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Tuesday, 4 August 2015
The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 12.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF
TRADITIONAL OWNERS
The SPEAKER — Order! Together with the
Premier, the Leader of the Opposition and all members
of the house, I acknowledge the land of the tribes and
nations of the Aboriginal people of Victoria. We pay
our respects to them, to their culture and to their elders
past and present.

MINISTRY
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I inform the house
that Mr Dalidakis, a member for Southern Metropolitan
Region in the Legislative Council, has been sworn in as
the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade,
and that the Leader of the House in this place will
represent the minister and answer questions on his
behalf.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Deputy Premier and Minister for Education
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — My question
is to the current Deputy Premier and Minister for
Education.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order and allow the member for Ferntree
Gully to ask a substantive question and be heard in
silence.
Mr Pearson interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Essendon.
Mr WAKELING — Given that according to
former minister Adem Somyurek, Shop, Distributive
and Allied Employees Association chief, Michael
Donovan, has more influence over the government than
most cabinet ministers put together, I ask: can the
minister confirm that he speaks to Mr Donovan more
frequently than to any single stakeholder in his own
education portfolio?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the member — one of the wreckers of TAFE when
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those opposite were in government — for his pathetic
question. For the benefit of the member for Ferntree
Gully, I spoke with Michael Donovan on the Friday of
the national conference. I met on the same day with
Jess Walsh from United Voice. I met yesterday with the
Australian Education Union (AEU), because on this
side of the house we respect working men and women.
We meet with the unions that represent teachers and
represent principals and represent cleaners at schools.
We do not lock them out, like those opposite did when
they were in government. We do not declare war on
teachers, nurses and firefighters, like those opposite.
We treat them with respect, unlike those opposite. On
the Education State consultations, we are meeting with
principals organisations, we are meeting with the AEU,
we are meeting with Parents Victoria and we are
meeting with communities right across Victoria.
Last night I joined the member for Eltham at an
Education State consultation with the local community,
including principals and parents. We will not take
lectures from those opposite, not for one second, when
it comes to education in Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — Given that
the minister has just confirmed that it is easier for
Mr Donovan to talk to the minister than it is for any
school council, principal or teacher in this state, will the
minister provide the house with a list of all of the
occasions on which he has met with or spoken to
Mr Donovan since coming to office?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the member for his supplementary question. As I said, I
meet with many stakeholders, including unions. I meet
every single week with schools right across the state.
Not only have I spoken with Michael Donovan, but I
understand that in May of this year Michael Donovan
had a meeting with the Leader of The Nationals — or
the Vic Nats or the National Country Alliance, I do not
know. Perhaps the member for Ferntree Gully can have
a chat with his coalition colleague.

Ministers statements: port of Melbourne lease
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — This morning I
visited, with the Minister for Ports and the Treasurer,
the port of Melbourne to celebrate a very important
agreement being reached between the port authority
and DP World — a long-term agreement, something
that many people said would not happen and something
that many people who are interested in politics rather
than jobs and opportunities have had a lot to say about.
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It was a great agreement, and no doubt other ministers
may speak about that later on in the day.
On Sunday I was really pleased to be in Gippsland with
Peter Tuohey from the Victorian Farmers Federation
(VFF) and also the Minister for Agriculture, Minister
Pulford, to make a really important announcement
about additional proceeds that might be secured through
the lease of the port of Melbourne being invested in
infrastructure, large and small, to allow the best farmers
in the world to get the best produce to port and to new
markets. This infrastructure has been a long time
coming — everything from some water projects to
those first and last mile transport infrastructure projects
that are so important for those high-productivity freight
vehicles on our road network together with issues of
biosecurity and training and support for those in the
agribusiness sector.
These investments — $200 million over four years —
have been warmly welcomed by the VFF and other
stakeholders, and for good reason. Others who cannot
quite work out what their name is have been very
critical, and it speaks more to them and their confusion
than any legitimate criticism. This is very good
policy — —
Mr Guy interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — It is only those who interjected
just then who stand in the way of removing level
crossings, creating jobs and supporting our farmers.
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will allow his colleague the member for
South Barwon to ask a question.

Deputy Premier and Minister for Education
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — My question is to
the Minister for Education and current Deputy Premier.
Can the minister confirm that despite Labor’s promise
to build a primary school in Armstrong Creek west — a
promise that remains unfunded — the minister has
never been to the Armstrong Creek west community to
explain this broken promise yet at the same time
regularly speaks to Shop, Distributive and Allied
Employees Association chief, Michael Donovan?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the current member for his question. Be in no doubt,
Speaker, that the Andrews Labor government will
honour each and every commitment it made. We
delivered in May this year the biggest single
infrastructure program in the history of this state,
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following four years in which the capital program was
cut in half. We will deliver on our commitment to the
community in Armstrong Creek.
I met recently with the school community at Oberon
High School about its needs and about looking at the
feasibility of both secondary provision at Armstrong
Creek and what that means for the Oberon High School
community as well. We will deliver on each and every
one of our commitments.
Supplementary question
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — Can the minister
confirm that the only way the Armstrong Creek west
community can get the school it was promised will be
to go through the minister’s boss, the Shop, Distributive
and Allied Employees Association chief, Michael
Donovan?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — That
supplementary question is a poor reflection of the
representation by the local member. It is a completely
irrelevant, pathetic question that does not deserve an
answer.

Ministers statements: port of Melbourne lease
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to update the
house on new information regarding the resolution of
the Port of Melbourne Corporation and DP World
Australia relating to the new lease arrangements that
have been struck at West Swanson Dock terminal. Both
parties to the agreement have described this as a
win-win, something that is mutually beneficial in terms
of the interests of the state. The new lease will grant a
50-year tenure to DP World Australia to 2065 under a
lease with key performance indicators. It is a modern
lease with efficiency initiatives, and it also sets the
pricing structure for the next 50 years.
The government welcomes the agreement and the
confidence that this shows in the long-term viability of
the port. It also means that in addition to the modern
lease, rental increases will now effectively be regulated
by the terms of the agreement over the life of the port
lease. This provides certainty; it also provides
confidence to producers and exporters all over the state
and gives Victoria enhanced competitiveness.
Of course we have had positive comments from the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry, the Victorian Transport Association and of
course Peter Tuohey from the Victorian Farmers
Federation, who stated that the Labor government had
listened and delivered.
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There is a growing consensus amongst key industry
players that the port lease will be a positive landmark
opportunity for Victoria. A press release dated August
2014 made the ludicrous assertion that the then
opposition was the only threat to getting best value for
money for the port of Melbourne. The member for
Malvern waxed lyrically about the risk of the
opposition compromising the value of money for port
interests.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is now engaging in debate rather than
complying with sessional order 7. I ask you to bring
him back to complying with that sessional order, which
relates to informing the house about government
initiatives.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will come
back to making a statement.
Mr PALLAS — Those opposite are putting politics
before people and politics before pre-election
commitments and principle.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is defying your ruling. I ask you to bring him
back to compliance.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer has
concluded his statement.

Deputy Premier and Minister for Education
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Deputy Premier. I refer the Deputy
Premier to the fact that last week he was asked in public
to resign by a sitting Labor MP and former ministerial
colleague and also that serious questions are being
asked by his own colleagues and the public about the
undue influence of Shop, Distributive and Allied
Employees Association chief, Michael Donovan, over
him and the government decisions he makes. I ask: can
the Deputy Premier guarantee that he has the support of
his own party and will be the Deputy Premier in
12 months time?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will allow the Deputy Premier to respond to the Leader
of the Opposition. The Deputy Premier will be heard in
silence.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — With
questions like that, the Leader of the Opposition may
not be the Leader of the Opposition in 12 months time.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MERLINO — What my colleagues expect of
me and what Victorians expect of the Andrews Labor
government is that we will repair the damage to
education in Victoria, that we will rebuild the schools
that those opposite left to rot and that we will make
Victoria the education state.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, my
question was very straightforward: has the Deputy
Premier still got the confidence of his own colleagues,
yes or no?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr MERLINO — That is absolutely what we are
focused on — making Victoria the education state. The
only judgement, the only opinion, that matters is that of
the people of Victoria at the next election — the people
of Victoria, who passed judgement on those opposite
eight months ago and tossed them out for gutting
TAFE — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
warned.
Mr MERLINO — Tossed them out for cutting
hospitals and cutting schools. That is the only opinion
that matters.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not warn the
member for Footscray again. The Leader of the
Opposition will ask a supplementary question.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I ask the
Deputy Premier: apart from the member for Pascoe
Vale, the Premier’s chief of staff, upper house member
Daniel Mulino and maybe this guy next to him, is there
anyone else who wants him in the job?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to put the question again and be relevant. I
remind the member of practices in the house.
Mr GUY — In relation to government business, I
ask again: apart from the member for Pascoe Vale, the
Premier’s chief of staff, upper house member Daniel
Mulino and I guess the Premier, is there anyone else in
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this chamber who wants the member for Monbulk to
remain as Deputy Premier, yes or no?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand that
members have had a break and have come back with a
lot of energy. However, so has the Chair, and I have
every intention of prosecuting the standing and
sessional orders.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I think
the Leader of the Opposition just got his answer.
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will allow the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water, whom I welcome back, to
make a ministers statement.

Ministers statements: Macalister irrigation
district
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — Thank you, Speaker, and it is
great to be back this week. I rise today to provide
information to the house about the commencement of a
new and critical stage of the Macalister irrigation
district project. Yesterday I was very pleased to have
the opportunity to meet with community members,
farmers, the Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) and
council members at the Denison hall. We would have
wanted to be outside, but it was a bit wild and windy in
Gippsland yesterday. We were there to announce the
commencement of the $5.84 million Southern Cowwarr
balancing storage and to discuss with the community
the Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund that the
Premier announced on Sunday.
The balancing storage is a critical part of the first stage
of the Macalister irrigation project, which ultimately
will deliver about 12 300 megalitres of water savings
once it is completed in 2017. This balancing storage
will see the system move from a 35-kilometre
gravity-fed system to an automated system that will
enable a more precise and much quicker delivery of
water, meaning irrigators will not need to wait for days
to get the water they have requested. This will result in
significant on-farm productivity savings.
This region generates an economic contribution of
about $500 million, which is why yesterday, when we
talked about the agriculture fund, what we saw was a
community that welcomed that because its members
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saw Macalister stage 2 as an important part of that fund
and really able to be funded out of the fund. That is
why yesterday local irrigators welcomed it, the council
welcomed it and the local VFF members welcomed it.
That is why the local federal Nationals member
welcomed it, and that is why the broader community
welcomed it.
Those opposite are playing politics with this issue, and
the community deserves better. Its message yesterday
was that those opposite need to support the lease of the
port of Melbourne in order to deliver stage 2 of the
project.

Commonwealth water buybacks
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — My question is to the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water.
What will the Victorian government do to protect
northern Victorian irrigators from untargeted water
buybacks by the federal government when the next
round of basin plan negotiations commences in 2016?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I thank the member for her
question. It is a very topical question and one that I
know is causing a lot of debate in her local community.
Over the years significant work, commitment and
investment have gone into the Murray-Darling Basin
plan. In fact is has been done by both sides when in
government because we are aware of the very critical
importance of maintaining and improving the health of
the Murray River for irrigators, for local communities
and for the environment.
That is why, over those years, Victorian governments
and water customers have invested more than
$1.7 billion in basin water recovery and efficiency
programs. It is important that we balance the shared
outcomes of having a healthy Murray River whilst
ensuring that our regional communities continue to
thrive. At the first Murray-Darling Basin meeting I
attended in May this year I reaffirmed Victoria’s
commitment to work cooperatively to deliver the
environmental outcomes of the basin plan whilst
ensuring that we continued to support and protect the
basin communities and industries.
I am calling on the commonwealth government to
acknowledge the heavy lifting that Victoria has already
been doing. I have asked that the commonwealth
provide assurances that no more water will be
purchased by the commonwealth in northern Victoria.
Our strategy works to avoid the need for further
commonwealth water purchases where we are investing
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in the infrastructure, so the $1.7 billion that we have
been investing in infrastructure is delivering the
savings. It is our view that as we go through the next
stage of the management plan and the business cases,
we will be able to deliver the water savings that we
have committed to, but we can continue to do that
through infrastructure and efficiencies and we are
urging the commonwealth to take a similar approach.
On 14 August ministers are coming together again, and
that will provide Victoria with an opportunity to
continue to push the case that the commonwealth does
not need to buy back additional water. We believe that
through the system of modernisation, through
efficiencies and through irrigation upgrades, we can
deliver the savings that we promised and committed to
under the Murray-Darling Basin plan. I re-emphasise
that Victoria has done the heavy lifting in this case. We
do need New South Wales to come on board, and we
do need the commonwealth to come on board, and that
is the message that we will be delivering when we
attend the Murray-Darling Basin meeting on
14 August.
Supplementary question
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — Will the minister
commit to working with stakeholders in the northern
Victoria region to ensure that the future potential of the
region is not adversely affected by the demands of
further water savings out of Victoria?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I thank the member for her
supplementary question. I think it is really important
that we engage strongly with members of the local
community up there who have significant concerns,
whether about the constraints mechanism and potential
for flooding of land or the risk of further buyback from
the commonwealth.
At the first meeting that I attended Victoria raised the
need for the commonwealth or the Murray-Darling
Basin Authority to do further consultation, and I am
pleased that it has committed to doing that, because the
authority is the one that has responsibility around that.
In addition to that, after our 14 August meeting I will be
in a position to go and talk further with the local
community about where we are heading and what the
issues are. I think we will need to work very closely
with the local community so we can continue to get that
balance right around the healthy environment for our
Murray River and also the irrigators in the area.
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Ministers statements: Agriculture
Infrastructure and Jobs Fund
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — It gives me great pleasure to rise to speak
about the Andrews government’s $200 million
Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund that will drive
economic growth, create jobs, boost exports and
support Victorian farmers from paddock to port.
Yesterday I was fortunate to visit the Princes Freeway
in Lara to review a freight assessment undertaken by
VicRoads that seeks to improve high-productivity
vehicle access between Geelong and the port of
Melbourne. This new $200 million fund, which will be
established once a successful passage of the leasehold
sale of the port of Melbourne has gone through, will
enable key freight routes such as the Princes Freeway to
be upgraded to accommodate more heavier vehicles
and to boost productivity.
As this house would be aware, the Andrews
government has already fast-tracked $38.5 million to
strengthen 48 country bridges across regional Victoria.
Farmers, producers and transport logistics industries
have been pushing for freight route assessments and
improvements across various major freight routes. I
note that the Victorian Transport Association is a key
supporter of the government’s $200 million agriculture
infrastructure fund with the CEO, Peter Anderson,
stating this week that the government’s announcement
shows:
… they are serious about improving access and safety for
HPFVs, and that they understand there is a net community
benefit to be had by investing in infrastructure …

The Victorian Farmers Federation is serious about
improving productivity. The Victorian Transport
Association is serious about improving productivity, as
is the Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry. It is very much about time that the country
party and its Liberal country mates got on board and
supported the big Vs, which are all supporting this great
endeavour to actually improve efficiency in
infrastructure across this state. By opposing the
leasehold sale of the port of Melbourne, the Liberals
and Nationals are not only preventing vital funding for
transport infrastructure but they are restricting future
economic — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
2324

ASSEMBLY

Melbourne Market
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Premier. I refer the Premier to the devastating
experience of Chris Shaw, who after 22 years was
forced to close his Stanhope fruit and vegetable family
business due to Labor’s bungling of the opening of the
new Melbourne Market, and I ask: can the Premier
explain to the market community why his failure to
properly manage the opening of this major project is
leading to job losses right across regional Victoria?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
The Nationals for his question. I think it is wrong to
make the assertion the member made. It is obviously
regrettable when any job is lost and it is regrettable
when any business experiences difficulty, but the
feedback I have received since the Melbourne Market
Authority’s decision last week to extend the opening
date has been only positive.
I have had conversations with numerous people in this
very important sector in our Victorian economy, and
they have put it to me that that was the right decision to
make and that they are very pleased that the authority
and the government listened to the representations of
some who were simply not ready to make that move. If
we are being criticised for having listened and having
taken the right decision, well then so be it. But I think
the characterisation that the honourable member has
made is simply wrong.
We will continue to listen to this sector and work in any
way we can to grow it and to make sure that it is strong
for jobs and our state into the future.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My supplementary
question is to the Premier. The Premier said before the
election that every job was worth fighting for. Did he
fight for Chris Shaw’s job, his wife’s job and the jobs
of his seven staff, or was he too busy fighting for the
Deputy Premier’s job?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. I stand by the
comments I made prior to the election and our
government’s performance since we were elected to
government. I say to the honourable member that his
sincerity or lack thereof is clearly shown by his trying
to play cheap politics with this.
We will continue as a government to work hard in
every sector in every part of the state to continue to see
jobs growth in Victoria and a lower unemployment
rate. That is what we committed to do and that is what
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we will continue to strive towards, and those opposite,
far from being critical, ought to reflect on their own
appalling record.

