government to account and had
it backflip to where it is now going to deliver that
project, then the government would have been tearing
up contracts again.
The then Deputy Premier, Peter Ryan, signed
$85 million worth of contracts to have gas go into those
towns — I am talking about the likes of Lakes
Entrance, Orbost, Heathcote, Marong, Terang, Maldon,
Swan Hill, Kerang, Robinvale and Nathalia. They are
now all going to get natural gas, albeit in cylinders, at
the price other regional cities have. That will enable
their businesses to be competitive and attract further
business into those places.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — As the member said by interjection,
the previous Labor minister and John Brumby said it
could not be done. They said they had done all that was
possible. They did not put their shoulders to the wheel.
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They did not use their imagination. They did not care
about country Victoria.
Talking about tearing up contracts and not doing things,
I note one of the things that country Victoria had cried
out for literally for decades was the standardisation of
the rail system in Victoria. The member for Mildura has
been a passionate advocate for having the rail system
standardised. In last May’s budget the coalition
government allocated $220 million to get on with that
project — a fantastic project for regional Victoria, and
one that would have increased the competitiveness of
our agricultural exports, getting them from farm to port.
What has this government done? It does not know if it
is going to do it. It is still talking about it. It is having a
review. It was forced into going to Yelta to have a press
conference so that it could say it was doing something.
It did not really understand the project. It made an
announcement about an initial $30 million towards the
project. That money started being spent last August.
Some of that money has been expended. That project
work has actually been done.
Members of the government are very good at spin,
press releases and visiting country Victoria without
knowing what they are talking about, as happened in
this case, but they are not very good at doing anything,
which is why they are not talking about their first
100 days in government. One of the most ironic things
is that the current Premier promised to make Victoria
an education state. He was going to do that by having a
new numberplate. I have not seen any cars with new
numberplates yet, but I am sure that will come at some
stage in the future. What you need to become an
education state is a serious commitment to education,
not just a numberplate to say you are going to do it.
If the government were proud of its first 100 days in
office, the matter of public importance would have been
about what it has achieved and not about what the
previous government did or did not do. The people on
the other side of this chamber have not actually realised
that they have won and that they have to do something.
They have adopted the same mentality they had in
opposition now they are on the other side of the house.
One of Labor’s core election commitments was to sell
the lease to the port of Melbourne. Proceeds from the
sale were to be the core funding for the removal of
50 level crossings over the next four years. What has it
now done to fatten up the port so that it can sell it? It is
talking about lifting port fees by 800 per cent. There is
no need to increase the capacity of the port of
Melbourne, because people will send their stuff to
Sydney or Brisbane rather than use the port. We should
be proud of the fact that the port of Melbourne is the
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most competitive port in Australia and that something
like 38 per cent of Australia’s container trade goes
through it. If this government has its way and increases
the fees by 800 per cent, no-one will use the port of
Melbourne, and people will instead use the railway line
to take containers to Sydney and Brisbane. Even
Adelaide’s ports might become more competitive over
that time.
If the government wants to think about its time in
office, it might look back in the history books and
reflect on the cost blow-outs for the Southern Cross
station, myki ticketing and Epping fruit and vegetable
market projects. It took a coalition minister — and I
commend the then coalition minister, the member for
Croydon, for the work he did — to get the Epping fruit
and vegetable market project back on track. It is now a
good project, but imagine what it would have been like
if Labor had stayed in government and finished that
project.
We will shortly have the opening of the regional rail
project, which is another project that the former
Minister for Public Transport fixed up. It was ordered
without signals and without trains — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — In joining this debate
today I must say I do so with a heavy heart. I love
Victoria. I have lived here all my life, in the city and in
the country. I have worked here, I have raised my
family here in this state and I like to think that in some
small way I have contributed over the years to building
a better, fairer, stronger, smarter, more inclusive and
more vibrant Victoria. It gives me no pleasure to rise
today to detail the lost opportunity, the broken
promises, the chaos and dysfunction that characterised
the previous Baillieu and Napthine governments.
It is said in these days that if you are standing still you
are going backwards. Standing still would be bad
enough, but for four long years it was so much worse
than that. We had a government that was asleep at the
wheel. Some signs of life were detected a few months
shy of the election, but the Victorian people are smarter
than that — they know a dud government when they
see one. They were more than happy to consign
previous Premiers Napthine and Baillieu and their
coalition governments to the history books as being the
first one-term government in Victoria since the 1950s.
I hope that today’s debate will stand as a lesson to those
who would seek to gain government but are bereft of
ideas. Government is about making things better. It is
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about growing prosperity and opportunity. It is about
tackling disadvantage. But what did we see under the
former government? As the Deputy Premier did, let me
draw on some commentary from people who are
supporters of the coalition.
Menzies House noted that almost one-third of Liberal
Party members said that they would not be voting 1 for
the Liberals in the Legislative Council. Just think about
that for a minute and consider what it says when
one-third of your own members will not vote for you. It
says a lot. The reason the Liberals lost was that they
betrayed their base and gave no reason for Victorians to
trust them. It is pure and simple.
The member for Murray Plains sought to chide the
government for reviewing some programs. This is what
Jess Wilson said:
… there was no clear narrative of what they wanted to
achieve — it was just spend, spend, spend and hope that that
would win a vote. And it didn’t. That was clear for quite some
time before the election, yet they just kept going and kept
pursuing that same agenda.

Nick Economou was right when on the day after the
election he noted:
… It was a spectacularly self-inflicted defeat by the
Liberals … Governing should have been easy, but instead
they turned in on themselves and they’ve now carved a place
for themselves in Victorian political history as the first
one-term government since the 1950s.

I might note that that is in complete contrast to what is
happening under the Andrews Labor government.
Under the previous government we saw a complete
failure to take what the Premier rightly describes as ‘the
greatest honour, the greatest gift’ — that is, the
privilege of governing. Governing is a privilege. You
need to use the resources available to you for the
benefit of Victorians. You comprehensively failed to do
that in the four years you were at the helm, and you
were justly thrown out of government by the Victorian
people — —
Mr Northe — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
in reference to the member’s contribution and referring
to a decision you made earlier during a contribution by
another member regarding the use of the word ‘you’,
the member is using the word ‘you’ quite consistently,
and I ask you bring her back to speaking through the
Chair.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the
point of order. I will give honourable members some
advice. Instead of using the word ‘you’, members can
just say ‘honourable members’ or ‘the house’ or
something else. Members do not need to use ‘you’.
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Ms THOMAS — Today I would like to focus on
three issues that are of great concern in my electorate. I
will start with education. In my electorate, Daylesford
Secondary College, Kyneton Primary School and
Kyneton Secondary School are all in need of extensive
capital works. Under the previous Labor government
works were commenced in Daylesford and stage 1 of a
complete rebuild was completed. After extensive
consultation with the community, plans were drawn up
for a precinct in Kyneton. After the election of the
Liberal government, all that ground to a complete halt.
We saw no work undertaken in either of those schools,
and the education facilities in both Kyneton and
Daylesford were left to deteriorate. For four long years
not a peep was heard from the previous Minister for
Education regarding the significant upgrades required
by these schools. It was not until the Labor Party made
a commitment in the lead-up to the 2014 election that
we saw some signs of life from the previous
government and the then Minister for Education.
The now Premier and the now Minister for Education
were regular visitors to Macedon in 2014, and the then
Labor opposition made significant commitments to
complete the upgrade of Daylesford Secondary College
and to build a new primary school in Kyneton, a new
trades hub at Kyneton Secondary College and to do
some other works at that school.
Under the Liberals we saw capital spending on schools
infrastructure fall by more than half, from an average of
$467 million a year during Labor’s last term to
$200 million under the previous government. Across
my electorate cuts to education were felt in many other
ways. The slashing of funding to the Victorian
certificate of applied learning (VCAL) was shameful.
As we have discussed in this house, VCAL was a
signature achievement of the great education minister
Lynne Kosky. Under the previous government this
program, which provided real education opportunities
and pathways to kids who might otherwise drop out of
school, was slashed. The member for Nepean should
hang his head in shame.
Let me tell members about another thing that remains
of grave concern to me. In his report of 2014, the
Auditor-General found that the gap between the
education achievement of students in city schools and
those in country schools was getting wider. What is
more the Attorney-General found that there is no sign
that the gap in performance is likely to narrow, indeed
in some areas of performance the gap is getting wider. I
ask: in four years what did the then Minister for
Education do? He did nothing.
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Let us turn to employment. It is great to be on this side
of the house with the Minister for Employment
announcing that Dulux is moving back to Victoria, that
overdue rolling stock orders will save jobs in Ballarat,
that we have introduced the Back to Work Act 2014
and that a TAFE Rescue Fund has been established so
that young people in particular can get the skills they
need to get the jobs they want. Under the previous
government we saw rising unemployment levels
completely ignored. As I have said, honourable
members on the other side of the house took
government but did not know how to utilise the
resources available to them to advance our state and the
prosperity of all Victorians.
The list of companies shedding staff under the previous
government’s term in office has already been referred
to, but let me go through it again. It includes Ford,
Alcoa, Boral, Target, Shell, Holden, Toyota and of
particular significance to my electorate, Qantas. On top
of that, the public sector was gouged, with 4100 public
sector workers out of a job. Do members know what
the public servants who work in policy said? They said
they sat on their hands because there was no policy;
there was not a single policy idea. In the four years of
the coalition government we did not see one single
policy idea. Why did the coalition government do this?
Was it incompetence? Was it laziness? Was it
ideology? I think it was an unfortunate combination of
all three from two political parties — the Liberal Party
and The Nationals — that have lost their way. They no
longer know what they stand for. They have no ideas to
bring to this house. They let our state go backwards for
four years. They stood by while unemployment grew
and grew, and they did nothing.
As the member for Kororoit has already mentioned, the
previous government did not have a jobs plan until just
before the election. We had a jobs plan in 2012. We are
the party that is committed to growing employment in
this state. With the Back to Work Act we will be doing
everything we can to grow employment. We are
absolutely committed to that. Members will see plenty
of action on this side of the house over the coming four
years.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I am pleased to rise to
contribute to debate on the matter of public importance
(MPI) today. I will essentially be arguing that this MPI
is very flawed because it is very clear that the Deputy
Premier does not understand the symptoms of a
dysfunctional and chaotic government.
I will just take members back to prior to the election
and to the election editorials of the major newspapers.
The Age editorial was headed ‘Coalition has the best
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policies for the state’. From the Herald Sun there was
‘Dangerous time to change’. and from the Geelong
Advertiser, it was ‘Why Napthine is best for Geelong’.
These major papers would not have made such broad
and positive statements about the coalition government
if they believed that it was dysfunctional and chaotic.
They thought the coalition was doing a very good job
and had good policies going forward. As I said, the
Geelong Advertiser editorial was headed ‘Why
Napthine is best for Geelong’.

I also bring to the attention of the house the opinion of
the Australian Education Union as expressed in a flyer:

When I looked at the content of this MPI, I could tell
that it was put forward by the Deputy Premier because
it reeked of the arrogance and smugness we see him
demonstrate all the time. As I said at the outset, I want
to prove that the Deputy Premier does not understand
the symptoms of dysfunction and chaos in government.
I want to take the house back to look at a number of
examples. First of all, I want to raise the example of
Tricontinental and the State Bank. That bank collapsed
due to the weight of bad loans made in the 1980s, in
particular by its merchant banking arm, Tricontinental.
That was something that the Cain government tried to
hide and, before an election, very much tried to push it
under the carpet.

The north–south pipeline cost $750 million-plus for a
white elephant pipeline intended to take water from the
north, across the Great Dividing Range, to the south
and to Melbourne, although we know that when
Melbourne is in drought, so is country Victoria. There
are also Melbourne Markets and AAMI Park, and what
a disaster those projects have been.

I remember watching Tonight Live with Steve Vizard
when Steve Vizard had people in the studio ripping up
money. He had them tearing up cash, and do you know
what? They could not tear it up as quickly as the state
government was losing it, because that was a prime
example of a dysfunctional, chaotic government.
Let us look more recently at the desalination plant,
which is three times the size it needs to be and its cost
has absolutely decimated Victoria’s books. It is costing
$1.8 million a day for 28 years. That is absolutely one
of the most scandalous projects that has ever been
undertaken by a Victorian government. I cannot believe
members opposite can complain and say, ‘This should
be done, and that should be done’, when they were
absolutely happy to throw this money down the drain.
The Auditor-General’s report entitled Allocation of
Electronic Gaming Machine Entitlements, tabled on
29 June 2011, says:
The audit found that the allocation was not value for money
for taxpayers. The amount of revenue raised was only a
quarter of the fair market value of the EGM entitlements.
Around $3 billion in potential revenue was foregone. Large
venue operators, rather than the community, were the
beneficiaries of this windfall gain.

Look at the members over there hanging their heads in
shame — as they should — because they know it was
the Premier of the day who threw away $3 billion at the
stroke of a pen. That was absolutely outrageous.

Jacinta … You are pricing TAFE out of our reach. Going to
Bendigo TAFE used to be easy.

The union claims that the Victorian Labor minister
responsible for TAFE undermined the public TAFE
sector with a disastrous piece of public policy. We are
clearly getting a picture of what a dysfunctional and
chaotic government is.

In relation to the ambulance crisis, the current Premier
was the health minister who botched the merger of the
rural and metropolitan ambulance services. The
headlines of the day said the services were absolutely in
crisis. There was also a maintenance backlog in
schools. I put it to the Deputy Premier that these are
symptoms of a disastrous, dysfunctional government,
but that is not what the government is trying to portray.
It is saying that the four years of the coalition
government was a disaster, but it is quite the opposite.
When I look at the disasters I have outlined and at the
key players who were involved, the previous Labor
government had a frontbench that could not manage,
and even when the dollars were flowing, it really did
not know what to do. The key players cannot do maths.
The Premier, by his own admission, has said, ‘I was
never good at maths’; the Treasurer, the master and
minister of mismanagement in the Brumby
government — who cannot count — lost $1 billion
somewhere and tried to say it was missing; and the
manager of government business tried to swindle the
state with a con that the $1 billion Regional Growth
Fund, which was one of the pillars of the coalition
policy, was a hoax because she could not read the
budget papers. That is the government’s frontbench.
Labor was a disaster when last in government, and now
the government has scraped the bottom of the barrel for
its frontbench.
I will look at some of the things Labor has done while
in government. Previously it copied our policies. Going
into the 2010 election Labor copied policy after policy
because it had no policies. But let us have a look at
some of the things it is doing now, because it is taking
ownership of some great coalition government
achievements. The Betrayal of Trust report was a
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particular initiative of former Premier Ted Baillieu, and
the Family and Community Development Committee
did a remarkable job. There was criticism at the
time — —

719

government was on holidays? The public sector was
left in the lurch, and its employees complained that they
did not know what was going on. Government
ministers were missing in action — they were on
holidays.

Mr Richardson interjected.
Ms McLEISH — The member for Mordialloc
seems to think he knows what was happening, although
he was not in that Parliament and does not understand
that the criticism that came from the opposition at the
time was that the inquiry would be inadequate. There
was criticism, and now you would think the member
for Broadmeadows was the one who came up with the
idea, that he owned it. That project got legs because
Ted Baillieu had the courage to take it on and introduce
it. I am glad the government of the day — and at the
time the opposition — came to see the great value in
the initiative, but it is not to be forgotten that it
criticised the initiative at the time.
The government is taking the credit for Dulux coming
to the Merrifield estate, which took two years of work,
which was initiated by the Premier and the coalition at
the time. The then Deputy Premier, Peter Ryan, worked
consistently to attract this business to Merrifield. It is a
different story now. Yesterday the Premier was trying
to claim that it was his responsibility and that he was
the one who had got that business, but that is just not
true. In fact I understand that members who are in
government today opposed the rezoning.
After 11 years of a Labor government not doing much
about the level crossing removal project, we then
started to make great progress. We undertook the
biggest removal program in the state’s history. The
Labor government thought that was good, so what has
it done now? It has copied it.
What else is the government doing now? Not much but
review, review, review. The Premier has said he is out
there working hard, ‘From day one we are going to
rescind the east–west link contracts’, but I know what
the Premier did the very first thing after he was elected.
He went down to Kingston Heath Golf Club and played
golf. That was the very first thing he did after being
elected. He said, ‘From day one, I am going to be doing
this’, but he was at the golf course. That seems to be the
theme for the government: holidays, because it has
introduced two public holidays for the day before the
AFL Grand Final and on Easter Sunday. The focus is
on holidays. That is how the government started.
The Deputy Premier carried on earlier about the public
sector. What was the public sector saying about the
government during January when everyone in the

I have clearly articulated that the coalition government
was not plagued by chaos and dysfunction, because the
Deputy Premier does not understand what those terms
mean.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I am pleased to
rise to speak on this motion. I also want to address a
couple of points raised by previous speakers, including
the member for Eildon. The Leader of The Nationals
said the government must be doing nothing else if it has
time to criticise the previous government. Good
leadership enables a government to do a lot of things,
including being very active and occasionally reminding
the Victorian community that the choice they made on
29 November was a good one and what the alternative
was. It also enables the government to remind the
people of Victoria about the amount of work required to
clean up after four years of neglect.
With regard to the inquiry into the handling of child
abuse by religious and other non-government
organisations, it is a sad reflection on the member for
Eildon that she politicised that inquiry. Over the last
couple of days there have been good contributions from
members on both sides of this chamber on the
importance of a cooperative, bipartisan approach to
child abuse. Of course I commend the then Premier and
the then Attorney-General for agreeing to the inquiry,
but I also commend people on the then opposition side,
including the former member for Oakleigh, Ann
Barker, and others, who were heavily involved in
initiating the inquiry. If the member for Eildon has to
resort to sullying the sacred ground of a bipartisan
policy approach to score points regarding what the
previous government did, that is a sad reflection on her.
However, I want to focus my comments on TAFE.
There is a lot you could say about the previous
government’s four years of neglect, but the TAFE
sector makes that neglect clear. When someone asks
you in a pub the difference between the government
and the opposition — Liberal and Labor — during the
previous term of government, there would be no end of
differences you could refer to, but TAFE was one of the
most obvious.
Two TAFE colleges border or serve my electorate:
Holmesglen and the former GippsTAFE, which is now
known as Federation Training. TAFE suffered a
$1.2 billion cut. Billions of dollars in cuts are normally
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associated with commonwealth funding, because it
covers the entirety of the nation, but we are talking
about the state of Victoria: $1.2 billion was cut out of a
particular service stream in the Victorian context only.
That is an enormous amount of money.

and 9 years)! My first foray was a 12-month computer
administration course at an accredited community-based
learning centre and it was so satisfying that I enrolled at
Chisholm Berwick tor the next three years, undertaking
further administrative study and computer programming
courses to cert IV level.

As a result of those cuts, during the last four years
Holmesglen has suffered only the second operating
deficit in its lifetime. I was told by my local TAFEs that
those cuts to government funding were completely
unsustainable. They told me about their concerns, not
only about the funding cuts but also the abrogation of
any responsibility for scrutiny of the sector by the
former government. This includes the rise of
unscrupulous overnight providers which set up shop to
make quick money from the Victorian taxpayer. They
did not deliver on outcomes or pathways to
employment in further education and training for young
kids primarily or older students who access those
courses.

I met some extraordinary teachers while studying there —
and made some excellent friends too. There were many other
‘return-to-work’ mums of varying ages and interests in some
of the classes …

The issue for me in particular, but also generally for
those on our side of politics, is the impact of these
TAFE cuts on young people and families. Everybody
on this side believes that a comprehensive training and
education system that provides alternative pathways is
necessary. Not every person will go to university —
that is not what the economy requires, nor what our
human capital as a diverse community requires. We
accept that people make different choices and there
should be different service streams to support different
people, but beyond that there is also a very powerful
economic and business case for why TAFE should have
been supported and its funding should not have been
cut.
As I said in an earlier contribution, I think small
business should be a natural Labor constituency.
However, people from traditional Liberal-voting
businesses told me that they could not understand why
the then government took an axe to their ability to hire
well-trained and job-ready staff, because that was the
net effect of cutting TAFE funding. Why would a
government take an axe to people wanting to make a
contribution, learn a trade or a skill, or perhaps open a
business of their own?
On that topic I want to reference, as did a previous
member, the Australian Education Union. It has a
website which provides an opportunity for average
Victorians to talk about their TAFE story. This
contribution was made by Glenda Piddington on
21 November last year. She says:
I decided to return to study at 40, which coincided with a
change to single parenthood. I thought to improve my
computer skills in some hope of keeping up with my kids (4

Attending TAFE was a significant turning point for me,
enabling access to employment —

that is exactly what we are about: access to
employment —
in schools as an education support administration assistant,
which I would not have felt confident in applying for without
the learning under my belt, and providing a level of
knowledge and understanding far exceeding my intentions or
expectations when first applying.

Mr Northe — Acting Speaker, I draw your attention
to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — The quotation by Glenda
Piddington continues:
I valued my TAFE experience highly and I worry about the
changes currently happening —

that was in November last year —
and what that might mean to other mums, just like me, who
want to be able to confidently move into the workplace after a
life at home raising a family. I’ll be thinking about TAFE
when I vote on November 29.

And indeed she did think about TAFE when she voted.
She is an example of the type of person the TAFE
sector supports and of the kind of person this side of
politics supports. I am sure there are some people on
the other side of politics who do also, but the previous
government did not support these people in many ways,
but particularly it did not support them through TAFE.
If the cost of broken lives and people not being able to
pursue and transition through different careers is not
sufficient for the former government to have taken
notice of, I also refer to the Master Builders Association
of Victoria, which has not necessarily been a friend of
Labor governments, having made a number of
recommendations in its state budget submission for
2012–13. Two key ones were:
Master Builders calls on the state government to maintain
existing TAFE funding levels and not transfer additional costs
to builders (predominantly small businesses) …
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And:
Master Builders calls on the state government to ensure
VCAL continues to help supply our industry with talented
young people to help address the potential for long-term skills
shortages.

We have people from the education union, perhaps a
typical Labor voice, and people from the other side of
politics all condemning the cuts to TAFE. It was such a
short-sighted approach. The link to employment is
enormous. I am proud to be part of a government that,
contrary to what members on the other side have said,
already has money flowing into TAFE. It has opened
TAFE institutes and restored funding, and there will be
a lot more to come in our TAFE Rescue Fund. I
commend the motion to the house.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — Labor knows all about
squandered opportunities. It has been in power for
22 years of the last 33 years. Any objective
consideration of run-down schools and the lack of
investment in roads and rail has to conclude that it is
passing judgement on its own record of wasted
opportunities. Let us not forget that it was a Labor
government that lost Victoria’s AAA rating. Does
anybody remember the State Bank of Victoria or
Tricontinental? Who got it back? It was a coalition
government.
I would like to talk about the most recent
Standard & Poor’s report on our credit rating. The
coalition government was described as having an
‘extremely predictable and supportive institutional
framework’. Moody’s talked about Victoria’s credit
quality as reflecting a long-term historical record of
sound financial performance. We need to contrast this
with the sovereign risk that comes to Victoria from
repudiating the east–west link contract. What will
Standard & Poor’s say in May 2015? How can it
reiterate its statement about the extremely predictable
and supportive institutional framework?
In preparing for my contribution I was drawn to a
publication that I must admit I do not read perhaps as
frequently as I should. On 6 March Andy Thomson in
Infrastructure Investor wrote:
Retrospective legislation: two words designed to send shivers
down the spines of infrastructure investors …

He also quoted from a letter to the Premier from the
head of the International Tunnelling Association,
Andrew Dix, who claims that any such retrospective
legislation would result in ‘extremely damaging and
long-term financial cost and international confidence
consequences for Victoria and Australia’.
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The impact on the perception of Victoria’s and
Australia’s sovereign risk is significant. It would reduce
our capacity to gain foreign capital, create higher
interest charges and lead to a lack of local and
international confidence in our honouring agreements
in the future. The association went on to say that it was
not aware of any government in a developed and
economically and politically mature country ever
enacting retrospective legislation to limit the lawful
entitlements of international specialist tunnel
construction consortiums.
I note that in a contribution in the Herald Sun the
member for Kew reminded us that this is the action of
governments such as those of Hugo Chavez in
Venezuela. Proper governments do not do this; proper
governments do not even think about this.
Business Spectator of 6 February, Robert Gottliebsen
said:
…Victoria, our second-largest state, is in total chaos,
following the change of government.

Mr Richardson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Mordialloc will have his turn, and
would probably like to remain in the chamber in order
to make it.
Ms STALEY — The highly esteemed Robert
Gottliebsen went on to say that in the global drilling
machine market nobody, not even the Greeks, has ever
before behaved in this fashion. He says that if the
Premier proceeds with his threat, Victoria will be
blackballed in major tunnelling projects. I note that the
federal Minister for Trade and Investment, Andrew
Robb, has just come back from meetings in Toronto
and New York with major pension funds where the
matter of this project was raised. The problem is that
the Premier and his ministers just do not understand
how international finance works. They have never
before played on that stage. They are what Robert
Gottliebsen calls ‘a small-time Australian Premier’, and
when a small-time Australian Premier wants to take on
the capital and construction markets of the world, he
has to be taught a lesson — and he will be. The people
in Sydney will laugh that Victoria is to be punished for
electing such an inexperienced person as Premier.
Today the government should rule out quashing the
rights of the contractees in the east–west link. The real
issue is whether the government will rule out quashing
the economic and contractual rights of the legitimately
contracted tenderers, because if the government does it
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once, it can do it again. Once it gets a taste for it, who
knows what it will do?
The Standard & Poor’s May 2014 report notes that we
hold our AAA credit rating because the previous
coalition government continued to demonstrate fiscal
discipline through its response to ongoing revenue
challenges and that it had made difficult political
decisions including containing wage growth. Let us
compare that to the current outlook. A 30 per cent wage
claim for Country Fire Authority (CFA) firefighters,
payback — —
Ms Thomson — On a point of order, Speaker, I
understand the member is new to the chamber, and I am
showing some tolerance, but she is reading every single
word of her contribution today. I ask that every now
and then she does — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Footscray will resume her seat. Is the
member for Ripon consulting notes or reading?
Ms STALEY — I have copious notes.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member is reading from copious notes. I call her to
resume.
Ms STALEY — I appreciate that the member
across the chamber does not want to hear about the
government’s 30 per cent wage claim for CFA
firefighters and the repayment of debts incurred through
the state election.
I want to conclude by noting that the previous
government achieved the highest accolades possible
and a positive outlook from all the ratings agencies.
There is overwhelming evidence that the new
government is putting this at risk, and that puts our
future prosperity at risk. The AAA credit rating is about
how we fund services and infrastructure and provide
the things Victorians want. We get there by having
cheap access to capital. You get that through a AAA
credit rating. Shame on the government for putting that
at risk by entertaining retrospective legislation. The last
government that did that was the one headed by
Premier Jack Lang in the 1930s, and it had to be bailed
out by the federal government. Is that what this
government is asking for? Is that the kind of Victoria
we are going to be in?
I return to the matter before the house. The government
clearly has no plans, because it is back talking about the
previous government’s achievements. We need to ask,
‘What are you going to do?’. Those opposite are
planning to take us down the same rabbit hole we went
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down when we lost our AAA credit rating under the
Cain and Kirner governments. It took years to regain
that rating. If that is the path those opposite want to
follow, fine. We on this side of the chamber, however,
say no.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to speak on this matter of public
importance. Reflecting on the past leads us to the
future. It is worth noting that a number of new members
have come into this chamber and reflected on their
journeys to this place and what values underpin what
they want to achieve over the course of this term of
Parliament. I will reflect on some of the contributions
of members as I go through this speech.
The coalition came to power on the slogan ‘Fix the
problems, build the future’. What we saw was nothing
more than a train wreck of policy and politics that
would lead to the defeat of a first-term government for
the first time in 60 years. The east–west link did not get
a mention in the coalition’s 2010 election promises.
Instead there were pledges to build a high-speed rail
link between Melbourne and Sydney, to plan the
Melbourne Airport rail link, to plan the Doncaster rail
link and to conduct a feasibility study for the Rowville
rail link.
Four years on, the east–west link was the Napthine
government’s no. 1 transport priority. The former
Premier and the member for Malvern showed reckless
haste in signing a contract before going to the voters in
November. Labor left a AAA credit-rated economy,
11 consecutive budget surpluses and unemployment at
5 per cent. These are the facts. Victorians put their trust
and faith in a coalition government to build on that and
deliver.
Key measures of assessment are education, health and
employment. Firstly, however, I want to reflect on
infrastructure policy. The failings and disappointments
relating to transport policy concerned the Melbourne
Metro rail tunnel and the subsequent secrecy
surrounding the east–west link. It is important to note
that in the final budget of the previous Labor
government money was allocated for planning work on
the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel. Not one cent of that
money was used in that budget and it was returned to
consolidated revenue. It is important that we have a
system with openness and integrity — one that relies on
bodies like Infrastructure Australia to underpin good
public policy and good operation. The lack of resources
in that state budget and the lack of allocation by the
former public transport minister were a real shame.
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We need to consider broadly where we come from to
determine where we are headed in the future. I reflect
on the city loop project, which took 14 years from
inception through to completion. It spanned a number
of coalition and Labor governments and was a project
that was seen through. The key point is that transport
priorities go forward. It is about acknowledging that we
start various projects and see them through. It is about
looking beyond the short term. That probity and
long-term vision was completely lacking in the former
government’s approach to the Melbourne Metro rail
tunnel.
Where did the former government go with its transport
priority? The Liberal government signed the east-west
link contracts just before the state election — an
absolute fraud on the Victorian people. Who would
ever sign up to a deal that delivers 45 cents of economic
benefit for every $1 invested? Talk about being small
business focused. What would your constituency
say — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member will speak through the Chair and refrain
from using the word ‘you’.
Mr RICHARDSON — What would the
constituents of those opposite say about a return of
45 cents for every $1 invested? Tolls on the Eastern
Freeway, tolls on the West Gate and tolls on the
Tullamarine Freeway — —
Mr Katos — Do you drive on the West Gate?
Mr RICHARDSON — Absolutely; I used to go
down to Geelong every day to Deakin University.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Mordialloc will not respond to
interjections.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RICHARDSON — I will come to shovel — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Mordialloc will resume his seat. When
the Acting Speaker is addressing the house, members
should remain silent. It is important not to respond to
interjections. The member now has the call.
Mr RICHARDSON — It was also revealed
through documentation released under the freedom of
information that the Napthine government’s most
senior transport planners detailed the superior economic
return of a rail tunnel: a $1.90 economic benefit return
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on every $1 invested. Why on earth did those opposite
go down the pathway of the east–west link?
I said that I would reflect on the contributions of
members and their first speeches. Let us play a game of
Who Am I?. Who made this statement in their first
speech?
I sought election to this place to be part of a sovereign
Parliament, deliberating and legislating for the good
government of Victoria, not to merely be a service provider.

Who made that statement? It was none other than the
member for Malvern, putting forward the notion of
good governance. Let us have another Who Am I?. I
will give you a clue. The member is in the chamber
today.
To treat taxpayers money with frivolous disregard is to treat
Victorians with contempt.
…
I believe that government should be standing up for the way
of life that so many Australians have and want to continue to
have, not seeking to limit it.

That was none other than the Leader of the Opposition.
So if he thinks that the side letter deal that was put
forward by the member for Malvern constitutes
frivolous disregard for Victorians and an act of
contempt, how on earth does he still have confidence in
the member for Malvern as the shadow Treasurer? It is
an absolute disgrace.
It is worth reflecting on the Melbourne Metro rail
tunnel and the comments of the member for Malvern’s
predecessor — I could call him his mentor — Robert
Doyle. Melbourne’s Lord Mayor, Robert Doyle, said
shifting Melbourne Metro west would be a ‘100-year
catastrophe for the city’, and urged the state
government to recommit to the route originally
proposed. That was because the route had been audited
for a number of years. It was clearly the key priority for
Victoria, and it was put on the backburner. Robert
Doyle went on to say:
The Berlin Wall was a 30-year mistake but not building
Metro One in the original way it was designed would be
100-year catastrophe for our city.

That is a pretty big indictment. Those opposite come to
this place undermining proper probity and some would
say using common sense rather than a business case. I
reflect on the case of the Phillip Island rezoning. To put
this in context, when the Leader of the Opposition was
asked about the lack of a business case for the change
to the rail tunnel, he said, ‘Well, do we need to have a
business case to find out whether we should put a
railway station underneath an area where there is going
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to be 40 000 people in the next 20 years? I would have
thought that was common sense. We don’t need a
business case’. He did not think it needed a business
case despite it clearly running through sewerage lines
and not having proper probity. I do not want to
pooh-pooh the Leader of the Opposition’s proposition,
but it does run through a lot of sewerage lines, as was
outlined by ABC radio.
So we come forward to a position of common sense.
Was the rezoning of Ventnor a common-sense
approach? It was the rezoning of 23 hectares of
farmland on the outskirts of Phillip Island to residential
development. Suddenly a pop star, who is probably
closer to my generation than to that of the Leader of the
Opposition, stepped forward and said, ‘We’ve got to
protect Phillip Island’. That was none other than Miley
Cyrus. The response of the Leader of the Opposition, as
the then Minister for Planning, was that he was not sure
who Miley Cyrus was, but that he was more of the ilk
and demographic of her father, Billy Ray Cyrus.
Subsequently the then minister cannoned back on that
position, revoked his position and let the residential
zone go. Maybe he took his cue from Billy Ray Cyrus,
who had a song — not one of his better known songs
like Achy Breaky Heart — titled Ready, Set, Don’t Go.
Maybe the government was taking policy from a song
by Miley Cyrus and the Leader of the Opposition is the
Wrecking Ball.
The opposition loves to talk about being shovel ready.
The only shovel it ever took out of the shed was to use
on the poor former Speaker, Ken Smith, who is a fond
friend of ours on this side of the house. What about the
former Premier, Ted Baillieu, and his mandate that was
put forward? That was pretty shovel ready! His political
grave was dug well and truly. I am sure the shovel
might have been put in the back of the Ford Territory of
the former member for Frankston, Geoff Shaw, as he
tore apart the former government. The opposition might
look to blame Prime Minister Tony Abbott, Geoff
Shaw or the media, but when you build your policy
foundation on sand, when you have absolute contempt
for Victorians, that is what happens.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I appreciate
the opportunity to make a contribution to debate on the
member for Monbulk’s matter of public importance. I
have to say though, based on the presentation we have
just heard — I know the member for Mordialloc is a
new member, and he seems like a nice guy — that I
think we will get member for Croydon to give him
some tips if he wants to give some good one-liners.
Perhaps he should speak to the member for Melton
about how to mix ZZ Top up with a hitman. He needs
one of the two, but he needs a bit more practice at it.
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I just noticed something interesting in the member for
Monbulk’s matter of public importance contribution.
He talked about breaking key election promises. I
thought to myself perhaps he has raised a matter about
Labor’s first 100 days in office. It is really quite odd. I
think this is the first time I have seen it. A government
has its first opportunity to come into the chamber and
talk about what it has done in 100 days. You would
think that what Labor would want to talk about would
not be about the past and not about the coalition. The
Premier keeps saying, ‘I am not going to talk about the
past. I am here to talk about the future’. Yet the first
time we see the Labor Party raise a matter of public
importance, it does not want to talk about its first
100 days in office; it wants to talk about the past.
Taking the lead from the member for Monbulk’s
matter, I thought I would talk about the government’s
first 100 days in office and I thought I would talk about
some of its achievements — which come into this
matter, I might add — around breaking election
promises. I will start it off with five names for the
house: John Eren, Luke Donnellan, Lily D’Ambrosio,
Tim Pallas and another bloke called Adem Somyurek. I
thought I would just put those five names out there
when we look at the government’s 100 days in office.
So when we come back to the issue of squandering
opportunities, dysfunctional government and putting
our AAA credit rating at risk — —
Mr Pearson — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the Leader of the Opposition knows full well he should
not refer to other members by first names and surnames
but rather by the districts they represent.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
ask that members be afforded their correct titles.
Mr GUY — I have to say to the member for
Essendon that is a very nice suit. It is almost
mafiaesque. I wonder if he has been speaking to certain
others in this chamber. It is a very nice pinstriped look.
I am sure it was not given to him on a trip to
Queensland.
After 100 days in office we see three pages of this
government’s achievements. The Rudd federal
government put out, as you would expect, a dossier on
its 100 days in office. Steve Bracks put out 10, 12 or
15 pages on his 100 days in office, and this government
comes out with 3 pages! Frankly, why would it not?
The member for Monbulk’s motion talks about broken
promises. Do we remember this one: ‘You won’t pay a
cent in compensation’? Do we remember this one:
‘These contracts are not worth the paper they’re written
on’? Do we remember that promise? Or what about this
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one: ‘We’ll fight for every job’? That was the one. Do
you remember that, member for Mill Park, ‘We’ll fight
for every job’? Have you been down to see Justin
Giddings at Avalon? Have you been down there?
‘We’ll fight for every job’.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The Leader of the Opposition will make his remarks
through the Chair.
Mr GUY — I am afraid they did not fight for many,
and if they did I would not be dispatching the member
for Mill Park to do the fighting. The shovel-ready West
Gate distributor has no planning approval and no
Aboriginal cultural heritage approval. The minister
himself does not even know which local government
areas it spans. This is the government that wants to talk
about broken promises.
What about this one: ‘We’ll put the homeless in the
houses compulsorily acquired for the east–west link
project’? That was the Premier: ‘We’re going to put the
homeless in there’. But instead, no, the houses are
going to be let out for $1500 a week. Some promise!
What about the fully funded, fully costed Melbourne
Metro rail link? We just heard how important the metro
rail link is. Apparently it is fully funded and fully
costed. Then we find out that Daniel Andrews needs
Prime Minister Tony Abbott’s help. The man who
comes into this chamber and scorns and bags every —
—
Mr Pearson — On a further point of order, Acting
Speaker, the Leader of the Opposition knows full well
he should not refer to the Premier in any way other than
as the Premier.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
ask the Leader of the Opposition to refer to members by
their titles.
Ms Halfpenny — We know you’re new!
Mr GUY — As the member for Thomastown pipes
up, did you see the great news out of Israel this
afternoon? Netanyahu has been returned — great news!
Honourable members applauding.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Members know that applauding in the house is not
within the orders. The member for Thomastown will
resume her seat while I am on my feet. I call the house
to order, and I ask the Leader of the Opposition to
return to his speech.
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Mr GUY — As we are talking about some great
news, what about the Back to Work Bill 2014? Labor
says, ‘We introduced the Back to Work Bill to the
Parliament’. That was when the Treasurer put out a
press release that was completely factually wrong. He
said the Back to Work Bill was blocked in the upper
house and forgot the fact that his own party voted for it.
Regarding more jobs that are not shovel ready: ‘We’ve
kick-started funding on major projects’, says the Labor
Party. Really? Which ones might they be: cage
fighting? I am not sure what other major projects
funding has been allocated.
The government has cancelled building schools like
Mernda P–12. In 100 days this government cancelled
the Mill Park Lakes East primary school just down the
road. But here it says, ‘More major events’ — again,
cage fighting — and ‘Inbound trade missions’. This
government is talking about having just over
100 people for an inbound trade mission; the last one
from the previous government had nearly 300. There is
a $100 million project at Flinders Street station. If the
Labor government thinks $100 million for Flinders
Street is a priority over $15 million for the hospital in
Bright, let that be its priority, as opposed to the
coalition’s priority.
The Labor Party says it has done more projects and less
politics in 100 days. I have not seen any less politics in
things like Melbourne Metro, a West Gate distributor
that does not exist, level crossings that will never be
built and a rail tunnel for the never-never. These things
are all coming from a government that has form —
form on making things up, form on lying, form on
pretending, form on misleading and form on telling
Victorians what they want to hear before an election
and something completely different after it. But should
we be surprised? The Labor Party has form right
around Australia.
In conclusion, a number of members have mentioned it
and let me do it again because it is important: look at
Victoria in 2010, when Labor government revenues did
not account for the level of expenses that were being
added to the budget; Victoria in 1992, when the sons
and daughters of Cain and Kirner in government sought
to destroy our state and its confidence; South Australia,
1993; New South Wales, 2011; Queensland, 2012;
Western Australia, 1993 and 2008; the Northern
Territory — how you run a deficit in a place that has a
mining boom, I will never know — and federally, 1996
and 2013. We remember the Greens-Labor coalitions in
Tasmania in 1992 and 2014. When we look at this
record we see Labor has form.
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Every single time Labor takes office and then departs it
leaves its constituency in a worse place than it found it.
We see that this government is setting in stone — in
absolute and utter bedrock — that when it leaves office
in November 2018 it will leave Victoria in a worse
place than it found it in. That is Labor’s typical form
here in Victoria and right across Australia. As a
consequence the member for Monbulk’s motion should
be treated with the same contempt as his government’s
lying policies.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — As one of
the newer members in this place I am constantly asked
by colleagues, constituents and friends, ‘Are you
excited?’, and, ‘Are you having fun?’. Those who do
not know me quite so well follow these questions with
another: ‘What is your area of policy interest?’. As I
tried to outline in my inaugural speech just a few weeks
ago, I do not come to this place with just one niche
policy interest, nor did I project my candidacy from one
particular dais.
I stood for election because I believe that everyone is
entitled to a standard of living that is consistent with
human dignity. I believe that we all have an obligation
to fight for those who are most vulnerable in our
society — for children, refugees, workers, the
unemployed, the homeless, the elderly and the sick. I
stood for election because I believe that those who are
most vulnerable need good advocates in this place after
the last four years. When I look back on the last four
years it shocks me that at almost every turn the inaction
and incompetency of the Liberal-Nationals
government — the Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw
government — compromised the standard of living for
the Victorian people and therefore compromised human
dignity and people’s sense of self-worth. In particular it
shocks me that those who are most vulnerable suffered
the worst.
When considering those questions so often put to me —
whether I am excited and having fun — they somehow
seem wrong and inappropriate. It is undoubtedly a great
privilege and honour to be elected to represent the
people of the Pascoe Vale district, but I bring to this
position grave concern and an overwhelming sense of
responsibility because there is so much to be done to
make up for the last four years. There is no doubt that
Victoria went backwards under the previous
government. Even many of those sitting opposite, if
they are entirely honest with themselves, would admit
that the Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw government was the
most dysfunctional, chaotic and incapable government
to have ever presided over our great state.
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That a government could be so bad is surprising, but
what makes the situation so utterly incomprehensible is
that it managed to stuff it up so royally after inheriting a
thriving and prosperous economy and a wealth of
community capacity — all after 11 years of
conscientious and capable management under the
Bracks and Brumby governments. The
Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw government’s dysfunction
unravelled very publicly — we watched it in news
broadcasts from our lounge rooms, read it on the front
pages of our newspapers and saw it on social media —
but there was a cost to this dysfunction that may not
have been obvious at first glance. This cost was felt
very deeply by those who are most dependent on the
government working properly and those who are most
dependent on good government. It was felt very deeply
by those who are most vulnerable in our society.
The cost of the Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw government’s
dysfunction was felt deeply by our children and young
people. Our children and young people should be given
every opportunity to achieve happy and fulfilling lives.
This begins with their education, yet the coalition
gutted the state education system of hundreds of
millions of dollars. The decision to scrap the
$300 School Start bonus, a scheme designed to help
100 000 families purchase clothes, textbooks and other
school items for students starting prep or year 7, was
particularly heartless.
The previous government left schools riddled with
asbestos. It ignored the urgent need for school
extensions and rebuilds. In the electoral district of
Pascoe Vale it was most obvious at Westbreen Primary
School. In 2010 Westbreen Primary School was
identified as being in urgent need of a rebuild. Upon the
coalition government’s election that year Westbreen
was de-prioritised and instead given a paltry sum of
money for a shoddy touch-up job. It was a
demonstration of blatant disregard for the kids of
Pascoe Vale, Hadfield and Glenroy and for the efforts
of principal Tony Cerra, assistant principal Trevor
Daly, school council president Bridget Kille and her
team, and of course for the students of Westbreen
Primary School. The former government held ‘Team
Westbreen’ in blatant disregard. It took Labor
governments to rebuild Oak Park Primary School and
Pascoe Vale North Primary School. It will be a Labor
government that rebuilds Westbreen Primary School.
Just last week the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Education, the member for Monbulk, visited Westbreen
Primary School to reaffirm Labor’s $5 million
commitment to the rebuild.
A further example of neglect was obvious at Pascoe
Vale Primary School. The old toilet block was beyond

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 18 March 2015

ASSEMBLY

727

use and students were relegated to portables erected in
the playground with no undercover access for wet
weather. While the funds may have been approved,
getting the go-ahead for the build was unnecessarily
difficult. Within days of the establishment of the Labor
government, the school had the go-ahead, and I am
pleased to report that the new toilets are under
construction. We have thankfully moved on from the
mindless inertia of the previous government.

school, whether in the Catholic or state system. The
chaotic nature of the previous government came at a
cost to vulnerable children and young people. There
was also the cost caused by the dysfunction of the
Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw government, which was felt
deeply by our refugee and multicultural communities. I
bring to this place a great commitment to Victoria’s
multicultural communities, many of which are
represented in the electoral district of Pascoe Vale.

Another legacy of the coalition’s inaction is in the
planning portfolio. As I have previously said in this
chamber, Coburg North Primary School is bursting at
the seams. Enrolments are rapidly increasing: since
2007 enrolments have increased by 147 per cent. There
is no more room to randomly plonk portable
classrooms without taking over the playground, such
was the lack of thought by the previous government.
The previous government not only failed in its planning
but it ignored the very real problems as they evolved
and simply endorsed bandaid solutions. The Deputy
Premier and Minister for Education, the member for
Monbulk, has already set aside time to visit Coburg
North Primary School in the next few weeks to meet
with the principal, school council representatives and
students to discuss the issues and develop a real and
sustainable solution. It is not rocket science, but
somehow the former government could not work it out.
Perhaps it just did not care.

Under the Bracks and Brumby governments
multicultural communities were at the front and centre
for the government. Victoria had become an exemplar
and a world leader in the protection of cultural
diversity, yet in just four years so much of the social
infrastructure associated with multiculturalism that was
built by the previous government was undone. Many of
the multicultural organisations in my electorate had
their funding decreased. Whatever happened to the
work started by Labor in relation to improving
interpreting services, particularly those in our courts
and in our hospitals? The chaotic nature of the previous
government came at a cost to vulnerable multicultural
communities and to vulnerable refugee communities.

It is also unquestionable that the previous government’s
cuts to education hurt every student and every family,
no matter where they attended school. I went to a parish
primary school and a Catholic secondary college. I have
also worked for the Catholic Education Office. I know
the value of the Catholic and independent school
system. Catholic and independent schools are a vital
part of our education system. Over one-third of
Victorian schools are Catholic or independent, and
more than 38 per cent of Victorian students attend
non-government schools. Almost 500 Catholic schools
and over 200 independent schools are serving unique
and diverse cultural and social needs. Those sitting on
opposition benches talked the talk but never put their
money where their mouths were. They had four years
to give the Catholic and independent school system the
security it sought. They had four years to reassure
struggling parish primary schools of their futures. It
took a Labor government to bring forward legislation
for 25 per cent linked recurrent funding, and it took a
Labor government to allocate $120 million for new and
improved infrastructure at our Catholic schools.
From the early years to post-secondary education our
children and young people deserve a world-class
education and first-class facilities wherever they go to

Another cost due to the dysfunction of the
Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw government was felt deeply by
workers. From my time as a union official on the shop
floor, I know that teachers and workers, whether they
worked in retail, in manufacturing or on the front line in
our emergency services, were let down by the
Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw government. Job after job hit
the cutting room floor.
During my most recent time at the Shop, Distributive
and Allied Employees Association (SDA), during the
Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw government, I seemed to be
constantly managing the effects of the closure of retail
businesses. One after another small and medium size
retailers dropped, leaving workers with nowhere to go,
often without payment of wages and entitlements.
Recently the Leader of the Opposition was keen to
point out the difficulties experienced by Dairy Bell, and
earlier in this debate the member for Gembrook held
himself up as a champion of small business. However, I
can assure the house that neither the Leader of the
Opposition nor the member for Gembrook were
anywhere to be seen when I was fighting for the
entitlements of retail workers when their employer was
forced to close as a result of the sagging economy. I
think it more likely that while I was working for my
union members, fighting for their jobs and entitlements,
the Leader of the Opposition, and perhaps the member
for Gembrook, could have been found courting the top
end of Collins Street.
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The Andrews Labor Government will work closely
with individual businesses to create employment
opportunities for unemployed youth, the long-term
unemployed and those who have been recently
retrenched — people forgotten by the previous
government. Labor’s Back to Work scheme, which has
already been channelled through the Parliament, will
provide financial incentives — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) — The
member’s time has expired.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING
AMENDMENT (HAIRDRESSING
REGISTRATION) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health).
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I rise to
continue my contribution to the debate on the Public
Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Hairdressing
Registration) Bill 2015. As I was saying prior to
question time, members of the opposition are very
pleased to support the bill. As I explained, this bill
builds on a reform introduced by the former
government in the Gambling and Liquor Legislation
Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014, which
exempts hairdressers from the requirement to hold a
liquor licence to supply alcohol. Hairdressing is a very
important issue for some members of this house, some
more than others.
As I mentioned earlier, the hairdressing sector is very
important, with some 4000 businesses in Victoria
operating in the hairdressing and temporary make-up
application industry. The previous government
introduced the Gambling and Liquor Legislation
Amendment (Reduction of Red Tape) Bill 2014, which
was principally focused on providing a mechanism to
reduce costs impacting upon these important small
businesses. Currently these businesses are required to
pay an annual fee to local governments simply to
register as a small business, and it makes no sense at all
that these businesses are required to pay this fee when
the system could be streamlined so that small
businesses were only required to make a one-off
payment which would apply for as long as that business
operated at its current premises.
What was clearly identified is that in organisations
which undertake activities where there is potential
health risk to Victorians, including tattooing and body
piercing, and depilation, manicure and other beauty
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therapies, where there is a potential risk of accidental
penetration of the skin of a customer, those activities
could ultimately require important investigation by
public health officers or environmental health officers
of local governments. However, it has also been clearly
recognised that for the segment of businesses that we
are talking about — hairdressers and businesses that
provide purely make-up application — the level of risk
is significantly low.
The former government took action by introducing a
bill to ensure the removal of the annual registration fee
of $168. When I spoke to people in small businesses in
my community, they applauded the previous
government for taking that action, because they knew
that it was only members of the former government
who had decided to take the necessary action to remove
that annual impost. Opposition members are pleased to
see that this new government has decided to follow the
former government’s lead and implement the measures
contained in this bill. However, the government has
changed the date on which the reform will come into
operation. The bill seeks to introduce this important
change from March 2016, whereas the earlier bill was
going to come into operation on 1 January 2016. The
extension of the effective operational date means that
these 4000 businesses will potentially face a further
cost impost, and no clear reason has been given for that
occurring.
Opposition members believed, and rightly so, that the
introduction of this new scheme should have been
effective from 1 January 2016, but this government has
taken the view that it wants to extend the effective
operational date of these changes, so it has now been
extended to March 2016. Hairdressing operators in my
electorate and hairdressing operators in the electorate of
the member for Warrandyte — indeed hairdressing
operators across the entire state — are potentially going
to face a further cost impact for no apparent benefit, and
it has purely been driven by this new government.
Whilst I stress from the outset that the opposition is
supporting the bill because it replicates the bill
developed by the former government, this government
has sought to implement this legislation by extending
the date of introduction of the perpetual fee. This will
see relevant businesses in this state having to pay a
registration fee in 2016, which would not have applied
under the legislation drafted by the former government.
I would be pleased, on behalf of the 4000 businesses
that will be impacted by these changes, to hear an
explanation from the lead speaker for the government
as to why the decision was taken to delay the
introduction and cause a cost impact on upwards of
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4000 Victorian businesses next year. If the
government’s lead speaker is not going to provide that
explanation, then I believe it behoves the Minister for
Health to provide an explanation during the course of
this debate as to why this action was taken. It is very
clear that the whole purpose for which a similar bill was
introduced last year by the former government was to
eliminate the need for small businesses to have to pay
annual fees.
It was clearly identified and a view was taken that the
cost impact on those businesses which are a low risk for
the purposes of potential health outcomes for Victorians
should be reduced. That was a hallmark of the former
government with respect to small business. That is the
reason we had targets to reduce red tape by 25 per cent
by July 2014. The former government was focused on
working with small business to clearly identify what
cost impacts imposed by governments that are not
relevant or needed could be removed, and that is what
the former government did.
We are pleased to see that this government has taken up
the position that was brought about by the former
government, but it behoves the government to provide a
clear explanation to justify why businesses are going to
be making a payment in 2016 when clearly that would
not have applied under the former government’s
legislation. That is something 4000 business owners
would want to know, because if there is no clear
explanation, then that is a fee this government will be
requiring businesses to pay in 2016 that simply would
not have applied if the former government’s legislation
had passed the previous Parliament.
This is important legislation for this sector, and
hairdressers are an important part of the sector. As I
said before we broke for question time, these are
predominantly people who have chosen once they have
gained their trade qualifications to go off and start their
own businesses. These are mums and dads often in
single person-operated businesses who have got a loan
from a bank and rented a premises, generally in a
shopping centre. They are paying rent after having set
up their business to ply their trade as a small business
operator, and we should applaud people for that. We
should be doing everything we can as governments to
get out of the way of these businesses and let them get
on with doing what they do best, which is operating
their business and employing people such as
apprentices et cetera.
With that small commentary on this bill, the coalition
will be supporting the legislation before the house.
However, again, I want to put on the record our
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concerns about the impost with the expansion into
March 2016.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is my pleasure to
stand today and speak on the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (Hairdressing Registration) Bill
2015. There are around 4000 hairdressing and
barbering businesses in Victoria. As I am sure most of
us know, most of them are small, independently owned
enterprises. These small businesses make a valuable
contribution to the economy through employment and
service delivery, and they are great contributors to
youth employment. Many of our hairdressing salons —
and perhaps our own hairdressers — employ
apprentices and trainees. This is a great thing and to be
encouraged.
Hairdressing and make-up businesses are also an
important part of the social fabric of our local
communities. I am sure many in this house would agree
with me that a trip to the hairdresser is an excellent way
to keep abreast of all the issues in one’s electorate. Only
last Saturday I enjoyed a few hours with my
hairdresser.
Mr Wynne — It looks lovely.
Ms THOMAS — I thank the member. We had a
great conversation about many matters of concern to
the people of Macedon.
The bill amends the Public Health and Wellbeing Act
2008 to reduce regulations for hairdressers and low-risk
make-up businesses. The bill provides for a one-off
registration of those businesses by councils instead of
an annual registration renewal, which is standard
practice. This change will streamline the registration
process for hairdressing and make-up businesses. The
changes will benefit 4000 mostly very small
hairdressing and make-up businesses in Victoria.
The bill supports the government’s commitment to
streamline business regulation and establish a 25 per
cent regulation reduction target. Contrary to some of
the things we have heard in the house today, this
government fully supports and gets behind our small
businesses. We understand they are the engine room of
our economy. They employ many people, and we will
do what we can to support this very important sector.
These changes will save businesses an average of about
$170 per year and will be particularly welcomed by our
small independent hairdressing business operators
which have a limited cash flow. The changes also mean
that proprietors will be saved the time and effort of
submitting annual registration renewal forms to council.
Councils have a trained workforce of environmental
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health officers who responsibly handle many diverse
public health issues at the local level. These changes
will mean that local council officers are freed up to
focus on genuine public health risks to the community.
When governments look to reduce regulatory burden,
they must be satisfied that this will not compromise
public health, and this has been an important
consideration in the development of this bill. Risk can
be measured according to both the levels of compliance
within a particular industry and the public health
consequences of any incidents that do or could occur.
Hairdressing and make-up application pose a very low
risk to public health. This is because there is no
intentional penetration of the skin, meaning that the risk
of transmitting blood-borne viruses in such settings is
low to negligible. It is important to note that higher risk
businesses are excluded from the bill.
While hairdressing and make-up businesses are low
risk, the new arrangements will still safeguard the
public health of the community. Hairdressing and
make-up businesses will still be required to comply
with minimum standards of cleanliness and hygiene
under the Public Health and Wellbeing Regulations
2009. Council officers will retain their existing powers
to inspect those businesses. For example, they may still
do spot checks and will inspect in response to
complaints and have power to monitor and enforce the
law. If the proprietor of a hairdressing or make-up
business also provides other services, such as tattooing
or body piercing, they will continue to be required to
register their business periodically. This can be up to
every three years, but generally councils issue annual
registrations.
The changes will be effective from 1 March 2016. I
pick up the point raised by the member for Ferntree
Gully that in choosing this date the government has
been mindful to ensure that full and proper consultation
occurs with the Municipal Association of Victoria and
local councils. Indeed, a full communications plan has
been put in place to make sure that councils fully
understand the new requirements. That is why the date
is 1 March 2016. We want to work cooperatively with
councils and with small businesses to implement these
changes. Other businesses that are currently regulated
under part 6 of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act
2008 are considered to be at higher risk, as I have said.
They will continue to be required to register
periodically, and usually annually, with their local
council.
In finishing, I reiterate that the government has
consulted extensively with the local government sector
through the Municipal Association of Victoria. We
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have also consulted with hairdressing and beauty
businesses and — as I am sure the member for Pascoe
Vale would know and appreciate — with the Shop,
Distributive and Allied Employees Association. I am
pleased to say that all stakeholders welcome these
changes. The Department of Health and Human
Services will continue to work with key stakeholders to
support the transition to the new arrangements. This
will ensure that industry and local government receive
timely, clear information and advice in the coming
months about the key changes and how to prepare for
them. I commend the bill to the house, and I suggest
that all members take the opportunity, when next
having their hair care needs met, to share the good news
of this bill with their hairdresser.
Mr Wynne — Hear, hear!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) — I am
sure the member for Richmond spends a lot of time at
the hairdresser!
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — On behalf of The Nationals
I rise to support this bill My contribution will probably
be commensurate with my hairdressing needs.
Although in the past there was a need, it was rather a
long time ago. We have approximately
4000 hairdressers across Victoria, and most country
towns have a hairdressing business. They have
survived, so there are obviously people in the
community who have more need of that service than I
have. The move to ongoing registration instead of
annual inspections is a wise move. It frees country
hairdressers from red tape and will continue to support
those businesses.
As we know, hairdressers are well trained, well
qualified and well versed in public health and safety.
That is something that has come a long way in my
lifetime of observing how hair is cut; those risks to
health are now far lower than they were previously.
Hairdressers are often involved in other treatments, so I
welcome some of the changes around the application of
cosmetics, beauty therapy and so on to further assist
those small businesses that are vital to country towns to
continue to operate in an environment that is not only
safe but also as cost-effective as possible.
Businesses that fall into the higher risk category —
such as businesses that involve colonic irrigation, skin
penetration or tattoos or other procedures that pose
certain risks — will still need to have a higher level of
supervision than hairdressers. The bill deals with what
happens if all these activities are being conducted in the
same premises.
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I also note that changes to the legislation were flagged
during the term in office of the previous government. It
is one of the issues that were out there; it is important
and was being dealt with. I welcome this legislation
having made its way here after some work was done
last year to get this change for our hairdressers. I said
this was going to be a brief contribution, commensurate
with my need and my current circumstances, because I
am not expert in hairdressing anymore. This is a good
bill. It is good for country Victoria, and The Nationals
are happy to support it.
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — I am very pleased to
rise to speak on the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (Hairdressing Registration) Bill 2015,
which is a very important bill. I will start by
complimenting you on your hair, Acting Speaker. It
always looks lovely. Perhaps you could pass on the
contact details of your hairdresser to me later.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms KNIGHT — Thanks — my once a year visit to
the hairdresser. I want to talk very seriously about
hairdressing because it is a serious business. I welcome
this amending bill, which will support over
4000 hairdressing and barber businesses around the
state. The bill reduces regulation for hairdressers and
low-risk make-up businesses. It also provides for
one-off registration of these businesses, which will
essentially streamline their business dealings, and that
is a really good thing.
I want to talk a little bit about the importance of
hairdressing, particularly in regional and rural
communities. Hairdressers are often the hub of what
happens in the community, along with the local footy
and pony clubs. In rural and regional communities,
where a lot of people, and particularly women,
experience a lot of stress, it is important that the trip to
the hairdresser is not the one set aside, because not only
do you leave looking fantastic but you also reduce the
social isolation that can frequently occur. Hairdressing
salons also provide a very relaxing forum where groups
of women can get together and talk about the stresses in
their lives and what is happening with their families.
I also want to talk about what hairdressers hear, because
when you are getting your hair washed and cut and you
are a little bit vulnerable, a lot of information comes
out. Hairdressers hear a lot of stories and reflections on
life. They keep up to date with what is happening with
your family, but they are also there when things are
stressful. I am serious about this. Let us look back at the
devastating drought that occurred not that long ago and
the role that hairdressers — and I would also argue bar
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staff — played during that drought. I was talking to
someone from a local women’s health centre about how
a number of years ago, at the peak of the drought,
workers went out and talked to hairdressers and bar
staff about how they had dealt with all the traumatic
information that was coming to them day in and day
out. Hairdressers and bar staff are at the forefront of
what happens in our community, and we should never
forget that.
You can go to the hairdressers and have a laugh. It is a
great place to go. Some hairdressers also serve
champagne, which is not too bad. We must also
remember the seriousness of what hairdressers hear,
day after day, hour after hour, and the way in which
they deal with that information. A very successful
project was run in rural Victoria in which hairdressers
were taught about how to react if told that somebody
might be at risk or that something terrible has
happened; they can refer that person on. They are also
taught how to deal with that information themselves
without leaving their job feeling really bad that day.
This is a shout out to all the hairdressers and barbers,
particularly those in regional and rural areas. I want to
thank them for the work they do for the community and
for how they make us look when we leave their
premises. I wish this bill a speedy passage through the
chamber.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I must admit that
hairdressing was not something I spent too much time
considering before being elected to this place, but I
have a new appreciation of my hairdresser since being
in the public spotlight and new sympathy for people
like Julia Gillard, who pointed out that females have to
spend so much more time on their public appearance
than their male colleagues.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms SANDELL — Except maybe for the member.
This bill is about supporting hairdressers, but it is also
about supporting public health. The Greens are very
pleased to support this bill because ensuring public
health is a critical role for government, and hairdressers
and make-up artists, who do not penetrate the skin pose
a low risk to public health. We believe ongoing
government checks and overly rigorous and onerous
regulation processes do not appear to be a good use of
either public money or the money or time of small
business operators. This is particularly the case when
there are so many other pressing health issues in our
community at the moment, especially when we have to
contend with challenges, such as diabetes and heart
disease, that should be dealt with through preventive
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healthcare measures. Government money would clearly
be far better spent on supporting the community to
address these health risks rather than the low risks
posed to the community by hairdressers and make-up
salons. The Greens are very happy to support this bill.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (Hairdressing Registration) Bill 2015. This
bill is important because it reduces the regulatory
burden on hairdressers, whose practices do not involve
intentional skin penetration. What is most important
about this bill is that it makes it far easier for people to
go into small business. We need to do more to foster
and encourage more newly arrived migrants to become
their own bosses.
This is important in the context of Thomas Piketty’s
book Capital in the Twenty-first Century, in which he
states on page 25 that the fundamental force of
divergence, ‘r’, is greater than ‘g’. ‘R’ refers to the rate
of return on capital, and ‘g’ relates to the return on
labour. The reality is that if you look at inherited wealth
and return on investments from inherited wealth, the
return on that will be greater over time than on the
return of labour. Essentially because economic growth
will start to stagnate or taper off, inherited wealth will
take on far greater importance over the coming decades.
Piketty states at page 26 of his book:
When the rate of return on capital significantly exceeds the
growth rate of the economy … then it logically follows that
inherited wealth grows faster than output and income. People
with inherited wealth need save only a portion of their income
from capital to see that capital grow more quickly than the
economy as a whole. Under such conditions, it is almost
inevitable that inherited wealth will dominate wealth amassed
from a lifetime’s labour by a wide margin, and the
concentration of capital will attain extremely high levels —
levels potentially incompatible with the meritocratic values
and principles of social justice fundamental to modern
democratic societies.