Ministers statements: level crossings
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
very pleased to provide new information to the house
about the substantial progress of the Andrews Labor
government in getting on with removing the 50 most
dangerous level crossings. The member for Bentleigh
was so pleased to report that 450 people attended a
public information session last week organised by the
member to hear about this important program.
Members will recall that not long ago someone in the
house said this about level crossings — about the ‘huge
issue’ that Melbourne faces ‘with the number of level
crossings on it’ and about the ‘economic advantage’
that level crossing elimination will deliver ‘in terms of
logistics, safety and a range of other reasons’. Then you
think, ‘Who said this, and what is their position now?’.
This was what was said by the Leader of the
Opposition, who is now standing in the way — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
her seat. Government members will allow the manager
of opposition business to raise a point of order.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, while I
am sure we on this side of the house would be happy to
debate the minister’s remarks, she is engaging in debate
in breach of her own sessional order 7. I ask you to
bring her back to complying and to informing the house
about government initiatives.
Ms ALLAN — On the point of order, Speaker, in
reporting on the substantial progress by the Andrews
Labor government on removing our 50 most dangerous
level crossings, it is important to note what we are
doing on this side of the house and some of the
roadblocks that some others might want to put in the
way of advancing this important project.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has
provided sufficient context. The minister will come
back to making a statement.
Ms ALLAN — In addition to that incredible turnout
by the community in Bentleigh last week, I am also
pleased to announce that construction work has begun
on the removal of the first level crossing on Burke
Road. As a taste of things to come, there has been a
temporary closure of both the Glen Waverley train line
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and the route 72 tram, and there will be future closures
to come as this important program gets underway.
I also reflect on some comments that have been made,
including:
… this government made an ambitious target to remove
50 level crossings … They will owe Victorians as serious
explanation in a number of years time if the vast majority of
those have not begun …

Victorians deserve an explanation from the Leader of
the Opposition, who made this comment and who
shows incredible double standards by getting in the way
of this important program.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s statement
has concluded.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer
you to sessional order 12, which says that questions on
notice should be replied to within 30 days. I currently
have 39 questions on notice directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety that have now been outstanding
for 70 days. I would appreciate it if you could direct the
minister to comply with the sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! I take up the member’s
point of order and follow it through.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to
sessional order 11(2), particularly in relation to the
Minister for Education’s answer to the supplementary
question by the member for South Barwon, where he
actually said that the member for South Barwon’s
question was ‘pathetic’ and that he would not answer it.
In accordance with sessional order 11(2), I ask you to
have the minister provide a written answer by 2 o’clock
tomorrow, given the fact that he quite clearly stated he
would not answer the question in question time.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, on two
matters: firstly, the time has well and truly passed for
this matter to have been raised. If the member for
Burwood felt so passionately about this matter and was
so concerned about — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Opposition members
will allow the Leader of the House to raise a point of
order.
Ms Allan — A memo should go up to the member
for Burwood that the winter break is over, and he needs
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to wake up a bit and get on with the program. On the
second matter — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will raise a point of order, or the Chair will ask her to
resume her seat.
Ms Allan — On the second matter, the Deputy
Premier in answering the question the member referred
to — it was in response to the substantive question —
went on to give a lengthy response about the work that
he was doing both on Armstrong Creek west and on
other schools in that area. He spoke about the
conversations he had been having in the community in
that area. It was a substantial answer that was provided
by the Deputy Premier, and I suggest that the point of
order be ruled out of order.
Mr Walsh — Further on the point of order raised by
the member for Burwood, Speaker, on the issue that the
Leader of the House raises about the lapse in time from
the Deputy Premier’s answer to when the point of order
was raised, I support the member for Burwood and the
courtesy that he showed to the Deputy Premier by
waiting until the end of question time to raise his point
of order. I do not believe you should rule it out of order
because of the fact that the member for Burwood was
courteous in raising a very good point of order.
Mr R. Smith — On the point of order, Speaker, the
argument of the Leader of the House argument seems
to be that the substantive question was answered but not
the supplementary. Sessional order 11(2) specifically
says ‘an answer to an oral question without notice or a
supplementary oral question’, so clearly the member for
Burwood is correct in saying that the supplementary did
not get a substantive answer and therefore the sessional
order should apply.
The SPEAKER — Order! If there are no further
points of order, the Chair rules that the Deputy Premier
was in order.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Malvern electorate
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — (Question 370) My
question to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
concerns the relocation of the tram terminus on Toorak
Road, Toorak. There is unanimous community opinion
that the status quo cannot remain or lives will be lost.
The proximity of the terminus to the intersection of
Toorak and Glenferrie roads means that passengers
exiting the tram dice with death on a daily basis.
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However, all alternative options for the relocation
deserve consideration.
The proposal by Yarra Trams to construct an elevated
super-stop 100 metres west along Toorak Road, if
implemented, will reduce available through traffic lanes
by 50 per cent during the morning and afternoon peaks.
The severe grading of the proposed site and its
increased distance from Glenferrie Road will make
access difficult for physically impaired passengers.
I ask the minister to advise: what consideration has
been given to alternative solutions, including moving
the terminus to Glenferrie Road or to the east side of
Toorak Road across the intersection? The current
situation is unacceptable. It needs to be resolved, but
my community needs to be satisfied that the best
solution will be adopted, not necessarily just the
cheapest.

Dandenong electorate
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (Question 371)
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Education, and I ask the minister for information
regarding possible funding options for repairs and
capital works at Dandenong West Primary School.
Dandenong West Primary School principal Beverley
Hansen wrote to me recently in relation to the condition
of the school’s multipurpose building. The building is
currently used for its indoor physical education, school
performances and other school and community
programs.
The school is seeking to undertake additional works to
expand the available space and make repairs to the
building’s roof and would like further information
about funding avenues available through the
government. Can the minister provide details of what
Victorian government programs are available to
Dandenong West Primary School for maintenance of
and capital works on its multipurpose building?

Euroa electorate
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — (Question 372) The
constituency question I raise is on behalf of Belinda and
Jason Hagan of McIvor Farm Foods of Tooborac.
Seven weeks ago, Belinda and Jason were forced to
close their farm gate shop, where they sold pork
smallgoods, after Mitchell Shire Council deemed they
should be regulated under the Meat Industry Act 1993
and therefore registered with PrimeSafe. The council
took this view after discussions with PrimeSafe.
This ruling has put Belinda and Jason under significant
financial pressure, yet despite this their request to meet
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with the CEO of PrimeSafe has been rejected as not
appropriate. Belinda and Jason also contacted the
minister’s office last week to seek a meeting. I am
hopeful they will soon receive a response to that
request, and I would be very happy to facilitate that
meeting to discuss this very pressing matter.
The information I seek is the minister’s advice on what
Belinda and Jason can do to obtain a registration for
their farm gate business under the food act.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Euroa
should refer her question to a minister. I ask the
member to do so now.
Ms RYAN — My apologies, Speaker. My question
is to the Minister for Agriculture.

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (Question 373) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. The electorate of Essendon is home to six
railway stations. The station car parks frequently reach
capacity early in the morning peak. I understand that
Sophie Ismail, Labor’s federal candidate for the seat of
Melbourne, recently wrote to the minister requesting an
audit of surplus VicTrack land in the vicinity of local
train stations be conducted in order to tackle road
congestion and address greenhouse gas emissions. Can
the minister advise whether an audit will be conducted
and, if so, when the audit is scheduled to be completed?

Evelyn electorate
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — (Question 374) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Planning.
My business constituent Happy Valley Free Range
Farm is facing a very uncertain future. I wrote to the
minister on 2 February requesting clarification of the
definition of intensive and extensive agriculture. I
received a response on 1 May, advising that the matter
was being considered by the department. Unfortunately,
in the meantime Yarra Ranges Shire Council decided
not to take the option of making a decision and instead
relied on the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal. The tribunal made the decision based on its
interpretation of ‘intensive animal husbandry’, and this
decision now threatens the future of this business.
Council is now considering whether to progress
amendment C146, which if approved by the minister
would permit intensive animal husbandry. If the council
decides to progress the amendment, I ask the minister
to appoint a panel. I also ask that the minister give very
clear direct guidance on what conditions can and cannot
be imposed. I am very concerned that once again the
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right to farm is going to be taken away. The seeming
lack of support by council for the right to farm is
concerning.

Preston electorate
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) —
(Question 375) My constituency question is for the
Minister for Health, who is also the Minister for
Ambulance Services. It concerns the state of Preston
ambulance station, which was constructed in the 1950s
and is in a poor state of repair. The dedicated
paramedics working out of the Preston branch are
working in a facility that is over 60 years old, has
asbestos in it and is of poor design. The building has
only a single entry and exit point, which means
paramedics have to reverse into oncoming traffic when
they are called out to an emergency. The facility is long
past its use-by date and poses an occupational health
and safety risk to the paramedics based there. I ask the
minister to advise when the much-needed upgrade to
the Preston ambulance station will occur.

Shepparton electorate
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — (Question 376) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Education.
I have been contacted by the coordinator of the
Resource, Information, Support and Education Centre
in Shepparton, the RISE Centre. The service provides
assistance to families of children with additional needs.
The centre currently supports 210 families, of which the
majority have at least one child on the autism spectrum
disorder. The coordinator says that her working week
involves continuous phone calls from parents saying
that they have serious issues with the schools their
children attend in terms of lack of services and lack of
funding. This leads to children being able to attend
school on only a part-time basis. What steps is the
Victorian government taking to address the chronic
underinvestment in services for children with autism in
our schools, and particularly in regional areas?

Rowville electorate
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — (Question 377) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Families
and Children. My question to the minister relates to the
rollout of the national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS), which is due to begin on 1 July 2016. My
understanding is that the NDIS will not be in place right
across Victoria on l July 2016 but that it will be
gradually rolled out across the state from that date.
Illoura Early Childhood Intervention Services in the
city of Knox will be affected by the rollout of NDIS, so
it is important that its concerns are heard by the
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minister and relayed in her discussions with her federal
counterpart. If parents living in Knox are to receive
NDIS funding for their children after 1 July 2016 as
part of a later rollout, it is important that funding for
Illoura continues until the NDIS is fully implemented.
Can the minister give an assurance, firstly, that no
children’s disability services funding will be cut before
parents have access to sufficient NDIS funding to
choose an equal or better service for their child, and
secondly, that the minister has had discussions with her
federal counterpart to seek this assurance?

Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (Question 378) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Families
and Children. The question I ask relates to funding for
the Diamond Creek Men’s Shed. This is a fabulous
men’s shed; one of the best in Victoria. It is bursting at
the seams because it is so successful. The shed is
located on Challenger Street, which is the boundary of
the electorates of Yan Yean and Eltham. Regrettably
the funding guidelines left to us by the previous
government have been somewhat challenging for us in
our attempts to ensure that this group can receive the
funding it needs to expand its shed. The Premier has
seen at first hand the growth of this men’s shed and
what it needs to grow further, and I ask the minister to
review the guidelines to assist it.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) —
(Question 379) My constituency question is to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. My question
concerns the Victorian government’s Cycling into the
Future 2013–23 strategy. I understand that as part of the
strategy VicRoads is currently reviewing road rules and
road safety legislation in order to make cycling safer
and that this process will include broader community
consultation. I ask the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety to advise how constituents, particularly local
cyclists, can participate in this community consultation.
Many Pascoe Vale constituents use cycling as their
main mode of transport and have much knowledge and
experience regarding local cycling that can inform this
important review. Indeed it should be noted that many
of the cyclists using the Upfield bike path and the
Sydney Road route into the CBD are actually coming
from Pascoe Vale, Coburg and even further afield. A
number of local cyclists have drawn my attention to the
dangers posed to cyclists while cycling along Sydney
Road and when crossing key intersections along the
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Upfield shared pathway, particularly the Munro Street
and Railway Place intersection.
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Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

RESOURCES LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:

CRIMES AMENDMENT (CHILD
PORNOGRAPHY AND OTHER MATTERS)
BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:

That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
Act 2014, the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Act 1990 and the Resources Legislation Amendment (BTEX
Prohibition and Other Matters) Act 2014 and for other
purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — The bill will seek to implement the
Hazelwood mine fire inquiry recommendations into fire
risk management plans and also to implement our
government’s election commitment to introduce annual
reporting requirements on coal mine operators
concerning rehabilitation and several other matters
concerning quarries.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT (CONTROL
OF RESPONSE ACTIVITIES AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to make
miscellaneous amendments to the Emergency Management
Act 2013, the Victoria State Emergency Service Act 2005,
the Country Fire Authority Act 1958, the Metropolitan Fire
Brigades Act 1958 and various other acts and for other
matters.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — It is principally related to the strengthening
of roles and accountability around the development and
implementation of the state emergency response plan
across departments and agencies and the clarifying of
roles, responsibilities and powers regarding the
inspector-general for emergency management.

That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Crimes Act 1958 in relation to child pornography offences,
proceedings related to child pornography offences and
warrants, to amend the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to
restrict inspection by an accused of evidence that is child
pornography, to make minor amendments to certain other acts
and for other purposes.

Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I seek a brief
explanation of the bill.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I am happy to
advise the member for Hawthorn that the bill will
strengthen child pornography laws by creating new
offences relating to the operation of child pornography
websites, allowing for random sample evidence to be
used in child pornography trials and allowing an
informant to refuse disclosure of child pornography
evidence to an accused personally. The bill also
empowers police to direct a person to assist them in the
execution of a search warrant in relation to a computer
or computer network concerning suspected child
pornography offences and other offences.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
AMENDMENT (MISCELLANEOUS) BILL
2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 to enhance the
functions and powers of the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority and school councils in relation to
schools and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation of the bill in addition to the
long title.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — This
bill expands the powers of the Victorian Registration
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and Qualifications Authority in relation to assessing the
financial viability of schools, enabling it to take action
if those schools are deemed to be either not financial or
at risk of becoming not financial, including reporting to
parents and imposing restrictions on the registration of
those schools.
Motion agreed to.
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Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust — Report year ended
31 March 2015
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following planning schemes:
Ballarat — C188
Baw Baw — C110, C112
Benalla — C30

Read first time.

Brimbank — C134

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

Cardinia — C185

Regulations and legislative instruments review

Colac Otway — C85, GC27

Casey — C115, C174, C203, C214

Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale), by leave,
presented report, together with appendices.

East Gippsland — C123

Tabled.

Greater Bendigo — C130

Ordered to be published.

Greater Geelong — C307, C308, C312, GC27

Alert Digest No. 8
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 8 of 2015 on:
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2015
Corrections Legislation Amendment Bill 2015
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015
Local Government Legislation Amendment
(Environmental Upgrade Agreements) Bill 2015
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015

Glen Eira — GC30

Greater Shepparton — C176
Hume — C168
Manningham — C106, C108
Mansfield — C32
Maroondah — C103
Melbourne — C263
Mildura — C90
Moorabool — C6 Part 3, C62
Mornington Peninsula — C188 Part 1

together with appendices.