Piketty goes on to talk about comparing different
societies over time. The ideal society we could have
experienced in our lifetime is Scandinavia in the 1970s
and 1980s, where the top 10 per cent had 50 per cent of
the wealth. If you compare that to America, the top
10 per cent holds more like 70 per cent of the wealth.
The top 1 per cent of American society now holds
about 35 per cent of the wealth. There is a real risk that
that will grow so that over succeeding generations the
top 1 per cent might hold 50 per cent of the wealth, and
the top 10 per cent might hold 90 per cent. Why is that
relevant — —
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr PEARSON — It is interesting that the
opposition would say that, because it is about making
sure that we bridge the gap between labour and capital.
It is about making sure that workers become equity
participants. That is why Labor enabled workers to
access equity through compulsory superannuation.
Piketty’s desire is to see a global tax on capital levied to
address these rising levels of inequality. The only way
we can close the gap is by turning workers into
shareholders and equity owners in the businesses in
which they work. We should be looking at trying to
foster and encourage greater levels of share ownership
amongst employees — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, as
much as I hate to interrupt the flow of this cerebral
dissertation — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) — The
member will get straight to the point.
Mr R. Smith — It is not on the bill. I think we all
collectively understand that the bill is a narrow one, and
it is incumbent on you, Acting Speaker — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! The member can take his seat. The member for
Essendon should return to the bill.
Mr PEARSON — This is important because it is
about making it easier for people to become owners of
businesses. It is about reducing the regulatory burden
and making it more attractive. It is about making sure
that rather than just having a divide between labour and
capital people have the potential to go into business for
themselves. It is particularly important because we
want to try to ensure that people do not just earn a wage
but have the capacity to go out and work for themselves
so they become equity participants and they can start to
bridge the divide.
I will cite a case in point. It is all right for some people
who work for large organisations which have share
participation plans. They will have access to equity, but
that is not the case when you are a hairdresser in a very
small business, so this is important. My case in point is
that when Bunnings Warehouse first came to Victoria it
came here because it had acquired McEwans hardware
stores, which were in receivership during the last
recession.
Wesfarmers has a policy whereby it allocates shares to
its staff. In one case a gentleman started on the shop
floor at Sunshine in 1994 and he retired in 2007. When
he retired he was contacted by the human resources
department and asked what he wanted to do with the
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shares he had acquired. He had paid no attention to
them and never realised that he owned shares in the
business. He instructed the company to dispose of the
shares. Six weeks later he rang up crying because he
had received in the mail a cheque for $165 000. It is
fundamentally important because you have to ask
yourself, when you derive your only income not
through investments, share portfolios or property but
through the labour of your hands, how long it would
take you to save $165 000.
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important in terms of bridging the divide that Piketty
talks to. It is about making sure that people have the
opportunity to become shareholders in the businesses in
which they work. Anything we can do to reduce the
regulatory burden to make it more attractive for people
to go into business is a very good thing. It is in the
interests of us all to try to bridge the divide between
labour and capital. For those reasons, I commend the
bill to the house.

The other point I will make on the bill relates to
Michael Porter, who is the Bishop William Lawrence
University professor at Harvard Business School. He
developed what are called Porter’s five forces. They are
looked at as a model when asking, ‘Should we invest in
an industry? Should we found a business in a particular
industry?’. The five forces he talked about are the
bargaining power of suppliers, the bargaining power of
buyers, industry rivalry, threats to new entrants and the
threat of substitutes.

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — It gives me great
pleasure to be able to talk on the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (Hairdressing Registration) Bill
2015. It is very difficult for me to stand up and speak
after the contribution I have just heard, but I will
attempt to stick to the bill. I am supporting this bill, and
our side of the house is supporting this bill, because it is
very similar to a bill we introduced in the upper house
late last year under the Napthine government. At the
time we were great believers in what the bill could do,
and we still are, and we think that any reduction in red
tape is good for business. In fact our commitment was a
whole-of-government approach to a 25 per cent
reduction in red tape across the state. I am pleased to
say that in the three portfolio areas I looked after we
helped to achieve that 25 per cent, and it was a proud
moment for our government to say we had achieved it.
Reducing the need for yearly registration for
hairdressers was part of that red-tape reduction.

If we did a Porter’s five forces analysis of hairdressing
in the state of Victoria, we would say there is a real
threat of new entrants because it is pretty easy to enter.
There is some bargaining power of suppliers because a
small number of suppliers provide hair products and so
they have got some power. Buyers have a lot of power
because they can go anywhere they like and they do not
have to go to you. There is a lot of internal rivalry
because, if you look at most hairdressing salons, you
see that they tend to be concentrated in high streets or in
shopping centres, and there is obviously that internal
industry rivalry. There is no real threat of substitutes.

There are some 4000 registered hairdressing businesses
here in Victoria, and if we work that out at about $168
per hairdresser per year, that is quite a lot of revenue,
but what are they getting for that money? When
hairdressing salons open they need to comply with all
the occupational health and safety regulations and all
the health regulations, and they need council
inspections to make sure that they are set up in a fit and
proper manner. But the big question is: do councils
have the resources to have inspectors making sure that
hairdressers are compliant year after year, or are they
just taking the money — the $168?

What does that mean? If we think about it in relation to
hairdressing, if we were sitting here now and saying,
‘Let us go into a hairdressing business’, it is not a
particularly attractive business to go into. It is not likely
to be something from which you can earn a lot of
money, but for that reason this bill is so important,
because so many people have got the capacity but they
do not have access to capital. They might not have the
ability to go down the road and borrow $10 million to
set up a manufacturing facility. What they do have is a
low barrier to entry because all they need is a pair of
scissors and a shopfront. That is a really good thing
because these sorts of industries are fundamentally

We decided that, provided the business owner had not
changed or the location had not changed or been
transferred, it was a very low-risk place for this type of
abolition of fees, if you like. There would still be the
initial registration fee and the council would still need
to make an inspection, and naturally if any sort of
complaint were made against the business, inspectors
would be required to go out and have a look at the
business, in the same way as they would under any
other circumstances.

This bill is important because we want to encourage
more people to go into business so they can start to
become shareholders in their businesses and start to
access equity. They can make sure that over the course
of time they are able to bank those profits. That is
important, and it will help to address the growing
divide.

I will talk a little about the nature of the businesses we
are discussing. Obviously the beauty industry is
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far-reaching. There is the straightforward hairdresser
who, for example, might work from home — a very
small business perhaps run by a mother returning to
work or by someone who does not want to work full
time in a salon or does not want those sorts of
overheads. For them $168 is going to be a substantial
saving. Then there is the sort of business which does
the cheap $10 haircuts. We have just had one such
business open in Boronia near my hairdresser, and we
will see whether that is a sustainable business. Again,
for them $168 may be a lot of money over the course of
a year. Then you have the celebrity stylists, and $168
may not be a large amount of money for them.
However, I bet they still need time to go online, if their
council allows them to pay bills online, and do extra
paperwork. Running any sort of business is labour
intensive for the proprietor, so we are taking away that
burden and unnecessary extra bill paying, if you like.
It is not just limited to hairdressing. The bill also
extends to what I might call the minor beauty
services — for example, some hairdressers have
branched out and are doing make-up for presentation
and debutante balls. There is good business to be had in
doing wedding make-up and hair under one roof, so
they might have a make-up artist working with them
part time on weekends or just when balls are coming
up. They are not exactly into what we might call the full
beauty business. We are not talking about beauticians,
who are at a higher risk of rupturing the skin — for
example, they might be doing cosmetic tattooing,
depilation, body piercing or ear piercing. Those
businesses will continue to have yearly registration to
make sure they are running above board, but those in
the very low-risk category of injury and penetration of
the skin, the hairdressers who are very careful in their
craft — there are not a lot of Edward Scissorhands out
there — will not have to be burdened by that.
This is a good area of red-tape reduction. We are
delighted to support it because it is something we
introduced last year. The only thing that troubles me —
and I have heard the arguments from the other side of
the chamber — is the start date. The fact that it will be
put back will mean that a whole lot of businesses that
will pay the extra registration fee for the year ahead
would not have needed to. We did a lot of consultation
on this, and I have spoken to many hairdressers in my
local area. The reform is a great idea, but I am not sure
why the start date has been put back. I have heard the
explanation, but it does not sit well with me.
This is a good bill, and I wish it a speedy passage
through both houses. I look forward to lots of pats on
the back for members on both sides of the house for
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continuing with this from local businesses that see the
benefits of relief from this type of red-tape burden.
Mr LIM (Clarinda) — I am happy to speak in the
debate on the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment
(Hairdressing Registration) Bill 2015. In my electorate,
particularly in the Springvale shopping centre,
hairdressing is one of the biggest and most thriving
businesses. It is very competitive. I can get a good
haircut from only $8 all the way up to $60 with the
South Korean expertise at the Clayton shopping centre.
There are all sorts of hairdressing salons, from the most
basic to the most expensive, so my contribution is a
pleasant one that I am happy to make.
The bill amends the registration process for
hairdressing and make-up businesses listed in the bill.
The purpose of the bill is to reduce regulation — in
other words, red tape — for hairdressers and make-up
businesses by streamlining the registration process
while still safeguarding the public health of the
community. The main change proposed in the bill
includes a one-off ongoing registration of these
businesses with council instead of the current standard
practice of annually renewing registration. Ongoing
registration will remain in place unless it is cancelled or
suspended by the relevant council.
The businesses covered in this bill are those that solely
provide hairdressing and/or temporary make-up that
does not involve intentional skin penetration. The
provisions in the bill mean these businesses will no
longer be required to renew their registration annually,
currently paying an average renewal fee of $170, or
have an annual inspection with their local council. The
proposed amendments will benefit over 4000 small and
often independently owned businesses across Victoria
from 1 March 2016 whose activities have been assessed
as posing negligible public health risks.
In terms of regulating the minimum standards of
cleanliness and hygiene, hairdressing and make-up
proprietors will be required to comply with the Public
Health and Wellbeing Regulations 2009 to ensure the
cleanliness and hygiene of their business premises,
equipment and work systems. The bill proposes no
amendment to council officers’ existing powers to
inspect businesses — for example, in response to
complaints — and to monitor and enforce the law.
Other registered businesses currently regulated under
the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 will
continue to be required to register their businesses
periodically, including, for example, beauty therapy,
body-piercing and tattooing businesses.
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The Victorian government has committed to
streamlining business regulation and establishing a
25 per cent regulation reduction target, which is
important to these businesses. The government
recognises that small businesses, which form the vast
majority of hairdressing and beauty salons in Victoria,
have less capacity to absorb the cost of regulation than
large businesses. The amendments to the existing
regulations will not only help proprietors reduce the
cost of annual registration but also lighten the burden of
submitting annual registration renewal forms to council
and participating in annual inspections with a council
officer.
Under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act it is an
important duty of the council to protect, promote and
improve the public health of the community. The
workplace or environmental health officer of a council
is trained to handle many diverse public health issues
responsively at the local level. Under the bill council
officers will be freed up to focus on genuine public
health risks and will have the capacity to assist councils
to manage their resources in a more effective way while
retaining the power to inspect hairdressing and make-up
businesses.
If the proposed amendments become effective, the
Department of Health and Human Services will work
with the Municipal Association of Victoria to further
develop detailed advice about what the changes will
mean for local governments and how they can prepare
for them. Further advice will be presented to councils
and affected businesses from the middle of this year,
enabling businesses and local government to be fully
prepared for a smooth transition to the new regulations
and giving time for both businesses and councils to
communicate with key stakeholders. As to the
evaluation of the new regulatory framework, the
Department of Health and Human Services intends to
collect quantitative feedback and data about the
effectiveness through interviews and surveys with
councils as well as the Municipal Association of
Victoria and the Hair & Beauty Industry Association in
Victoria approximately three years after the changes
commence. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I appreciate the
opportunity to participate in making a law that reduces
costs to small businesses across Victoria and in Ripon,
although personally I would have liked the bill to go
further and totally abolish the charges. I note that at
least one local council in Ripon does not have a charge
for registration, and no-one has died or had an adverse
reaction as a result of that council not collecting a
registration charge.
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It is unsurprising that the opposition is supporting this
bill, because it is largely the same as the bill introduced
last year by the Honourable David Davis, a member for
Southern Metropolitan Region in the other place, who
was the Minister for Health at the time. It is
disappointing that the only change to that bill is that the
start date has been moved such that councils get another
go at collecting this charge, which is just another
revenue raiser for them. We are talking about incredibly
low-risk businesses.
I note that this bill effectively went into the Council last
year on 24 June for the second-reading speech and then
moved through to the third reading on 7 August. Then
it came to the Assembly, and it sat on the notice paper
because the then Labor opposition chose chaos over
decent reform. I am a bit surprised at that, because
when Mr Leane, a member for Eastern Metropolitan
Region in the other place, spoke he noted that:
… we believe the government —

and that was the coalition government —
is implementing a common-sense approach to reducing the
red tape that hairdressers and make-up artists must currently
adhere to.

Therefore it is inexplicable that, once the bill got to the
Assembly during the term of the previous government,
it could not be debated because the Labor Party chose
not to debate it.
Of course the Liberal Party is the party of small
business. We have always been the party of small
business, and we always look for opportunities to
reduce the red tape that is imposed on small businesses.
We do not need to drone on about Piketty to know that.
We on this side know, as former Minister Davis said in
his second-reading speech, that this bill:
… will reduce red tape and costs to businesses, and they are
businesses that we all know and deal with directly and
regularly. Lowering the cost to business ultimately lowers the
cost of services.

This reform is of particular interest to my electorate,
because there is quite a bit of evidence that small
businesses make up a larger part of the economies of
regional and rural areas than they do in Melbourne. Up
to 15 per cent of our businesses are very small
businesses, and that includes hairdressers.
This bill is also of deep importance to a particular type
of small business owner in the Ripon electorate, which
is female business owners. Almost half of all female
apprentices in Victoria are hairdressing apprentices, and
I discovered on the Australian Government Job
Outlook website that 86.2 per cent of hairdressers in
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Australia are women. This reform particularly
advantages businesses run by women. Hairdressing is a
business that has traditionally involved women, but
nonetheless, it has a lot of good points: it is family
friendly, you can do it part time and you can do it from
the front room of your house. It is particularly attractive
to people in regional and rural towns for whom the
barriers to creating other businesses may be higher
because of lack of capital.
I will go to my final comment on the topic. There are
many great hairdressing businesses in the Ripon
electorate, and it would completely exhaust my time to
list them all. However, there is one which I feel I must
mention, and that is Urban Boho, which is an Ararat
hairdresser. It has been patronised by the Deputy Clerk,
Bridget Noonan, who reports the highest levels of
satisfaction. I would say to the house: if you are coming
to my electorate, and I know members from all sides of
the house enjoy coming to the Ripon electorate, we
have a plethora of great hairdressers, including those at
Urban Boho in Ararat, who will all benefit from this
reform. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — I am pleased to
speak in support of the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (Hairdressing Registration) Bill 2015. This
bill is about reducing the burden and cost of regulation
for about 4000 mostly small, low-risk hairdressing and
make-up businesses across Victoria. The bill will also
free up local council officers and allow them to focus
on genuine public health risks in the community.
The bill forms part of a government commitment to
streamline business regulation and re-establish a 25 per
cent regulation reduction target. In acknowledgment of
the reality that services involving the application of
temporary make-up present a lower public health risk
than those that involve penetration of the skin, this bill
proposes to remove the phrase ‘application of
cosmetics’ from the definition of beauty therapy and
introduce a new class of business, being a business of
applying cosmetics that does not involve skin
penetration or tattooing. Manicures and pedicures
remain in the definition of beauty therapy.
The bill allows for a two-tiered registration scheme, one
for businesses that provide higher risk services like
piercings and tattooing, and another for businesses that
only provide lower risk services, including hairdressing
and make-up. The former would be subject to
requirements for periodic registration, whereas the latter
would be able to apply for ongoing registrations — that
is, a one-off registration by councils instead of annual
registration renewals as currently occur. Eligible
businesses will be able to apply for this one-off
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registration from 1 March 2016. If a business provides
both low-risk and higher risk services — for example,
manicures, pedicures and ear piercing — on the same
premises, they will not be able to apply for ongoing
registration.
It should also be noted that this bill does not in any way
compromise the public health of the community.
Hairdressing and make-up businesses will still be
required to comply with minimum standards of
cleanliness and hygiene, and the public health and
wellbeing regulations. Council officers will retain their
existing powers to do spot checks and will continue to
inspect in response to complaints.
These are common-sense amendments that are
designed to make things easier for the thousands of
small businesses which do such a wonderful job
keeping many of us looking presentable. I am glad to
see that the member for Sunbury has joined us in the
chamber. I am not sure if the member’s hairdresser
qualifies for ongoing registration, but anything that
makes it easier for someone to make that head of hair
look so effortlessly beautiful should be commended.
The same can be said for the member for Altona’s
locks, and I believe the member for Burwood is also
trying his best to make the luscious locks list. His
efforts are noted.
We know that a high proportion of small businesses fail
in their first 12 months. As the daughter of a small
business man, I know how all-consuming running a
small business is and how hard you have to work to
keep it going. My sister operated a hairdressing salon
for many years. It is incredibly tough work. I think she,
and others like her, would appreciate any attempt by the
government to simplify registration processes where
possible, saving time and reducing costs. The changes
will mean that businesses are saved an average of about
$170 per year per business, not to mention the savings
in the time taken to submit registration forms and
participate in annual inspections.
Given that the majority of hairdressing businesses are
small, owner-operated enterprises, the volume of tasks
required to be carried out by a single person is
enormous. Anything we can do to enable owners of
low-risk businesses to focus on building vibrant
businesses and training apprentices rather than getting
bogged down in unnecessary registration processes is a
positive development. This is a sensible and welcome
change. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I am pleased to rise
this afternoon to make a contribution to the debate on
the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment
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(Hairdressing Registration) Bill 2015. With the
exception of a few small changes, it is very much the
same as the bill which passed through the upper house
last year, so essentially it is a coalition government bill
that reduces red tape and costs to small business.
I have had experience in small business, although
obviously in a different trade to hairdressing. I have
never thought of combining a fish shop with a
hairdressing business; I do not know that the health
inspector would approve of mixing hair with fish. In the
early 2000s I experienced the changes to the seafood
industry with the regulations and red tape associated
with the Bracks government, although they were
somewhat the opposite of these changes. They were
probably more in line with what I would expect from
members on the Labor side of the house. Health fees of
$550 were to rise to $6500 with no additional benefit to
my business. That is probably one of the things that
brought me to this place; it got me going. I thought it
was outrageous to put up fees on small businesses
essentially just to do what you do by 1180 per cent.
That is what I would call the Labor way.
Mr Paynter interjected.
Mr KATOS — The member for Bass points out
that that was a little more than the consumer price
index. That is why I am pleased to support the bill. As I
said, it is almost the same as the bill that was introduced
into the upper house last year.
There are some 4000 hairdressers around Victoria, most
of which are small businesses. Thankfully members of
my family still have their hair; there is no hair loss on
the male side, so I still get to frequent the
hairdressers — —
Mr Brooks interjected.
Mr KATOS — Yes, unfortunately some of the men
in the chamber probably do not frequent hairdressers
too often. Sorry, Acting Speaker.
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with the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008.
Councils and shires around the state set their own fees,
but the average fee is around $170. When a hairdresser
opens their premises they have to be inspected and pay
the registration fee, and that will be their registration fee
on an ongoing basis unless the hairdressing business is
sold, at which point a new registration must be paid, or
closes.
This is very sensible legislation which acts to exempt
temporary make-up services. As the member for
Bayswater pointed out, a lot of hairdressers have
diversified into doing make-up for debutante balls
et cetera. In hairdressing there is minimal chance of
skin being punctured, unlike things such as tattooing or
body piercing where the skin is punctured. The health
risks associated with hairdressing are low, and
obviously the regulations for hairdressers are more
minimal than those imposed on others.
I have one disappointment with the bill. As the member
for Ripon pointed out earlier, had the Labor Party not
played games last year the legislation would have been
passed by this house then. But for the mucking around
with the government business program last year the bill
would have passed and the savings would already be
flowing to hairdressers. Now councils will receive fees
until 2016. A positive for councils is that although they
will lose revenue, their officers and employers will be
freed up to do other more important things than run
around checking hairdressing salons on a yearly basis.
With those comments, I am more than happy to support
the bill and commend it to the house.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise today to speak in
support of the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (Hairdressing Registration) Bill 2015.
Small businesses are absolutely vital to our economy
and to our communities, and I think everybody in the
house will agree with that. Not only do they provide
important services, such as hairdressing, but they also
provide vital local employment opportunities.

Mr KATOS — Obviously some members do not
frequent hairdressers that often. In my younger days I
had a ponytail. It is hard to believe now, but roughly
20 years ago I had a ponytail and I used to frequent the
hairdressers a bit more often. It is not so often these
days.

Small businesses also help to build communities. They
employ our partners, our kids, our parents, our
neighbours and our friends. Importantly, they employ
locals. They contribute sponsorship of our local
sporting clubs and volunteer organisations such as
Rotary and Lions clubs. They provide us with the
things we need, such as helping us to look presentable
through the excellent skills of our hairdressers, barbers
and make-up artists.

At the moment hairdressers are required to register on
an annual basis, much like a health registration for a
restaurant or something of that type, in order to comply

In my electorate of Eltham we have thousands of
fantastic small businesses that cover an incredibly wide
range of areas and interests. My community has

An honourable member — That was a reflection
on the Chair!
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vibrant, imaginative people who work very hard to
make their businesses succeed. They also have a very
strong sense of investing in our community, and they
engage in community-building activities such as
sponsoring and hosting pink ribbon events, sponsoring
school trivia nights and offering raffle prizes. They
sponsor rugby, netball and football players, and they
donate bread and sausages for Saturday fundraising
barbeques. They attend many sport registration days,
they allow posters in their shops advertising local
events, and they offer reduced prices for pies for school
pie drives. Our communities would struggle to function
without successful small businesses. If our local small
businesses flourish, our communities and our economy
flourish as well.
We need to do what we can to help our small
businesses to get ahead. Many of the small businesses
that will be helped by the bill — our hairdressers, our
barbers and our beauty therapists — are run by one or
two people who work hard over long hours and who
need support from government instead of being bogged
down with unnecessary paperwork. The bill will help
my local hairdressers, barbers and make-up artists to go
about their business and do what they do best, which is
to make us all look better. For some it may be a
challenge, but it can happen.
In Victoria we have over 4000 such businesses. In my
electorate we have more than 20 hair salons, all of
which will benefit from the proposed changes. These
20 businesses employ people, a vast number of whom
are local residents. They all buy a number of things
locally, especially of course coffee — this is Melbourne
after all — and they often contribute to our community
through their support and sponsorship. They also help
us to look our best. I am sure we have all heard the
comment that politics is Hollywood for ugly people.
Many of us are grateful for the professionalism, hard
work and dedication of our barbers, hairdressers and
make-up artists.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms WARD — Not those present, of course; I am
talking about the other rabble. We in the chamber are
all beautiful people. We are also grateful for the magic
that some barbers, hairdressers and make-up artists are
able to create — especially when it comes to the
member for Sunbury’s hair, which I am sure does not
have scaffolding, but might as well.
This sensible bill will recognise the services that these
important businesses offer and reduce their burden.
Without this amendment to the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act 2008 these businesses will have to
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register with their local council and comply with the
standards set out in the Public Health and Wellbeing
Regulations 2009, making sure that equipment, work
systems and premises are hygienic and clean. As
members would well understand, many of these
requirements relate more to businesses that engage in
providing tattooing and body piercing. It does not seem
sensible that hairdressers, barbers and beauty therapists
should be required to have the same annual registration
when they do not engage in external skin penetration.
The bill still requires hairdressers, barbers and beauty
therapists to register; however, they will not have to do
so annually, saving their businesses around $170 a year
as well as a great deal of time in reducing their
paperwork requirements. It is reasonable to expect that
businesses that do not engage in external skin
penetration should not have to undergo registration in
the same way as those that do. Numbers of complaints
about these types of businesses are extremely low, and
the need for councils to inspect the premises of such
businesses is extremely rare. This bill is yet another
example of good decision-making and is one which
will help these very important local small businesses
get ahead, focus on their business and focus on
delivering their goods and services instead of being
burdened annually with needless paperwork and costs.
My own hairdresser, Maryanne, like so many other
small business owners, works incredibly hard. She has
very little time to engage in needless red-tape activities.
Only last week she had to cut short a trip to the bank.
She was there for a short while and was waiting in the
queue. The queue did not move, and she had to leave.
She had to go back to her place of business because she
was so busy. She is an excellent hairdresser and in high
demand. She does not have time to annually engage
with council over unnecessary paperwork. Removing
the provision to require businesses like Maryanne’s to
annually re-register with councils like the Shire of
Nillumbik, where Maryanne’s business is located, and
pay the annual fee will ease some of the pressure
Maryanne and other hairdressers face in their business.
Nillumbik Shire Council is a great council that likes to
engage with small businesses and with the community
to create an environment in which they can thrive. We
in the Andrews government respect councils, which is
why we consulted with them on this legislation. We
were advised that a reasonable amount of time needs to
be allowed for these changes to be implemented.
Legislation was introduced last year and debated in
Parliament. Time was allowed for this process to be
implemented. We are reintroducing this bill to the
house with slight changes, and councils have advised
that they need time to implement its provisions. They
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need time to let their businesses know and to get
structures in place. This is good governance.

they have decided to work. We become very reliant on
them.

I am sure I speak for many here today when I say that
we have a great fondness for those who cut and style
our hair. Some people — not the member for
Sunbury — will spend only 20 minutes with their
barber, and others will spend over 2 hours. As some of
us engage in the guilty pleasure of reading silly
magazines — and I am someone who does — we are
able to see how hard these people, many of them
women, work. Many hairdressers, like mine, barely
have time to answer the phone, let alone fill in forms,
make calls and chase up paperwork.

I think the comments made about the member for
Sunbury were a little bit unfair. I am sure he spends
much time on and takes great pride in his hair, as do all
those lovely young men who attend deb balls and
formals. The young girls spend ages on their hair, but
often the boys also spend many hours at the
hairdressers and use hair products. A lot of hairdressers
make reasonable amounts of money from the hair
products they sell. I am sure some enterprising
hairdresser could assist all of us in here.