Mount Alexander — C49

Tabled.

Nillumbik — C93

Ordered to be published.

Stonnington — C186, GC30

DOCUMENTS

Surf Coast — C104
Warrnambool — C90

Tabled by Clerk:
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — Amendment of Category 1
Public Lottery Licence
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984:
Notices under s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to:
Road Safety Road Rules 2009 (Gazette S181, 29
June 2015)
Statutory Rules 42 (Gazette S166, 23 June 2015),
82 (Gazette G27, 9 July 2015)

Wyndham — C141
Yarra — C186, C187, C193
Yarra Ranges — C129
Public Interest Monitor — Report 2014–15
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Building Act 1993 — SR 70
Court Security Act 1980 — SR 89
Domestic Animals Act 1994 — SR 64

ROYAL ASSENT
2330

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 4 August 2015

Electricity Safety Act 1998 — SRs 67, 68

Gambling Regulation Act 2003:

Emergency Management Act 2013 — SR 82

Determination of Gaming Machine Entitlement
Allocation and Transfer Rules

Guardianship and Administration Act 1986 — SR 81
Major Crime (Investigative Powers) Act 2004 — SR 65
Plant Biosecurity Act 2010 — SR 80
Port Management Act 1995 — SR 71
Regional Development Victoria Act 2002 — SR 83
Road Safety Act 1986 — SRs 78, 79, 84, 85, 86
Safe Drinking Water Act 2003 — SR 88
Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 — SR 90
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — SRs 69, 77
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 —
SRs 72, 73, 74, 75
Transport (Safety Schemes Compliance and
Enforcement) Act 2014 — SR 76
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 —
SR 66
Wrongs Act 1958 — SR 87
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to:
Legal Profession Uniform Regulations 2015
Rail Safety National Law National Regulations
(Fees) Variation Regulations 2015
Rail Safety National Law National Regulations
Variation Regulations 2015
Statutory Rules 47, 55, 59, 60, 64, 65, 66, 68, 69,
70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83,
84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90
Documents under s 16B in relation to:
Cemeteries and Crematoria Act 2003:
Greater Metropolitan Cemetery Trust Scale of Fees
and Charges
Southern Metropolitan Cemetery Trust Scale of
Fees and Charges
Domestic Animals Act 1994:
Amendment of code of practice for the operation of
breeding and rearing businesses 2014
Order exempting certain breeding dogs from
payment of Council registration fee and de-sexing
requirements

Legal Profession Uniform Law Application Act
2014 — Legal Profession (Approved Clerks Trust
Account) Rules 2015
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 — Ministerial
Order under s 66AC(1)
Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 — Notice of
the fixing of fees
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act
1983 — Determination of Fees
Wrongs Act 1958 — Notice under s 28LXA (Gazette G25, 25
June 2015).

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the House dated 24 February 2015:
Court Services Victoria and Other Acts Amendment Act
2015 — Whole Act — 30 June 2015 (Gazette S183, 30 June
2015)
Education and Training Reform Amendment (Child Safe
Schools) Act 2015 — Remaining provisions (except ss 4(2),
5(1), 5(2) and 5(4)) — 1 July 2015 — (Gazette S183, 30 June
2015)
Limitation of Actions Amendment (Child Abuse) Act 2015 —
Whole Act — 1 July 2015 (Gazette S183, 30 June 2015)
Regional Development Victoria Amendment (Jobs and
Infrastructure) Act 2015 — Whole Act (except s 18) — 1
July 2015 (Gazette S183, 30 June 2015).

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 29 June to:
Appropriation (2015–2016) Bill 2015 (Presented to
the Governor by the Speaker)
Appropriation (Parliament 2015–2016) Bill 2015
(Presented to the Governor by the Speaker)
Court Services Victoria and Other Acts
Amendment Bill 2015
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2015

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Corrections Legislation Amendment Bill 2015
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015.
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PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES
Membership
The SPEAKER — Order! I have received the
resignation of Mr Perera from the Economic,
Education, Jobs and Skills Committee effective from
Thursday, 25 June 2015, and the resignation of
Mr Dalidakis, MLC, from the Electoral Matters
Committee effective from today.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — By
leave, I move:
That Mr Nardella be appointed a member of the Economic,
Education, Jobs and Skills Committee.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 5.00 p.m. on Thursday,
6 August 2015:
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2015
Corrections Legislation Amendment Bill 2015
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015
Local Government Legislation Amendment
(Environmental Upgrade Agreements) Bill 2015
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015.

As you can see, Deputy Speaker, there are five bills on
the program this week, a program that includes
advancements on our election commitments and
important other legislative changes, and I am sure there
will be a strong debate during the course of this week.
On other matters, I have not been advised whether
opposition members have any issues with the
government business program that was circulated, as is
usual practice, at 4 o’clock last Thursday. I am
optimistic that their silence means they support the
program that has been put forward. I have not had an
indication of whether opposition members have any
issues with any particular bills or have amendments that
they wish to propose, but I imagine we will learn more
about that over the course of the next half-hour and
over the course of the week. This is a program that
demonstrates that the Andrews Labor government is
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very keenly focused on getting on with delivering its
election commitments and important legislation that
deals with critical issues in our community. In the spirit
of getting on with the program, I will conclude my
comments on that point.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The opposition does not
oppose the government business program. On its face it
is a relatively straightforward program. There are a
number of aspects of various bills on the program that I
am sure will be the subject of detailed scrutiny during
the course of the debate, and I am sure that explanations
from the government will be sought as to various
aspects thereof. The opposition has seen in the past that
what has started out as being a relatively
straightforward business program at the beginning of
the week can very quickly go off the rails under the
current government’s approach to this chamber. Let us
hope that is not the case this week and that what the
house is being presented with is what the house ends up
getting without last-minute variations or departures by
the government.
This will be an opportunity to see whether the
government will finally be able to live up to its
commitment to make consideration in detail the
established practice of this house. It was a pre-election
commitment that has been honoured in the breach
rather than in the observance to date. There are a
number of bills that would benefit from scrutiny of their
detail. I mention in particular the Road Safety
Amendment Bill 2015 and a number of the aspects of
variation of the bill before the house compared with the
bill on the same subject that was introduced in the
previous Parliament. That is certainly one bill that
would benefit from and potentially see improvement
through consideration in detail. Other bills would also
benefit from that consideration.
It will be interesting to see whether the government will
be prepared to live up to its election commitment or
whether it will continue to hide from scrutiny and
accountability in this house and therefore leave it to the
other place to scrutinise and hold the government to
account. On its face, however, this government
business program seems a reasonable one, and it is not
opposed by the opposition.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to
welcome the opposition’s support for the government
business program. Equivocation aside, and picking up
on a couple of matters mentioned by the manager of
opposition business, there are examples of where the
government has provided opportunities for
consideration in detail of bills. This has happened on
several occasions in relation to several bills. In
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particular I recall the consideration in detail that
occurred regarding the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. There was quite
a good discussion of and debate on the merits of
banning cattle from our alpine regions. That is a very
good example, and there are several others in relation to
opportunities for the opposition to have consideration in
detail of bills. I am sure there will be many others
throughout our term in government.
In particular I am pleased that there will be opportunity
for discussion and debate in relation to the Local
Government Legislation Amendment (Environmental
Upgrade Agreements) Bill 2015, because I think it is
important that we provide councils across Victoria with
the opportunity to enter into environmental upgrade
agreements. They should not be exclusive to the City of
Melbourne. We do not want to confine it to just that
council. It is important that the legislation before the
house this week provide an opportunity for other
councils to enter into those agreements. It does not
coerce them to do so, but it certainly gives them the
opportunity to do so. It is about making sure that we
can improve the environmental efficiency and
sustainability of buildings.
As I said, this legislation does not compel councils, but
it provides a very good opportunity to broaden a
program and broaden the opportunities for local
government to get involved in this program. This is
important given that there are, I think, some seven City
of Melbourne projects where energy bill savings are
some $571 000 per annum owing to the way in which
that council has been able to use those agreements. I am
pleased that as part of our discussion and deliberation
this week there will be an opportunity to debate the
ability of other councils in Victoria to participate in and
take advantage of those agreements and promote
environmental sustainability across local government,
particularly in the energy and water areas.
It is also important to Victorians that we debate the
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015 — a bill that was
brought into this house by the previous government. It
has undergone further review by the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. It seeks to close loopholes that relate
to a person being forced to undergo a drug test on
request from Victoria Police if that person is in charge
of a vehicle that is involved in an accident where there
are injuries or fatalities but where the driver is not
admitted to hospital for medical treatment. There
currently exists a loophole that means that people who
are behind the wheel of such a vehicle are not required,
under law, to undergo those drug tests. That loophole
will potentially be closed if we are successful in getting
that legislation through the house.

Tuesday, 4 August 2015

As I said, it is legislation which was brought before the
house by the previous government. We are pleased to
place it on the program this week, and we expect the
opposition to support its swift passage through the
house. The bill will protect road users and give further
powers to police to ensure that those who need to be
tested for drugs in their system because they were
behind the wheel of a car involved in an accident where
there were injuries and fatalities but where the driver
was not admitted to hospital must submit to such tests.
There will also be continued opportunity to debate the
budget papers in the house. Several members across the
chamber have not yet had an opportunity to make that
contribution. I am sure they will welcome the further
opportunity for that to happen that the government has
provided through the business program.
As the Leader of the House has touched on, the
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015 will establish an
independent expert advice and strategic planning
process around infrastructure planning in Victoria. It is
a policy area in which an election commitment was
made by the now Andrews government and which we
are bringing to this house in legislation. The Andrews
government is committed to infrastructure investment
and development in Victoria because that is about
creating jobs, which is something we take very
seriously. We made that commitment during the
election campaign, it was affirmed by the people of
Victoria and I am pleased that the government business
program will allow discussion of the Infrastructure
Victoria Bill 2015. There are a lot of exciting projects
underway under this government, but there are many
more that will come to light through the development of
this legislation.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — The Greens will not be
opposing the government business program in this
instance. I will just briefly go through the bills that are a
part of the program. We welcome the Infrastructure
Victoria Bill 2015. This establishes Infrastructure
Victoria, which I am sure everyone believes has the
potential to be a body that will be a real asset to this
state. It is important, however, that in setting up that
body we get it right, and that it has clear direction, a
clear role and the right people in charge.
I welcome the Local Government Legislation
Amendment (Environmental Upgrade Agreements) Bill
2015. Having been a local councillor myself, when I
was chair of the sustainability committee at
Stonnington council this issue was discussed as part of
that committee and then as part of our discussions with
other councils. It was really a critical part of local
councils and local communities being able to work with
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the private sector to reduce energy use, improve
renewables and work on water and a range of
sustainability issues. I really welcome this bill coming
before the house.
The Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015, as discussed,
will close a loophole that should not be there. We
welcome that bill. We have some concerns over the
Corrections Legislation Amendment Bill 2015, and I
will be raising them during the debate. However, the
Greens will not be opposing the government business
program in this instance.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I am delighted
to rise to support the government business program. I
am also pleased that the optimism of the Leader of the
House was well advised and that the opposition will not
be opposing the government business program.
Given that we have debated quite a few of these issues,
I will be succinct, but I particularly want to highlight
that some of these bills are urgent and important,
particularly the Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill
2015. This goes to the issue of child pornography and
to a major theme of this government — that is, to put
women and children first. We have a royal commission
looking at how we can come up with better ways to
protect families in relation to family violence. This is
another issue that has been of concern to me and was
something that I put in my submission in terms of how
we address issues of child pornography, particularly
with new technologies and the various ways that
children can get access to them. This bill goes to the
issue of better scrutiny, better accountability and better
compliance and also how as a community we can track
down perpetrators and bring them to justice in a faster
way in order to stop the heinous crimes that are
committed in this area. I recommend that bill to the
house.
Others have spoken about environmental issues. One
that is vitally important is the Infrastructure Victoria
Bill 2015. It is aimed at taking the politics out of
infrastructure, which is vital for the development of our
state, and instead receiving independent expert advice.
This was a major policy that Labor took to the election.
I am delighted that it is being supported, and I think this
is really important for how we build smarter, healthier,
better connected and more sustainable communities. It
is vitally important particularly for communities in the
northern suburbs and the western suburbs, which have
historically suffered neglect because of the politics that
has been inserted instead. There is no greater case in
point than the community that I represent, the people of
Broadmeadows.
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With those words, I commend the government business
program to the house.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — As the manager of
opposition business said in his contribution, we will not
be opposing the government business program. I look
forward to the debate on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill
2015, as it will give particularly the Geelong-based
members of the government an opportunity to explain
their selling of deception to the Geelong community
with regard to Bay West. I am sure they will be able to
elucidate why they have broken their word to the
people of Geelong in relation to building Bay West,
seeing as we have a port proposal before us which will
result in a 70-year monopoly.
The Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2015 is a bill
that is going to tighten up the rules with regard to the
publication of films and computer games. I believe
there is a two-week grace period given to films with
regard to classification.
The Local Government Legislation Amendment
(Environmental Upgrade Agreements) Bill 2015 and
the Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015 are bills that
were largely introduced into the Parliament by the
previous coalition government. Then we have the
corrections legislation and the budget papers, which are
still on the government business program. I would
certainly like to see more vigorous debate on the five
bills before we get to the budget papers. As the
manager of opposition business said, we would
certainly like to go into the consideration-in-detail stage
on the Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015.
With those few words, the opposition will not be
opposing the government business program.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
United Firefighters Union
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — The Andrews
government has a lot of favours to repay from the
Victorian state election, including to the United
Firefighters Union (UFU) for the campaign it ran in
marginal seats across the state. If the Premier expects
Victoria to believe that firefighters doorknocked for
23 days in strategic seats, had 40 000 one-on-one
conversations with the public and handed out
125 000 pamphlets at railway stations and that 700
firefighters stood outside 109 polling booths in nine
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marginal seats asking voters to put the Liberals last all
for nothing, he is either joking or misguided.
In an email to Labor MPs, Mr Marshall, the UFU
Victoria secretary, said:
… internal polling conservatively estimated a 4.5 per cent
swing in seats where there was a firefighter presence — and
up to 7 per cent in some marginal seats.

This email was sent after Premier Andrews had reneged
on secret deals. Now it is time to pay, and the victims of
these secret deals will be Victorians and volunteers.
The Premier’s call for a review of Victoria’s fire
services, part of his union-driven agenda, is offensive to
all of our dedicated volunteers. Why is there just four
weeks to make a submission to a review that will assess
the operations and future of our volunteer service? Is he
asking men and women who often work full-time, have
a family and still manage to protect the community to
submit? Or is he intentionally imposing a narrow
timeline just so that the four unions mentioned in the
reference can have a say? The appointment of a former
head of United Voice, a trade union, to conduct the
review shows that this government is not serious about
listening to our 59 000 dedicated volunteers. I and the
volunteers in Victoria will not allow the Andrews
government to let the UFU take over the world’s best
volunteer fire organisation.

Yeshi Abrha
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — I rise to speak on the imminent fate of
Ms Yeshi Abrha. Ms Abrha is an Ethiopian national
and a political asylum seeker whose pleas to the federal
Minister for Immigration and Border Protection for
urgent intervention to grant her a protection visa were
rejected on 28 July. Now with her bridging visa to
expire this Thursday, 6 August, Ms Abrha faces
imminent detention and deportation back to Ethiopia,
where her life is potentially in grave danger.
Ms Abrha is an active and vocal member of the
Ethiopian pro-democracy opposition group, Ginbot 7.
In 2011 the Ethiopian government labelled Ginbot 7 a
terrorist organisation, the only government to do so,
thereby forcing many thousands to flee the country in
fear of persecution. In 2011 Ms Abrha’s brother, also
an active member of Ginbot 7, was arrested and has not
been seen since. In 2014 the group’s leader was
abducted by the Ethiopian forces in Yemen and forcibly
taken back to Ethiopia, where he remains on death row.
Ms Abrha now fears this will be her fate should she be
forced to return to Ethiopia. She has the support of

Tuesday, 4 August 2015

many in our community, including my local
community, where she is supported by UnitingCare, the
Salvation Army and the Anglican archdeacon. In these
circumstances I implore the federal minister to exercise
his discretion under sections 417 and 48B of the
Migration Act 1958 to grant Ms Abrha a protection visa
to ensure she is protected from persecution as a political
asylum seeker.

Yung Gunz
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I congratulate a
group of talented young Swan Hill rock musicians,
Yung Gunz, who are into the grand final of the reality
television talent show Band Wars. The band has
dominated four rounds against 43 bands from across
Australia to take its place on the finalists stage. Each
round has been filmed at Musicland in Melbourne and
aired on the Aurora channel. Eli Keating, Jason Forster,
Shannon Bishop, Callum McNab and Lachie Dunn are
the youngest in the competition but already have a
string of original songs, a CD under their belt and a
music video underway. Their success is no doubt
influenced by their highly respected local teacher and
mentor Stuart Holt, and the community wishes them
well in the finals on 23 August.

twistED — science at play
Mr WALSH — An exciting new family attraction
in Echuca, twistED — science at play, has been
designed for the curious of all ages to challenge minds
and spark curiosity with science play. The centre
opened just four months ago and last week won first
place in the new tourism category of the 2015 Travel In
Inland Tourism Awards. It is an ingenious small
business which offers a fun learning experience for the
whole family. Director Kathy Stubberfield and her team
are to be congratulated on their vision and creativity,
and particularly their passion to kindle the interests of
young people in the sciences. I look forward to them
having a continued presence in Echuca for many years
to come.

Williamstown Superules football club
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I rise to
congratulate the Williamstown Superules football club,
which on 12 July celebrated its 25th anniversary at
Crofts Reserve in Altona North. For over 25 years the
club has been giving local footballers between the ages
of 35 and 68 years the chance to play the game they
love. During that time they have won two premierships
and built up four different teams that compete in
various divisions. Willy Superules, as it is known, is a
community club in every sense. It has a strong tradition
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of building networks across Melbourne’s inner western
suburbs. It also prides itself on its ability to provide a
foundation for long-term friendships where local men,
their families and friends can get to know each other in
a friendly, healthy and active environment.
The club has a wonderful motto: the older you get, the
better you were. But having said that, the club believes
you are never too old to play football. However,
superules players always know that they are only one
injury away from a full-time retirement. Again, I want
to congratulate the club for organising a great
celebration in July. Notwithstanding the inclement
weather on the day, it was terrific to see so many people
turn out for the occasion and share stories of playing
days both past and present. Finally, I want to
congratulate club president Geoff Gamble and his
committee. I wish them the very best in the future and
congratulate them on a great day.

Evelyn electorate children’s programs
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I congratulate both Melba
Support Services and Mount Evelyn Primary School on
their One Community project which is enhancing
equality among our young disabled children by
promoting inclusive and welcoming communities.
I also acknowledge the admirable contribution of Yarra
Ranges Special Development School, whose bike
education program is building self-esteem and
confidence in students with learning impairments while
getting them active. Well done to you all.

Warburton Highway, Wandin North,
pedestrian crossing
Mrs FYFFE — In 2006 a petition was lodged with
the then Minister for Transport requesting pedestrian
lights at the Warburton Rail Trail crossing of the
Warburton Highway at Wandin North. In response to
continued debate about the location of pedestrian lights,
I ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety to have
VicRoads meet with myself and local traders to review
the situation and discuss where a pedestrian crossing
would be best placed to meet community needs and
other traffic management issues.

Wandin North tourism signage
Mrs FYFFE — Signage has been identified as a top
priority for Wandin North business owners looking to
attract more business to town. Many of the tourists
travelling at speed along the Warburton Highway do
not realise the services on offer from local business
because there is inadequate signage to give them ample
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opportunity to slow down and investigate. We know
from past experience that good, clear signage can make
the difference between a business thriving or having to
close its doors for good. If the government is serious
about its jobs plan, I urge the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety to direct VicRoads to install appropriate
signage as a matter of priority.

Mernda rail extension
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise to commend the
thousands of members of my local community and the
community of the member for Mill Park, in the
electorate next to mine, who have been engaged so
wholeheartedly in the community consultation for the
rollout of the construction of the Mernda railway line.
Community workshops have been held in Whittlesea,
Mernda and South Morang, and there have been
pop-ups at Greensborough and South Morang stations
and at the shops at Mernda Villages, Laurimar Town
Centre and at The Lakes Boulevard.
More than 700 surveys have been returned, with
community members saying what it is they want at the
Mernda station to be located at Bridge Inn Road,
Mernda. They are also having a say on where the mid
station will be between South Morang and Mernda —
either at Marymede Catholic College or at Hawkstowe
Parade. I would like to commend Public Transport
Victoria staff who have been so involved and members
of the community reference group who have been
working with me in my role as chair of that group. I say
to the community that they have until 11 August to get
their surveys back online. Well done for having a great
say. We are forging ahead with Mernda rail.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Employment
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — This statement calls on
the Premier to live up to his promise to create
100 000 full-time jobs for Victorians within two years
of coming to office. All we have seen from the
Andrews government is full-time jobs dropping away.
This jobs freeze is no surprise really, when the
government axes major projects and hikes up tax on
businesses and the former Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade resigns in disgrace. By June this
year Victoria had 9500 fewer full-time jobs than in
December 2014, according to Australian Bureau of
Statistics figures.
The Premier’s new public holidays — Dan’s Days
Off — will cost our economy an extra $898 million
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every year, with increased wage payments of up to
$286 million each year. The pressure of paying extra
wages will force many businesses to shut on those
public holidays and will jeopardise an estimated
350 000 casual jobs.
Business in my electorate of Rowville has been slugged
with an enormous hike in the fire services levy. In
suburbs like Rowville and Lysterfield commercial fire
services levy rates have risen in 2015–16 from 88 cents
to 99 cents for every $1000 of capital improved value.
Industrial rates have risen even higher, from $1.32 to
$1.484 in 2015–16. All this is just to raise $42 million
to cover excessive union pay claims. With small
business employing around half of Victoria’s private
sector jobs, the Premier must ensure that small business
is focused.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Michael Long
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Indigenous
activist and Norm Smith medallist Michael Long has
accepted my invitation to be a keynote speaker at the
forthcoming economic and cultural development
summit in Broadmeadows to develop a strategy to
create opportunity from adversity. He will be joining
Victoria’s Treasurer, whose contribution will focus on
future industries and jobs for Melbourne’s north, and
the Deputy Premier and Minister for Education, who
will speak on lifelong learning.
The recently opened Michael Long Learning and
Leadership Centre in Darwin provides complementary
skills to the homegrown and internationally acclaimed
Global Learning Village that was first established in
Broadmeadows as a model to invest in the attributes
that largely determine where we all end up in life:
attitude, education and opportunity. It is timely to recall
Michael Long’s stand against racial slurs, which
changed the playing culture of the AFL 20 years ago
and resonates just as strongly today.
As a journalist I asked Michael Long to set aside
everyone else’s commentary and put the critical
question bluntly, ‘What does it mean to you to be called
a black bastard?’. His response was:
It’s degrading a person for not only who they are but for their
colour as well.

Then he gave an answer carrying the burden of history
and the power of a universal truth:
We’re just the same. We bleed the same, but people have an
opinion on people they don’t know. They don’t care what
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colour their dog is or their car, but when it comes to people,
it’s a different issue. Why should it be? Why can’t we live
together as one?

In the spirit of reconciliation I again invite the Prime
Minister or any other member of the Australian
government to attend the summit and help coordinate
this incredibly important strategy.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Morwell electorate business awards
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — Despite the negative
impact created by the Andrews Labor government
through its announcement of additional public holidays
in Victoria, we have many businesses in the Morwell
electorate which are doing some amazing work. For
example, I recently had the pleasure of attending the
Latrobe City Business and Tourism Association’s
people’s choice awards, where a number of local
businesses, community organisations and events
received accolades for outstanding customer service,
including: Zio’s Pizza, Morwell; the Grand Junction
Hotel, Traralgon; Vintage C’hill, Churchill; Walhalla’s
Star Hotel, Walhalla; the Village Lifestyle and Leisure
Park, Traralgon; Walhalla Goldfields railway; Little
Prince Eating House and Bar, Traralgon; Mel’s Cutting
and Beauty Rooms; Regal Jewellers Moe; Morwell
Neighbourhood House; Creek Cottage Bed and
Breakfast, Traralgon; Tyers Arts Festival; and Forever
Friends Animal Rescue, Latrobe. The champion of
champions award was awarded to Century Inn,
Traralgon, which received the most votes for its
fantastic standard of service, its high-quality
accommodation and its staff.
The Bendigo Bank Gippsland business awards have
also been celebrating the achievements of Gippsland
businesses in the region. Finalists include Mahindra
Aerospace; Bricks 4 Kidz, Gippsland; Bushies Bakery,
Glengarry; Cool Aqua Springs, Morwell; Endota Spa,
Traralgon; Framing Elegance; Heirloom Salon,
Traralgon; Hip Pocket Workwear and Safety, Morwell;
Little Prince Eating House and Bar, Traralgon; and
Park Lane Holiday Park, Traralgon.
Congratulations also to Mick Nicola and the Virtue
Homes team for winning the best multi-unit
development up to three units and to Andrew Brady of
Latrobe Valley Building Services for winning best
renovation addition under $200 000 at the Master
Builders Association awards in 2015.
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Macedon electorate sporting clubs
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — Community sport is at
the heart of our country towns and communities. This is
particularly evident in the middle of winter, when
freezing temperatures, icy winds and even the odd
snowfall cannot deter our sporting women and men
from getting out on the netball courts and football
grounds across my electorate to represent their clubs.
As we know, our sporting clubs are supported by a
small army of volunteers at the gates, in the canteens
and as coaches. It is my pleasure to meet regularly with
the men and women who keep our clubs alive across
my electorate. It has been particularly good lately, as I
have been able to spread the news about the
magnificent injection of $l00 million into the
Community Sports Infrastructure Fund by the Andrews
Labor government, spearheaded by the Minister for
Sport. I have been particularly excited by the
$10 million set aside for female-friendly facilities. For
the first time we are seeing women’s sport get the
attention it deserves.
Over the past few weeks I have had the opportunity to
meet with Troy Adams, president of the Trentham
District Football-Netball Club, and Georgie Patterson,
secretary of the Sportsground and Reserve Committee
of Management. I spoke with them about their
aspirations to upgrade facilities in order to ensure in
particular that the Trentham Saints, their netballers,
have facilities that encourage participation and afford
girls and women who play netball with some small
comforts.
I have also met with the user groups at Lancefield Park
Recreation Reserve, which is home to tennis, football,
netball, cricket and other sports clubs. The user groups
have been working together for some time now to plan
for the upgrades their facilities need. Currently around
80 netballers have access only to a basic brick toilet
block to change in. Frankly, that is not good enough.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Hooded plover
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Once again I raise in this
place the plight of the hooded plover, one of Australia’s
most threatened bird species. One of the main habitats
of the bird is the open beaches in my electorate —
ocean beaches which are part of the Mornington
Peninsula National Park. There are two new facts I
wish to put before the house as part of my campaign to
protect the species. The first is that of the 150 eggs laid
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in the area over the 2014–15 breeding season, only four
chicks survived to the flying stage. The other fact is that
the federal government has recently recognised the
hooded plover as one of Australia’s 20 most threatened
bird species, and consequently it will be part of a new
$6.6 million program to protect threatened Australian
species.
An independent report commissioned by Parks Victoria
and BirdLife Australia found that dogs were the main
cause of hooded plover deaths on the Mornington
Peninsula. That is why I am calling on the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water to ban dogs
from the Mornington Peninsula National Park, the only
national park containing threatened species that actually
allows dogs. Although over the years the rules around
walking dogs in the parks have been tightened, there
has been no reduction in the number of plovers that are
not making it to the fledging stage. Once again I call on
the minister for the environment to do her bit in
protecting a threatened species that she is responsible
for on land that she is responsible for.

Arthurs Seat sky lift
Mr DIXON — On a positive note, I thank the
minister for signing the lease for the proposed Arthurs
Seat sky lift gondola, which will hopefully be operating
by the end of next year.

Eltham Redbacks Football Club
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise today to congratulate
the Eltham Redbacks Football Club. As one of the
biggest clubs in my electorate, with around 850 players
and hundreds more members, this club plays an
important role in my community.
Eltham Redbacks is a great family club, and its
members well understand the importance of
community, of inclusion and of giving back. Last
Friday night I attended its annual pink ribbon event,
which was a tremendous success. It was a great night,
the highlights being delicious cupcakes and wonderful
talent displayed on the field. I acknowledge the hard
work of Janet Ovens, Ryan Adams — fittingly
nicknamed Pinky — Olivia Moxon, Kirsten Gallagher
and Donna Kay, who put together a fantastic night,
along with many of the senior women’s team, who
created an amazing array of cupcakes, slices, rum balls
and biscuits. The table was absolutely covered in cakes
and all sorts of delicious delights, which were all
donated.
I also want to acknowledge the leadership of club
president Ivan Dalla Costa, who does a fantastic job.
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The club raised $700 on the night and will contribute
another $300 to bring the amount that it will donate to
assist breast cancer research to $1000. This annual
event, which began in 2010 with the support of the
previous member for Eltham, the very hardworking
Steve Herbert, has raised more than $10 000 over this
time for both breast cancer and prostate cancer
research — a wonderful effort.
I am also pleased to note that the Redbacks senior
women’s team beat the Bulleen Lions 4-0 — a great
win. Eltham Redbacks is a fantastic family club — and
of course their colours of red and black make them
even better. Go Redbacks!

The Addams Family
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — Congratulations to all
involved in the production of The Addams Family at
Aquinas College. With all four evenings sold out, our
local community was able to enjoy very professional
and entertaining evenings in the school’s theatre. All
aspects of the production were first class. It was a
pleasure to join with principal Mr Atkinson to witness
firsthand the talent of students, whether it be acting,
stage and props and musicians. Thank you for a very
entertaining evening.

Ringwood RSL
Ms RYALL — It was a pleasure to attend the
opening by Senator Michael Ronaldson, federal
Minister for Veterans’ Affairs, of the redeveloped
Ringwood RSL. Ringwood RSL has undergone a major
transformation and is a strong community asset. The
support for ex-service people is tremendous and the
club provides an excellent venue to join with family
and friends. Congratulations to president David
Jamison, his executive and committee for their vision
and leadership. With the dining room being booked out
frequently, with a great area for kids and with a
fabulous menu, it is clear that the community is very
fond of its newly redeveloped Ringwood RSL.

Antonio Park Primary School
Ms RYALL — I attended Antonio Park Primary
School to talk to the grade 2s about trees and plants for
Schools Tree Day. The students had participated in the
planting of vegetables, as well as a number of
indigenous trees and shrubs that I had donated to the
school. As well as meeting new resident miniature
goats, Molly and Lolly, it was a pleasure to be a witness
to the excitement of the children and the knowledge
that they had gained about the importance of plants and
trees to their environment.
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Schools Tree Day
Ms RYALL — Congratulations to my local schools
on their involvement and engagement in Schools Tree
Day. It was wonderful to provide indigenous trees and
shrubs to the schools for the children to plant, nurture
and watch grow.