Our hairdressers, barbers and beauty therapists know
what is going on in our community. They are important
as they provide a local service and also employment
opportunities. They know how a community is faring.
They know where issues may be arising, and they know
where good things are happening. Their role in our
community cannot be underestimated, and I am glad
that not only are we reducing unnecessary red tape but
we are also showing how serious the Andrews
government is in getting on with governing, helping to
boost our economy and helping to create employment
opportunities. A thriving small business sector is
absolutely vital to the success of any community, and
that includes the community of Eltham. This is a great
bill, and I happily commend it to the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to make a
contribution to the debate on the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (Hairdressing Registration)
Bill 2015. In the shire of Yarra Ranges we have
420 registered hairdressers. Some of them have large
premises and employ a reasonable number of staff, and
others are home-operated businesses. I am assured by
the council that they are all inspected every year.
It is interesting to see the diversity in hairdressers and
also the number of young men who are now taking up
hairdressing apprenticeships. In his contribution the
member for Macedon demonstrated limited knowledge
about hairdressing; he said that you just need a pair of
scissors and a room. It is a four-year apprenticeship.
You have to study very hard to learn how to colour
hair, because if you do the wrong thing you will not
have any customers at all. Like all businesses,
hairdressers rely on word of mouth and a good
reputation. It is very easy to lose that reputation. Many
of us who use hairdressers stay with the same
hairdresser for years, and oh the woe when the
hairdresser leaves and we have to follow them to the
next place or they retire or we cannot go at the hours

It is good that this bill applies just to hairdressers,
because we need to differentiate between services that
are more high risk. As we know, hairdressers are
considered low risk compared to beauty therapy,
colonic irrigation, skin penetration and tattooing. Skin
penetration, of course, refers to ear piercing and those
sorts of things.
I have known a few beauty therapists in my time, and I
have spent a small fortune on them — but sadly to not
much avail — and there are many horror stories
involving people who have gone to a disreputable
business and have had things happen that have taken
many years to recover from, whether that be their
self-image or actual physical damage. It is therefore
important that those businesses be regularly supervised,
although registration of them does not always eliminate
the more shonky or inept operators.
This bill deals with the differentiation of small business
in the beauty industry by creating a two-tiered
registration system. As has been mentioned before,
there are hairdressers who supply coffee; there are
hairdressers where the apprentice might go next door
and get you a sandwich; and there are hairdressers who
supply the latest magazines and those whose
magazines — like at the doctors — are about two years
old. I love sitting there reading trash, as I am sure
everybody else does.
Hairdressers are a very important and a growing part of
the economy, as all of the small business sector is to the
Australian economy. It employs far more people than
the mining, chemicals manufacturing, industrial
transportation and food processing industries. We rely
on our small businesses, so anything we can do to
reduce red tape is very important. State departments
have developed health guidelines for personal care in
the body art industries, and those guidelines assist those
in the personal care and body art industries to comply
with the public health and wellbeing regulations.
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I am assured by my local council that it inspects all
registered premises annually. There are hairdressers
who may be not working in a salon or running a
business from home and may do hairdressing for
friends for a nominal amount, and I guess that has
always been the case. There are also mobile
hairdressers who do not have premises and who go to
the client’s house. That is difficult to regulate because
there is no way that any local government body can
regulate a mobile hairdresser who visits a number of
private homes. I am not sure if there is any way that
local government can monitor those operators. I think it
is a case of if they were not providing a good service,
they would lose their customers and that would be the
end of the business.

with. They address local needs. I attend my salon on a
regular basis, and I have an opportunity to speak to
many local businesses. Emmy from Nguyen Salon in
the popular shopping district of Alfrieda Street,
St Albans, owns a number of salons, and any reduction
in red tape will mean a lot for someone like her. She
pays an average of $170 per year for registration; but it
is not only the lower financial costs that will benefit her
but also the reduced red tape. There are many time
constraints in running a salon. Many of these businesses
are small family-operated salons whose operators do
not have the opportunity or the time to be running
around or going online to fill out forms on a regular
basis. They are constantly providing services and
running their businesses.

Hairdressing qualifications are difficult to get. A
number of apprentices at the salon I go to gave up after
the second or third year. It is hard work; they are on
their feet all day. The pay is not very good at the very
beginning, but as a business is established the returns
can be high. The hours are long, but that is the lot of
small business. Paperwork is usually done on a Sunday,
often when you are sitting in your dressing gown
having a coffee trying to get everything up to date. It is
important that we reduce red tape for any type of small
business, whether that be hairdressing or any other, that
we encourage people to develop and grow their
businesses and that we make sure the training is what is
required to keep the level of professionalism customers
want. I support this legislation. I commend the bill to
the house.

When people do not feel well or when people want to
have an opportunity to talk, hairdressing salons also
provide an avenue for people to discuss the day-to-day
events of life. As I said, hair salons and make-up artists
are the backbone of the St Albans electorate and
provide hundreds of local jobs. Let me also say it is
very important to note that services such as body
piercing and tattooing are not part of this bill, so they
will continue to have the regular standards applied. It is
just hairdressing salon operators and make-up artists
who will have this red tape removed and be required to
pay a one-off fee.

Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — I rise to support
the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment
(Hairdressing Registration) Bill 2015, and I echo the
sentiments of my chamber colleagues. There are over
4000 small businesses in Victoria that will benefit from
this bill. More importantly for the electorate of
St Albans, there are many salons and make-up artists
who are the backbone of businesses and who provide
local employment. Predominantly they are
family-based businesses, and they charge very cheap
prices for their services. I think many customers come
from outside the electorate of St Albans because of our
competitive prices. We do not have $10 haircuts in the
electorate of St Albans, we have $8 haircuts.
Hair salons are serious businesses. Hairdressers work
long hours, seven days a week, from Monday to
Sunday. More importantly they provide employment
and opportunities for young people in the form of
traineeships and apprenticeships. I am fortunate to have
wonderful hair salons and small businesses in my
electorate that not only provide valuable beauty
services but also provide a hub for clients to engage

I commend the bill to the house, and I also thank my
local hair salons, which provide not only an excellent
service to the community but also employment
opportunities for young people in my electorate. I look
forward to telling local traders in my electorate later
this week that this bill has been passed in the house. I
know they will be ecstatic to have this bill passed,
because it means a lot to a small business operator in an
electorate such as St Albans. It will have a major
positive impact on the day-to-day workplace of a small
business. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise
this afternoon to speak in support of the Public Health
and Wellbeing Amendment (Hairdressing Registration)
Bill 2015. At the outset I note that this bill is essentially
the same as a piece of legislation that was introduced by
the coalition government into the Legislative Council
last year. I am pleased to see that the current
government has continued to progress this piece of
legislation by reintroducing it into this place, albeit
slightly amended.
The bill was part of a raft of legislation by which the
coalition aimed to have a 25 per cent reduction in red
tape in all aspects of government as well as in relation
to small business. The purpose of the bill is pretty
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narrow, as we have heard from many speakers, and
reduces the requirements of registration from
essentially an annual basis to a one-off basis at the
commencement of businesses that primarily provide
hairdressing services. That is going to have a very
significant flow-on effect, given that there are some
4000 hairdressing businesses and temporary make-up
businesses operating throughout the state of Victoria. A
large number of hairdressing salons of all sizes and in
different locations throughout the electorate of Forest
Hill provide a very important service to local residents.
The annual fee is around $168, so that will be a cost
saving straightaway for operators. Anything that can
save time and money for small businesses is a good
thing, and this bill will go some way towards that.
Having been involved in my own small business for
many years, I know the importance of trying to reduce
the red tape burden, the overheads and the hassle of
ticking boxes and filling out and submitting forms to
statutory authorities.
Last weekend, as part of the World’s Greatest Shave, I
had an interesting firsthand experience of the services
provided by hairdressers. I was asked to come to one of
my local hairdressing salons, take over the clippers and
shave a couple of people. I must say that was quite an
interesting experience, which gave me a new
appreciation of the complexity of hairdressing itself.
Having had a 5-minute introduction rather than a
four-year apprenticeship, I suppose the outcome was
not too bad. It was a very busy Saturday morning in
Brentford Square at Just for Men with Michelle and the
team. They opened the salon for this purpose, and to
see what was involved from the inside and stand at the
chair rather than sitting in it gave me some insight. I
should as an aside thank the two willing participants,
Liam and Travis, who were happy enough to sit there
while I wielded the clippers and took to their hair. They
left feeling a lot lighter than when they had come in,
but, thankfully, they left without any nicks and with
their ears intact. For the benefit of the member for
Bayswater, I did leave the final trimming up to the
experts.
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business operators should be done. This is why the
coalition introduced what was essentially this piece of
legislation last year, and it is delighted to be able to
support it, given that the new government has
reintroduced it.
It is important on a broader level that the government
send clear messages to not only the business
community but also the small business community in
relation to the way it is running the economy. That is
why there is a lot of disquiet among individuals and
small businesses in my electorate of Forest Hill. They
are very concerned about some of the directions that
have been taken by the new government. The obvious
one is the east–west link matter, which has significant
consequences for the people of my electorate. Despite
bills like this that will go some way to helping specific
small businesses, the overall thrust of what the
government is doing on the macro scale with huge
infrastructure projects and important contracts undoes
any good work that might be done through legislation
like this.
It is good to approach assistance for small business
from both ends — both by making reforms like this and
more broadly, and in my view more importantly, by
setting the overall economic framework to create the
stability within the economy that encourages people to
spend with confidence in their businesses and the
economy as a whole.
Coming back to this bill, it is a shame that the starting
date has been pushed to March 2016. We have heard
arguments from the other side as to why that is, but
with annual registration due in December 2015 for the
whole of next year, the new date adds an overhead
rather than creating savings, which is disappointing. I
will also put on the record my thankfulness to my
hairdresser, Frank, at Harrison Steele in Vermont
South. I am a frequent flyer with him — —
Mr Northe — Maybe pay him a bit more!

Mr ANGUS — Yes, we made plenty of money for
the Leukaemia Foundation last weekend, so that was
good.

Mr ANGUS — Thanks very much! Do you think I
get my money’s worth? Frank always fits me in and
does a good job of looking after me — though that is
for others to judge. Certainly, as some of us were
saying before, many of us go more often than others as
a result of the genes we have inherited, but I am always
very pleased to see Frank. I commend the bill to the
house.

The complexities of running any small business with
long hours always has some challenges with regulators,
staff and in some cases customers. In my view,
anything that can be done to ease the burden of small

Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am certainly
delighted to be able to speak on the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (Hairdressing Registration) Bill
2015. As we have heard from previous speakers, this

Ms Victoria — I hope you made some money for a
good cause.
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bill relates to an issue which is very close to my
heart — that is, hairdressing. Over many years I have
spent a lot of time with hairdressers, and I have to say
that I am occasionally a little disappointed with the
results. I guess there is only so much you can do over a
period of time.
I am pleased to have dealt with so many different
hairdressers across my electorate — sometimes as a
client but more often perhaps not as a client. I often
visit as a former teacher of somebody who is now
working in a hairdressing or beauty salon. I have been
very pleased over the years, even up until last year, to
visit my local TAFE because it has a great course in
hairdressing. I am pleased to say that the hairdressing
course is continuing, but unfortunately the beauty
therapy courses that were offered at Federation
University TAFE were discontinued as a result of the
cuts in TAFE funding under the former government.
That was disappointing to the students who were
undertaking those courses at the time. Right across my
electorate, and I include Hepburn shire from my former
electorate, beauty therapy is a major employer, as is
hairdressing, which is why I am very sorry to see that
those young people were not able to be trained or do
those TAFE courses that they had previously been able
to do. The opportunities for them to go into those sorts
of jobs have been lost. That is a source of great
disappointment to me.
The bill before the house relates to this government’s
commitment to cutting red tape wherever possible to
support our small businesses. As we have heard from
other speakers, something like 4000 small businesses
across the state provide hairdressing or beauty
treatments. They are generally very small, owner-run
businesses, perhaps with two or three additional staff,
although there are some bigger academies around,
some of which are in my electorate. This government is
satisfied that, while we always need to ensure that
health and safety regulations are followed by any
business in any industry and local governments have a
responsibility to review those issues, hairdressing and
beauty therapy do not present great health risks and
therefore the need to have annual registration fees is
believed to be a case of overkill.
This bill provides the opportunity to have one-off
registrations, which will mean a saving of $170 on
average per year for hairdressing and beauty salons
across the state. The bill will also reduce the amount of
paperwork councils will need to follow up on and the
number of visits needed to be made by environmental
health officers. These visits would normally occur once
a year to justify the registration by checking that the
premises are clean and tidy, but we believe this is no
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longer necessary. A council health regulator should be
able to go to a premises and decide whether its
operators are able to ensure a clean, well-managed
environment without creating any health risks.
Certainly that has always been my experience of
hairdressers: they are always very keen to ensure that
their premises are clean, tidy and healthy. It is worth
clarifying that this change does not apply to businesses
that offer more invasive treatments such as body
piercing or tattooing. This sort of business will continue
to require that extra health assessment by councils and
attract annual registrations. This bill enables
hairdressers to save on their annual registration.
The bill recognises that there should be a balance
between the burden of paperwork and an appropriate
level of requirements to be met by a business in a
particular industry. If a business is able to demonstrate
that it is healthy and not presenting any threats to those
who enter its premises, we do not need to pursue them
for extra money and paperwork or carry out additional
inspections.
Like all other members who have spoken on this bill, I
am pleased that it has bipartisan support and that it
should be able to move through both houses fairly
quickly so these savings will accrue from next year and
so from 2016 the onus will be that affected businesses
will only have to make one payment from thereon,
which will mean ongoing savings.
The hairdressing industry is an important industry
across my electorate and my contribution to it is not
necessarily personal. I know that in particular the
women in my family value hairdressers in my
community and seem to spend plenty of my well-earnt
money on supporting hairdressing establishments. I am
more than happy that this occurs so the women in my
family can feel good about themselves and the
treatment they receive gives them great satisfaction. I
will not say too much more by going down that path.
In days gone by I have attempted to go to some of the
fancier hairdressers in town where the hairdressers have
you put your head back and then wash your hair, which
is also a nice experience. When I travelled to India I
had the opportunity to go to hairdressers there. Of
course hairdressers in India are not affected by this
legislation; however, those hairdressers give you a full
head massage and thump your head so that you go
away feeling a lot better. Unfortunately that experience
did not result in a lot of extra hair growth on my part.
Nevertheless, when I was in India and went to those
hairdressers a few years ago I did find that I learnt a bit
about ways of undertaking hairdressing practices at
different salons in various parts of the world.
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As I said, I am pleased to support this bill. I would love
to see more young people in my electorate being able to
go on to learn the art of hairdressing and the art of
beauty treatment, which they had previously been able
to do. I am also looking forward to this government
supporting our TAFE institutes again so that courses
that were run in my area that no longer run are able to
be run again and at affordable prices for those people
who undertake them. I want to see the hairdressing and
beauty industry continue to flourish in this state and
continue to benefit many people across my electorate.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr NORTHE
(Morwell).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

VETERANS AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 February; motion of
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation).
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me pleasure to
rise to speak on the Veterans and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. It might not be as exciting as
the previous bill about hairdressing. Indeed I hope that
you, Acting Speaker, will have the opportunity to make
a very short contribution to the debate on that bill when
it comes back on.
The Veterans and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015
amends a number of acts and contains some very
important provisions. This bill seeks to amend the
Veterans Act 2005, the Sale of Land Act 1962, the
Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act 2012,
the Residential Tenancies Act 1997, the Motor Car
Traders Act 1986 and the Cooperatives National Law
Application Act 2013, along with the Association
Incorporation Reform Act 2012.
The main part of this bill is the amendments with
respect to the Veterans Act 2005. Like many others
who will contribute to this debate, I will refer to the
importance of 2015 for the history of the Anzacs and
the Gallipoli landing as part of my contribution, as
other members will do during the course of this debate.
Principally part 2 of the bill — clauses 3 to 6 — deals
with amendments to the Veterans Act. There are four
areas of amendment. Firstly, clause 3 enables the
minister to seek the advice of the Victorian Veterans
Council when determining whether to approve the
interstate transfer of patriotic fund assets.
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Clause 4 enables the director of Consumer Affairs
Victoria to have some limited powers to consent to
amend the trust deed of a patriotic fund. Clause 4 also
enables the amalgamation of patriotic funds. Clause 5
contains a related amendment to clause 3 and provides
for the director or the minister to approve a prescribed
amount of patriotic funds to be transferred interstate.
Lastly, clause 6 provides for the validation of patriotic
fund assets in the event that these assets are
inadvertently transferred without prior approval.
In that overview I have just described there is reference
to patriotic funds and the Victorian Veterans Council,
which play an important role within the veterans
community and the community more generally. The
question arises: what are patriotic funds? Patriotic funds
were created as trust funds after the First World War.
They provide an opportunity and a vehicle for Victorian
communities to raise funds simply to assist soldiers and
their families, which is a noble activity that Victorians
continue to be involved in to this day, and it is very
important that arrangements are in place for those
funds.
The key objective of such funds is to provide welfare
services and clubrooms for returned service personnel
and their dependants and families. Victoria has around
600 patriotic funds, and they are administered by
legally appointed trustees — for example, the Victorian
Veterans Council is a trustee of some patriotic funds, as
are branches of Legacy, the Victorian branch of the
Vietnam Veterans Association of Australia, and the
Returned and Services League, otherwise known as the
RSL.
During the course of each year there are a number of
different events and fundraising activities for which
these trustees go out into the community and seek
support. All of us in this chamber advocate very
strongly for and support the different appeals at those
times. Whether it is the annual Legacy appeal, or the
selling of badges and poppies on the most important
days in our history, such as Anzac Day, Remembrance
Day, Vietnam Veterans Day and other milestones, we
actively support those who go out and support those
wonderful patriotic funds, the proceeds of which are
then distributed. They are really provided for the
purposes of supporting our ex-service veterans and their
families. That is their key role.
If you are a trustee of a patriotic fund, you have
obligations, and it is important to note that these
trustees must abide by rules and obligations in terms of
the Veterans Act 2005. It was remiss of me at the start
not to have thanked the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, her office and the
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department for their briefing on this bill. I thank them
very much for the material they have been able to
provide.
The Victorian Veterans Council is an independent
statutory body that was established in 2006. It plays an
important role, one of which is to provide advice and
report directly to the Minister for Veterans about issues
affecting the Victorian veteran community. It also
advises the minister and oversees many of our funds,
such as the Anzac Day Proceeds Fund and the
Victorian Veterans Fund. The Victorian Veterans
Council has 11 members, 8 of whom must be members
of the ex-services community or members of ex-service
organisations. If you do some quick maths, you get the
sense that the vast majority of those members have
experience in a service or ex-service organisation. The
Victorian Veterans Council is headed up by Rear
Admiral John Lord, AM, and a number of esteemed
members also form part of that group.
As I mentioned, the Victorian Veterans Council
oversees the Victorian Veterans Fund. The purpose of
that fund is to make sure the community honours and
commemorates the service and sacrifices of veterans. It
is around education, making sure that Victorians are
educated about the story of conflicts that Australians
have been a part of over many years. We should not
forget as part of that the peacekeeping activities that are
also most important; education is not just about conflict
but also about peacekeeping. Importantly, it assists with
educating the dependants of veterans.
The Anzac Day Proceeds Fund provides practical
assistance to veterans and their dependants who are in
need, which is terrific. I mentioned the patriotic fund
earlier. The Victorian Veterans Council oversees five
patriotic funds: the Australian Army Training Team
Vietnam (Victorian Branch) Scholarship Fund, the
Australian Legion of Ex-Servicemen and Women
Scholarship Fund — Albert Coates Memorial Trust, the
Australian Legion of Ex-Servicemen and Women
Scholarship Fund No. 1 — Nurses Memorial Centre,
the War Widows and Widowed Mothers Association
Scholarship Fund and the Victorian Blinded Soldiers’
Welfare Patriotic Fund. I read those out to show what
types of funds they are trustees of. That is replicated
throughout Victoria, so it is a worthy cause.
I will turn to clause 3, which needs to be read in concert
with clause 5. It states that the minister must seek the
advice of the Victorian Veterans Council, which is a
very noble and good point. If I did have a question
about it, my question would be to ask when and how
that might apply — that is, are there guidelines as to
when the minister might seek that guidance from the
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Victorian Veterans Council? The intent of it is
something to be supported, and we certainly do support
it. However, there are questions about clarity as the
practicalities are still a little bit unknown.
I will turn to clause 5, because it needs to be read in
concert with clause 3. This deals with the interstate
transfer of patriotic funds. At the moment the Governor
in Council has to approve any interstate transfer of
patriotic funds. This provision seeks to enable trustees
of a patriotic fund to transfer patriotic fund assets to
trustees or corporations located in other states without
the approval of the Governor in Council with certain
conditions — that is, if the value of the assets does not
exceed $1000 in any six-month period or any other
prescribed amount and the approval of the director is
obtained, or the value of the assets does not exceed
$5000 in any six-month period or other prescribed
amount and the approval of the minister is obtained.
Quite simply it is saying that under these proposed
provisions the director may approve a transfer of
patriotic funds interstate to a figure of up to $1000 in a
six-month period or up to $5000 in a six-month period
with the approval of a minister.
My question at the briefing was to ask how the
government had arrived at these figures and the
six-month term. Advice given during the briefing was
that it was something that had been sought on the
advice of the Victorian Veterans Council. I make that
commentary just as part of the debate because it is
important to know how these things are arrived at. We
will take the government at its word with respect to
that.
Clause 6 enables the Governor in Council, minister or
director, as appropriate, to validate the transfer of
patriotic fund assets that require the approval of the
Governor in Council, the minister or the director under
section 34, 35 or 36, but which were made without the
approval being obtained. If there is a sense that if the
funds or assets from the patriotic fund have been
inadvertently transferred interstate without that prior
approval and the transfer would have been approved by
the director, the minister or Governor in Council, there
is some recourse to give that transfer the tick of
approval. That is something we on this side of the
house support. Having said that, it does not exempt a
trustee from criminal liability if things have gone wrong
in respect of that. That is an important element of the
bill.
Clause 4 deals with the amalgamation of patriotic funds
and enables the director to approve, on the written
application of the trustee of a patriotic fund, either the
amendment of the trust deed of that patriotic fund or the
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adoption of a new trust deed for the fund. Again on the
surface that seems a sensible provision, and it is
supported by the veterans community. Unfortunately in
some jurisdictions where RSL sub-branches are finding
it difficult to remain viable and to survive we might see
the merging or amalgamation of those sub-branches.
The problem we have at the moment is that if both of
those sub-branches have patriotic funds, there is no
capacity or vehicle to amalgamate those funds. An
important provision of this bill, under clause 4, is to
ensure that that can now occur.
We support the amendments to the Veterans Act 2005.
After I sought feedback on the bill from RSL president
David MacLachlan, wrote to me:
The bill provides the mechanism for us to improve our
corporate governance arrangements, particularly when
sub-branches come together and there will be more of them
doing so in the future. This comes about primarily from
membership changes and, more importantly, the availability
of volunteers with the requisite experience to run
organisations of this nature. These sub-branches are essential
to the provision of welfare and commemorative support in
communities and we certainly don’t wish to see them close
altogether hence amalgamation becomes desirable.

In closing, he said:
This bill, as I said earlier, will allow us to amalgamate
patriotic fund accounts and reduce administration.

This year is a very important one as we commemorate
our history, marking the centenary of Anzac and the
Gallipoli landing. A range of activities are occurring
across the state. I personally think it has been fantastic
to observe and witness in my own community over the
last 10 years or so more and more people becoming
involved in activities to commemorate such important
dates on our calendar. For example, I remember going
to the Traralgon dawn service 10 years ago, and the
number of people there was moderate, but last year it
was absolutely jam packed with people of all ages. It is
particularly overwhelming and really encouraging to
see so many young people attending services, whether
they be Anzac Day or Remembrance Day services. It is
absolutely wonderful.
A great initiative supported by both sides of politics has
been the Premier’s Spirit of Anzac Prize. Just recently
the latest recipients of the prize were announced. I was
proud and privileged that in my electorate of Morwell
two young people were successful applicants —
Cameron Brinsmead from Levalla Catholic College and
Laura Campbell from St Paul’s Anglican Grammar
School. I think they commence their trip on 28 March
and will head over to Lemnos and Athens in Greece;
Istanbul and Gallipoli in Turkey; and Paris, France —
all over the place. It is a wonderful initiative that gives
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our younger people an understanding of what happened
in those terrible times so that the next generation can
continue to tell the story. That is really important.
I sat down with young Cameron and asked if I could
have a copy of his application. It was an amazing
historical narrative, which was meant to recreate the
hardship and emotions of Gallipoli. He had a transcript
of communication between Douglas, who was serving
in Gallipoli at the time, and his wife Margaret, his loved
one back at home. It was an emotional and heartfelt
read. They are the types of things that will be
commemorated — I was going to say celebrated, but
that is not quite the word — to make sure that future
generations completely understand the horror of war
and what occurred back in 1915.
I also take the opportunity to say thank you to our local
RSL clubs and veterans groups, which have done so
much over a long period of time to make sure that we
honour and respect those who have served.
To digress slightly, I did a bit of research on my own
family and have just recently found out that a couple of
my great-uncles served in the Second World War —
one on the HMAS Lonsdale and one in the
2/3rd Pioneer Battalion — and an uncle served in
Vietnam. But I had better get back to the bill.
Part 2 of the bill is reasonably well supported by those
on this side of the house. In terms of part 3, which
amends the Sale of Land Act 1962, from some
correspondence received by the government from the
Law Institute of Victoria, my understanding is that the
institute was concerned about the phrase ‘terms
contract’. In effect part 3 deals with some of the
terminology that is used. For example, section 29A(1)
of the act sets out two circumstances in which a
contract for the sale of land will be a terms contract for
the purposes of the act. Broadly these are where a
purchaser under a contract is required, after execution
of the contract, to make multiple payments to the
vendor before the purchaser is entitled to transfer of the
land, or where a purchaser is entitled to possession or
occupation of the land before the purchaser is entitled to
a transfer of the land.
Clause 7(1) amends section 29A(1)(b) of the Sale of
Land Act 1962 to substitute the words ‘possession of
the land or to the receipt of rents and profits’ for the
words ‘possession or occupation of the land’.
As was explained to me in the briefing, and as is set out
in the explanatory memorandum, removing the word
‘occupation’ is an important element of this. The
example was given that if one were to store goods in a
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shed, that could potentially instigate a terms contract
under the current description that is provided. Clause
7(2) amends section 29A(1) of the Sale of Land Act
1962 to deal with a situation where a purchaser may
deliberately default on a normal contract for the sale of
land and endeavour to instigate the terms contract. It
was explained to me as part of the briefing that the
language of part 3 of the bill needs some modification
to make it very clear what a terms contract is. That is
fine. There are also some amendments to the definition
of ‘deposit’, but I will not go into any detail on that,
given the time remaining.
Moving on to part 4 of the bill, I will deal with clause 9
first, which concerns the delegation powers of the
director. Essentially when a director is absent or on
leave, the powers to obtain documents, information and
other evidence can be delegated to certain other
persons. This might be an executive within the
description of the Public Administration Act 2004, a
person with a classification of a senior technical
specialist, or a person with a classification of grade 6 or
above. Clause 9 seems rather sensible on its face.
I want to spend some time dealing with clause 8. I think
the best way to do that is just to explain what it does
very quickly from the explanatory memorandum. We
have some concerns about this particular provision,
particularly around debt collection practices. The
explanatory memorandum states that section 45 of the
Australia Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act creates
an offence of engaging in a prohibited debt collection
practice. Section 45(2)(2) provides that contacting a
person about a debt after the person advises in writing
that no further communication should be made is a
prohibited debt collection practice. What this clause
seeks to do is amend section 45(2)(m)(iii) to broaden
this exemption to cover all communications for the
purpose of complying with the National Credit Code.
This will include, for example, notices issued under
section 179D of the National Credit Code relating to the
default of a consumer lease.
As simply as I can put it, there are some concerns.
Certainly some of the stakeholder comments we have
received have caused a little bit of concern. For
example, the Consumer Action Law Centre, while it
supports and acknowledges the intention of the bill in
this regard, has some concerns about its possible
unintended consequences or perverse outcomes, as it
puts it. I turn to deal with some feedback we have
received from the centre. The centre agrees that the
drafting of the section is currently too narrow. It agrees
that being permitted to provide default notices under
section 179D of the National Credit Code is sensible.
However, it goes on to say:
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However, the proposed change may exacerbate existing
problems between 45(2)(m) ACL&FTA and section 72 of the
National Credit Code (NCC). Section 72 of the NCC provides
that:
If a debtor considers that he or she is or will be unable to
meet his or her obligations under a credit contract, the
debtor may give the credit provider notice (a hardship
notice), orally or in writing, of the debtor’s inability to
meet the obligations.
Section 72 of the NCC goes on to say that, once a hardship
notice is received the credit provider must respond to it in
certain ways.