Laurie Larmer
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I take this
opportunity to congratulate Laurie Larmer, who was
recently awarded the Legion of Honour in recognition
of his distinguished war service as a pilot with Bomber
Command. Laurie was called up when he was 18 years
old and left Moonee Ponds to train as a pilot before
graduating as a sergeant pilot at the age of 19. Laurie
flew Halifax bombers on nine combat missions over
Germany in the last three months of the war. Out of the
125 000 airmen in Bomber Command, 55 573 were
killed in action, including 3500 out of 10 000
Australians.
After the war, Laurie worked as a publican for many
years before settling in Strathmore when he retired.
Earlier this year, Laurie was awarded his 40-year
medallion for 40 years of continuous membership of
the Victorian branch of the ALP by the Premier. I was
on hand to take a photo of this occasion, and I sent a
framed copy of the photo to Laurie.
Last week Laurie attended the Moonee Ponds branch
meeting of the ALP and brought with him his Legion of
Honour medal. It speaks volumes about a man who
constantly plays down his service to our nation. Laurie
said the award was not about him or what he did, but
was in recognition of what they all did. For many years,
Laurie did not talk about his war service, although he
was recently reported in the Moonee Valley Leader as
saying:
‘People talk about being frightened or scared but you weren’t
really because you were busy’, he said. ‘Everybody had
something to do. You really just didn’t have the time.
‘War is awful. Absolutely awful. I lost so many good friends,
some that I went to school with and some that I trained with.
It was just awful’, he said.
‘Somebody might come out a bit better than the others but
there are no winners.

Laurie, thank you for your service to our nation, thank
you for your efforts in defeating fascism and liberating
France, and thank you for your service to the Labor
Party. We were honoured to be in your presence.
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Melbourne Market
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — I wish to raise
two of many issues in relation to the Melbourne fruit
and vegetable markets relocation to the new facility at
Epping. Regional businesses are reporting there are
inadequate secure sleeping bay facilities for rural
drivers who travel over four hours to reach the market.
The market authority has requested drivers park at the
nearest service station, which is a security risk. Even
when the drivers get inside the facility, there is a
shortage of undercover loading and unloading bays. I
call on the minister to rectify these concerns in time for
the official opening, which has been delayed.

National Ice Taskforce
Mr T. BULL — Last Wednesday I attended a
forum in Bairnsdale, along with just on 300 community
members who travelled from the towns of Heyfield,
Stratford, Lakes Entrance, Orbost, Paynesville,
Nicholson and Swan Reach, to hear National Ice
Taskforce chairman Ken Lay speak about the
taskforce’s role and to hear other speakers from
Victoria Police and the Ice Meltdown Project. It was
great to see so many community members taking the
time to educate themselves about a drug that is causing
so much harm. With real people telling real stories it
certainly was an eye-opening event for many in
attendance, with the clear message that community
must lead this fight.

Maffra Cheese Company
Mr T. BULL — I wish to pay tribute to a great
Australian company from my Gippsland East
electorate, Maffra Cheese Company, a family-owned
business that recently expanded its operations with the
help of the former coalition government’s Regional
Growth Fund. It is a major employer in the Tinamba,
Heyfield and Maffra area and is a great example of
what can be achieved through hard work and great
vision. Maffra Cheese’s cloth-aged cheddar was
recently judged the best Australian cheese at the
International Cheese Awards in the United Kingdom,
the third consecutive year it has won this coveted
international title.

Victorian broiler industry
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — Forty people
from 10 local government areas across Victoria
registered for a community consultation on the
Victorian broiler industry in Baringhup on the
weekend. Representatives came from the local
government areas of Baw Baw, Buloke, Central
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Goldfields, City of Greater Bendigo, Golden Plains,
Mount Alexander, Latrobe City, Loddon, Strathbogie
and Wellington. The attendees at this forum were not
nay-sayers, blow-ins, lifestyle farmers or hobby
farmers. Three-quarters of the participants farmed
properties greater than 100 acres and six participants
farmed properties of over 1000 acres. Three-quarters of
the participants have farmed their properties for more
than 10 years and almost half have been farming their
properties for over 25 years.
A major concern raised by the attendees through the
consultation is the conflict being caused in communities
by the broiler industry trying to expand using an
outdated and inadequate code. Both local communities
and the broiler industry are spending huge amounts of
money fighting cases in Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal and the Supreme Court. This is
unnecessary and could be fixed by reviewing the code
and planning laws.
Some of the key problems identified by attendees of the
forum include loopholes in the code that allow two or
more groups of eight very large sheds to be built close
together without odour modelling and an environmental
risk assessment or consideration of the cumulative
effect of odour on the neighbourhood; the ability of the
broiler industry through the code to place restrictive
buffer zones over privately owned adjoining property;
and the narrow definitions of ‘environment’ and
‘landscape’ used in the code, which do not reflect
community concern regarding the environment and
local landscapes — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Bass electorate
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — On 7 July I was joined by
the Leader of the Opposition for a tour around my
electorate of Bass. It was pleasing to see so many new
and familiar faces. In particular, I would like to thank
the Wonthaggi Business Association for hosting the
breakfast at Connell’s Bakery in Wonthaggi. Breakfast
was followed by a tour of the Wonthaggi Secondary
College, which both parties committed to rebuilding
during the last election but which was overlooked when
the May budget was delivered by the Treasurer. I thank
Garry Dennis for meeting us at the school, despite the
visit being during school holidays, and I commend him
on his passion for delivering quality education and his
clear vision for the future.
I would also like to thank the Inverloch Men’s Shed
and the Anderson Inlet Angling Club for their
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hospitality, with special thanks to Julian Sellers from
the Inverloch Men’s Shed for coordinating the
get-together. It was wonderful to meet members of the
Inverloch Cricket Club, the Inverloch Historical Society
and the Inverloch Rotary Club, and I thank those clubs
for their support.
Later in the day we visited the site of the old Lang Lang
jetty. I am hopeful that government funding to build a
new jetty in its place will be secured. Our last pitstop
was at the Pakenham train station, where the coalition
committed to restoring V/Line services to Pakenham
after the next election. This followed the nonsensical
decision by the Andrews Labor government to cut over
200 services a week from Pakenham, denying hundreds
of passengers their usual mode of transport into the city
for work. All in all it was a great day.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Indian Independence Day
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — Last weekend I had
the privilege of attending a wonderful cultural evening
to celebrate Indian Independence Day in Carrum
Downs. It is timely to speak about this celebration,
given recent events surrounding the treatment of Adam
Goodes and given the Andrews government’s Embrace
Diversity campaign, which is all about social inclusion
and harmony. Its main message is that cultural diversity
is a strength in our community, and I certainly
witnessed that on Saturday evening. The event was held
by the Indian Tamil Association of Victoria in the
Serbian hall in Carrum Downs and was attended by
more than 400 families. It was a festival of dance, song,
colour and food — lots of food — and was a showcase
for pride — people’s pride in their culture, their history,
their traditions and their stories. I am immensely proud
that I live in a community which recognises and
acknowledges that pride, that I live in a community
which understands that its culture does not diminish our
community and that I live in a community which
understands that its culture enriches our community.
Recent events concerning Adam Goodes have shown
us that, sadly, racism is very much alive in our
communities. Now, more than ever, we need to seize
the opportunity to show that collectively we embrace
diversity; we understand and acknowledge that
diversity enriches us all; and we believe that diversity is
a strength in our community. To all the diverse
communities in my community I say, thank you for
your diversity and thank you for making our
community a better, richer place to live.
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Oakleigh electorate schools
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I rise to speak
about the Andrew’s government’s genuine commitment
to quality education across Victoria. The electorate of
Oakleigh has some of the best schools in Melbourne,
and it was a privilege to welcome the Deputy Premier
and Minister for Education to our community last
week. The Deputy Premier has long been an advocate
for better education outcomes in Victoria and his
passion is obvious, not only to me but also to the
communities of the many schools he has met with in
the past. Last week I was fortunate to join him at the
opening of the new early years centre and dream space
at Sussex Heights Primary School in Mount Waverley.
The school should be very proud of these fantastic new
facilities, and I congratulate the school community for
its hard work.
We also visited Amsleigh Park Primary School in
Oakleigh East to confirm the budget provision of
$5.7 million for the important upgrade. This was a key
election commitment by Labor, and it has been
delivered in this government’s first budget. This was
the Deputy Premier’s second visit to this school, and I
know he will be back again as works get underway. We
also had the pleasure to meet again with the team at
Oakleigh Grammar School to discuss local issues and
opportunities for this very highly regarded independent
school.
Information on the future needs of schools does not just
come from expert reports or a top-down approach. It
requires interaction on the ground, where opportunities
for better outcomes can be established up front and face
to face. It should be recognised that this is a
government that takes a direct hands-on approach to
education in Victoria and that the minister sees
education as a top priority, as is evidenced by the
budget.

Geelong education forum
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — On 20 July I held an
education state forum in Geelong to give students,
parents and teachers the opportunity to have their say
on the future of our state education system. I was
pleased that the Minister for Education attended the
forum not only to speak but also to help facilitate the
workshops. The workshops were facilitated by the
students who had already given their ideas and vision to
the audience. Tess Parker and Lachie Blair from
Belmont High School; Mekah Blackhall and Josh
Ricketts from Geelong High School; Laura Bath and
Tahlia McConecky from Matthew Flinders Girls
Secondary College; and Hamish Garnham and Tom
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Wood-Burgess from Oberon High School all played a
significant role at the forum.
The passion and commitment of the Minister for
Education to state education did not go unnoticed by
the audience. The feedback was about confidence,
excitement and hope, and the genuine comments from
the minister. The Andrews government’s commitment
to education through the biggest education budget in
Victoria’s history has renewed confidence in our local
state schools.

Box Hill transport interchange
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Andrews
government has failed to deliver on its election
commitment to establish a ministerial working group
on the future of the Box Hill transport interchange. This
is yet another example of how the Andrews
government is treating the residents of the eastern
suburbs with contempt.

INFRASTRUCTURE VICTORIA BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 June; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I am pleased to rise
to speak on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. The
purpose of the bill includes to establish Infrastructure
Victoria to provide independent and expert advice
about Victoria’s infrastructure needs, priorities and
proposals. From some of the rhetoric coming from the
government you would think that this was the first time
any government had sought independent advice about
major infrastructure decisions facing this state. I regret
to inform the government that this is not the case and
that many governments of different political
complexions have done so over past decades.
I refer the house to one such piece of independent
expert advice, which states:
Making the right decisions about the future of Melbourne’s
transport network is about much more than predicting and
providing for greater travel movements over the coming
decades. It is about the significant economic, social and
environmental benefits that will be generated by the
appropriate transport infrastructure. It is also about investing
in the transport connections needed to support the
development of a more innovative, competitive and
sustainable city.
…
My recommendations are grounded in extensive research and
modelling carried out by the study team and a group of expert
consultants. They take into account the many submissions
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forwarded to me by individuals, local councils, community
organisations and business groups.

One of the two major infrastructure recommendations
made in the report was the construction of:
A new 18-kilometre cross-city road corridor that provides a
much-needed alternative to the West Gate Bridge, while also
delivering substantial economic, transport and amenity
benefits to Melbourne.

This was signed ‘Rod Eddington, Melbourne, March
2008’, and the title of this voluminous report is
Investing in Transport — East West Link Needs
Assessment: A Study by Sir Rod Eddington. Is it not
extraordinary that even former Labor governments
were quite happy to go out and seek independent expert
advice on major infrastructure decisions when it suited
them? We know that Rod Eddington, having
undertaken this extensive work — having obtained
independent expert advice and having consulted with
the community — recommended that the major road
project required to keep this city moving was the
east–west link. We know that the Labor government of
the day accepted that recommendation but did nothing
about it. When the government changed — and it took
a coalition government to fix the finances, sign the
contracts and get on with building the east–west link —
it took another Labor government to ignore all the
advice that Labor itself had sought when in office and,
at great expense to the taxpayer and at the cost of
thousands of jobs, to tear up those contracts, keeping
Melbourne stuck in traffic for decades to come.
Let us not allow those opposite to come in here without
acknowledging that they are a bunch of hypocrites
when it comes to infrastructure. Establishing
Infrastructure Victoria will not lead to any guarantee of
better outcomes because we know that Labor
governments have been prepared to ignore — and in
fact to rip up — the advice given to them by experts in
the past. I know that Rod Eddington is someone who is
well regarded by both sides of the house — in fact I
think the government has him on some of its advisory
panels — so the fact that this government now says it
will establish Infrastructure Victoria as a means of
providing expert advice on the infrastructure needs of
this state should give the public absolutely zero
confidence that this will lead to better outcomes for
Victoria.
When you look at the record of this government so far,
you see that establishing Infrastructure Victoria — or
IV, as I am sure it will become known — will not make
much of a difference. ‘IV’ is probably an appropriate
name, because Victoria is on a drip at the moment
when it comes to infrastructure. As shadow Treasurer
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and as a former Treasurer, I always like referring to the
budget papers because, unlike members opposite, the
budget papers do not lie.
When you look at the pre-election budget update that
was released by Treasury — not by me but by
Treasury — during the last election campaign, on
page 10 you see ‘Government infrastructure
investment’. If you look at the four years from 2014–15
through to 2017–18, you see that $26.8 billion of
government infrastructure investment was committed to
by the coalition government. If you go to this year’s
budget, the first budget of the Andrews Labor
government, and you add up the government
infrastructure investment figures for the same four
years, you do not get $26.8 billion; you get
$20.4 billion. That means $6.4 billion has been cut
from Victoria’s infrastructure budget under this Labor
government — that is, $6.4 billion worth of projects not
going ahead, $6.4 billion worth of jobs not being
created, $6.4 billion worth of small businesses, large
businesses and contractors out of work because this
government has cut the infrastructure budget by 24 per
cent.
This government has the hide to come in here with a
bill — with a piece of paper — and pretend that it will
make the slightest jot of difference when it comes to
infrastructure. You can establish all the Infrastructure
Victorias you like — you can have an Infrastructure
Victoria party — but unless you put your money where
your mouth is and build projects instead of scrapping
them, you are not going to build any infrastructure. The
budget papers tell the truth.
We heard a whole lot of claims that Infrastructure
Victoria was going to be guiding this new government
in its infrastructure decisions, but let us have a look at
the decisions that have already been made before
Infrastructure Victoria has even been established, let
alone had its advice sought. Do members remember the
West Gate distributor? Members opposite seem to have
forgotten about the West Gate distributor. This is the
one road project Labor actually had coming in the
lead-up to the last election. It was going to build a little
slip lane off the West Gate Freeway, but it said, ‘Let’s
give it a highfalutin name; let’s make it sound like it is
very clever. We will call it the West Gate distributor’.
How long did that last? It did not last long at all.
What is very concerning is the fact that we found out
last week when the Treasurer was interviewed on the
Neil Mitchell program that in fact the West Gate
distributor was always a fraud. The Treasurer admitted
that before the election he had been in discussions with
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Transurban about scrapping the West Gate distributor
and having a western distributor instead.
Mr Nardella — Oh, der!
Mr M. O’BRIEN — ‘Oh, der!’, comes the
interjection from the member for Melton, as though he
is not surprised that Victorians were lied to by the
Labor Party before the election. The Treasurer was very
uncomfortable being put under the grill by Neil
Mitchell. He did not want to admit that he had actually
met with Transurban to discuss the western distributor
before the election, because Victorians were sold a pup
by Labor. They were lied to by the then opposition. It
did not have any intention of building the West Gate
distributor. It had already been in discussions with
Transurban before the election. No doubt the Treasurer
had a cosy meeting with his former chief of staff, who
happened to be working for Transurban, and then Labor
decided to pull the wool over Victorians’ eyes and
claim it was going to the election with a West Gate
distributor policy, which it then turned around and
ditched in favour of a so-called ‘unsolicited bid’ — a
so-called ‘market-led proposal’ — from Transurban.
What a fraud! I ask you, Acting Speaker: where was
Infrastructure Victoria while all this dirty dealing was
going on? The decision to scrap the east–west link, to
rip up the contracts and to pay hundreds of millions of
dollars in compensation that cost thousands of jobs
against the advice of Rod Eddington, did that go to
Infrastructure Victoria? No. This was not only the
biggest but the worst infrastructure decision in this
state’s history, and this government did it without the
benefit of any advice, except possibly from the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU), which hated the fact that the east–west link
was not going to be a CFMEU closed shop. We all
know that the CFMEU calls the shots when it comes to
construction projects, just as Michael Donovan and the
Shop, Distributive and Allied Employees Association
do when it comes to everything else. There was no
Infrastructure Victoria advice on the east–west link.
Then there is the port of Melbourne. Before the election
the government said, ‘Well, we have to have a second
container port. Of course we have to have a second
container port — we all know we have to have a second
container port — but we think it should be in Geelong
because, to quote the Premier, “Jobs, jobs and more
jobs for Geelong”‘. Now it has decided, ‘In fact we
want to have a 70-year lease that is a private monopoly
and a compensation poison pill if any future
government dares to build a second container port’.
Where is the advice from Infrastructure Victoria on this
dodgy lease? Where is the advice from Infrastructure
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Victoria on this compensation arrangement and this
poison pill? Where is it? It is nowhere to be seen. What
about the advice on ripping up the Melbourne rail link
and the airport rail link and going ahead with
Melbourne Metro? The government does not have any
funding for it. It is planning to dig up and shut down
Swanston Street for years. Where is the advice from
Infrastructure Victoria on that? It is nowhere to be seen.
This is a government that has zero credibility when it
comes to infrastructure. It has cut the budget by 24 per
cent, it has ripped up contracts, it has cost thousands of
jobs and it is making decisions based on politics rather
than the needs of Victorians. So after the stable door
has already seen the horses all run through it, the
government now says, ‘We want to try to lock it down’.
Now it says it wants to lock the stable door after the
horses have already bolted.
Mr Angus — Too little, too late.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — It is too little, too late, as the
member for Forest Hill points out. Let us have a look at
aspects of the bill. The government, through the bill,
says:
The object of Infrastructure Victoria is to provide independent
and expert advice about Victoria’s current and future
infrastructure needs —

amongst other things.
We come to independent advice. When you have a
board on which three of the seven members are
government departmental secretaries, who are by
professional obligation required to follow government
policy, on what planet do you call that independent?
The jobs of three of the seven members of the board is
to implement government policy, yet the board is
supposed to be an independent body. What an absolute
joke and what a fraud on Victorians this is. I have great
respect for our departmental secretaries. The Victorian
public service is an excellent public service. I had the
pleasure as a minister in a number of portfolios to work
with a number of outstanding men and women in the
Victorian public service, but their job is to implement
the policy of the government of the day; it is not to
provide independent advice to Infrastructure Victoria.
What if, for example, Infrastructure Victoria thought, as
Sir Rod Eddington did, that the most important road
need for Victoria was to build the east–west link? Can
you imagine the Secretary of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet or the Secretary of the Department
of Treasury and Finance or the Secretary of the
Department of Transport, Planning and Local
Infrastructure shuffling through the door to see the
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Premier and Treasurer, very carefully putting the report
on their desk and saying, ‘Look, I’m sorry, Premier and
ministers, our independent advice is that you were
wrong to rip up the contracts and we need the east–west
link’. How long do you think this government would
keep those people in their jobs? That is why it is not
independent; that is why this is not an independent
body, because you cannot expect government
departmental secretaries, whose job it is to implement
government policy, to give independent advice to
Infrastructure Victoria when that advice contradicts the
government’s policy of the day.
This government has a policy of under no
circumstances building the east west–link. We know
this. So what happens if Infrastructure Victoria thinks,
based on all the expert evidence — as Sir Rod
Eddington did — that the east–west link is the most
appropriate project? What does it do? Do you keep
your job or do you act independently? That is the
absolute catch 22 that this government is seeking to put
Victoria’s public service in through this fraud of a bill,
because it is not independent.
When you go to other aspects of the bill and look at the
four members of the board other than the three
government departmental secretaries, the bill says they
should not be currently employed in the public service,
but it does not actually require them to have any
substantial private sector experience. For example, they
could have been a former departmental secretary who
left three weeks ago, and they could be engaged again
as a director of Infrastructure Victoria under this bill.
That is a real concern. Again, where is the obligation
for private sector experience on the board of
Infrastructure Victoria? It is just not here. That is why
this bill is not good in its current form and needs to be
severely and seriously improved.
Coming to appointments, there are supposed to be
measures in relation to conflicts of interest. The bill
says that Infrastructure Victoria has to produce a code
to deal with conflicts of interest. There has been
speculation that somebody who was a director of a
company that is currently involved in heated
negotiations with the government over its western
distributor could potentially be put in as a director or
even a chairperson of Infrastructure Victoria. If that
were the case, how could you have a body potentially
led by somebody who had a direct conflict of interest
because they are were negotiations with the
government over a major project?
If you have a $5.5 billion unsolicited proposal before
the government, is it appropriate that somebody who is
a director of that proponent be on the board of
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Infrastructure Victoria? We will have to wait and see
who this government actually appoints to the board, but
we make it clear there has to be absolute clarity that
there will not be conflicts of interest. You have a
smallish board — seven people. If one or even two
people are out of action because of conflicts of interest,
this board will not function properly. These are basic
corporate governance principles. In a board of seven
people, you can have three or four people out of action.
If they are all involved in business, they can all
potentially have conflicts of interest, because they have
matters before the government of the day. How will
that be functional? The answer is: it will not be.
I note that there is no definition of ‘infrastructure’
within this bill, so infrastructure could mean pretty
much anything. We know that the last time Labor was
in government there was a body called Major Projects
Victoria. Major Projects Victoria sounds very
impressive, and you would think that a major project
must mean a major project. I am not sure how many
members of the public would think that renovating the
kitchen here at Parliament House is a major project. But
under Labor, the Parliament House catering facilities
redevelopment was a major project at Major Projects
Victoria.
Mr Angus — Probably over time and over budget.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — It is funny the member for
Forest Hill mentions that, because it was the subject of
an Auditor-General’s report. In fact two major delays
were experienced in relation to renovating the kitchen
at Parliament House. You have to wonder, with no
definition of what infrastructure is, how on earth
Infrastructure Victoria is going to have any guidance on
what it is supposed to be doing. We know we have a
government that loves getting bogged down in trivia
and loves making announcements with no
follow-through. I think we can expect to see plenty
more kitchen renovations, but very few major
infrastructure projects. As I pointed out, the
government has cut the budget by 24 per cent when it
comes to infrastructure.
Despite the claimed independent status of Infrastructure
Victoria, this bill prohibits the authority from
publishing any advice that it provides to the minister in
response to a request from the minister. It says that this
is:
… to enable the minister to seek advice from Infrastructure
Victoria that can be used in confidential decision-making
processes.

and provide —
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… the minister with the power to delete parts of the advice
prior to publication …

You have to wonder about where the government will
decide that the advice it receives from Infrastructure
Victoria will not be published, or can it simply censor
out inconvenient parts of that advice? You have to
wonder how independent Infrastructure Victoria will be
and how useful it is going to be. We might just have to
join the dots. If you see a project — for example, if the
‘something link’ has been recommended — you might
have to guess whether that is the east–west link or
maybe potentially the west–east link.
Infrastructure Victoria is also to provide a 30-year plan.
I think we are all in favour of forward-looking
infrastructure. The former government had a lot of
major projects that it was getting started on, but of
course these projects take some time to finish. The
former opposition used to attack the coalition when it
was in office because it had projects that were
significant, and significant projects do take a bit of
time. Now apparently the government thinks a 30-year
time frame is okay. When Labor is in office, 30-year
time frames are okay — and that is forward planning
and that is being prudent. Apparently when the
coalition is in office and it has time frames for major
infrastructure projects, somehow that is not as good.
The coalition has a number of amendments to this bill
to try and improve it. We heard a lot about transparency
and accountability from the Labor Party in opposition,
but unfortunately this bill just does not measure up. We
are going to move some amendments that will help this
bill measure up and be a lot more transparent and
accountable. We are going to hold the government to
that very lofty standard that it set itself in opposition.
Under standing orders, I wish to advise the house of
amendments to the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015 and
request that they be circulated.
Opposition amendments circulated by
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) under standing orders.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — The first amendment is in
relation to the experience of the non-public servant
board directors, and that is providing that their
experience should be:
… gained predominantly outside the public sector.

As I say again, we have wonderful people in the
Victorian public service — professional, credible,
experienced people — but if the intention of
Infrastructure Victoria, and of this bill, is to seek broad
experience and advice and also expert opinion from
outside the public sector, that should be reflected in the
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qualifications of the non-public servant members who
are appointed.
Again, when a recommendation is made to Governor in
Council we propose that:
… the minister must have regard, as far as is practicable, to
the need for the appointed directors collectively to have
substantial international experience and chartered
qualifications in relation to infrastructure planning, funding
and delivery.

There are plenty of very experienced, very worthy
people in this country — particularly in this state —
and we should make sure that through setting up
Infrastructure Victoria through this piece of legislation,
these people are appropriately considered and selected
for these roles.
In relation to the 30-year infrastructure strategy, we
know that Labor governments like to talk about
far-reaching things. Remember Labor’s transport plan,
which was decades and decades in advance? Lots and
lots of money was spent on ads, but no money was
spent on transport. That was a bit of glitch, but anyway.
We think that if this government wants to be serious
about having a 30-year plan, then let us be serious. We
propose to amend this bill to provide that:
Infrastructure Victoria must publish the 30-year infrastructure
strategy on or before 31 December 2016.

Mr T. Bull — Plenty of time.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Plenty of time if you are
serious about it, and plenty of time if you are dedicated
to being accountable and are determined to be
transparent. Let us see Infrastructure Victoria’s 30-year
program, and let us see it by the end of next year.
The other point that the coalition believes is very
important with this bill is that there should be
accountability to the Parliament. When you look at the
purposes of Infrastructure Victoria, you will see that
one purpose is:
… to provide independent and expert advice about Victoria’s
current and future infrastructure needs …

It does not say ‘to the minister’, it does not say ‘to the
government’, it says ‘provide advice’. The Parliament
and, through the Parliament, the people of Victoria,
who send us to this place, deserve to be brought in on it
as well.
We propose to amend this bill to have these reports laid
before Parliament so that the Parliament of Victoria will
be able to see them before they are sent anywhere else.
We are the elected legislative body of this state, so it is
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absolutely appropriate that the Parliament of Victoria
receive these reports. We are also proposing that any
strategy or updated strategy — I say ‘updated’ because
this bill provides for the government to respond to
Infrastructure Victoria’s plans and set out the strategy
for how they are to be implemented — must be laid
before the houses of Parliament, because that is
transparent, accountable and appropriate.
This is a hypocritical bill from a government which has
done nothing but cancel projects and slash
infrastructure budgets since coming to office and which
has a past of being prepared to ignore independent
expert advice. It has a record of ignoring independent
advice when it does not suit its political interests at a
particular moment in time. We do not have a lot of
confidence that the establishment of Infrastructure
Victoria will do much to make this government more
accountable, more transparent or any better at
delivering infrastructure than it has been in its first eight
months, during which time it has only cancelled
infrastructure projects. However, we are proposing
amendments to improve this bill to try to hold this
government to the standards of transparency and
accountability Labor talked about before the election.
We think anything that shines a spotlight on Labor’s
appalling infrastructure record is useful, so we will not
oppose this bill. However, we do seek to move
amendments to ensure that this bill lives up to some of
what this Labor government promised.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to
make a contribution on this very important bill, the
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. This bill establishes a
statutory authority that will provide all Victorians with
expert advice on long-term infrastructure planning for
the benefit of this state and sets out infrastructure
planning processes. The establishment of this body is
long overdue. We saw the need for this sort of careful
long-term planning in the chaotic nature of
infrastructure announcements just before the last
election, but I will come back to that point in a moment.
Infrastructure Victoria will have seven directors, the
majority of whom will be non-government directors
and three of whom will be the secretaries of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, the Department of
Treasury and Finance and the department responsible to
the Minister for Planning. It is important to recognise
that the advice put forward by Infrastructure Victoria
will be independent and under no direction from the
relevant minister and that it will provide long-term
infrastructure advice to create a 30-year pipeline of
infrastructure projects. Despite the running down of that
concept by the previous contributor to this debate, I
believe it is important. I also believe the Victorian
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people would support the notion of having a very clear
understanding of what its government, regardless of its
political persuasion, plans to do in the future. The
Victorian people would support the application of
rigorous analysis, costings and prioritisation for all
projects.
Rather than have governments hold things in secret, as
was the case with the east–west link proposal made by
those opposite, we will instead have an open process
through which the Victorian people can see well in
advance what infrastructure is being planned and can
have input into the planning process in a number of
ways. Victorians will be able to make the government
aware that they are happy with its priorities or that they
have different priorities. This is a great initiative that
the Andrews government should be very proud of. An
important facet of the legislation is its requirement that
the government respond to Infrastructure Victoria’s
advice within 12 months. That obligation provides the
Victorian people with a level of certainty and
transparency around its government’s position on
Infrastructure Victoria’s advice. This very good piece
of legislation seeks to take short-term politicking out of
infrastructure planning.
Victorians genuinely understand the need for this sort
of body. Victorians manage their own household
budgets. When they have to make large financial
decisions, such as the purchasing of a home or motor
vehicle, they commit to long-term planning; they
budget carefully and they do their research on what
they are going to buy and where they are going to buy
it. Victorians would expect their government to provide
a relative level of analysis and research when it is
dealing with an infrastructure pipeline worth billions of
dollars of taxpayer money. Victorians intuitively
understand that this is the right thing to do. I believe the
business community and other stakeholders definitely
understand that this is the right thing to do.
The contribution we just heard from the shadow
Treasurer demonstrates one thing very clearly — that
is, Liberals and Nationals members have not moved on
from last year and their term in government. In their
minds we should still be digging the east–west tunnel
despite the fact that we now know that there was to be a
cost blowout of over $2.7 billion. I wrote down a quote
from the shadow Treasurer’s contribution a few
minutes ago. He said, ‘Budget papers don’t lie’. I
remember the Liberal-Nationals government’s budget
papers that showed the east–west link at a cost of
$6 billion to $8 billion. We know now that it would
have cost $10.7 billion. A $2.7 billion blowout in the
space of a couple of years is massive. It highlights the
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importance of having a strong approach to long-term
infrastructure planning.
The sham of the east–west link — its poor cost-benefit
ratio of 0.45 and the dirty side deal signed by the
former Treasurer — is a strong argument in favour of
this body taking the opportunity to rush into these sorts
of infrastructure projects out of the system. We saw the
signs go up at Southern Cross station advertising a rail
link to the airport — a rail link based on a 50-year or
60-year promise. It was a ridiculous and chaotic
approach to rolling out infrastructure announcements.
The desperation was palpable.
Those opposite knew they had a very good chance of
losing the election, so they were quite happy to commit
to a whole range of infrastructure projects which added
up to billions or tens of billions of dollars of taxpayers
money, some of which they knew would not be
delivered within a generation. It was a real fraud
perpetrated on the Victorian people and at worst
committed Victorian taxpayers to billions of dollars of
infrastructure on the basis of their political whims in the
run-up to an election.
Another project that highlights the coalition
government’s approach is metro rail. The previous
government shifted the rail alignment, and it was going
to run into the sewer line in Melbourne’s CBD. The
members of that government were not even sure where
the railway station was going to be located at
Fishermans Bend. It turned out it was to be at the
casino. It was a real mess in terms of infrastructure
planning. Those opposite paid the price for that chaotic
approach to infrastructure planning.
It is important to note that members opposite have not
learnt from those lessons. They have not realised that
the Victorian people kicked them out of office for a
very good reason. They have not gone back to the
drawing board and asked, ‘What did we get wrong?’.
They have not looked at those projects, including the
east–west link, and said, ‘We got that wrong; it didn’t
add up’ — a benefit-cost ratio of 0.45, blowouts in
costs, tolls on Victorian motorists and increasing traffic
in other parts of Melbourne. They have not
acknowledged that, and I suppose that is sad. From the
government’s point of view, it is a good thing because
it means that the opposition remains politically
irrelevant.
This is a good bill, and it is not just the Labor Party that
is saying it is. I think the only people who are critical of
the establishment of Infrastructure Victoria are those
opposite. In welcoming the announcement of this
legislation being introduced into this house, the

INFRASTRUCTURE VICTORIA BILL 2015
Tuesday, 4 August 2015

ASSEMBLY

Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry, one of the key stakeholders in the business
and infrastructure community, said:
Victoria needs a vehicle to ensure long-term bipartisan
support for the large-scale infrastructure needs of our state.