The Consumer Action Law Centre has then given a
subsequent example to say what could now occur is
that a debtor who is in long-term hardship requests no
further communication under section 45(2)(m)(iii) of
the act. The credit provider who would receive that
notice then reads it as the consumer being unable to
meet his or her obligations under section 72 of the
National Credit Code. The credit provider then feels
obliged to make contact with the debtor as is required
under section 72 of the National Credit Code. In
summary, the communication has continued despite the
request by the consumer that it stop. The Consumer
Action Law Centre has said that that is of some concern
and has indicated that the paragraph under
section 45(2)(m) should list what communications are
permitted — for example, the default notices under
section 88 and section 179D of the act.
Further to that, Acting Speaker, you would be well
aware that in recent days debt collection has been the
subject of much media scrutiny. I will turn to the Age of
17 March and an article headed ‘Mick Gatto-linked
debt collecting company moves into the racing industry
as police push for new laws’. This is of enormous
concern to the opposition. I am sure all of us in this
house are concerned about the activities of those ‘debt
collectors’ who are now pushing into a range of
industries, and that concern is certainly shared by
police.
We know the changes to the consumer affairs laws in
2010 by the former Labor government, which were
proclaimed in 2011, have caused major concern. Indeed
if members recall, the second-last paragraph of that Age
article says:
Debt collectors no longer needed to be licensed after a
relaxation of the laws in 2011 —

I repeat: these laws were instigated under the previous
Labor government in 2010, but came into effect in
2011 —
… paving the way for bikies and organised crime figures to
establish a strong presence in the industry.
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In an article on the ABC News website of 16 March
headed ‘Opposition calls for bikie crackdown in
Victoria, after claims state being targeted’, shadow
Attorney-General John Pesutto stated that the Premier
should not have abolished mandatory drug and alcohol
testing on construction sites where criminal underworld
activities are strong. He said:
He shouldn’t have refused to accept the coalition’s reasonable
proposal to crack down on rogue debt collectors —

And I will refer to them in a moment. But then the
Attorney-General said that he was open to making
changes to the current laws if Victoria Police
recommended them. He said:
We’ll certainly listen to the views of Victoria Police. They
have not approached me yet …

I do not know where — —
Ms Hennessy — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, while I appreciate that the lead speaker on
these bills is given a wide-ranging brief, and I do
appreciate that the member only has a very limited
amount of time left for the remainder of his
contribution, it is my view that his current contribution
extends so far beyond the relevance of the bill that the
house is currently debating that he should be directed
back to the substance of the bill.
Mr NORTHE — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, clause 8 of this bill refers to debt collection
and debt collection practices. Lead speakers are always
given the liberty of putting forward a broad-ranging
view. I am referring to debt collection, and I am now
getting to my point of making sure that the house well
and truly understands some of the amendments and
propositions that were put forward by the coalition as
well.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order!
The member should continue to speak on the bill.
Mr NORTHE — Getting to my point, the
Attorney-General is Sergeant Shultz — ‘I know
nothing’ — because on 26 October 2014 the then
Attorney-General, the member for Box Hill, put out a
media release saying that the coalition would clean up
the debt collection industry. The media release refers
very clearly to the fact that Victoria Police had
identified the need for proper regulation of debt
collectors. The media release outlines a range of
coalition proposals that we would like to see the
government adopt, and that was our policy before the
election with regard to debt collection.
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In the limited time I have left to speak, the bill makes
changes to a number of different acts, but I will move
on to the amendments made in part 6 of the bill to the
Motor Car Traders Act 1986, which clarify that a
person who was but is no longer a licensed motor car
trader is still able to be subject to disciplinary action in
relation to their conduct while licensed. That provision
was born out of a Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal hearing, and we support it. The bill also allows
the Governor in Council to appoint a deputy
chairperson to the Motor Car Traders Claims
Committee.
The amendments made in part 8 of the bill to the
Associations Incorporation Reform Act 2012 allow the
secretary of an association to apply for an exemption
from the requirement to provide access to its register of
members to protect privacy for the whole association
rather than just an individual. In summary, there are
some sensible provisions within this bill but others
about which we have concerns.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the Veterans and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. In commencing my contribution
I will focus firstly on part 5 of the bill, which relates to
the Residential Tenancies Act 1997. It looks at enabling
Consumer Affairs Victoria to take action against
rooming house owners who fail to comply with record
keeping obligations regarding safety checks for
rooming houses.
This is a significant issue in a seat like Essendon,
particularly around Flemington where there are very
large rooming house communities. The reality is that
rooming houses form part of that broader public
housing equation and they are pretty rough places in
which to find yourself. That would be my guess,
although I have never lived in a rooming house and I
hope I never do, but they are pretty rough. To quote
Cold Chisel in the song Four Walls:
They’re calling ‘Time for exercise’
Round Her Majesty’s hotel
The maid’ll hose the room out when I’m gone
I never knew such luxury
Until my verdict fell
Four walls, wash basin, prison bed

I have sung that song many times while listening to
Cold Chisel tributes at the Burvale Hotel, but I will not
inflict that on members.
People who find themselves in rooming houses are
pretty vulnerable, and it is important that we look at
ensuring that there are regulations in place for
appropriate record keeping when it comes to safety
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checks. The reality is that in most rooming houses,
certainly the ones I am aware of, they literally ask the
residents to leave in the morning and not come back
until 6.00 p.m. Many residents then spend a lot of time
drinking in public or getting up to other activities.
Making sure there are appropriate checks in place is
important. My general principle in relation to regulation
is that I tend to prefer a light-handed approach, but
when there are people who are isolated and vulnerable
or may have significant mental health problems or other
issues, there are obligations to have appropriate safety
checks in place.
I turn now to the provisions regarding veterans which
are contained in the bill. The bill ensures that the
legislation moves with the times. It is about trying to
lower the regulatory burden on patriotic funds. Most
patriotic funds were created after the trauma of World
War I, when Victorian communities raised money to
assist soldiers and their families and to provide welfare
services and clubrooms for returned services personnel
and their dependents.
When we look at the communities in our society now,
we have moved on, and the world we live in is very
different to the one that existed in, say, 1925. It is
important that the regulatory framework under which
patriotic funds are administered and managed reflects
that because, thankfully, none of us have been
conscripted and none of us were sent en masse to fight
in a conflict overseas, so we do not have the need for
that level of regulatory complexity that we might have
when there is a proliferation of patriotic funds. There is
a need to make sure that we lower the regulatory
burden and there are steps in place to make sure the
funds can operate more effectively to take into account
the fact that there are fewer veterans alive now than
there were in, say, 1925.
The background I can give members on patriotic funds
is that you have to establish a patriotic fund if you
intend to collect funds, seek subscriptions or request
donations for any purpose related to any military
service or duty. It is illegal to do so without the
approval of Consumer Affairs Victoria. I suspect not
too many new patriotic funds have been established in
more recent times. What we are really looking at is the
appropriate regulation of patriotic funds that were
established some time ago. The Veterans Act 2005
empowers the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria to
provide that regulatory framework and ensure that there
is proper administration and to make sure that there is a
degree of control over the trust deeds.
Recently I discovered that there are more than
600 patriotic funds in Victoria. I was not aware that was
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the case, but they include the various branches of the
RSL and Legacy as well as more recently the Vietnam
Veterans’ Association of Victoria. These funds hold
more than $640 million on their balance sheets, which
is an extraordinary amount of money. That is a bequest
which was passed down from previous generations and
the current generation holds in trust, and it should be
passed on to future generations. It is important that we
make sure that those funds are properly administered
and managed effectively.
The bill looks at simplifying the process for transferring
patriotic fund assets to a charity located in another state
by enabling the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria
to approve interstate transfers of up to $1000 in any
six-month period and the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation to approve
interstate transfers of up to $5000 in any six-month
period. That is entirely sensible. It is about making sure
we are reducing the regulatory burden and making it
easier for these funds to operate.
The bill will insert a provision in the Veterans Act 2005
that will enable two or more patriotic funds to
amalgamate. That is a good thing because the reality is
that Australia as a nation has not been involved in a
whole-scale conflict since 1945. There have been
peacekeeping operations, and there were obviously
conflicts in Korea, Malaya and Vietnam, and more
recently in Afghanistan and Iraq, but we do not have
the large numbers of ex-servicemen and veterans in our
community that existed previously, so it is about
making sure there is a capacity for these funds to
amalgamate.
It is important that we recognise that things have
evolved and changed in society, and that we are not the
society we were. After World War I the situation was
that overwhelmingly Australia was an Anglo society,
with the White Australia policy in place and not many
other migrant communities in existence, so the way we
remembered war and conflict was through very
traditional structures, and the patriotic funds of the
times reflected that. It is important that there is a
capacity for patriotic funds to broaden their scope and
reach and that we understand that we are not the white
Anglo outpost of the Australian settlement, where we
talk about building up tariff walls, we are against
migration and we are inward looking and insular. It is
about recognising that we are part of a broader
community and a global society and that Australia is
now home to many diverse nationalities who have
made contributions in other theatres of war where
Australia may not have been involved.
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As a case in point, we have a large and proud Russian
émigré community in Australia. In Australia we refer to
World War I and World War II, but the Russians do not
refer to World War II in that way. They refer to
Вели́кая Оте́чественная война́, which means ‘the
Great Patriotic War’. The Great Patriotic War was
traumatic for Russia because 40 million people —
civilians and military personnel — were murdered in
that conflict. What does that mean? There are many
people who now live in Australia who would benefit
from having some form of memorial for the
contribution the Soviet Union made in the defence of
Western liberal democracies.
I was somewhat surprised that when the Leader of the
Opposition made some comments on the weekend
about having a memorial for the victims of persecution
overseas he did not talk about the great contribution the
Red Army made in supporting Western liberal
democracy by providing support to the British
government and destroying fascism. We are all the
beneficiaries of the great contribution the Red Army
made. The Leader of the Opposition talked about
having a memorial, so I will throw out some names that
should be considered: Marshal Georgy Zhukov, who
won the Order of Lenin and led the Red Army through
the eastern front; Marshal Vasily Chuikov, who was a
hero of Stalingrad and Berlin; or Vasily Zaytsev, the
famous sniper at Stalingrad who had 225 kills. We are a
different society now compared to where we were, and
the patriotic funds need to reflect that, and it is
important that the contribution of the Red Army be
acknowledged.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to join
the debate on the Veterans and Other Acts Amendment
Bill 2015. As the lead speaker for the opposition
indicated, we do not oppose the bill. There are some
concerns with part of it, but on the whole we think it is
a reasonable piece of legislation. The bill amends a
number of acts, including the principal act, the Veterans
Act 2005. Those amendments simplify the process for
transfers out of patriotic funds — for the RSL and so
on — as others have mentioned.
There are also amendments to the Veterans Act with
regard to the powers of the director of Consumer
Affairs Victoria and the amalgamation of patriotic
funds, and we have heard David McLaughlin’s
comments in that regard. The bill also amends the Sale
of Land Act 1962, the Australian Consumer Law and
Fair Trading Act 2012, the Residential Tenancies Act
1997, the Motor Car Traders Act 1986 and a number of
other acts. A wide number of acts are amended, but the
central tenet is the issue of veterans and the way we
allow their justly deserved benefits to be administered.
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As others have remarked, in this centenary year of
Anzac veterans may hold an even more important place
in our hearts than at other times. They are an important
part of our communities. There are no longer any
veterans of the First World War still with us, but we do
have with us veterans of the Second World War, Korea,
Malaysia and Vietnam — many from that conflict,
unfortunately, many of whom are doing it hard — and
of the more recent conflicts, including Desert Storm
and operations in Iraq, Afghanistan and others.
We tend to talk about veterans as a groups, but the
broad definition under the commonwealth legislation is
those who have served in operational areas or have had
other warlike service. Many have served, and despite
the horrors of war, thankfully most who served have
survived. I have spoken in debates on other issues of
the terrific sacrifice of each and every one of the men
and women who have served. Many of them survived,
amazingly, and came home, married, had successful
careers, built businesses, raised families and so on.
However, life is not always as straightforward as it
seems on the surface. We know that for many the
demons are just below the surface, and for others the
demons break through all too frequently.
Like many in this house, I have veterans in my
extended family, but quite often, particularly as we get
further away from the Second World War, people do
not get to know and understand what veterans went
through. Those of us in public life sometimes have
greater opportunity to mix outside our traditional
circles, and that has been my experience. When I was a
relatively young shire president, I had the great
privilege of being part of the 50th anniversary
observation of the presentation of a presidential citation
at Mount Martha. The presidential citation, as the name
suggests, was given by Franklin Delano Roosevelt to
the first marine division that served at Guadalcanal. I
had the great privilege of getting to know some of the
survivors 50 years on. They are not veterans in the
Australian sense, but I also got to know some of their
Australian colleagues who had been part of those
events.
More recently, largely as a result of my association with
the member for Narracan, I have had the great privilege
of getting to know a number of the veterans of the
39th Battalion from the Kokoda Track, who are an
incredible bunch of people. They are among the older
groups of our veterans, but they hold a special place in
the hearts of all Victorians. It is not just about the
survivors of the Second World War or the Korean
War — and they are getting on as well — but also
about those who currently serve.
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You only have to look at the attendance at Anzac Day
ceremonies. The first Mornington Anzac Day
ceremony that I observed probably had less than
100 people in attendance. We now regularly get
thousands, which is a credit to the great work the
Mornington RSL and indeed the Mornington Peninsula
Shire Council have put in. Similarly, we have had a
terrific expansion of interest in attending services at
Gallipoli, which has almost got to the point of requiring
ticketing and rationing of access. When I was a kid
growing up I would never have thought that was going
to be the case. Veterans hold a particular spot in the
hearts of Victorians, and rightly so.
With regard to the amendments to various acts made by
the bill before the house, the amendments to the
Veterans Affairs Act 2005 are relatively
straightforward. The Veterans Affairs Act itself is only
10 years old, but it re-enacted the Patriotic Funds Act
1958, which itself was probably a re-enactment of
earlier legislation. It made changes to the ANZAC Day
Act 1958 and a number of other acts, but importantly it
created the Victorian Veterans Council, which provides
a forum to promote issues of concern to veterans, to
provide advice to the government of Victoria on
relevant issues and to provide a source of funds.
The amendments to the Veterans Act 2005 are
straightforward and broadly without controversy. They
provide machinery to amend trust deeds to patriotic
funds and to amalgamate patriotic funds. As the
member for Morwell said, that has particular
application with regard to local RSLs that have few
members or too few volunteers. That problem is not
unique to the veterans community; a shortage of
volunteers afflicts all areas of our society.
The bill provides the opportunity to transfer patriotic
funds outside the state without the consent of the
Governor in Council provided this meets the
conditions, including a maximum of $1000 within any
six-month period.
The bill also amends the Sale of Land Act 1962.
Essentially these amendments are straightforward. It
amends the Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading
Act 2012. The member for Morwell talked about how
this relates to debt collection practices, and I will not go
there again because he made the point pretty well.
There are also some changes, as he mentioned, to
delegation powers. In particular this bill extends
delegation powers with regard to the opportunity to
delegate the capacity to obtain information, documents
and evidence. I am not sure it is appropriate that the
power be delegated, but it is not a die-in-the-ditch issue.
It does not seem to be of great concern, particularly to

Wednesday, 18 March 2015

the RSL, but I am always a bit wary about extending
those sorts of delegation powers, because it is not a
matter of when the officer is on holidays or whatever. It
is a permanent delegation, and it can be a delegation a
long way down the operation.
There are amendments to the Residential Tenancies Act
1997, the Motor Car Traders Act 1986, the
Co-operatives National Law Application Act 2013 and
the Associations Incorporation Reform Act 2012. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I have the
pleasure of rising today to speak on the Veterans and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. I would quickly like
to congratulate the speakers on the previous bill, who
spoke on some difficult issues. I note that the house is
bonded in that we all agree that that bill should have
been passed sooner — I do not think I can be as funny
as the member for Buninyong, who I noticed had the
Hansard staff in stitches — and I thank the speakers on
the previous bill for their clarification of it.
The purpose of this bill is to make a range of
amendments to a number of acts, one of which is the
Veterans Act 2005. My grandmother is a Legacy lady
and my family has ties to the Frankston RSL. I come
from a family of service people. This bill simplifies the
process for transferring money out of patriotic funds. It
enables the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria to
consent to minor changes to trustees for patriotic funds
where the deed itself lacks the power of amendment,
and it also provides a mechanism to enable two or more
patriotic funds to be amalgamated. This is basic cutting
of red tape, so I would like to see the bill gain safe
passage through to the other place.
The bill amends the Sale of Land Act 1962 to address
stakeholder concerns that the current definition of
‘terms contract’ no longer catches all forms of terms
contracts. It does this by amending the definition.
The amendment I would like to speak on today is to the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997. It makes it an offence
for a rooming house owner not to keep records of gas
and electrical safety checks. Way back when I was a
firefighter — six months ago — I attended a fire at a
rooming house. At the time I did not know what
rooming houses were. Two trucks rolled up to a house
on fire and people in many guises were standing out the
front. I was baffled when I forced entry into the front of
the building. It seemed that there was a hallway with
bedrooms coming off it which had plywood doors with
padlocks on them. We forced entry into those bedrooms
and found a couple of people. It resembled nothing
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more than a slum. I am glad to see some regulation of
these types of properties.
There can be up to nine people in these boarding
houses, with one toilet, one kitchen and one laundry. I
think residents get a cubic amount of space for their
kitchenware. These are people who are at risk and who
are integrating back into society. They are challenged
by certain issues, such as drug use or mental illness.
There is a genuine life risk to these people, and we need
to make sure the regulations can be tightened up, and
this bill does that.
I had the pleasure of meeting with a group called
Frankston United Neighbours Connect (FUNC). They
are a bunch of people from Daly Street in Frankston
who decided they had had enough. They had
experienced some fairly bad behaviour associated with
one of the rooming houses in their area; in 18 days
there were 17 police call-outs to their neighbourhood.
These people are ratepayers who deserve to live in a
safe area. Their concerns were fairly robustly put on the
police record, and they created FUNC. The group
decided that it needed to do something about the
problem in the neighbourhood, and its members will be
happy to hear that the Residential Tenancies Act 1997
is being amended.
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keeping gas and electrical safety check records. I think
people believed this was already regulated, and the
Frankston community will embrace this amendment to
make it so. If the bill passes, and I believe it should, I
look forward to meeting with FUNC next week to tell
the group about the bill.
Of course other places also have rooming houses, and
the bill will affect them in the same way by tightening
up the regulations. The issue here is not about the
people in the rooming houses or groups like FUNK; it
is about how we regulate the people who are taking
advantage of the system and of other people. If the
number of tenants in a rooming house is kept to under
nine, there does not need to be any form of
management or a caretaker. In essence, we are putting
in rooming houses nine people who are all experiencing
some kind of issue and who are trying to reintegrate
back into society and saying, ‘Go for gold’. Obviously
some of these people are not coping, and they are not
being provided with help. As the member for Essendon
said, this legislation is a different way of doing things.
We need to tighten the regulations.
Clause 10 of the bill inserts new section 142BA into the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997. It provides that a
person must comply with any prescribed requirements
to keep and produce gas and electrical safety check
records. A penalty of 30 penalty units applies to a
natural person, and 60 penalty units applies to a body
corporate. Division 1 of part 3 of the Residential
Tenancies (Rooming House Standards) Regulations
2012 requires rooming house owners to retain records
of gas safety checks conducted in a rooming house for a
period of two years, to retain records of electrical safety
checks for a period of five years and to make those
records available for inspection by the director of
Consumer Affairs Victoria. It is a reasonable request,
and I do not think anyone will argue with that.

The group has been responsible for making sure that
things are cleaned up around some of the boarding
houses in the area. The issues they now run into are
based around the fact that there is some fairly cheap
housing in Frankston, and it is a place where people
invest in boarding houses. Boarding house owners have
been known to use plywood and stud walls to turn their
houses into nine-bedroomed residences. I do not think
anyone would dispute the need for boarding houses and
low-cost accommodation places to reintegrate people
and help them out, but ratepayers want to know their
own kids are safe. They do not want their kids to be
scared. We have had robberies and car accidents in that
street. I am not saying the bill goes all the way towards
solving the problem, but it is a start. FUNC has done a
fantastic job with the local police, and it is quite a force
in the media; there was a story about it on the front
page of the Frankston Standard Leader a few months
ago. The concept has now spread to a number of other
streets in Frankston that have rooming and boarding
houses in them, and those groups have been able to
make sure that the owners of the houses are held to
account, which is a fantastic outcome. Having said that,
the local police have done an awesome job as well, but
there is only so much they can do.

Rooming houses are necessary, and we should ensure
that people at risk are provided with a safe place in
which to reintegrate or deal with any issues they might
have. The bill goes some way towards doing that. It is
good that the legislation requires owners to produce
evidence of safety checks when operating residences
with considerable life risk and residences that may have
increased life risk due to the nature of the people who
are staying in them. This is a large responsibility for
rooming house owners, and it is a responsibility that
some of them do not take seriously. This is sensible,
possibly lifesaving, legislation, and I wish it a speedy
passage through this house and the other place.

It is a basic safety issue that people who own rooming
houses should be required to do simple things like

Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — As others have said,
the Veterans and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015
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makes a series of small changes across a number of
acts, and I will not seek to address all of them or
provide a thesis on the history of war, as some others
have, but I will highlight a few areas.
The Greens support the reforms to make it easier for
trustees of patriotic funds to provide support to veterans
and their dependants. We know at times the law needs
modernisation, and these amendments appear to
address some areas that I am sure have been
unnecessarily restrictive and of great annoyance to
trustees, so we support them.
We also support further clarification of powers for
Consumer Affairs Victoria to take action, particularly
against rooming house owners who fail to comply with
their record-keeping obligations regarding safety
checks. It is something that affects a lot of people in my
electorate, which has the second highest number of
public housing tenants in the state and one of the
highest in the country. We know the public and social
housing system is broken; the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing said so yesterday.
The members for Essendon and Frankston have said
things along the lines that nobody would dispute the
need for boarding houses or that boarding houses are
part of the broader mix of public housing. They are
currently, but I hope the government and particularly
the member for Essendon, who has a large amount of
public housing in his electorate, which I deal with on a
day-to-day basis, understand that boarding houses as
they exist currently are far from adequate and that
instead of just seeing them as an established and
perhaps necessary part of our social housing mix, we
should be investing much more in public housing and
social housing, but particularly public housing.
The bill goes some way towards fixing a large problem,
although it is a small change to deal with boarding
houses. I hope the members for Frankston and
Essendon advocate within the government for a
significant increase in investment in public housing and
opposition to the sell-offs of the 12 000 units of public
housing that the previous government proposed.
The Consumer Action Law Centre raised some
concerns with the Greens regarding the wording of
clause 8. I believe these concerns have also been raised
with the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation without success, so we will continue
to liaise with Consumer Action Law Centre and may
consider moving an amendment in the upper house. On
the whole the Greens will not oppose the bill.
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Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — This is a
wideranging bill, and the contributions to the debate
have matched that. I want to focus my contribution
specifically on the elements that relate to the Veterans
Act 2005 and patriotic funds. The issue of patriotic
funds is one that evokes a lot of feeling — and for good
reason. Funds are collected for a particular purpose
from loved ones and those who care about veterans and
their families. They impact upon many clubs, veterans’
families and carers. Patriotic funds are established
under the Veterans Act, and money is raised for those
communities and families.
There are a range of different funds. I know my local
RSL has a building fund, the money from which can
only be spent on renovations or improvements to the
building. There are welfare funds, which as we have
heard are usually replenished through the proceeds of
poppy sales on Remembrance Day and Anzac badge
sales on Anzac Day. Specifically that money goes
towards looking after veterans, widows and families
and cannot be used for any other purposes; there are
strict rules. I make the point about that because I think
this bill respects that ethos.
The director of Consumer Affairs Victoria is
responsible for the supervision of the trust deeds of
those patriotic funds. There are more than 600 patriotic
funds in Victoria. Being attached to sub-branches, they
are mainly administered by the RSL. There are others
that are legacies of Vietnam veterans organisations.
Most of us would have witnessed over time a reduction
in the number of RSL sub-branches in our
communities. Others have referred to the reversal of the
decline in numbers of people turning out for important
events like Anzac Day and Remembrance Day. That
has been evident in my community. As the member for
Essendon said, this bill rectifies some anachronistic
arrangements which are not up to date with what we
need now. While RSLs can now amalgamate — they
are normally incorporated under the Associations
Incorporation Act 1981 — their patriotic funds,
whether they be building or welfare funds, cannot
necessarily follow. This causes a range of problems for
those clubs.
The changes this bill ushers in will assist those clubs to
amalgamate patriotic funds without seeking Supreme
Court approval and a whole range of other things.
These changes will also assist individual veterans and
their families through specific provisions like the one
which enables the director of Consumer Affairs
Victoria to authorise the interstate transfer of up to
$1000 in any six-month period for veterans and
families who decide to retire interstate. The minister
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may go further and approve the transfer of $5000. The
current provisions only allow this to happen through a
Governor in Council instrument, which is obviously a
bit extreme.
We talked earlier about the ethos, importance and
purpose of these funds. There are protections in this
bill. For example, clause 3 provides, amongst other
things, that the minister may seek the advice of the
Victorian Veterans Council in relation to the transfer
outside the state of assets forming part of a patriotic
fund that may be approved by the minister under
section 36(5)(b) of the Veterans Act 2005.
There are a number of other protections. A key one is
contained in clause 4, which stipulates that the director
of Consumer Affairs Victoria must not approve the
amendment of a trust deed or the adoption of a new
trust deed unless the amendment or the new trust deed
is consistent with and does not alter the objects and
purpose of the patriotic fund. I think it is vital to protect
the integrity of how patriotic funds are established and
their continuing flow of funds.
The Oakleigh-Carnegie RSL is an organisation that has
been impacted by the current provisions concerning
patriotic funds. The Carnegie RSL amalgamated with
the Oakleigh RSL some years ago. When this happened
the home of the new RSL became Oakleigh. I am a
proud social member of this club — I do not have the
honour of saying that I fought for this country in war.
As part of the amalgamation this club respectfully took
the name of the Carnegie RSL, which closed, and
added it to the name of the Oakleigh RSL, so it became
the Oakleigh-Carnegie RSL. This was unique; I have
seen a lot of clubs merge and lose their names.
Retaining a club’s name is important because doing so
retains a sense of community. It allows widows,
veterans and their families to connect and identify with
the new club. It was done respectfully in the case of the
Oakleigh-Carnegie RSL.
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still a financially strong club. It remains that way
through other revenue streams. It has the Caravan
Music Club. Some baby boomers amongst my
colleagues in the chamber may know of this club. It
attracts many big-name singers to perform at the
Oakleigh-Carnegie RSL. The club has great ambience,
it has a courtyard and it is set in the middle of a park in
the centre of Oakleigh.
On a Friday night after 5.00 p.m., apart from Eaton
Mall in Oakleigh, which is full of life and colour, if you
go into the Oakleigh-Carnegie RSL, you will see it is
incredible. There is a great age diversity among the
patrons. People in their early 20s through to people in
their 90s, plus a whole range of families and interest
groups, have joined the club for different reasons. They
have a connection through joining with a community of
veterans and their families. The club is doing extremely
well financially. It will benefit from this bill in terms of
the legacy of patriotic funds inherited from its
amalgamation with Carnegie RSL. It is very successful,
and it is a great club.
Like other clubs around Australia, the
Oakleigh-Carnegie RSL is going to host an enormous
number of events for the Anzac centenary celebrations,
which I am very much looking forward to. As it is set in
the middle of a park next to a football oval, it will host a
centenary football match. There will also be a whole
range of other activities that go along with the Anzac
Day celebrations.
I am proud to speak on this bill. I support the bill. I note
that it has bipartisan support in many respects. I think
this is important. While I have chosen to speak on only
the veterans aspect of the bill, there are a whole range
of other changes, including in relation to rooming
houses as the member for Melbourne spoke about, that
are also vital. I commend the bill to the house.

Nonetheless, the patriotic fund issue was problematic in
that merger. The club has gone on to great success. I
know others have spoken about how fantastic their
local RSL sub-branches are. Attendance at Anzac Day
ceremonies and marches and Remembrance Day events
is growing, and I think that is a statewide trend at the
moment. A lot of people are attending them.

Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Like the member for
Oakleigh, I am proud to speak on this bill. I always feel
that way when I have an opportunity to rise and speak
on anything to do with our veterans. The bill amends
the Veterans Act 2005, which deals with patriotic
funds, but it also amends various other acts, including
the Sale of Land Act 1962, the Australian Consumer
Law and Fair Trading Act 2012 and the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997.

The Oakleigh-Carnegie RSL has other things that make
it unique and of which I am proud. I hope this bill
supports the underpinning financial arrangements of the
club. The Oakleigh-Carnegie RSL has no pokies. I am
proud of the fact that even though the club took a
decision many years ago not to have any pokies, it is

The bill also makes changes to the operation of
rooming houses. Rooming houses are an issue in every
area of Victoria. The fact that up to nine rooms can be
let without suitable regulation is a concern. That a
normal size three-bedroom house can be converted into
a nine-bedroom house with a bit of plywood is a
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concern. These conversions are often in places that
affect the amenities of adjacent houses. We know that
throughout history people have always let rooms in
their houses, whether to boarders or lodgers —
depending on which term was used — and often a
verandah was blocked in to provide a room for an
extended family member or friend who needed
somewhere to stay.
Those conversions did not seem to present the same
issues that the modern-day version of a boarding house
presents, where you have eight or nine strangers who
have issues lumped together in small rooms with shared
facilities. Even when you grow up in a large family,
tensions arise with differing personalities, so one can
only imagine the tensions that arise among people who
have issues, are forced into closely living together and
often do not have the means to leave or participate in
other activities. It is something that has to be grappled
with, but we need the housing. If all those boarding
houses were closed down, where would we house the
people who live there? There are people who like
boarding houses because they do not have to be
bothered with having many material possessions. In
fact the rooms will often only hold a single bed and a
chair and nothing else. Some people may prefer that.
The bill also covers the Motor Car Traders Act 1986,
the Co-operatives National Law Application Act 2013
and the Associations Incorporation Reform Act 2012,
but it is really the patriotic funds that I want to touch
on — that is, the type of trust fund that was created
after the First World War. Like many people here, I
came here as a migrant. Without the courage, resilience,
strength and determination of those who went out to
fight in all the wars, I probably would not have had the
freedom to choose to come and live in this wonderful
country. I am always very conscious of this whenever I
attend a ceremony, whether it be Anzac Day or
Remembrance Day at any of the RSLs in my electorate.
Lilydale RSL is terrific and looks after its members
extremely well. It does not have poker machines and
has financial issues, but hopefully that can improve as
time goes by. Mount Evelyn RSL is the same. Again, it
has no pokies, but it is growing and developing and
attracting new members, and it is reaching out and
offering new activities to draw people into the club. It
has been very successful in involving young people.
Whether it be the modern-day wars or earlier wars such
as the First World War and the Second World War, my
family, like many others, has had people serve. My
grandfather was in the First World War and, sadly, died
the day after the declaration of the end of the war. He
died of the flu that was going around and from his
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injuries. My dad was in the Second World War, as were
four of his brothers. Two of my brothers were in
Cyprus on peacekeeping activities and also in the
Middle East in the war. So my family has had a long
connection with war.
When I came here as a migrant one of the things that
disappointed me about Australia was how Vietnam
veterans were treated on their return. I found it very
hard to work out why that was the case. Coming from
somewhere where we really revered those who had put
so much on the line to protect the freedoms and security
of the citizens of the country, I found it and still find it
very hard to work out why those returned soldiers and
air force personnel — whether they were regular
soldiers or whether they were national service men and
women who had been called up to serve — were
treated so badly when they had done what they had
been asked to do. The demonstrations that took place at
the time forced these returned soldiers to sneak back
into the country. We now have Vietnam veterans with a
lot of issues and problems, and our RSL clubs — and
Legacy — are working with them to help them through
this, providing them with the essential services and
welfare checks they need.
Legacy is an amazing organisation. At the moment I
believe it is looking after 90 000 widows and
1900 children. They are astonishing numbers. I have
met many people who have been the beneficiaries of
Legacy’s support. I have a good friend, David Grierson,
who is deeply involved in Legacy and spends many
hours working with the groups of Legacy widows who
are allocated to his care. He spends a lot of time raising
funds. All of the funds that are raised from the sale of
poppies and Anzac Day badges go into very
worthwhile relief for people.
When my grandfather died at the end of the First World
War, there were no services provided to the widows.
My grandmother was left with five children to support.
She eventually got a very small pension, but it was so
difficult because there was no support and my
grandfather had married her against the wishes of his
family so they did not support her. It was exceedingly
difficult, and I know she had great difficulty feeding
those children. Whereas here with Legacy, which came
into effect a few years after the formation of the RSL in
1916, there was more concern and more care. I guess it
was the overwhelming numbers affected by the war in
Europe that made it very difficult to identify and
support those individuals.
The changes in the bill to patriotic funds, which as I
have said are the types of trust funds created after the
First World War, basically tidy up a lot of things.
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Anyone intending to collect funds or request donations
for any purpose related to the military must establish a
patriotic fund. It is essential that we continually revise
and look at how we do things. Although some
questions have been raised about some aspects of this
bill, I support anything that makes it easier for RSLs
and Legacy.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise to speak on the Veterans and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. This is important legislation that
amends several pieces of legislation, such as the Sale of
Land Act 1962, the Australian Consumer Law and Fair
Trading Act 2012 and the Veterans Act 2005, as well as
making important reforms in the rooming house area
and dealing with motor car traders. I think it has the
fingerprints of the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation all over it, with her
background as a lawyer and a person who is very
committed to social justice issues. First and foremost, I
commend the minister for bringing this legislation
forward. I will talk a little bit on different parts of the
legislation and what it seeks to achieve.
Beginning with the Veterans Act, it will make it easier
for trustees of patriotic funds to provide support to
veterans and their dependents. It will enhance the
powers of the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria to
take investigation, compliance and enforcement action
following breaches of consumer affairs legislation. The
bill will also improve the operation of other acts in the
consumer affairs portfolio.
When I was looking through the legislation, I reminded
myself of exactly what a patriotic fund is. We always
hear the term ‘patriotic fund’ when, as local members,
we travel to different RSL sub-branches in our
communities. The Victorian consumer affairs website
says:
Patriotic funds are a type of trust fund created after the First
World War, when Victorian communities raised money to
assist soldiers and their families. They provide welfare
services and clubrooms for returned service personnel and
their dependants.