Similarly, the Property Council of Victoria said:
The development of a 30-year infrastructure strategy detailing
short, medium and long-term infrastructure needs is pivotal to
securing a strong economic future for Victoria.

Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr BROOKS — As the Leader of The Nationals
interjects, one can only assume that those opposite do
not support the property council’s view that this
legislation will help to secure a strong economic future
for Victoria.
In welcoming this legislation, the Urban Development
Institute of Australia said:
We welcome the emphasis on objective and transparent
analysis and evidence that will inform Infrastructure
Victoria’s activities and will work to provide Infrastructure
Victoria with insight and research undertaken by the institute.

In welcoming the bill, Infrastructure Partnerships
Australia said:
Victoria must never repeat the east–west link experience,
meaning long-term, stable and predictable planning is
fundamental.

Similarly, the Committee for Melbourne said:
The establishment of an independent Infrastructure Victoria
entity is a good move forward for the state, and the Andrews
government should be supported in taking this important step.

In welcoming this legislation, the Master Builders
Association of Victoria said:
The importance of an independent body to assess the
long-term infrastructure needs of our state cannot be
underestimated.

Likewise, Engineers Australia said:
The development of a 30-year long-term infrastructure plan,
together with short and medium-term priorities, also gives the
industry greater certainty, and allows us to plan for the future
to ensure we’re best able to meet the needs of projects as they
are put out to market.

Just about every major business stakeholder in the state
is lining up to support this legislation, and this
government is getting on with the job, which was an
election commitment to provide long-term strategic
infrastructure planning. The only people in this state
who are opposed to this legislation, who are moving
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amendments to this legislation and who are running it
down are those opposite.
From the contribution made by the shadow Treasurer a
few moments ago, members can make only one
deduction — that is, those opposite have not accepted
the fact that they were booted out of office because the
east–west project was a dud and the Victorian people
knew it. They knew that the approach the former
government took to infrastructure planning was chaotic
and irresponsible and that the Victorian people and the
business community support the Andrews Labor
government’s approach to infrastructure planning,
which is long term, strategic, analysis driven and
evidence based.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to speak on
the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. It was interesting
to listen to the previous speaker, the member for
Bundoora, and to hear how he is trying to rewrite
history. I think he has a very short memory. If I
remember rightly, when Labor was previously in
government it proposed, in response to the Eddington
report, a $38 billion transport plan that was never
funded but was talked about a hell of a lot. One of the
key infrastructure projects in that $38 billion transport
plan was the east–west link. In criticising that particular
project, the member for Bundoora is criticising Sir Rod
Eddington and criticising the previous Labor
government, because that was a key part of Sir Rod
Eddington’s plan.
The member for Bundoora might smile about the fact
that he was not trying to rewrite history — —
Mr R. Smith — It is either a dud project or it is not.
You cannot have it both ways.
Mr WALSH — It depends on what audience you
are talking to. During the previous Labor government
one of the key planks of Sir Rod Eddington’s
$38 billion transport plan that Premier Brumby kept
talking about but never put any money into was there.
Now government members are bagging that plan, so I
find the position that the member has taken on that
issue really interesting.
I support the position put forward by the member for
Malvern as far as the amendments that have been
suggested to this bill. The previous speaker has implied
that there is something horrible about putting
amendments forward. What this house is here for and
why we come to Parliament is to scrutinise legislation
and to put forward the views of the people of Victoria.
If the government is going to be true to the commitment
it made before the election — that is, to be open, honest
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and transparent and to govern for all Victoria — I
would have thought that it would embrace these
amendments. These amendments are about putting
things into the bill that reflect what the Premier said
before the election as Leader of the Opposition. He
wanted to make sure that the people of Victoria
understood what was going on, and he was going to be
open, honest and transparent. All these amendments do
is make those particular things happen.
From a country Victorian point of view, this is a new
piece of legislation, and the issue is that the leopard has
changed its spots. Most infrastructure projects under the
previous Labor government were very poorly managed.
There was always that old saying that Labor cannot
manage money and cannot manage major projects, and
that is just as true of this new Labor government as it
was of the previous Labor government.
If we look back to the infrastructure projects that were
undertaken by the previous government, we can see
that the list is long, but there are some key ones from
country Victoria’s point of view. The north–south
pipeline was an absolute disaster of a project —
$1 billion to build a pipeline to take water from a
drought-affected area to an area that has more rainfall.
The amount of $1 billion is a lot of money, and that
pipeline will probably rust out before it is ever used. It
was so ill conceived, and it divided the country and the
city. The country and the city should be working
together. We should not be dividing the two situations,
which the north–south pipeline did. It was incendiary to
those people in northern Victoria against the Brumby
government. I believe that one of the key reasons Labor
lost government was that particular project.
Then there is the absolute classic of all infrastructure
projects, the desalination plant, an absolute white
elephant. We can talk about herds of white elephants,
and we do not have to go to Africa to find them because
there are a lot of them here in Victoria. The biggest
white elephant of the whole lot is in South Gippsland,
at Wonthaggi. It was not an argument about whether
there should be a desalination plant as a supply of last
resort for Melbourne, because it was Ted Baillieu in
opposition who put forward the proposal that there
should be a small desalination plant to make sure
Melbourne had a water supply, not the monstrous
150-gigalitre plant that is down there that was originally
going to cost somewhere around $3.7 billion. It blew
out to over $5 billion, and the consortium partners lost a
lot of money out of that. The only people who made
money out of that particular project were members of
the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
members and the Electrical Trade Union, who had an
exclusive deal on that particular project.
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Mr R. Smith — And the red helicopter pilot.
Mr WALSH — And the red helicopter pilot —
maybe one payment to the red helicopter pilot for that
great ad of Premier Bracks.
That project ran over time and over budget, and it built
in increased costs to all infrastructure projects in
Victoria because it pushed up the cost of doing business
in Victoria. There might be some new legislation
coming in to establish Infrastructure Victoria, but what
we want to see is a government that is prepared to do
the hard work, to manage major infrastructure projects
and to drive value for Victorian taxpayers dollars. We
do not want government members to do sweetheart
deals with their union mates so that they can cream the
real money out of those projects at the expense of
taxpayers in Victoria.
If members look at some of the other major projects
that have affected regional Victoria, they will see the
regional rail link, which was trumpeted as the solution
to a lot of the transport needs of Bendigo, Ballarat and
Geelong. It was said that it would also help by freeing
up slots in the suburban network. I do not see any
example of that. All I see in press clips is the fact that
people in Ballarat are even more unhappy about their
train service, and people in Geelong are still unhappy
about their train service. The government flip-flops
between whether it is going to give priority to Geelong
for new carriages or whether it is going to say to the
people in Ballarat, ‘We’re going to bring the new
carriages up here’. Which is it? You cannot put new
carriages in both places; it has to be in one or the other.
However, the government is just saying whatever it has
to to shut the people up in those particular places.
The doozy of all projects — and I raised this in
question time — is the Melbourne market relocation
project. Was that not an absolutely fantastic project for
the market community here in Victoria? For a range of
reasons a decision was made in the early 2000s by the
Labor government to move the Footscray market.
There was a discussion about where it would be
relocated to. Epping was finally decided on. As I
understand it, the geotechnical work was not done well
enough, and when they started work out there, there
was a lot more rock present than they expected, and that
had to be cleaned out. A project that was originally
going to cost only $300 million ended up costing more
than $600 million, and based on what I hear from
everyone I talk to in the market community, it is not
going to deliver what the market community wants out
there.
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There is a very damning Auditor-General’s report about
that particular project. The project has taken probably
twice the length of time it was supposed to take and
cost double the money it was supposed to cost, and it is
not going to service the market community well. Along
with other members of Parliament I am constantly
getting feedback from country buyers and merchants
that there is no undercover parking for them. If they
have a parking spot, they are going to have to load
produce out in the weather — whether it be the sun in
summertime or the wind and rain in wintertime — and
that will affect the quality of the produce. They do not
have access to undercover parking in the market. They
also do not have anywhere to sleep. At their current
market they have their bays. They can come in, unload,
pull into their bay and have a sleep. They are in a secure
site. They know that even if they have money or
valuables in their truck, they can sleep because they
have a secure bay.
What is happening in the new market? Merchants are
being told that they can come in and unload but that
they then must vacate the market. They are being told
that they can go to the BP roadhouse to sleep. I think
that is a totally unsatisfactory outcome. If you are going
to spend $600 million, why not have a project that
actually meets the users’ expectations rather than the
other way around? The market community is very
unhappy with that particular site.
If members think about the new legislation and the
money from the sale of the port that is supposed to go
into these infrastructure projects, they can see there is a
list of infrastructure projects that have not been funded
in country Victoria or from which money has been
taken away. We funded the Murray Basin rail project.
That money has been sitting in the budget since May
2014. There has been absolute silence about what is
going to happen with that. It is three months since the
Minister for Regional Development, Jaala Pulford, said
the business case would be released in a couple of
weeks.
If members go to the budget papers, they will see
something that is very personal to me and is in my own
electorate. There is money in the budget for the Echuca
bridge, a very necessary project for that particular part
of country Victoria, particularly the roundabout at the
Warren Street and Northern Highway intersection,
where there have been a number of traffic accidents.
That money was there to do that particular project.
With the change of government and changes in
VicRoads, that money has evaporated and is not there
to facilitate the project.
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What we need is not a piece of legislation that
establishes an independent body that does something;
we need a government and some ministers who will
drive things to happen in Victoria. Rather than having
the 80-something reviews that have been announced by
this government, we need action by some ministers to
make things happen on the ground, particularly in
country Victoria. We hear talk of what might happen in
Melbourne, but we do not hear talk of what might
happen in country Victoria. We want action out there,
not just a piece of legislation that is going to hand-ball
the job of giving advice for the future to someone else.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The
introduction of Infrastructure Victoria provides a
critical and fundamental foundation stone to
re-establish a focus on historic, social and economic
issues in this state. What we need is independent, expert
advice on infrastructure. It has been historically critical,
because in the past, given the way Melbourne was
established, major funding was put into
infrastructure — the tram networks and the train
networks in the eastern and southern suburbs. This
triggered a multiplier effect of about five or six times to
get what I describe as the quality of life infrastructure.
This established a whole range of new preschools and
what I describe as Victoria’s ivy league colleges all the
way through to nursing homes and even cemeteries.
That is how Melbourne was set up and established, and
that is the historic perspective that I think we have to
know and understand. We are now, however, at a time
where we are looking at where major growth is
occurring in this state. Within the suburban interface
areas the major growth is in the north and west. The
cities of Hume and Whittlesea are about number four in
Australia for the amount of growth.
The city of Wyndham, through the western corridor, is
also right up there. We have a boom in population
growth right now in the state of Victoria, so the timing
of the establishment of Infrastructure Victoria with the
object of analysing — with expert and independent
advice to the government — where the infrastructure
should be placed and of taking a long-term view, is
absolutely critical. Over generations we have
established the world’s most livable city, but we need to
be able to say, ‘This is how it will grow in the future’,
and we cannot keep repeating the mistakes of the past.
I go back to the 1980s when the retiring head of the
then Premier’s department confided in me that the
biggest mistake in the generation of government up
until then was the way Broadmeadows was established
on the fringe at the end of the train line. They did not
invest in the social infrastructure that was required. This

INFRASTRUCTURE VICTORIA BILL 2015
2350

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 4 August 2015

has been a repeat pattern. If you look at how Victoria
was established in the Bolte era, MO towns were built.
We had Broadmeadows for Ford, and we had
Dandenong for Holden. We had suburbs where the
factory fodder was placed without the necessary social
infrastructure to the point where just over a decade ago
Broadmeadows still did not have its own public library.
That says in one line how the deficits occur.

There is only one power structure that is not coming:
the Australian government. Why would you not come?
I wrote to the federal Treasurer and said that this was
the area that has been hardest hit by his last two
budgets — not just the first one, but now the second
one as well, according to an independent analysis by
the University of Canberra. It is not simply just my
view.

This is the politicisation of the way that infrastructure is
used and abused. We saw it in the last term of the
coalition government in Victoria. What did that
government do? It came to Broadmeadows with a
reverse Robin Hood strategy. It took away the funding
for almost $100 million of infrastructure projects — a
new central activities district, the refurbishment of the
Broadmeadows railway station, a government services
office, all of which were vital and necessary to meeting
any criteria on need and growth. Any independent
assessment would have said, ‘Yes, of course these
should be done’. What did the government do? It took
the money out. Why did it do that? To sandbag
marginal seats. It was a classic example of political
expediency. It was the triumph of politics over rational
decision making. That is what this bill will effectively
end. We will be able to put in place people whose
interests are the public interests and have them make
assessments. We will be able to have a thorough
analysis that will stand up to scrutiny, and we will be
able to build the infrastructure that Victoria needs,
particularly in the suburbs.

The Australian government has a duty to come to meet
the people and get beyond the class war rhetoric of
lifters and leaners, to come to meet the people who
have been the heavy lifters over generations, who have
underwritten prosperity for the state for generations.
And what have we had? We have had the politics of
studied neglect. This is wilful blindness. You cannot
allow this to be maintained. I call it out every time
because it needs to be known and understood.

I see this as critical to how we embrace growth. We
have huge population growth occurring, and we have to
stop repeating the mistakes of the past — that is,
putting fringe cities where there is no infrastructure,
putting young families in there and then wondering
why decades later we have such social disruption. We
know; we have seen it before. As Einstein said, insanity
is repeating the same thing over and over and expecting
a different result. Infrastructure Victoria gives us the
opportunity to address this issue, so I think it is a
fundamental proposition.
But we do have to address the other issues about how
politics work. You cannot have changes of government
that see a coalition government come into power in
Victoria and take out the money that was allocated for
infrastructure in seats where the need is indisputable to
sandbag its politics and to try to save itself. We have to
put an end to that, and likewise at a federal level
because it happens there as well. That is why I have got
an economic and cultural development summit that can
try to address these issues. The summit model that has
been created coordinates three tiers of government,
business and civil society, and they are all coming.