In a nutshell, the importance of patriotic funds is in
looking after people who have come back from war and
any of our forebears who may be in need. There are
now more than 600 patriotic funds in Victoria
administered by legally appointed trustees. Patriotic
fund assets total more than $640 million — a
significant amount. I think it is fantastic that we are
strengthening the role of the director of Consumer
Affairs in dealing with these patriotic funds. It is an
important step forward.
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I was reading in a recent issue of the Law Institute
Journal an article which was titled ‘Lest we forget:
World War I centenary 1914–1918’. The idea of the
patriotic funds is to look after both veterans who have
come back from war and their families. It is hard to
imagine what it would be like to go to war and come
back maimed or gassed et cetera. The Law Institute of
Victoria has embarked on a project for the centenary in
which it is researching and compiling details of the
names and stories of lawyers who went to war and what
they did with their lives if they came back. It is the
brainchild of the staff at the Supreme Court archives,
and in particular the records manager, Joanne Boyd. I
pay tribute to Joanne for the work she is doing in
compiling the stories and the work she has done with
the grant she received from the Victorian Law
Foundation.
I was struck by a couple of statements Joanne made in
the article. She said there were many great stories of
Victorian lawyers who went to war and came back,
albeit with injuries, including mental trauma. She said:
I was particularly inspired by the story of Ronald Hall. He
came back from the war wanting to be a barrister. But
because he had been gassed, he did not have the lung capacity
to stand up in court for long periods, so he became a
solicitor …

She went on to say that it was not easy when someone
had been gassed. It was like living with death. It
affected their eyes and their lungs. A lot of lawyers who
fought in World War II were dead by the time World
War II came around. They were young men who died
in their 20s and 30s. The article states:
‘You have to wonder how these lawyers managed when they
came back. They had artillery shells exploding in their ears
then had to come home and settle down to doing wills and
estates’.

These patriotic funds do important work, and we must
remember that they look after some of the most
vulnerable people. They also have a historical role. The
patriotic funds assist RSLs to tell, for example, the story
of the battle of Long Tan or the Anzac story. I was
pleased to be at the unveiling of the battle of Long Tan
memorial at the Keilor East RSL in my electorate last
year. I did not know the history of that battle. It was
only when I was inspired by the unveiling of the
memorial in Niddrie that I thought I would do some
research. The battle of Long Tan was one of the
heaviest conflicts of the Vietnam War and one of the
few battles in recorded history where Australian forces
prevailed over incredible odds. There were some
108 Anzacs against a Vietcong force numbering
between 1500 and 2500. That is an amazing story.
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From a personal perspective, as other members have
commented regarding their loved ones and forebears
who served in war, I had an uncle, Allin Moore, who
served in Vietnam for the United States. He is buried at
Arlington National Cemetery in Washington, DC. The
work we are doing with the patriotic funds is very
important.
One other area I want to touch on is rooming houses.
Both sides of the chamber are aware it has been a long
and constant battle for successive governments, and I
do not think any government has got it right. When I
worked for the Victorian Government Solicitor’s Office
and in legal aid, rooming house issues would come up
quite regularly. It is a complex area. They are generally
overseen by local councils that have a register for them,
but Consumer Affairs Victoria has a role in trying to
manage them and keep their records up to date. This
legislation is very important in that respect because it
will amend the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to
enable Consumer Affairs Victoria to take enforcement
action against rooming house owners who fail to
comply with record-keeping regulations and ensure that
rooming house standards are appropriate.
Importantly, the bill will make it an offence for a
rooming house operator to fail to maintain the required
records. When we are talking about rooming houses,
we are not talking about accommodation just down the
street. Homelessness affects people in many ways. You
can be homeless staying with a friend, and you can be
homeless living on a family member’s couch. Often
people living in rooming houses are homeless, and they
do not choose to live in a rooming house. It is really a
circumstance of financial hardship and possibly of
escaping family violence. Even worse, there are
families living in rooming houses paying $150 or $200
a week in rent. That is no way for a family to live, but
that is what we are faced with.
I was doing a bit of research and found that the Council
to Homeless Persons says that rooming houses are
booming in popularity. With increasing rent,
particularly in inner city areas where there is a mix of
public and private housing, there is an influx of people
wanting to live in rooming houses. Sadly the statistics
say that today only 3 in 100 rental properties are
affordable for someone on a single parent payment. At
the moment there are more than 34 000 people wanting
to live in public housing, but the waiting list is almost a
year long. You can see how rooming houses have
become increasingly popular. That is something this
legislation will address: if you are going to live in a
rooming house, it is going to be safe. With
34 600 people waiting often 12 months for public
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housing in Victoria, this sort of consumer protection to
assist people living in rooming houses cannot wait.
I read an article by Beau Donelly in the Age of 5 May
2013 headed ‘Illegal rooming house still runs’. The
article comments on how rooming houses and the
registration of rooming houses are the responsibility of
councils. We have all read unfortunate stories of fires or
even murders in rooming houses. This sort of
legislation that protects people living in rooming houses
by creating a safety net is critical.
Before I conclude I want to put on the record my
commendation of the minister for some of the other
action she has taken in terms of trying to clean up and
improve the legislation covering the purchasing of a
home. The amendments to the Sale of Land Act 1962
are very important, as are the amendments being made
to the Motor Car Traders Act 1986. It is important that
there are protections for consumers when they purchase
second-hand vehicles or buy homes with or without
tenants already renting. It is the role of the government
to ensure that people can go about their everyday
business of purchasing homes or vehicles and feel safe
that the contracts they sign are worth the paper they are
written on. I appreciate both sides of this debate. I
commend the bill and wish it a speedy passage.
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Veterans and Other
Acts Amendment Bill 2015. In doing so I place on the
record that I am very pleased to see the bill has come
before the house. When I was the Minister for
Consumer Affairs we spent a lot of time on these
amendments to ensure that they would come before the
house, but last November we had an election which got
in the way of the legislation coming to this place. I am
pleased that so many of these amendments have come
before the house under the new government.
Some of the initiatives in the bill amend the Veterans
Act 2005. I will address those parts of the bill in a little
more detail in a moment, but the changes have to do
predominantly with the use, sharing and administration
of patriotic funds. There are amendments made to the
Sale of Land Act 1962 to address stakeholder concern
that the current definition of ‘terms contract’ no longer
catches all of the different types of terms contracts.
The bill makes changes to the Australian Consumer
Law and Fair Trading Act 2012 regarding debt
collection. There has certainly been a lot said in the
news about debt collection over the last 12 months, a
lot of which has been about the types of characters who
might be participating in debt collection and the
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methods by which they are doing so. The more we can
tighten up that industry, the better off we all are.
The bill also amends the Motor Car Traders Act 1986
regarding disciplinary actions. For example, if a motor
car trader who has had their licence revoked still needs
to go through disciplinary procedures, they will be able
to do so under this change. The Governor in Council
will also have the ability to appoint a deputy
chairperson to the Motor Car Traders Claims
Committee, a change which is administrative in nature
but important in the way the committee functions.
There are also amendments to the Co-operatives
National Law Application Act 2013 that will give the
Magistrates Court some different capabilities. Changes
will also be made to the Associations Incorporation
Reform Act 2012.
I know quite a few people have talked about the
veterans part of this bill, which I think is a part we need
to focus on because it will make life a little bit easier.
Obviously this is the centenary commemoration year of
the Anzac Gallipoli landing, so it is very much in our
minds considering that that date is only a month or so
away. I have some wonderful RSLs in my electorate
that are so welcoming whenever I visit or take guests
in. Whether they provide meals and entertainment, like
the Boronia RSL, or whether they are a wonderful place
for comradeship, such as the Bayswater RSL, which is
so ably led by Noel McLean and his committee, they
are all so welcoming of all people, whether they have
served or not, and they are great places for veterans to
get together.
However, the membership of these RSLs is ageing and
sometimes diminishing. Some RSLs have decided they
want to band together and amalgamate. Obviously
people want to preserve an RSL for the area, but it may
not be viable for them to have two RSL sub-branches
operating at the same time. The idea behind this bill is
to make the amalgamation of patriotic funds much
easier. Until now two such funds have had to run
simultaneously, but of course that requires extra work,
and pretty much everybody who works at an RSL —
certainly at my local RSL — is a volunteer, so currently
we ask those people to do extra paperwork and go
through more red tape. This legislation will iron out
problems arising from existing arrangements.
This legislation will also make a couple of other
reforms, including enabling the director of Consumer
Affairs Victoria or the Governor in Council to approve
transfers to a charity in another state. This is very
important for people working in patriotic funds on
either side of the border, and provides for those people
to be able to transfer up to $1000 every six months. The
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bill also provides that the minister will be able to
approve interstate transfers of up to $5000 in any
six-month period. Such amounts seem small, but for
some funds it will be a big step forward. The
amalgamation of two or more patriotic funds will be
allowed. Basically the bill will help ensure the financial
viability of such organisations, so it is very important
legislation.
I will briefly touch upon another part of the bill. I refer
to the provisions relating to the Residential Tenancies
Act 1997 which concern the safety of tenants across the
state. Unfortunately since 2000 some deaths have
occurred — I think there have been nine recorded
deaths — and certainly many other hospitalisations and
medical emergencies due to people being exposed to
carbon monoxide poisoning. More often than not those
deaths have been caused by faulty gas heaters that may
not have been serviced. The symptoms of carbon
monoxide poisoning, which often result from using a
heater in winter, are very similar to the flu, so many
people have not been aware of what was happening to
them before it has been too late. Sometimes they have
been sick enough to go to hospital or unfortunately —
as we have seen in the past in some widely publicised
cases — they have died. We have all heard about the
young children who died at a property where a gas
space heater had not been properly maintained.
At present under the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 a
landlord has to ensure that electrical and gas equipment
within their property is maintained in good repair. I
know some real estate agents are very diligent about
asking their landlords and landladies to maintain the
properties they own and especially their appliances.
Some real estate agents send out pamphlets to property
owners which say that, for a nominal fee — I think it is
about $90 or $100 dollars a year, which becomes tax
deductible on an investment property — the agents can
make sure that somebody goes in and thoroughly tests
the equipment. No-one wants to take responsibility for
injury or death, and we all want to make sure that
tenants are safe. It is very important that gas and
electrical appliances be maintained and serviced, and
the new initiatives in this bill will ensure that people do
the right thing. This legislation is a very good step
forward.
Many people have spoken about rooming houses
during today’s debate, and I am very proud of what the
Baillieu and Napthine governments did in the area of
reforming minimum standards for rooming houses. Our
government took a major initiative in that area. When
as Minister for Consumer Affairs I visited such
properties, I was able to see firsthand just what a
difference that legislation made to people’s lives. As
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has been said, many tenants who live in rooming
houses are at the most vulnerable end of the spectrum,
and members of the previous government made the
lives of some of them far more comfortable and
provided safer environments for them to live in.
For me it was really important that those initiatives
were taken. This legislation takes a further step up from
minimum standards. The rooming house register
initiative has been very important in making sure that
shonky operators are put out of business. Every now
and again we hear about a shonky business springing
up, but because of the rooming house register brought
in while I was minister, better checks and balances are
in place to make sure that people who do the wrong
thing or who operate under the radar are held to account
very quickly. Some of the initiatives in this bill are very
good and positive steps forward, and I hope this bill
goes through both houses very quickly.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is indeed a pleasure
to join the debate on the Veterans and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015. As previous speakers have
mentioned, this bill seeks to make amendments to a
whole range of bills, from the Veterans Act 2005, the
Sale of Land Act 1962, the Australian Consumer Law
and Fair Trading Act 2012, the Residential Tenancies
Act 1997, the Motor Car Traders Act 1986, the
Co-operatives National Law Application Act 2013 and
the Association Incorporation Reform Act 2012.
I will focus on two of those acts and in particular the
proposed changes to the Veterans Act. Firstly, the
changes in this regard will do a number of things. They
could probably be described as regulatory changes, but
they are important changes, and I will come to
examples in my local community.
Firstly, the amendments seek to make it much simpler
for patriotic fund assets to be transferred to a cause that
is located interstate. Obviously that provision is
important, because many veterans, their dependants and
the people who would be beneficiaries of patriotic fund
disbursements are in many cases of a senior age and
sometimes retire to warmer climates than we have in
Victoria and other places. Often these people retire and
move around Australia. They are sometimes located at
aged-care facilities in other states, some of which are
just across the border, so it is important that there be a
seamless transition of those funds, which are intended
for that very purpose.
The bill also seeks to ensure that transfers of assets that
have taken place without approval in the past can be
validated by the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria,
the minister or the Governor in Council where those
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transfers have been appropriate. It does a similar thing
in relation to the changes that might have occurred in
amendments to trust deeds in the past to ensure that
they can be validated and there are no negative impacts
on those patriotic funds or their operations. It also
makes changes to allow for two or more patriotic funds
to amalgamate — for example, the number of RSL
clubs in the state sometimes changes with the ageing
population of our veterans, and sometimes the RSL
clubs that are often the lifeblood of patriotic funds
merge, so there is a requirement for patriotic funds also
to amalgamate.
Patriotic funds probably are not well known to
Victorians by that terminology, but many people would
be aware of the very popular and successful appeals
that occur in the lead-up to Anzac Day and
Remembrance Day — the poppy appeals and the
Legacy pin appeals — where many veterans and
members of the veteran community and their supporters
sell poppies and pins to raise funds for the welfare of
veterans, their families and dependants. These are all
volunteers, and trust members of the patriotic funds in
which the funds are kept are often volunteers based at
local RSL clubs. Many of them are involved in welfare
work within their own community, and these are
important funds to ensure that the people who have
served our country or whose family members have
served our country are properly cared for.
This is very important particularly now with significant
numbers of younger veterans returning from more
recent conflicts, some of whom are having difficulty
dealing with mental health issues or other illness issues.
It is important not just from a government perspective
but also from a community perspective that every effort
is made to provide for those men and women who have
served our country, come back and are dealing with
some of the challenges they face as a result of having
served us in the services.
Patriotic funds themselves were first created after the
First World War, when obviously there was a great
need to assist returned soldiers, service men and women
and their families. Patriotic funds under the act need to
have approval from Consumer Affairs Victoria before
they can be in operation. These days I understand there
are over 600 patriotic funds in Victoria. As I said, they
are often run by RSL sub-branches, branches of Legacy
or the Vietnam Veterans Association of Australia. This
is a very relevant and contemporary part of our
community life.
In my own electorate I commend the work of the
Greensborough RSL of which Lee Webb is president,
and the great welfare work that the RSL does in the
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veterans community. There is also a significant
returned Vietnam veterans community, and the
Diamond Valley Vietnam Veterans Association is a
great part of the Diamond Valley community. It does
not just look after its own membership and families, but
it also engages in significant work within the broader
community. It is a great bunch of people who provide
support not only for themselves but, as I said, for many
other people as well.
Watsonia RSL runs a patriotic fund and raises a lot of
money, as does Greensborough RSL, for the Anzac
Day and Remembrance Day poppy appeals and badge
selling. In my part of the world you will see members
of those organisations raising money by selling badges
and poppies sometimes for the whole month before
each of those significant days. They carry out a great
amount of work in the local community. Watsonia RSL
is probably the most important single part of the
Watsonia community. It plays host through its function
rooms to community groups and health and fitness
groups for a range of different age groups. It is also the
absolute focal point of commemoration services for
Anzac Day and Remembrance Day. As other members
have indicated during the debate, the ceremonies attract
significant crowds of people who are there to both
commemorate and support our local veterans.
I will turn to the aspects of this bill that relate to
amendments to the Residential Tenancies Act 1997,
which effectively allow Consumer Affairs Victoria to
enforce requirements and regulations that ensure
records are kept of gas and electrical safety checks in
rooming houses. This is an absolutely vital part of the
regulatory framework for rooming houses, bearing in
mind that rooming houses support or are home to some
of the most vulnerable people in our community. The
safety of those people has to be paramount.
The Council to Homeless Persons Rooming House
Project 2014 found that there were people who would
rather ‘sleep rough’ than stay in a rooming house —
and that is a quote in the report. People expressed
concern about the safety of rooming houses as one of
the reasons they would rather sleep rough — that is, on
the streets — than stay in a rooming house. Issues
include physical safety, which includes the behaviour
of other people in rooming houses, given that
sometimes there are people who are themselves
suffering from mental health or substance abuse issues.
However, there are also issues around safety of the
facilities themselves, so this is an important part of the
regulatory framework.
We should bear in mind in relation to these changes
that half of the women and children presenting at
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homelessness services are victims of family violence,
so the people we are talking about are not just the
victims of homelessness but are sometimes the victims
of family violence and other tragic consequences before
they arrive at a rooming house. The importance of these
changes is quite profound. It is also an opportune
moment to highlight the fact that the national
partnership agreement on homelessness finishes at the
end of June this year. It is hoped that the federal
Liberal-Nationals government will see fit to continue, if
not increase, funding for homelessness services.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The
opposition does not oppose the Veterans and Other
Acts Amendment Bill 2015. There are multiple aspects
to the bill, which amends the Veterans Act 2005, the
Sale of Land Act 1962, the Australian Consumer Law
and Fair Trading Act 2012, the Residential Tenancies
Act 1997, the Motor Car Traders Act 1986, the
Co-operatives National Law Application Act 2013 and
the Associations Incorporation Reforms Act 2012.
I will comment on a number of those amendments, and
I commence by making some remarks in relation to the
amendments to the Associations Incorporation Reform
Act 2012. The role of the associations incorporation
legislation is to provide an important structure and
framework for Victorian community groups,
organisations and sporting clubs to regulate their
affairs. There is a set of model rules, which has been
developed and amended over time. The benefit of
having associated incorporations is that it enables an
entity to own property in its own name, to sue or be
sued in its own name and to enter into contracts in its
own name. A community group might be made up of
people with a shared country of origin gathered
together for a constructive community purpose, or it
might just be the local tennis, football or other sporting
club that was able to take advantage of incorporated
association status. The status also has the benefit of
limiting liability from legal proceedings in certain
circumstances.
The reforms before the house are interesting in the
sense that they will enable an association to protect its
membership list from general scrutiny under certain
circumstances. The bill’s explanatory memorandum
notes:
The term ‘special circumstances’ —

under which an association may be justified in the
granting of an exemption from disclosure —
is not defined so as to enable flexibility to address a wide
range of potential circumstances, including the nature of the
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activities conducted by the organisation or any potential for
danger to the property or person of members.

It is noteworthy that the previous legislation — the
principal act and its preceding act — had been in
operation since the early 1980s without this provision. I
am interested to ascertain the background
circumstances that have led to this reform being made
now after 30 years without such a provision. No doubt
there are sound reasons why this amendment is being
made.
Under new section 59A there is a process for the
revocation of an exemption. The registrar may revoke
an exemption if they are satisfied that the special
circumstances that justified granting the exemption no
longer apply to the incorporated association. I
remember turning up to an annual general meeting of
an incorporated association on a windy, wintry night
some 15 years or so ago. The local councillor
congratulated everyone in attendance on the
enthusiastic numbers present, saying they indicated
great support for the organisation, but the councillor
later learnt that there was a coup at play. I am not sure
whether people had been bussed into the meeting — —
Mr McGuire interjected.
Mr THOMPSON — The member for
Broadmeadows suggested that this was local politics at
its best. I am not sure what happens in Broadmeadows
or further afield, but there was this particular aspect of
the evening where they were turning up for a purpose,
and no doubt they were being guided on the basis of
their understanding of the rules.
There have been some great legal contributions to the
role of community organisations through the definition
of rules. A person who has served the Law Institute of
Victoria’s associations committee over a long period,
Robert Wright, has guided the development of law in
this state to a high degree through his authoritative
insight into associations. For over 40 years he has acted
on behalf of a wide range of organisations in Victoria
and also nationally using the framework afforded
through the good work of incorporated associations.
The reforms will protect the interests of organisations
and their members.
During my time in this place I have seen a changing sea
of faces at various Remembrance Day and Anzac Day
commemorative activities convened by local RSLs. At
the marches that preceded the commemorative
activities, often several hundred returned service
personnel would commemorate the fallen and those
whose lives were irreversibly impacted by war. With
the passing of the years a number of those people are
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now no longer with us, in particular World War II
veterans. Their numbers have been replaced at local
RSLs in large part by the children of World War II
veterans, who use such occasions as a time for
important family remembrance and reflection upon the
sacrifices of those who served the nation in times of
war.
We will shortly be marking the 100th anniversary of a
series of World War I events. I note that World War I
cost 60 000 Australian war dead and World War II cost
some 40 000 Australian war dead, together with many
times those numbers of injured. With the loss in
membership, clubs have had to contemplate
restructuring. Within the Sandringham electorate, the
Hampton, Beaumaris and Mentone RSLs have
continued to work out ways in which they can maintain
a viable format and a strong membership base to enable
their various activities to be continued.
There is a strong attachment to local service clubs. The
amendments before the house to the Veterans Act 2005
are intended to aid the administration of patriotic funds
in Victoria by simplifying the transfers out of patriotic
funds, by enabling the director of Consumer Affairs
Victoria to consent to minor changes to trust deeds for
patriotic funds where the deed itself lacks a power of
amendment and by providing for a mechanism to
enable two or more patriotic funds to amalgamate.
These clauses, lightly referred to here, indirectly reflect
very keen community dialogue and debate as to how
the structures of local RSLs can best serve the interests
of veterans communities into the future. There are
Australian national service associations, there are
Korean veterans, there are Vietnam veterans and there
are those who have served in other arenas of combat in
the Middle East in more recent times who are eligible
for membership of local RSLs but their numbers do not
necessarily provide the strength of a cohort of
membership that enables those clubs to survive on a
strong basis. I make the remark in this house that those
transitional arrangements are not easy for the local
clubs; in fact they are very difficult for them as they
embark upon the changes they need to make to ensure
their ongoing viability.
My final remarks are in relation to amendments to the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997 which will make it an
offence for a rooming house owner not to keep records
of gas and electrical safety checks. Rooming houses
provide a form of accommodation that enables people
to find safe shelter, and it is important that good
benchmarks are applied to ensure the continuing safety
and welfare of those people who are living in them. The
opposition does not oppose the legislation.
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Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It is a pleasure
to speak on the Veterans and Other Acts Amendment
Bill 2015. The bill is wide ranging, and I welcome the
comments of members of both the government and
opposition in support of the act and hopefully its
carriage through both houses.

our support and protection. That goes on throughout
their life, whether it be for those recently returning from
conflicts or our World War II and Vietnam veterans,
who might be entering the latter part of their lives and
who have care needs that require support. The patriotic
funds reform is key.

The bill will make it easier for trustees of patriotic
funds to provide support for veterans and their
dependants by amending the Veterans Act 2005. That
will be one of the key sources of my reflections today.

I will just mention one fund — the Victorian Blinded
Soldiers Welfare Patriotic Fund, the trustee of which is
the Victorian Veterans Council. It was established in
2013. This fund supports visually impaired veterans
and their dependants and offers assistance for former
Australian Defence Force members who have a visual
impairment. That is a substantial element of support,
and I welcome it.

The bill also amends another six or seven acts,
including the Residential Tenancies Act 1997, on which
I will reflect in the context of rooming houses, the
Motor Car Traders Act 1986, the Association
Incorporation Reform Act 2012 and the Sale of Land
Act 1962. I do not know if I will get through all of them
because it is so wide ranging.
The bill also contains some tweaks to enhance the
powers of the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria to
take investigation, compliance and enforcement action
in relation to breaches of consumer affairs legislation.
It is fitting that in as little as three parliamentary sitting
weeks this is the second bill in relation to which we
have reflected on our support of our veterans. It was an
absolute pleasure last sitting week to speak on the
Cemeteries and Crematoria Amendment (Veterans
Reform) Bill 2015. It generated a wonderful response
from local RSLs and their communities and real interest
from the local media. During my contribution on that
bill I stressed the importance of bipartisanship support.
It is the centenary of Anzac this year, which is
extremely significant. I know that every member of
Parliament will be quite busy in their electorates around
that time. To have consulted with local RSLs on
changes that strengthen support patriotic funds is very
welcome.
I will just give a bit of background to the house.
Patriotic funds are funds established under the Veterans
Act 2005 to raise money for veterans and their
dependants. They are administered by trustees, with the
oversight of the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria.
Patriotic funds provide a huge service to our
community, supporting ex-service men and women and
needy serving members of Australia’s military and
peacekeeping forces, their dependants and dependants
of deceased veterans. The member for Essendon earlier
remarked that some $640 million is administered by
patriotic funds, which is a significant amount.
These funds go towards supporting veterans who have
served our community and country and who now need

Another key element of the bill is the abolishment of
the current requirement for trustees of patriotic funds to
seek the approval of the Governor in Council for
transfers of patriotic fund assets to interstate charitable
organisations. This has been a key issue. The time
involved in seeking Governor in Council approval has
caused difficulty where financial assistance has been
sought as a matter of urgency. It might be that a
patriotic fund is trying to support a veteran or a local
community and the bureaucratic hurdle of requiring
approval is limiting the ability to provide that support.
The majority of patriotic funds relate to RSL
sub-branches. Currently the RSL is made up of about
317 sub-branches in Victoria, which administer
219 building patriotic funds and 260 welfare patriotic
funds. That is a significant number. I also want to
reflect on another key element of the bill, which relates
to the amalgamation of patriotic funds. This bill will
amend the act to enable two or more patriotic funds to
amalgamate. This acknowledges the systemic issue we
face with some of our RSLs not having the patronage to
continue.
I have seen the amalgamation of RSLs in my area. I am
thinking of the Cheltenham Moorabbin RSL and the
Longbeach RSL, which is a combination of Chelsea,
Edithvale and Aspendale RSLs. Having to administer
their own accounts individually is a relic of the past,
and these amendments reflect that change and a less
bureaucratic step, particularly when there might be
building funds that are used to support local upgrades.
This is a key reform and a key element of support.
I also want to reflect on the amendment to the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997. Members have made
comments about the role that rooming houses play in
our community. The need for social housing and the
pressure this places on our community is a systemic
issue not just in Victoria but across all states and
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territories. In an ideal world rooming houses would not
exist, but they are a function of the reality of the scarce
amount of resources and an inability to provide as much
social housing as we need. This issue also requires a lot
of federal support to meet those needs. Rooming houses
do exist, and they provide what you would hope would
be an interim measure.
The member for Frankston made some important
comments around safety requirements of rooming
houses. He spoke about visiting premises that turned
out to be a rooming house and about some of the
building challenges he saw. It is a planning anomaly
that if a rooming house has under nine separate rooms,
it does not require a planning permit and is treated as a
house and a dwelling. So if you were to knock down a
dwelling, you could put up a rooming house.
The real issue is the exploitation of rent in that area as
well. People sometimes charge exorbitant amounts
when they get into the housing market. I am very
pleased that the Residential Tenancies (Rooming House
Standards) Regulations 2012 will be amended. At
present there is no offence of a rooming house operator
failing to comply in keeping records. That is a
significant issue, given the proximity of these structures
and how close to each other people are living. Proper
auditing of electricity, gas and the key utilities to make
sure that they comply with basic safety procedures is
very important. It is also worth acknowledging the
important work that Consumer Affairs Victoria plays in
being that interim measure in our community to give
oversight. A lot of constituents approach members of
Parliament seeking assistance, and Consumer Affairs
Victoria is a real avenue for assistance.
I also refer to the amendment to the Motor Car Traders
Act 1986. There is a key provision in the act which
allows motor car traders to avoid a particular area of
licensing when there might be a breach or loss suffered
as a consequence of the actions of a trader. They can
avoid liability and avoid proceedings being initiated
through Consumer Affairs Victoria or Victoria Police if
they surrender their licence. Members can envisage a
hypothetical situation where there is a particular
business and a wrong has been committed. Someone
revokes that licence, and it is simply another business
partner or another family member or the like who is
able to take it on. That is a significant issue, and I am
glad that part 6 of the bill addresses that issue.
I also reflect briefly on the amendments to the
Co-operatives National Law Application Act 2013. I
note that some of the changes are quite procedural in
the sense that when matters are brought before the
Supreme Court there is a delay in time and the
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Magistrates Court is a better avenue that makes it more
efficient for cooperatives to have their matters brought
before the court. Streamlining legal process is always
an important thing.
In conclusion, I welcome the support of the house for
this bill, particularly for the amendments to the
Veterans Act 2005. It is significant as we are in the
Anzac centenary year. It is the second element of
legislation this year in support of our veteran
communities, and I look forward to communicating that
to my electorate. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — It is a pleasure to rise
in the house tonight to make some comments on the
Veterans and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. It is a
bill that amends a number of acts, one of those being
the Veterans Act 2005, which has been the focus of
many contributions made on both sides of the house
today. I acknowledge members on both sides of the
house for their very thoughtful contributions on what is
a very important part of this bill. With the centenary of
Anzac this year, communities across Victoria are
thinking of different ways to honour and support our
veterans. The ways in which our communities are
commemorating the centenary of Anzac this year are all
about remembering the sacrifice of those who fought in
World War I, but for many people it has also provided
an opportunity to think about how we can better support
our veterans who have returned and who are still with
us. This house just recently changed the way in which
we manage the cremated remains of veterans at the
conclusion of the 25-year period in which the remains
are interred. The Cemeteries and Crematoria
Amendment Bill 2014 was all about respecting our
veterans after they pass away.
This bill makes changes in relation to patriotic funds.
There are more than 600 patriotic funds administered
by various organisations, including RSL sub-branches,
and of course I am biased but I will say it anyway: I
believe the Bentleigh electorate has the best sub-branch,
the Bentleigh RSL. I frequent the Bentleigh RSL,
where I am a social member. It is led by Ian Butcher,
the president, who served in the air force and has been
on the committee of the RSL sub-branch for the last
25 years. The sub-branch has more than 400 service
members, around 250 of whom are veterans of World
War II. My electorate played a special role during
World War II. It was in Moorabbin that a wireless
receiving station was posted, in the middle of the
paddock in a hut. The transmissions it intercepted were
critical to the success of the Allied forces during that
war. It is an interesting story that is often told in my
local community.
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The Bentleigh RSL has a lot of service members, and
they are all ably assisted on a daily basis by the RSL’s
welfare coordinator, Sylvia Lindsay. The RSL has a
very strong welfare arm, and Sylvia often assists
veterans to navigate their way through some tricky
situations with the Department of Veterans’ Affairs.
We all know how complicated those issues can be.
Bentleigh RSL administers a patriotic fund, and it also
has a building fund.
The RSL is always looking at different ways to
improve and extend the buildings and ensure that there
are more recreational spaces and more social spaces for
veterans and war widows. It is one of the larger
sub-branches in the area, and it is also located in an area
with an ageing population. As our veterans get older
some choose to move to other areas and some move
interstate, so this bill simplifies the process for
transferring patriotic fund assets to a charity located in
another state. This will make it easier for trustees of
patriotic funds to provide support to the increasing
number of Victorian veterans who retire to interstate
aged-care facilities.
It is also quite common for RSL sub-branches to
amalgamate, and as the member for Oakleigh said in
his contribution, the Oakleigh and Carnegie RSLs
amalgamated some years ago and today are going
strong, but it has happened to other RSLs around and
just outside my electorate. I understand that another one
is about to take place. This bill will enable two or more
patriotic funds to amalgamate to avoid the past practice
of RSLs having to administer separate books of
accounts for the patriotic funds they each administer.
A lot is happening in my electorate with the centenary
of Anzac. I will briefly mention a couple of things the
Bentleigh RSL is doing. It is a large RSL, as I said, and
it will be sending five coaches to the Anzac dawn
service. Most of the passengers will be veterans, and
there will be cubs and scouts. This year the RSL is also
sponsoring 17 students from my old school of St James
College to go to Camp Gallipoli for the weekend.
Another special thing is happening. After the First
World War people in Moorabbin got together and
planted a row of trees on the median strip of what was
then Point Nepean Road, now the Nepean Highway, as
an avenue of honour. It started near where the
Moorabbin town hall is located now, and it went right
past what is now Southland shopping centre. If you
drive down there now you would not know it ever
existed, and there is a desire in my local community to
do long-lasting things to remember the sacrifices of our
veterans.
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The Cheltenham Moorabbin RSL sub-branch has
partnered with the City of Kingston and is seeking to
emulate, in a way, the avenue of honour that existed on
the Nepean Highway by establishing memorial gardens
in the park behind the RSL, including new memorial
walls with the names of each of the veterans from the
Moorabbin area who fought in various wars. It came
about through the local Anzac Day commemoration
committee. The federal Labor government has provided
$100 000 towards the project, and I am thrilled that it
will go ahead.
The bill makes a number of other amendments to
various other acts. It amends the Sale of Land Act 1962
around protections for those buying and selling
property via a terms contract; the Motor Car Traders
Act 1986 to enable a deputy chair to be appointed; the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997 around rooming
houses; the Co-operatives National Law Application
Act 2013 to enable certain internal cooperative disputes
to be resolved by the Magistrates Court rather than the
Supreme Court; and the Associations Incorporation
Reform Act 2012 around access to information on
associations’ registers of members. They are
common-sense technical amendments. I acknowledge
the opposition’s support of the bill. I commend the bill
to the house, and I wish it a speedy passage.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a brief contribution to the debate on the Veterans and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. I will start with an
overview of the bill, which will amend the Veterans
Act 2005 to make it easier for trustees of patriotic funds
to provide support to veterans and their dependants,
which is critically important. Some of the proposed
changes make it easier for the transferring of patriotic
fund assets to a charity located in another state.
Patriotic funds, as many members would know, are a
type of trust fund created after the First World War,
when Victorian communities raised money to assist
soldiers and their families. They provide welfare
services and clubrooms for returned services personnel
and their dependants. According to the Consumer
Affairs Victoria website, there are something like 600
of these funds across Victoria administered by legally
appointed trustees. People will be familiar with the
funds managed by RSLs.
In my electorate there is the Ivanhoe RSL, whose
president is Fred Cullen, OAM, a veteran of places
including Africa. He did a lot of impressive work
around the patriotic funds administered by the Ivanhoe
RSL. As a member of the West Heidelberg sub-branch,
which is also in my electorate, I know it has significant
involvement in the management of patriotic funds.
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These are critical roles that local RSLs play in ensuring
that funds they raise from the community go to those
who need them most, and we should do anything we
can in this place to make it easier for them to administer
those funds.
Many RSLs are largely made up of volunteers — often
veterans themselves, family members and others — and
it is important that we provide them with as much
support as we can to continue to manage those patriotic
funds appropriately. Consumer Affairs Victoria points
out that patriotic fund assets total something more than
$640 million, so they are significant funds that the
Victorian community has an expectation will be spent
wisely to the benefit of veterans and their families.
Across the Ivanhoe electorate at places like the
Heidelberg Repatriation Hospital, the Ivanhoe RSL and
the West Heidelberg RSL — and formerly at the
Heidelberg RSL, which closed in recent times and is no
longer in existence — the work of these patriotic funds
and the people who manage them has been critical to
providing welfare services to veterans and their families
in my electorate.
I will touch on some of the changes that relate to
rooming houses. There are a number of changes. Some
concerns have been raised about the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997. Ensuring that Consumer Affairs
Victoria is able to take enforcement action against
rooming house owners who fail to comply with
record-keeping obligations regarding rooming house
standards is a critical issue that relates to vulnerable
people in our community. On 2011 figures there were
some 28 registered rooming houses — I suspect there
are more now — in my electorate of Ivanhoe, in
suburbs such as Heidelberg, Heidelberg Heights,
Heidelberg West, Macleod, Rosanna, Viewbank and
Bellfield, as well as in Montmorency, which is in the
electorate of Eltham.
There are a number of issues in relation to the way in
which rooming houses are managed, and it is pleasing
to see that the Andrews Labor government is putting
forward amendments that relate to rooming houses and
ensuring that owners of rooming houses comply with
record-keeping obligations. The previous Labor
government did a lot of work around this, particularly
the member for Albert Park, when he chaired a task
force that examined the conditions in Victoria’s
rooming houses. It recommended that the Labor
government at the time, back at the end of 2009, bring
in a licensing system for property managers, improved
standards and tougher penalties for those who breach
guidelines. It was critically important. An Age article of
25 October 2009 says:
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The often abject standards in private boarding houses was
highlighted in a Sunday Age investigation into a company
called the Victorian Accommodation Centre, which controls
about 300 such properties in Melbourne, many of them little
more than slums.
…
In a rare sign of unity, all the groups involved in the task force
including the Real Estate Institute of Victoria and the peak
body representing rooming house providers — have signed a
joint letter this week calling on Mr Brumby —

the Premier at the time —
to adopt all Mr Foley’s findings.

It was interesting to note that the Minister for Housing
under the previous Baillieu-Napthine government, a
member for Northern Victoria Region in the other
place, failed to address any of the rooming house
standards discussed in the report. The findings of the
task force chaired by the member for Albert Park were
swept under the carpet by the previous government,
leaving people in our community who rely on rooming
houses for shelter and protection vulnerable.
The report noted that many rogue operators are running
rooming houses and that these people are able to avoid
paying fines or be otherwise punished for breaking
regulations. The Heidelberg Leader reported on this in
2011 during the term of the coalition government. The
title of that article was ‘Rooming house probe’. It
reported that Consumer Affairs Victoria had checked
on six properties in the city of Banyule and had
revealed that one of those was unregistered. These are
the sorts of matters that need to be picked up on.
Amendments contained in this bill will ensure that
rooming house operators comply with their
record-keeping obligations. The Labor government has
picked up where it left off on this issue when it was last
in office. The task force having completed its work and
identified what was required, Labor realised that those
opposite had taken no action while in government for
four years. Labor is ensuring that rooming house
operators conduct better record keeping so that we are
able to keep them accountable. We need to speak up for
the members of our community who do not have a
voice in these matters. If we do not hold the rooming
house operators to account, they will be able to do
whatever they like.
It is not just rooming houses. To digress slightly, there
are also supported residential accommodation services.
Labor governments have done a lot of work to ensure
that people who take a significant percentage of the
pensions and wages of those on low incomes are held
accountable for the way they provide their services and
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that there are appropriate provisions for complaint and
redress in place for those who rely on such
accommodation.
After four years of inaction from those opposite, it has
taken the election of the Andrews Labor government to
pick up on the matters that were clearly outlined in the
task force report by the member for Albert Park. Now
in his role as a minister in the Andrews government, the
member for Albert Park will have greater opportunity
to oversight the protection provided for vulnerable
people who seek housing and accommodation options.
In the article published in the Heidelberg Leader that I
mentioned earlier, a representative from Consumer
Affairs Victoria is quoted as saying:
Consumer Affairs Victoria recognises people living in
rooming houses may not understand their basic renting rights
and could be vulnerable to rogue operators who might try to
rip them off …
Sudden and sweeping compliance inspections send a warning
to operators they could be targeted at any time and must take
residential tenancy laws, and their obligations under those
laws, seriously’.

It is important that we have legislation in place that
ensures that rooming house owners comply with the
record-keeping obligations so that they can be held to
account by Consumer Affairs Victoria and also by local
councils in whose municipalities those rooming houses
operate. We should also ensure that people have an
opportunity to seek redress. The Andrews Labor
government speaks on behalf of those whose main
priority is simply seeking accommodation and shelter
rather than holding landlords to account for their legal
obligations.
This bill is about imposing accountabilities on those
operators, but it is also about making sure that
Victorians can have confidence that the donations they
provide to patriotic funds and the significant work that
is done by volunteers and veterans groups in our
community are protected. The government will provide
veterans who use these services and the people who
administer them with every support to deliver on their
responsibilities.
Mr EREN (Minister for Veterans) — I am pleased
to speak on the bill before the house, the Veterans and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. At the outset I
congratulate the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation on bringing such a bill
before the house. All issues that relate to our veterans
are important. On every Anzac Day or other day when
we commemorate our war heroes, we put our hands on
our hearts and say, ‘Lest we forget’. Bills such as these
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are important because they signal to veterans
communities that we have not forgotten them. Indeed,
these communities are front and centre for us, and it is
an honour and privilege to be speaking on this bill
today. The Veterans and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2015 will have a positive impact on veterans in Victoria
in a number of ways. These people have served a noble
purpose in this nation’s history and reflect strong
patriotic values.
This morning I attended the Soldier On breakfast at the
Shrine of Remembrance. Soldier On is a relatively new
organisation which cares about our injured or maimed
returned servicemen and women. Soldier On is about
Australians coming together to show their support for
our physically and psychologically wounded. Its motto
is:
We want to show the men and women of our defence forces
that we will always have their backs.

A young man spoke very passionately at the breakfast
this morning. His name is Liam Haven. Liam was on
duty in Iraq when unfortunately a bomb went off
nearby and the shrapnel from the bomb hit his face. As
a result, he is almost entirely blind in both eyes. In one
eye he has about 2 per cent vision. His speech was
about support. He is travelling around Australia making
speeches about how important it is that we do not forget
about those who are serving currently and the veterans
who are returning home injured or maimed. I
congratulate Liam Haven on his efforts to ensure that
we do the best we can for our returned servicemen and
women. Without veterans, we would lose the
personalised connection we have with our nation’s past.
It is imperative that we support our veterans and the
organisations which represent them to the best of our
ability as governments.
The bill has three major components. The first is about
providing simplicity. Under the current legislation it is
difficult to transfer patriotic funds to veterans. Trustees
need an easier way to administer these funds and
provide them to veterans in Victoria. This change to the
way trustees can move funds will provide a great level
of assistance to the dependants of veterans, including
partners, children and families.
The second component enhances the powers of the
director of Consumer Affairs Victoria to enable it to
broaden its scope of actions. The director will be able to
approve investigations and promote compliance, and
will have the power to enforce actions that may come
as a result of breaches stemming from consumer affairs
legislation. Lastly, the bill generally improves the
operation of other acts within the consumer affairs
portfolio.
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There are a number of proposed amendments to the
Veterans Act 2005, which predominantly simplify the
processes that should never have been complicated to
begin with. The main process being simplified is the
transfer of assets in patriotic funds or charitable trusts in
other states. Currently, attempting to move funds from
one state to another is extremely difficult. Many of the
charities function in more than one state, so this is a
problem for our veterans community. Veterans should
not be constrained in where they would like to retire.
Trustees act as a form of support to many veterans, and
the bill provides the assistance needed to care for
Victorian veterans who choose to retire in other states
of our great nation. A greater level of flexibility will
come as a result of the amendments in the bill.
The bill also provides a capacity for the director of
Consumer Affairs Victoria, the minister or the
Governor in Council to validate the transfers of
patriotic funds assets. This will not only speed up the
process of transferring the funds but also provide an
ability to do so with more ease, and that is important for
our veterans community. The bill makes the transfer of
funds a simple task and not an arduous one. This means
that the organisations involved will not be constrained
as heavily in the movement of the funds. They can get
down to the business of supporting our veterans as they
deserve and not have to worry about the bureaucracy
that exists currently. Subsidiary areas impacted by the
amendments will invest a limited power in the director
to consent to amendments to patriotic funds trust deeds.
This will enable a correction of errors which may have
arisen in trust deeds.
Currently the act does not enable two or more patriotic
funds to amalgamate. For example, where adjacent
RSL sub-branches have amalgamated they have been
required to maintain two separate books of account for
the patriotic funds they each administer. The
amendments in the bill reduce the unnecessary
regulatory burdens that have been imposed on RSL
sub-branches up to this point. The amendments
empower RSL sub-branches to provide better services
to their valued members. RSLs provide one of the best
support services to our veterans. Every one of us has
RSLs in our electorate — and what a wonderful service
they provide to the wider community, not just to the
veterans community. They are hubs of activities, and
they need all the support they can get. They have a keen
understanding of the issues that veterans may be facing
and should have the upmost support invested in them.
Credit should be given where credit is deserved, and
RSLs certainly deserve far more credit than they have
been receiving thus far, especially under the Napthine
government, which was preoccupied with other things.
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Clearly there were a number of issues that the former
government did not tackle properly, and that is why this
government is getting on with looking after our
veterans.
The bill makes amendments to a number of acts, that
will be impacted by the legislation. They include the
Sale of Land Act 1962, the Australian Consumer Law
and Fair Trading Act 2012, the Residential Tenancies
Act 1997, the Motor Car Traders Act 1986, the
Co-operatives National Law Application Act 2013, and
the Association Incorporation Reform Act 2012. These
changes have already been discussed by my colleagues,
and I have no doubt that those opposite will agree that
the amendments in the bill are necessary in the
circumstances. The amendments are subsidiary to the
greater impact that the Veterans and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015 will have. The amendments play
a vital role in empowering the support agencies that are
crucial to some of our most important Victorian
citizens. Accordingly, I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise to support of the
Veterans and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015. While
there are many parts to the bill, I have chosen two areas
to focus on.
Firstly, I wish to speak about part 4, which amends the
Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act 2012. I
take a deep interest in issues around rooming houses,
not just because of my experience in dealing with
residents of rooming houses through my previous job
and in the great working relationship I have with the
fantastic member for Ivanhoe, but also because I
understand how easy it is to find yourself in a rooming
house and how vulnerable you are while living in one.
My grandmother, June, who I mentioned in my
inaugural speech not so long ago, found herself as a
deserted wife with three young girls living in a room in
a rooming house, terrified of her children making too
much noise because they would be evicted. Her
experience and her terror in the face of the power of her
landlord has never left me.
There are a number of rooming houses in the city of
Banyule, which is an area I share with the good
member for Ivanhoe, including Montmorency. Some of
the rooming houses have been investigated in the past
for not being registered and not being safe. There are at
least 28 rooming houses in the municipality, and I am
sure the members for Ivanhoe and Bundoora share with
me their concerns about the safety of the rooming
houses and are glad we are making these amendments.
Rooming houses are often sad places where people who
have no other place to go are living. HomeGround
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Services, a great organisation, did a survey a few years
ago which found some shocking results. It found that:
Many of the people in the survey were paying as much as
64 per cent of their Centrelink income on rent, often without
the ability to cook their own meals, or store their own bought
food.
Many people surveyed had lived in more than 10 boarding
houses in the past few years and had been homeless for over
two years.

Terrible tragedies, including fatalities that should have
been avoided, have occurred in rooming houses where
owners have not felt compelled or have not cared
enough to ensure that their premises are safe. For
example, there is the tragic case of Leigh Sinclair,
25 years, and her boyfriend Chris Giorgi, 24 years.
With nowhere else to go they found themselves in a
rooming house in Brunswick. They died after being
trapped inside their room, unable to escape after the
rooming house caught fire.
Compelling operators of rooming houses to comply
with the prescribed requirements relating to the keeping
and production of records on safety checks required to
be conducted for rooming houses is absolutely vital.
People who find themselves in rooming houses are
vulnerable people, some with mental health issues,
some with very poor health, some with issues of drug
dependence, and some who have experienced family
violence. There is a whole range of reasons why people
find themselves in these often unfriendly places, and
they are vulnerable. They do not necessarily have the
ability to stand up for themselves to ensure their
environment is safe. Consumer Affairs Victoria has
said, and I share my information with the member for
Ivanhoe, that people living in rooming houses may not
understand their basic renting rights and could be more
vulnerable to rogue operators who might try to rip them
off. Being ripped off financially is a bad thing; being
ripped off about your safety is devastating.
In 2012 the previous government made changes in
response to deep concerns about the safety of rooming
houses in our state. These changes prescribe privacy,
safety, security and amenity standards with which a
rooming house operator must comply. However, at the
moment there is no offence for failing to comply with
the record-keeping obligations. The bill will make it
easier for Community Affairs Victoria to take
enforcement action against rooming house operators
who fail to maintain the required records.
I also want to use this opportunity to speak about
something more positive, which is the amendment to
the Veterans Act 2005 to enable two or more patriotic
funds to amalgamate. This is of particular interest to my
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fantastic local sub-branch of the RSL, the
Montmorency-Eltham RSL, which does outstanding
work in providing welfare and support to local current
and former service personnel and their families. In
addition, it plays a lead role in the community in
commemorating the service and sacrifice of Australian
servicemen and women. At the moment the RSL is
busily involved in works at the site of the Eltham
cenotaph to build a women’s memorial. It will be one
of only a few in the state, so it is fantastic that it is
going to be in Eltham. It will be dedicated to the service
of Australian women in our wars and at home. This will
add to the importance of the site, which is already of
huge significance to the local community, attracting
many thousands of locals to the annual Anzac Day
dawn services. I would also like to thank Eltham
Rotary, which does a fantastic job in preparing the
event and making sure it runs smoothly.
The plan is to also include interpretative signs which
will detail Australia’s involvement in conflicts. This is a
great example of the vital work the
Montmorency-Eltham RSL does in communicating to a
new generation our nation’s history and the sacrifice of
service personnel. These works at the Eltham cenotaph
are on schedule to be completed before Anzac Day this
year, and the cenotaph will play host to what I expect
will be one of the best-attended dawn services yet in
Eltham as we commemorate the 1915 landing at
Gallipoli.
The RSL also has plans to landscape and build a
commemorative plaque around a pine tree at Eltham
High School. This pine tree is of special note because it
has been grown from a seed that came from the Lone
Pine at Gallipoli. The historical significance of this tree
is currently not obvious to people who pass by it. The
RSL plans to work with Eltham High School to do
landscaping around the tree and install a plaque and
educational signage to better communicate the
significance of the Lone Pine to students, staff, parents
and visitors. I congratulate all involved in this effort.
This work is critical in sharing the stories of those who
have been prepared to sacrifice their lives for our
country, with younger generations passing on these
important stories and sharing the lessons learnt by our
veterans.
As the name suggests, this great sub-branch is the result
of an amalgamation of the Montmorency RSL and the
Eltham RSL, a merger which occurred in 2011. One
difficulty associated with this amalgamation was
merging the patriotic funds of the two RSLs. The
transfer of the assets took more than 12 months to
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complete and required significant time and attention
from members of the sub-branch.
This bill will make it easier for RSL sub-branches to
amalgamate their patriotic funds, allowing them to
spend more time focused on the critical work they do.
Now more than ever, as the membership base of RSL
sub-branches is declining, RSL members need to be
able to concentrate on their core work of providing
welfare and support and honouring the service of
Australians in uniform.
New sections 33A and 33B of the Veterans Act 2005,
to be inserted by clause 4 of the bill, allow patriotic
fund deeds to be amended by application to the director
of Consumer Affairs Victoria and a new patriotic fund
to be created which incorporates existing patriotic
funds, also by application to the director. This
streamlined process relieves sub-branches of the
onerous administrative burdens and red tape associated
with amalgamating patriotic funds and will enable them
to carry out their primary objectives.
Our RSLs do so much work in the community, and I
am pleased that we have created a bill which will
reduce some of the challenges they face. I commend the
bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DONNELLAN
(Narre Warren North).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 24 February; motion of
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) for adoption of
address-in-reply.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I am delighted to
participate in this debate. I ask the Acting Speaker to
convey my congratulations to the Speaker and the
Deputy Speaker on their elevation to high office. The
Deputy Speaker and I were elected on the same day in
October 1992, all those years ago. I am delighted that
he has achieved this office.
It is a great privilege for me to again be elected as the
member for Brighton. This is my seventh Parliament,
and I am delighted to be back. I want to thank a number
of people who played a part in my election. First of all,
I wish to thank my constituents for showing faith and
trust in me to represent them for the next four years. I
also want to thank my campaign team, led by Marcus
Bastisaan. I was surrounded by young people during
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this campaign. It was a very vigorous campaign, and I
am delighted at the contribution they made. I wish to
thank all the volunteers who staffed the pre-poll voting
centre, which is becoming more and more onerous.
Pre-poll voting is a new feature of elections; it was not
around in 1992. I want to thank the staff in my former
ministerial office and my electorate office. I would also
like to thank my husband, Ron Best, a former Nationals
member in the other place, for putting up with this
career spanning seven parliaments.
I want to take the opportunity to thank my colleagues. I
had the enormous privilege of being Deputy Leader of
the Liberal Party for 111⁄2 of my 22 years in Parliament.
More than half of my time in Parliament has been spent
as deputy leader. My colleagues initially elected me to
that position in 1999. They elected me again in March
and November of 2006 and again post the 2010
election. Having been a member of the Liberal Party for
39 years, I am well aware that the deputy’s position in
any political party is very easily tradeable and often
very vulnerable, even more so than the leader’s position
in some circumstances. I would like to thank my
colleagues for the faith and trust they showed in me
during the time that I was deputy leader.
After 18 years on the frontbench I now find myself on
the backbench. It is a considerable change. Everything
has its challenges, and I have to say that I am delighted
to be a full-time backbencher. It is a very pleasant
change from 111⁄2 years as deputy and that rather
turbulent period called the last Parliament when I was
Leader of the House.
I want to reflect on several things, if I may, given that
the address-in-reply debate allows me to be more
broad-ranging than I probably could be at any other
time. I want to reflect on how elections have changed
considerably since I was first elected to this Parliament.
Obviously social media, the internet and the like have
changed everything. During my very first days in
Parliament a mobile phone was a technological
advance, albeit the size and weight of a brick. It is also
my observation that the volatility of voters now is
completely different from the more established party
trends that existed some time ago. That will be a
challenge for all political parties, not just the major
parties.
I think the item that we, myself included, need to adjust
to the most is that the old rules governing politics are
changing. I note for the record, because most people
will not be aware of this, that in my seat of Brighton I
preferenced the Labor Party. There were four
candidates. I was consulted on this, and I agreed with
the outcome wholeheartedly, I might add. I preferenced
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the Labor Party, and I know that mine was not the only
seat where this occurred. This was anathema in the
1980s and 1990s when of course your main opponent
was always put last. In this instance, the other two
candidates were deemed to be more extreme — further
to the left — than our traditional political opponents. I
think that is worthy of note, and I suspect it may happen
again, although I note that the Labor Party did not
preference me. The preferences do not matter that much
in my seat though, at this stage anyway!
I would also like to formally thank the three women
who challenged me for the seat for actually being
pleasant during the campaign. I campaigned in a
number of marginal seats, and the word ‘pleasant’
could not be applied to that. I thank my political
opponents for fighting the good fight, but actually
fighting it in a dignified way. I believe we showed the
way that four women could fight a campaign for a seat,
which is obviously the prize, and do so in a civilised
manner.
I turn now to a number of items in the Governor’s
speech that are of particular interest to me. Early in the
Governor’s speech there was a reference to expanding
the international Victorian government business office
network and delivering what Labor calls a
comprehensive program of inbound trade missions to
Victoria. Obviously, as the former minister for trade
under the previous government, I am very proud of the
work and achievements we had in the trade area. We
had a $62.6 million international engagement strategy,
as we called it, which included the trade mission
program — obviously outbound trade missions and
also inbound trade missions. For the record, between
December 2010 and November 2014 as a government
we supported over 3300 Victorian companies on
78 trade missions, not all of them ministerially led of
course, and we delivered export sales, as reported by
the companies themselves participating in the trade
missions, of more than $4.8 billion, which created
thousands of jobs. Many of the companies that were
targeted in the trade mission program had never
exported before. In Victoria we have an economy that
will not survive alone on domestic demand. One of the
things the state government can usefully do is increase
export opportunities, particularly for our smaller players
that cannot manage this on their own, through the
network of Victorian government business offices that
we have and through the trade mission program.
As I said, Labor announced in the Governor’s speech
that it would undertake an inbound trade mission
program. The coalition government did that previously,
certainly with food, and before I left office I announced
a very comprehensive inbound trade mission for the
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wine industry. I hope the Labor government continues
with that particular inbound mission, because there are
enormous opportunities for our smaller wineries in
export. In government we understood that a lot of our
smaller players cannot afford to leave their businesses
to go on a trade mission program, and I think that was
worthwhile.
Similarly the Labor Party has promised to open three
new Victorian government business offices. The
expansion of the Victorian government business office
network that occurred when I was minister was the
largest in a term of government. I hope the current
government delivers on those promises, because I think
the trade program and the export program are
particularly important.
I now refer to the government’s Back to Work plan,
which is also discussed in the Governor’s speech. It
aims to help the private sector create 100 000 jobs. I
make the observation that so many of my colleagues
have made, that with a job-ready program like the east–
west link, where there were 3000-plus jobs ready to go,
it is extraordinary that a government could say that it
was elected on a program of wanting to create jobs but
is then in the process of ripping up a contract that had
3000-plus jobs ready to go. The impact of this will be
far broader than that particular program and those jobs.
If members opposite do not understand that, I invite
them to look up the term ‘sovereign risk’ in their
economics textbooks and go to speak to some of the
international organisations and the international
chambers of commerce, which are already saying, ‘This
is a huge issue for us. We will think twice before we
invest in Victoria’.
Part of the international engagement that the Victorian
government has done before and needs to do now, in
addition to creating export opportunities for our
businesses, is to attract international investment in
Victoria. We have insufficient capital in this state. We
need international investment, and if as a state we send
a signal that we are going to behave like an African
nation, there are huge problems ahead for Victoria.
Ripping up a contract is not a sign of a responsible
government, and it will damage our economic
credibility. That in turn will have an impact on jobs.
Unfortunately Labor is also abandoning other
infrastructure projects. Being a former Minister for
Tourism and Major Events, I lament the fact that Labor
has abandoned the expansion of the Melbourne
Exhibition Centre. This is a vital project for Victoria’s
$19.6 billion tourism industry, and Labor will learn that
Victoria needs to expand its exhibition centre because
there is a big competition factor coming down the road.
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Sydney will have a new exhibition and convention
centre at Darling Harbour from late 2016. We will be in
trouble, because Labor is clearly not doing the
preparatory work now.
I note the latest review of tourism that the government
has announced. I can probably advise the current
minister that the result of that review will be the
recommendation to merge all the tourism authorities
that currently exist. I can also tell him that it will not
keep his numbers up. It may not be a bad idea, but
reducing the bureaucratic structure around tourism will
not necessarily drive up numbers. You need the tourism
numbers domestically and internationally to keep jobs
going in that sector.
I refer to the Governor’s speech at page 8 under the
heading ‘Arts, sports, culture and creativity’. Oddly
enough, while coalition members are in favour arts,
culture, sporting activities and fitness and whatever else
is available in Victoria, I note with some interest that
Labor’s ludicrous idea to have two additional public
holidays is mentioned under this category of ‘Arts,
sports, culture and creativity’. I make the point that
there are business issues in having additional public
holidays on the day before the AFL Grand Final and on
Easter Sunday. Business will be impacted on. The issue
is not just a question of whether the public would like
an extra public holiday. Of course the public is going to
say yes to that. The issue is that Victoria is going to
have one of the highest numbers of public holidays in
the country. What we are going to see is that Easter
Sunday, which is now a trading day courtesy of the
previous government, is going to have penalty rates
attached to it at the very time when there are tourists in
Melbourne and in regional Victoria. What Labor is
going to do with this public holiday program is impose
further costs on business at a time when business
should be taking advantage of tourism opportunities.
I am very proud of my achievements in the electorate of
Brighton over the past four years. They include funding
for Brighton Secondary College, the reopening of the
New Street crossing, the deployment of protective
services officers at local stations and travel in zones 1
and 2 on a zone 1 fare. I am very proud of my
achievements, but I have much more to achieve.
Elwood College, which is now in my electorate as a
result of the electoral boundary redistribution, has been
promised $10 million by the Labor Party in its first year
of government, and I intend to hold the government to
account on that promise. I look forward to seeing that
funding in the first budget.
To conclude broadly where I commenced, it is an
enormous privilege to be a member of Parliament. It
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has been an even bigger privilege to have been on the
front bench for 18 years, a minister twice and Deputy
Leader of my party for 111⁄2 years, and I am greatly
indebted to the constituents of Brighton for yet again
voting for me.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a contribution to the address-in-reply debate, and in
particular I thank the people of the Ivanhoe electorate
for their continued support in acknowledging that a
Labor government will best advocate and represent
their interests to ensure that they get a fair share of the
benefits from the contributions they make in their taxes
and to the community. In the Ivanhoe electorate the
people in my community voted Labor because they
want to see a truck curfew on Rosanna Road. They
voted for the Labor Party because they want duplication
of the Chandler Highway bridge, which was opposed
by those opposite. They voted Labor in Ivanhoe
because they want a 40-kilometre-per-hour zone in the
East Ivanhoe Village shopping strip.
They voted Labor in Ivanhoe because they want extra
517 bus services. They voted Labor in Ivanhoe because
they want the La Trobe University shuttle bus service to
the local train stations to be funded and supported by
the government. They voted Labor in Ivanhoe because
they want three extra morning peak services on the
Hurstbridge line, not extra services added in the middle
of the night, as the previous government did, somehow
thinking that provided a benefit to the local community.
They voted Labor in Ivanhoe to see zone 2 fares axed,
because this was causing great distress to a number of
people in my electorate, half of which is in a zone 2
area. Why should people be penalised and pay more to
use public transport because they live further from the
city? Labor has fixed that. People voted Labor in the
Ivanhoe electorate because they want a grade separation
at Lower Plenty Road, Rosanna, and that is another
commitment made by the Labor government.
They voted Labor in Ivanhoe because they want to see
a new performing arts centre at Viewbank College —
my old school — and I am very pleased that the Deputy
Premier made that commitment during the election
period. In fact we made that commitment a year out
from the election because we understood it was
important for us to be clear with the community early
on about what we stood for. We had a fair dinkum
discussion and advocated for what we would deliver to
the community if we were to form government. People
also voted Labor in Ivanhoe to save Northern
Melbourne Institute of TAFE (NMIT). I note that the
former member for Eltham, the Minister for Training
and Skills, has already delivered on a rescue package
for the NMIT campus in West Heidelberg, with up to
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$4 million in funds provided to help stabilise what was
a disaster under the previous government in relation to
TAFE and jobs at that campus.
People also voted Labor in Ivanhoe because they want
to see $10 million allocated for a Banyule technical
school, and that is another commitment made by the
government. They voted Labor in Ivanhoe because they
want to see a funding commitment for St Martin of
Tours Primary School, which has over 500 students and
is located in Rosanna, where I live. The Labor
government, in partnership with the Catholic Education
Office, has committed up to about $3 million to rebuild
a significant number of classrooms. The Catholic
Education Office and the Labor government are
working together to invest in schools across Victoria.
They also voted Labor in Ivanhoe because they want to
see rate capping introduced in order to bring to heel
councils such as Banyule City Council, which has
chosen time and again to increase rates for local
residents without any accountability measures in place.
In just the last two years there has been a 23 per cent
increase in council rates and charges, a fact which was
touched on today by the Minister for Local
Government. I am very pleased that Banyule City
Council rates will soon be capped. We are on to that
council. It has about one more lot of rate notices to put
out, so we will endure another few months of it
thinking it can have a free-for-all, putting up rates as it
sees fit.
An article in the Age of 5 July 2013 states:
Ivanhoe residents have been slugged with a 12.47 per cent
rate rise — the greatest percentage increase across the state.
…
Likely to be in for the biggest shock today are those in
Banyule City Council, which takes in Ivanhoe and
Greensborough.
They will have a rate rise of $172, although Banyule mayor
Wayne Phillips was eager to point out that his council’s
average rates, at $1548, were still lower than the Victoria
average.

Try telling that to people who are trying to scrounge a
living in my electorate of Ivanhoe. Funnily enough in
July 2014 it was stated in the Age:
In metropolitan Melbourne, the residents of Banyule
council — taking in Ivanhoe, Greensborough and
Heidelberg — are the worst hit, with an average increase of
$109, or 7.1 per cent.

That is in the last two years alone, so is it any surprise
that on 6 May 2014 the Heidelberg Leader reported:
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Banyule councillors have unanimously disagreed with the
state opposition’s proposal to cap rate rises.

Is it any wonder, given that the deputy mayor was the
Liberal Party candidate in Eltham? The mayor of
Banyule was a feeder candidate for the Liberals in
Ivanhoe. There was also a former Liberal member for
Eltham on the council and a failed candidate for Liberal
Party preselection. No wonder Banyule councillors who
have put up rates and charges by 23 per cent in the past
two years in my electorate oppose the Labor Party
taking a commitment to the election to cap rates. It is
because they do not care about being accountable to
local residents.
As a former Banyule councillor when rates were much
lower, I can say that when we had planning days, we
held them at the Heidelberg Golf Club in the area. We
would meet for a day and put some money back into
the local community. But I see in recent times planning
days are now held in the Novotel in Creswick, in what
might be the electorate of the member for Buninyong,
with an overnight stay. They think that is a useful way
to spend money — not in the Banyule council area but
in places like that. We will hold them to account. The
Victorian people have spoken. They have spoken in
Ivanhoe and made it very clear that they expect
Banyule council’s rates to be capped and for it to be
held accountable for the funds that it squeezes out of
local ratepayers.
I also touch on an article in the Heidelberg Leader of
2 December 2014 in which my main political
opponent — I had several — from the Liberal Party
said:
We’re moving into a society with more extreme socialist
ideology.

I reject that absolutely. In my electorate of Ivanhoe, the
Labor Party knocked on 12 000 doors and the Labor
Party and volunteers made 10 000 phone calls. That
might not sound like a lot in comparison with some of
my colleagues who were also successfully elected.
However, it demonstrated that our policies and the
work we were doing were based on our conversations
with voters and the community and on our
determination to put ourselves in front of each and
every member of our local community and ask them
whether they wanted to affirm a Labor government to
advocate for and advance their interests. I am looking
forward to making a further contribution to debate on
this matter. My opponent said:
More than 50 per cent of the population didn’t want me to
win.
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That, as I understand it, is what democracy is about,
and I am very surprised that people would be confused
about those matters.
In moving to some other matters that are important to
me, I thank a range of organisations that supported our
campaign in Ivanhoe: the Australian Workers Union;
the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union;
the Transport Workers Union; the Plumbing Trades
Employees Union, the mighty plumbers; the Australian
Education Union; the Ambulance Employees
Association of Victoria; Slater and Gordon; and Trades
Hall. Each and every one of these organisations is
fighting for workers. They are working for the union
movement and the labour movement in ensuring that
there is a voice for workers and a voice for that
movement in this place.
I am very satisfied with the work those organisations
have done in not only advocating and advancing the
interests of workers in Victoria but also making sure
that they have been out there on the train stations and at
the street stalls, knocking on those 12 000 doors and
making those 10 000 phone calls. That is because we
on this side of the house understand that organised
labour and having a voice to advocate and advance the
interests of working people is the best we can do as a
labour movement and a Labor government.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time has
come for me to interrupt the proceedings of the house.
The honourable member will have the call when this
matter is next before the Chair.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
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the past year, which have included: mentoring of young
people at risk of disengaging from school; a New Bubs
Club for young mums aged 15 to 21, to build
confidence, skills and self-esteem; a program to support
young people in coming out and to provide them with a
safe environment; and a peer support group
encouraging young people to explore alternative
recreational opportunities through music, dance, drama
and art.
The Engage program has developed strong
relationships within the community, including with
Colac Otway Shire Council, local schools, police,
maternal and child health services, the neighbourhood
house and other youth and children’s services, all of
which play an integral role in addressing the needs of
marginalised and disadvantaged young people. Colac is
a recognised area of disadvantage, and the investment
to secure the employment of a youth development
worker for the Engage program is more than justified
on many socio-economic grounds, including those of
teen pregnancy and family violence. The Engage
program is an integral part of Colac Area Health’s
integrated service model, which brings together
services and programs for young people in a
purpose-built facility to address this clear disadvantage.
Should it fail to retain the youth development worker,
the impact on this structure and the newly launched
Youth Health Hub would be disastrous. It would have
the potential to undermine the holistic nature of the
service. The youth worker is the key to this model.
It is for the foregoing reasons that I ask the minister to
support the request from Colac Area Health to fund this
youth development worker on a recurrent basis without
further delay and in doing so support the Youth Health
Hub in its endeavour to provide the skills and support
needed to change the lives of so many of our
disadvantaged young people.

That the house now adjourns.

Ballarat jobs forum
Colac youth development worker
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Youth Affairs and concerns funding
to reinstate the Engage program at Colac Area Health
on a recurrent basis. I ask that the minister urgently
address funding for a youth development worker for
this program, which is one of the services delivered
from the Colac Youth Health Hub, along with mental
health support, disability services support, housing
support and counselling across all programs.
The Engage program is specifically for young people
and has the ability to reach large numbers of youth.
That is illustrated by some of the activities provided in

Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Employment. I ask that
the minister organise a jobs forum in Ballarat, bringing
together local businesses, community leaders, unions
and key stakeholders to drive employment
opportunities in our region. The passing of the
government’s Back to Work Bill 2014 last night marks
a turning point; businesses in our state can again move
forward with confidence, following four years of
Liberal Party neglect, with no jobs plan, during which
local manufacturing, TAFE and, sadly, employment
pathway programs were abandoned. Now it is time to
get our region and our state back to work.
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The government has been getting on with the job from
day one. Just over a fortnight ago I was proud to stand
with the Premier, the Minister for Public Transport and
my parliamentary colleague the member for
Wendouree to announce that the government will
purchase 30 new X’trapolis train carriages, which will
be built in Ballarat. This is a major investment in
Ballarat jobs and shows our strong commitment to local
manufacturing.
The features of the Back to Work Bill will drive
employment opportunities by providing funding
incentives for employers who provide full-time work to
young people, the long-term unemployed and those
who have been retrenched, while the government’s
Regional Jobs Fund and the pipeline of investment in
local schools, health services, emergency services,
recreation facilities, roads and community infrastructure
will give our region the economic shot in the arm it so
desperately needs. In my electorate and across the
Ballarat region this includes: upgrades at Ballarat
Secondary College and Phoenix P–12 Community
College; the establishment of a new tech school in
Ballarat; an industry hub at Federation University
Australia TAFE; an early years centre in Sebastopol; a
new catheterisation lab at Ballarat Base Hospital; a new
fire station at Buninyong; and major investment at
Eureka Stadium, Sovereign Hill, Canadian State Park
and the Ballarat station precinct.
This great range of investment the government is
putting directly into the Ballarat region will help to
create jobs. Now is the time to bring together the best
and brightest in our region to collaborate, innovate and
expand opportunities to create local jobs. I look forward
to working with the minister and my community to
deliver this outcome.

Port Fairy emergency services
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I raise a
matter for the Premier, and the action I seek is for him
to establish a Port Fairy emergency services
accommodation task force. I ask the Premier to develop
and implement a plan to provide new and more
appropriate accommodation for the Country Fire
Authority (CFA), Victoria State Emergency Service
(SES) and ambulance services in Port Fairy. The reason
I seek the Premier’s involvement in the establishment
of this task force is that it covers a number of portfolios.
For some years it has been clear that the CFA station in
Port Fairy is far too small to meet the needs of the
growing community, local volunteers, trucks and
equipment. The CFA has looked at the options of
expanding on the current site and relocating to another
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site, particularly relocating to a site north of the Princes
Highway. This has caused some discussion within the
community and within the CFA. Funding was
earmarked by the CFA under the coalition government
to provide for larger and more appropriate
accommodation once the community reached an
agreement about where the new station would be.
Similarly the current site of the Port Fairy SES is not
appropriate for current equipment and volunteers;
indeed it is no longer considered a safe workplace.
Moreover, the current ambulance station is over
20 years old, and there would be advantages in a new
facility co-located at the site of the redevelopment of
Moyne Health Services.
This issue has been the subject of considerable
community debate and discussion, and there have been
differing views on potential solutions. It is only very
recently that consensus was reached regarding a way
forward. Consensus was found on relocating the CFA
and the SES to the site of the current ambulance station
on the Princes Highway and relocating the current
ambulance station to the site of Moyne Health Services.
This proposal has the support of the CFA, the SES,
local ambulance services, Moyne Health Services,
Moyne Shire Council and the Port Fairy community.
What we need is an implementation task force to bring
this together across all departments. I suggested at a
meeting that Gayle Tierney, a Labor member for
Western Victoria Region in the Legislative Council,
might be the appropriate person to lead that task force
for the government to make sure that we get the best
outcome for the Port Fairy community. This is an
important project for Port Fairy and the emergency
services. It has been debated in Port Fairy for over a
decade, but we now have consensus. What we need is a
task force to implement this process across a number of
departments, including health and emergency services,
to provide better accommodation for the CFA, the SES
and Ambulance Victoria.

Geelong employment
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Employment and concerns
jobs in Geelong. Geelong has experienced an increased
unemployment rate over the past four years. We have
10 per cent adult unemployment and 20 per cent youth
unemployment. There is great urgency in Geelong to
create jobs.
Geelong is known as the manufacturing city.
Manufacturing contributes more than 42 per cent, or
$10 billion, of greater Geelong’s $25 billion economic
output. By contrast the next biggest contributor to the
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Geelong economy is the construction industry, which
generates $1.9 billion annually. The significant job
losses in Geelong over the past four years have had a
devastating effect on our community. Job losses at Ford
and the closure of Alcoa have had major impacts.
However, the small to medium companies that have
been forced to make redundancies or close down are
just as significant. The previous government’s lack of
commitment to workers in Geelong and to these
businesses was certainly noted by the Geelong
community, as was clearly evident on election day.
I was proud to be a candidate in the recent state
election, because we had a Labor opposition leader who
was committed to creating jobs. He has continued this
commitment now as Premier of Victoria. The action I
am seeking is for the Minister for Employment to come
to Geelong and talk to our community leaders.
Geelong has been doing it tough. I have spoken to
many workers and their families who have told their
stories and expressed great concern about hanging onto
their jobs or having been made redundant and not being
able to find a new job. The lack of support and
commitment from the former government caused great
distress to the working people of Geelong and their
families. The people of Geelong wanted to see the
government saving and creating jobs, not sitting back
and watching jobs haemorrhage out of our city. Now
under an Andrews Labor government we have the
opportunity to invest in Geelong’s jobs and focus on
jobs for the future. We have the redevelopment of the
Geelong Performing Arts Centre and the Skilled
Stadium, and the Back to Work plan. Our young people
need to be given hope that they will have real job
opportunities and a future in Geelong.
Education, particularly in our TAFE system, is a key
factor for our young people to access employment.
Thanks to the Andrews Labor government young
people will now have the opportunity to access not only
the Gordon TAFE institution but also the new tech
school, in line with identified skill shortages. Geelong
Trades Hall has been working closely with unions and
their members, local agencies and business in a positive
way. We all have a strong commitment to maintain and
create jobs in Geelong. I ask the Minister for
Employment to come to Geelong, meet with our
community leaders and discuss what jobs can be
brought to Geelong. There has already been — —
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Mitiamo water supply
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — The adjournment
issue I raise is for the Minister for Regional
Development, and it concerns the Mitiamo reticulated
water supply system. I ask the minister to meet with a
delegation, including Neil Allen, the president of that
group, to update them on the work that the former
Department of Environment and Primary Industries
(DEPI) and the former Department of State
Development, Business and Innovation (DSDBI) have
been doing on possible funding for their pipeline
project. They need $900 000 to do the detailed design
work. The Mitiamo reticulated water supply system
will cover a minimum of 50 000 hectares and
potentially up to 80 000 hectares and approximately
200 farms that are currently serviced by 10 existing
stock and domestic dam fill schemes. It runs from
Dingee in the south to Bald Rock in the north, and from
Terrick Terrick East in the east to Bullock Creek in the
west, including the township of Mitiamo.
Currently large parts of the area which is proposed for
the pipeline lend themselves to intensive animal
industries. On the southern boundary, Hazeldene’s has
developed a large broiler farm operation and is looking
to expand in the area for its operation at Lockwood.
The old DEPI/DSDBI had a working group examining
the possibility of this becoming an intensive animal
precinct, similar to the work that was done north of
Bannockburn in the Golden Plains shire. In the latter
case there was money from the Victorian Regional
Growth Fund, the federal government and Barwon
Water to enable the laying of a pipeline to supply water
to that area to develop an intensive animal precinct.
This is a good example of what could be done in the
Mitiamo area.
As I said, DEPI/DSDBI should have advice they can
give the minister on that pipeline that she can then pass
on to the group at the meeting. We all know the
planning challenges around intensive animal industries
and the need to remove broiler farms in particular from
some of our more closely settled areas. That area is a
large, broadscale grazing and cropping area and would
lend itself ideally to this. I ask the minister to receive a
delegation comprising me and members of the Mitiamo
group so that she can update them on the work that has
been done by DEPI and DSDBI.

Frankston fire station
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I rise to invite the
Minister for Emergency Services to visit the Frankston
fire station at her convenience. I note that the minister
and the Minister for Health have attended an
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unprecedented number of forums where they have
listened to and answered questions from emergency
services workers. The feedback from my colleagues
within the fire brigade and ambulance service regarding
the transparency and openness of Andrews government
ministers has been remarkable. With this in mind, I
know that the minister would be welcome at the
Frankston fire station and be interested in hearing about
the lack of previous government action at the station.
The Frankston fire station is an integrated staff and
volunteer station, which attends approximately
1400 emergency calls per year. The station consists of a
permanent staff of a minimum of five firefighters and
five fire appliances, two of which — the Teleboom and
breathing apparatus support van — are statewide
resources, which will respond to any incident in
Victoria if required. Frankston’s firefighters have a long
history of serving not just the community of Frankston
at the highest level but also the state. Most recently,
resources and staff from Frankston were working 24/7
for months at the bottom of the Morwell coalmine in
very challenging conditions.
The needs of the Frankston community have long
outgrown the infrastructure of the Frankston fire
station, and staffing will soon be more than double
what it was when the station was opened in 1988,
26 years ago. The station simply was not designed to
house — and cannot house — this many staff. The
station has only temporary amenities for female
firefighters, and the station staff and volunteers are
constantly challenged by the maintenance issues
presented to them, which are only ever given bandaid
solutions.
Over the last five years Warrnambool, Mildura and
Dandenong fire stations have been rebuilt, even though
the staff at Frankston station have been consistently told
during that period that Frankston fire station was the
no. 1 infrastructure priority for the state. In order for the
brigade to continue its critical work in our community,
its members need some certainty about the 26-year-old
fire station infrastructure itself. Any assistance the
Minister for Emergency Services could provide
towards this end would be greatly appreciated.

Seymour College and Benalla P–12 College
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Education. The action I
seek is that the minister visit Seymour College and
Benalla P–12 College with me before the state budget is
handed down in May to hear the requests of those
schools for additional capital funding.
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Benalla college is falling apart. Classrooms are riddled
with mould, one so badly that it has been permanently
sealed off because of the health and safety risk it
presents to students and teachers. The school’s learning
environment is not fit for purpose, and students are
unable to work in collaborative learning spaces which
befit a 21st century school. In fact former students have
recently observed that the college has not changed since
they attended it in the 1960s. The coalition government
recognised how vital it was to upgrade Benalla college.
In the 2013 budget it allocated $5 million to begin the
rebuild of the school. We went to last year’s election
with a commitment of a further $15 million to complete
the project. Unfortunately Labor made no commitment,
and the school has been left in limbo. The latest advice
from the minister’s department is that the school must
spend the $5 million allocated by the coalition on
maintaining the old building it intends to demolish
when it rebuilds. I have discussed this situation at
length with the executive of the college and the wider
community and have visited the college on three
separate occasions since I was elected in November.
Seymour’s school community faces similar problems to
Benalla. Seymour College currently faces a number of
serious challenges as it strives to meet the needs of its
students, many of whom face a high degree of
disadvantage. Stage 1 of the Seymour College
regeneration project was completed after the coalition
government invested $5 million to modernise the
school’s P–4 area, its special school area and
administration buildings. The next stages of the
regeneration project include rebuilding the years 5 to 8
and years 9 to 12 facilities and the development of the
technical wing. I fought hard to obtain a commitment
from the coalition government before the election for a
further $15 million for Seymour College, a
commitment I was disappointed Labor did not match.
Like Benalla P–12 College, the Seymour College
school community is seeking a meeting with the
minister so that he can see firsthand just how urgent this
project is.

Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road avenue of
honour
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety and concerns Narre Warren-Cranbourne
Road. The action I seek is that the minister include the
planting of an avenue of honour along this road as part
of the upgrade works.
The long-awaited and much-needed upgrade of Narre
Warren-Cranbourne Road is fast approaching
completion. It is a project that I and members of the
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local community campaigned for over many years. We
forced the previous government to match Labor’s
commitment to duplicate the road, and soon local
residents will benefit from shorter travel times, less
congestion and safer driving conditions. This project
also provides us with a fantastic opportunity to create a
lasting and heartfelt tribute to those who sacrificed so
much so that we may live peacefully and freely in this
great country.
Victoria has a proud history of celebrating and
recognising the sacrifice and service of those who
served our country. I regularly attend Anzac Day
ceremonies at the Berwick RSL and at many local
schools. Our community has great respect and
admiration for those who fought for us, and many of
our young people are keeping this tradition alive and
strong. Once there were more than 325 avenues of
honour throughout our state, but today there are just
over 50 that are actively cared for and celebrated by
local communities. Even fewer are complete and
undamaged, many of them being lost as communities
have grown and time has passed, yet those that remain
are touching reminders of those we have lost to war.
Many significant road projects have been completed in
recent years throughout our local community area, yet
no avenues of honour have been planted.
I recently joined with the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety on Memorial Drive, an avenue of honour in
Berwick. It was a beautiful summer’s day, and the
sunlight was filtering through gaps in the foliage of the
tall trees that lined both sides of the street. I can just
imagine how Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road would
look with such an avenue. This link between Narre
Warren and Cranbourne provides views to the beautiful
Dandenongs and the surrounding new suburbs. Lined
with appropriate and well-cared-for trees, it would be a
sight to behold — a suitable tribute for those we must
never forget and one that is particularly fitting as we
approach the centenary of the Anzac landing at
Gallipoli this year. We can never repay the Anzacs for
their sacrifice, but we can continue to pay tribute and
ensure that they are never forgotten. Let us make Narre
Warren-Cranbourne Road an avenue of honour that
reflects our deep gratitude and admiration for all those
who have served our nation.

Colchester Reserve, Boronia
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Today I rise to ask
the Minister for Sport to assist with funding vital
upgrades to the ground and pavilion for the Eastern
Raptors Rugby League Club at Colchester Reserve in
Boronia. Rugby League is experiencing unprecedented
growth in participation across Victoria, in particular in
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the eastern suburbs and in my electorate of Bayswater.
The Eastern Raptors is the only Rugby League club in
the outer eastern suburbs, working with a catchment of
about 450 000 residents.
Rugby League club membership has grown by about
30 per cent across Victoria since 2009, and growth at
the Eastern Raptors club has been even greater. In 2014
the club had 80 members, including 4 female players,
and in 2015 the membership forecast is at 120 players,
with 20 female players. The club will hopefully field
between 8 and 10 teams. In fact 2015 will see the
introduction of the clubs first all-girls league tag team
for 13 to 18-year-olds. There is only one problem with
this positive scenario, which is that the club does not
have the facilities to support the growth in membership
or to provide for female players.
The 2014 season was interrupted in June due to
duty-of-care safety concerns for the players; the ground
was simply not safe enough for people to play on. The
risk of injury was extremely high and simply
unacceptable. Given that the season starts in May and
ends in September, the loss of the home ground so early
in the season was damaging, to say the least. The
National Rugby League (NRL) also rejected an
application by the club to host a junior gala day due to
inadequate facilities, and this resulted in the local
Alchester Village shops losing out on potential revenue.
A single-room pavilion with shared disabled and
female toilets and a facility that is not secure and has
inadequate storage is not reflective of a growing club.
Colchester Reserve has the worst ground quality and
one of the worst pavilions in the Knox city area, a fact
confirmed by a former member of this house and the
current mayor of Knox, Peter Lockwood, as well as
Cr John Mortimore from Knox City Council.
The Eastern Raptors board of management has
developed a strategic plan, in conjunction with NRL
Victoria, with long-term and short-term options. Capital
works grants have already been sought from Knox City
Council, and there are other grants being provided —
for example, from the Bendigo community bank.
However, it is a 5 to 10-year plan. The first thing
needed is $600 000 to upgrade the ground so that it is
able to be played on. Then there is the other
$1.8 million that needs to be injected into the pavilion
and to house the changing facilities. Again I ask the
Minister for Sport to allocate funding for Colchester
Reserve to ensure the club’s longevity and to help
provide safe, modern facilities for people to be able to
play Rugby League on in the east.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before I call
the honourable member for Oakleigh, I wish to inform
members that the member has informed me that he will
be giving part of his speech in Greek. This has been
agreed to by both the Speaker and the member for
Croydon.

Speak Greek in March
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Αξιότιμε κύριε Πρόεδρε,
αζιότιμοι συναδελφοι της Πολιτειακής Βουλής,
Είμαι υπερήφανος που είμαι Αυστραλός πολίτης, είμαι
επίσης
υπερήφανος για την Ελληνική μου καταγωγή.
Ανεβαίνῶ σήμερα στο

Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs. I seek that the
minister meet with Mike Zafiropoulos, former general
manager of SBS in Melbourne, and Stefan Romaniw,
former head of Community Languages Australia. Both
these men have a passion for community languages and
many ideas to progress.

βήμα να σας πιο λίγα λόγια στη μητρική μου γλῶσσα.
Η Ελληνική

I recently attended the Greek Cultural Centre to help
launch the Speak Greek in March campaign. This event
involved community leaders and diplomats, including
the Greek Consul General in Melbourne, as well as
members of the wider Greek and Australian
communities. The Greek language has been in
continuous use for over 4000 years and is made up of
around 5 million words. In fact the Greek language has
contributed significantly to the English language, with
over 40 000 English words having Greek origin.
Victoria has had a long and proud association and
connection with the Greek community. The Greek
language is taught widely across Victoria, in particular
at many locations on weekends for school students,
which is something I was happy to take part in when I
was younger.

Η Ελληνική γλῶσσα είναι ζωντανή για περισσότερο
από τέσσερις

The role of the Speak Greek in March campaign is to
promote the use of the language to the next generation,
from parents and grandparents to their children,
grandchildren and relatives. The campaign involves
diverse events like exhibitions, lectures, regular
promotion on Greek media and encouraging native
Greek speakers to share the language. I believe it is
vitally important that cultural heritage is embraced and
continued through generations, and one of the best
ways to do this is through language. I am pleased to be
able to speak about this campaign and offer my
congratulations on the initiative, in particular on the
work of Mike Zafiropoulos. I have no doubt this
campaign will continue to grow. I wish it well for the
future and I am happy to undertake the challenge
personally.
With your indulgence, Speaker, I will say a few words
about Speak Greek in March in the Greek language.

είναι η γλῶσσα με την οποία εκφραστηκαν τα
μεγαλύτερα
επιτεύγματα της ανθρῶπινης νόησης.

χιλιαδες χρόνια και έχει περίπου πέντε εκατομμυρια
λέξεις.
Είναι γεγονός ότι η Ελληνική γλῶσσα συνέβαλε ση
μαντικα στην
εμπλούτιση της Αγγλικής. Σαραντα και πλέον χιλιαδες
λέξεις στην
ς Αγγλική έχουν ρίζα Ελληνική.
Σκοπός της εκστρατείας «Μιλαμε Ελληνικα το
Μαρτιο» είναι να
προῶθήσει την Ελληνική γλῶσσα στις επόμενες γενιές.
Σημαντικό
ρόλο σ° αυτό παίζουν γονείς., παππούδες και γιαγιαδες.
Χαίρομαι ιδιαίτερα που μου δίνεται η δυνατοτητα να
μιλήσω γι αυτή
την εκστρατεία ειίτι νοιιΙί Πε νὶοτοτίαε και συγχαίρω
ολους εκείνους
που πήραν αυτή την πρωτοβουλία.
I thank you, Speaker, and the house for your
indulgence.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Efharistó,
which means ‘thank you’ in Greek.

Responses
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Employment) — I am
very pleased to respond to the matters raised by my
great colleagues in the regions the members for
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Geelong and Buninyong. It is not surprising that they
each raised matters about jobs and employment issues
in their local communities. They are strong advocates
for job creation and job investment in their areas and,
importantly, for protecting jobs in their local
communities.
The member for Buninyong asked me to work with him
to organise a jobs forum in Ballarat. I am absolutely
delighted to agree to that action which he has sought,
and I look forward to organising that forum in the very
near future. Ballarat needs this sort of work done in the
local area because we saw how badly Ballarat suffered
at the hands of the former government, which not only
did not have a jobs plan for the state but did not have a
jobs plan for regional Victoria. We saw unemployment
increase in the regions and there were many challenges.
I was very pleased to be in Ballarat with the Premier
recently where we announced that the government
would be putting in an order for five additional
X’trapolis trains and the construction of 30 new
carriages. This will not only be a great boost to our
public transport network but it will be a great jobs boost
as well. I am very pleased to be working with the
member for Buninyong on that.
As I said, the member for Geelong also had a jobs focus
in her adjournment request, and I am very pleased to
agree to her request that I work with her in the Geelong
community and to meet with community leaders to
discuss employment matters in that area. The story of
Geelong and the region is well known in relation to the
challenges it is facing. That is why we had a particular
focus on Geelong and a range of very strong
commitments to the Geelong community through our
election commitments. We have funds like the Geelong
fund, the regional investment fund and the Future
Industries Fund that will be able to support the Geelong
community and, most importantly, create and protect
jobs in those areas.
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Multicultural Affairs) — I
would like to thank the member for Oakleigh for raising
the Speak Greek in March campaign, and I can inform
the house that I will be more than happy to meet with
Mr Mike Zafiropoulos and Mr Stefan Romaniw.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr SCOTT — My Greek is somewhat limited. I
will just add briefly that the Speak Greek in March
campaign and the work that is done in community
languages across Victoria’s wonderful multicultural
community with bipartisan support — Stefan Romaniw
is a former head of the Victorian Multicultural
Commission appointed by a government other than
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Labor is a great servant of multiculturalism — are
things we are all proud of in this house
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — The member
for Polwarth raised a matter for the Minister for Youth
Affairs, seeking funding to reinstate the Engage
program at the Colac Youth Health Hub, and I will pass
that on.
The member for South-West Coast raised a matter for
the Premier, asking him to establish a Port Fairy
emergency services accommodation task force, and I
will pass that on.
The member for Murray Plains raised a matter for the
Minister for Regional Development, seeking that she
meet with a delegation from the Mitiamo reticulated
water supply system, and I will pass that on to the
minister.
The member for Frankston asked that the Minister for
Emergency Services visit the Frankston fire station. I
will of course pass that on to the minister.
The member for Euroa sought that the Minister for
Education visit Seymour College and Benalla P–12
College. I will pass that on to the minister.
The member for Narre Warren South raised a matter for
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, seeking that
the soon-to-be-completed Narre Warren-Cranbourne
Road have an avenue of honour included in it. I will
pass that on to the minister.
The member for Bayswater raised a matter for the
Minister for Sport, seeking funding upgrades for the
facilities at the Eastern Raptors Rugby League Club,
and I will pass that on to the minister.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.32 p.m.