You cannot have the now Leader of the Opposition in
his previous role as the Minister for Planning publicly
claiming to represent the people of Broadmeadows and
then doing a reverse Robin Hood. This bill is a critical
move to change this. I think that is a really good
foundation stone on which to start to address it, but I
argue that we need to take it further. I think we need to
take these issues to the Council of Australian
Governments so that they are addressed at the highest
levels of government in the country. We need to stop
these postcodes of disadvantage becoming even more
complex over time. If you have a look at the people I
represent — the people of Broadmeadows — you see
that we now have the situation where unemployment is
equal to that of Greece; youth unemployment is beyond
40 per cent on the estimates of the Australian
government itself; and the impact on families in this
community is that they have been the hardest hit by the
last two federal government budgets.
The other complexity is that we are now in a position
where we have twice as many Muslim families as any
other state district living side by side with Christian
refugees from Iraq and Syria. They have come out of
war zones, and as each new wave of poor people
comes — some are coming from an earthquake-struck
Nepal — we have to take care of them. Where is the
refugee centre? It is in the back of the old
Broadmeadows army camp. The degree of difficulty
and the degree of complexity is incredibly high, so my
call is that we need at the highest level of government
to take a bipartisan approach so that over a longer
period — no matter who is in power — the so-called
postcodes of disadvantage are not just left behind. This
is a crisis, and we have to address it right now. If it
were a bushfire, it would be declared a national disaster.
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These are the areas we have to address now because we
have come to a critical point.
In the past even though in a lot of factories, such as
Yakka, Nabisco and Ericsson — where my mum used
to work on the assembly lines — the jobs were tough,
boring and menial, but at least the workers got a pay
packet at the end of the day. As my late dad always
said: Broadmeadows is your toehold into the land of
opportunity. And so it has proved. But increasingly the
difficulty now is that the jobs are not there. This is the
crisis, and this is what has to be addressed. I want
Broadmeadows to be remembered for the rise of CSL
not the demise of Ford, but it cannot be done by
bystanders.
That is the issue we have with the Australian
government. It cannot avoid its duty and its
responsibility. There is a duty to be a participant, to
come and be a part of this, to get a coordinated strategy
and to do it regionally, which then becomes the
template that can be used in other areas. Ford closes
first in October next year, then Holden and Toyota fall
like dominoes, so why do we not actually just get
together? We have got everybody else coming to the
summit except the Australian government. I again call
on the Prime Minister to turn up and be a participant
and for us to do something for hope in this country.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — The Greens are
happy to support this bill for the development of
Infrastructure Victoria. I would like to congratulate the
government for establishing this body to oversee
infrastructure in a way that is independent and that also
has a long-term view for the development of this state. I
agree with a lot of the comments made by the member
for Broadmeadows declaring that our city is growing
very rapidly. It is putting real pressure on people all
across our state, and this is largely because we have not
dealt properly with planning and infrastructure. We are
at real risk of losing our title as the world’s most livable
city and losing the character of our city. We are also
significantly at risk of decreasing our quality of life if
we do not have proper infrastructure and planning
policies for the future.
Therefore I am pleased to note that the establishment of
Infrastructure Victoria will mean that our infrastructure
planning will be more independent of government,
because frankly infrastructure planning is too
fundamental to the lives of Victorians to be held
hostage to political skirmishes. Infrastructure should
never be used as a carrot to dangle around election time
to get ahead in marginal seats. Neither should it be
used, as we saw at the last election with the
irresponsible conduct of the coalition around the
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east–west toll road, as an expensive political ploy to
jam the opposition in the final days of a government
facing imminent electoral defeat.
With long-term planning we could make our state and
city truly world class. We could have 24-hour
world-class public transport systems like those in Hong
Kong and Berlin, which many Victorians have
experienced and wondered why our state cannot have
the same. We could have a fast train between our major
cities — we are the only continent apart from
Antarctica that does not have high-speed rail, and we
are worried that the penguins are going to beat us to it.
We could have an electricity grid that is powered
100 per cent by renewable energy. These things can be
a reality. Other countries, other cities and other states
have managed to do these things. It is not pie in the sky
thinking. They have done it because they have had a
long-term independent view of infrastructure. I am
hoping that Infrastructure Victoria will lead us down
that path as well.
I am also really pleased to see that the agency will
consider the triple bottom line, putting environmental
and social impacts on an equal footing with economic
objectives, because we know that infrastructure is not
just to create jobs and economic prosperity but is also
here to improve people’s lives, to get people to work, to
get people home and to make sure we all have a very
good quality of life — and that is what it should be here
for. Social and environmental objectives are absolutely
critical. However, I doubt that Infrastructure Victoria
will fully take the politics out of infrastructure planning.
I doubt it would have stopped the north–south pipeline
or the desalination plant. It still relies on the
government to accept the recommendations of the
experts, which we know the government in Victoria has
not been too good at doing of late. We do not think it
will look into whether we need the western distributor
or whether it is a good idea to sell our port. Hopefully it
will do these things in the way the government claims it
will, but I doubt it will fully take the politics out of it.
I doubt that we will ever have a truly independent
infrastructure planning system in this state while we
have governments that still take donations from and are
beholden to toll road companies, property developers
and fossil fuel companies, or until the federal
government stops playing politics with infrastructure
funding for the states. However, we can hope that
Infrastructure Victoria will at least increase the
transparency of infrastructure planning, by increasing
the transparency of what expert advice has been given
to ministers and by requiring ministers to explain why
they have disregarded that advice if they have done so.
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The opposition has put forward some amendments, and
we will look at those. The Greens may move some
amendments in the upper house. For example, we
would like to see a requirement for public consultation
in the development of the statement of objects for the
30-year infrastructure strategy. We would also like to
see increased transparency in the methodology used to
develop the strategy. We think the bill should provide
for the information and resources used in developing
the strategy to be publicly available so that the strategy
can be scrutinised and understood by the public. It is
important to bring the public with us and to increase
transparency.
It would be no surprise to members in this place that we
would like to see the bill embed reducing CO2 and
other greenhouse gas emissions in the core purpose of
Infrastructure Victoria. The reality of climate change is
that it will have a profound impact on our existing and
future infrastructure and will contribute to defining our
future infrastructure needs. Reducing emissions should
be embedded in Infrastructure Victoria and be taken
into account as a matter of course.
Ultimately, reducing emissions and protecting us from
the ravages of climate change should be front and
centre of all planning decisions in Victoria. It is not
only important for the environment but is also crucial to
maintaining our way of life. Infrastructure built from
now on, and really infrastructure that was built in the
past, should be sustainable and have zero emissions. In
the past many opportunities to do this have been lost,
and we cannot lose any more opportunities in the
future. We think this could be done by requiring
Infrastructure Victoria to consider emissions intensity
in the options under subclause 33(2)(d), but we are
happy to look at other options.
If the government is serious about tackling climate
change, as it purports to be, climate change and carbon
emissions need to be integrated into every aspect of
policy, especially infrastructure policy. The Greens are
also concerned about the potential conflict of interests
on the board and hope the government will appoint
truly independent directors and not those with, for
example, vested interests in toll road companies.
In conclusion the Greens think this is a good bill. We
think having an independent and long-term view of
infrastructure in this state is long overdue. Some of the
amendments we may move in the upper house could
make the bill even better in terms of transparency and
dealing with climate change, but we welcome this
opportunity to make infrastructure planning in Victoria
more effective, more future-focused and more about the
quality of life and long-term needs of all Victorians.
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Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is a great pleasure
to rise today to speak on the Infrastructure Victoria
Bill 2015. While I am on my feet I will give a word of
advice to opposition members, who might like to take a
leaf out of the book of the government after the
disgraceful display today in question time. Today we
saw opposition members rubbing their hands with glee
and attacking the Deputy Premier. This is a
person — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member may well have a point on her
mind, but this is not the debate to have this particular
discussion in. The debate before us is about the
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015, and under the forms
of the house the member on their feet should confine
their remarks to that bill.
Mr Noonan — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I have not heard the member complete her
point, which might be highly relevant to this debate,
which has been a very broad one to this point. I think
the member ought to be given an opportunity to at least
complete her point.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — Order!
I will let the member continue with her point. I will
give her some latitude but I would like her to come
back to the bill.
Ms THOMAS — The point I would like to make is
that it is the Deputy Premier who is leading the single
largest investment in education infrastructure in this
state, and he is doing a fine job. More than $20 million
is being spent in the Macedon electorate, an electorate
that was completely ignored by the coalition
government. This investment will not only provide
first-class education facilities in my electorate but will
also create jobs. That is what the Infrastructure Victoria
Bill is about — ensuring that here in Victoria we have a
steady pipeline of jobs. We are not just about building
for the sake of it; we are about building the
infrastructure that Victorians need and ensuring that
wherever we can we are creating quality job
opportunities associated with those infrastructure
projects.
Again I advise opposition members. I hope they have a
long time in opposition, and I expect they will.
However, if they want to give themselves any chance of
returning to the government benches sometime soon,
then rather than playing cheap politics with people’s
livelihoods — as we saw today, when the Leader of
The Nationals used job losses in his electorate to make
a cheap political point — they would do much better by
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spending their time doing the hard work that the people
on this side did when they were in opposition.
The people of Victoria need and deserve much better
than the way the opposition used question time today. It
was pathetic and a disgrace. Opposition members
should look at what Labor did in opposition. It is clear
that two full years out from the election Labor released
its plan for jobs and growth. Two full years out from
the election it announced that if elected, it would
establish Infrastructure Victoria. Perhaps it is a
coincidence, but from that time on as we continued
toward the 2014 election it could be seen that Labor
was very much ahead in the polls. That was because the
people of Victoria understood it is a party that even in
opposition will do the hard work — the policy work —
and will take the time to get the policy settings right so
that when we have the ‘great gift of government’
bestowed on us, as the Premier calls it, we are ready to
take action. That is what we are on about, and that is
what we are doing with this bill.
If we cast our minds back to November 2012, when the
Premier as the then Leader of the Opposition was busy
announcing Labor’s plan for jobs and growth, what was
the then government doing? What was Premier
Napthine doing?
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Secrecy in infrastructure planning only results in rushed
and botched decision-making without proper regard to
the costs and benefits of what taxpayers money is being
spent on.
If we want an illustration of this, we need look no
further than the debacle that was the east–west link.
Governments should be open and transparent. Projects
should be determined and delivered based on need, not
on the political imperatives of the government of the
day. But what did we see with the east–west link? We
saw the absolute opposite of that. All Victorians know
the consequences of poor infrastructure planning. The
previous coalition was determined to sign Victorians up
to the dud east–west link project, a project that no
Victorian voted for and which even Infrastructure
Australia said was not a priority. This project would
have cost $10.7 billion and lost 55 cents for every
wasted dollar of investment.
The Victorian people were not going to let that happen.
We saw that on election day when they voted in an
Andrews Labor government because they wanted good
government and they wanted to see that infrastructure
in this state was well planned and delivered above and
beyond the politics of the day. The east–west link was a
disaster from start to finish, and it took the election of a
Labor government to stop it.

An honourable member interjected.
Ms THOMAS — Sorry, Premier Baillieu —
remember Premier Baillieu? His infrastructure project,
as far as we could tell, was a drawing competition at
Flinders Street station. It was a competition that after a
lot of hype resulted in nothing.
An honourable member — What happened?
Ms THOMAS — What happened? Absolutely
nothing. That is in stark contrast to the Andrews Labor
government. I am so proud to be an elected
representative in the Andrews Labor government on
this side of the house. We are working assiduously
every day to ensure that we have, as I said, a pipeline of
jobs here in Victoria, and what better way to do that
than through the creation of Infrastructure Victoria?
As we know — indeed as the opposition well knows —
governments come and go. Let us hope that this
government stays for quite some time. We have a lot to
achieve, so it is important that we continue to get our
message out. However, our long-term infrastructure
priorities always remain, and our infrastructure priority
should never be determined by short-term politics at the
expense of proper planning and value for money.
Infrastructure priorities should never again be
developed behind closed doors to meet political needs.

Infrastructure Victoria will take the short-term politics
out of the planning of infrastructure, and of course this
is vitally important as our wonderful state continues to
grow. Here in Victoria we are victims of our own
success; we are an extremely popular destination for
people who are migrating from other states, who want
to live in the world’s most livable city and indeed who
come and join with me and others who are tree
changing in some of the beautiful peri-urban
communities that we have here in Victoria.
As I said, Infrastructure Victoria will put evidence and
transparency front and centre of the infrastructure
debate. It will consult widely and consider the needs of
the whole state, not just metropolitan Melbourne. It will
prioritise the projects that deliver results. It will drive
new jobs. Most importantly, it will help governments
plan for our future and make better decisions.
Infrastructure Victoria will be the most independent,
transparent, widely scoped and broadly engaging
infrastructure advisory body in Australia.
Members have already heard about the composition of
Infrastructure Victoria. I have no doubt whatsoever that
this is going to be a game changer here in Victoria in
terms of ensuring that we have the future infrastructure
needs of our great state mapped out, subject to
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community consultation. We will be able to get all of
Victoria on board and make sure that these projects are
well financed. On that note, I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise to join the
debate on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. At the
outset we should probably go for a little trip down
memory lane to talk about what the government is
actually putting Infrastructure Victoria together for. The
Minister for Roads and Road Safety in his most recent
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee appearance
said:
We will allow Infrastructure Victoria to put together a team to
look at Bay West but also continue the work in relation to the
Port of Hastings … we will continue to have an assessment
process undertaken by Infrastructure Victoria of both options.
… I think we really need a thorough and rigorous analysis by
Infrastructure Victoria … to actually get it right.

That was followed up by the Special Minister of State,
Gavin Jennings, who said in June:
… there is an undertaking by the incoming government that
any evaluation of the container port needs of Melbourne into
the future would be independently assessed by Infrastructure
Victoria …

The Delivering Victorian Infrastructure (Port of
Melbourne Lease Transaction) Bill 2015 came into this
house before the Infrastructure Victoria Bill did and has
certainly come here before Infrastructure Victoria has
been put together. Having really ditched any thought of
a second container port in this state, I do not know how
we are going to get Infrastructure Victoria looking at
something that has been comprehensively ruled out by
the government, as per the terms of the contract the
government is proposing for the lease of the port of
Melbourne.
Cesar Melhem, a member for Western Metropolitan
Region in the Council, said in February this year:
The business case for the West Gate distributor, for the whole
project, is currently being developed … Infrastructure
Victoria will be established to do exactly that.

We were told in question time right here that the
business case for the West Gate distributor is being
done as we speak and will be ready at some stage. I do
not know how Infrastructure Victoria is going to do
that.
May I go further? The Minister for Agriculture, Jaala
Pulford, said in June this year:
… we indicated that we would establish Projects Victoria and
Infrastructure Victoria. Victorians are well and truly sick and
tired of politicking on infrastructure projects …
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Let me talk about the 50 level crossing removals that
the government told us were going to be prioritised
by — guess who? — Infrastructure Victoria. But of
course in the last state budget the government put out
17 level crossing removals that were going to be done.
It is all out on the table already; the government has
already said which ones it is going to do first without
the need for Infrastructure Victoria. This bill, far from
being the Infrastructure Victoria Bill, really should be
called the Infrastructure Victoria (Why Bother?) Bill,
because the decisions around every major piece of
infrastructure — any piece of infrastructure — this
government is planning for this term have already been
set. There is no point in having Infrastructure Victoria.
The government might say Infrastructure Victoria is
going to put a 30-year plan together for infrastructure.
That is laudable; I do not have a problem with that. I do
have a problem with the member for Bundoora on the
one hand saying, ‘A 30-year infrastructure plan is a
fantastic thing for Victoria’ but on the other hand
saying, ‘The former coalition government put up
infrastructure projects that were not going to be ready
for a generation. That is a bad thing’. How long is a
generation? It is about 25 to 30 years. I think we are
pretty much on the same page as far as putting an
infrastructure plan together and putting it up to the
Victorian people goes.
As has been said by members on this side, we are not
opposing the bill per se. We are not opposing the need
for an independent body to talk about infrastructure
projects. In fact the previous Bracks and Brumby
governments did exactly that with Sir Rod Eddington.
Again I will reiterate what the member for Malvern
said. I have members on the opposite side saying, ‘The
east–west link is a dud project’, but it is the same
project that was recommended by Sir Rod Eddington
and that Brumby embraced as part of his $38 billion
plan. So how can it be a dud project a couple of years
ago but not a dud project a couple of years before that?
It is the same project.
I will also highlight some of the things the member for
Malvern said with regard to the appointment of the
directors. It makes no sense at all to have three
members who are departmental secretaries. I reiterate
what he said about being a minister, in that he was
extremely well served by the Victorian public service.
Victorian public servants are good, smart people. I
think you have to be a minister before you understand
the level of expertise there is in government
departments and certainly in the Victorian public
service. However, the public service is beholden to the
government of the day. Public servants are not going to
walk into the Premier’s office or the Treasurer’s office
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and say, ‘Hey, the east–west link is a great idea’, just
like Sir Rod Eddington and former Premier Brumby
said. They are not going to do that, because they are
duty bound to uphold the policy direction of the
government of the day.

of departmental time and money for another year
working out which one we want — were slated to be
looked at by Infrastructure Victoria, but the decisions
by the government as to what it is going to do with
those projects have already been made.

Much has also been made of the anticipated
appointment of Infrastructure Victoria’s inaugural
chair, Elana Rubin. I quote from an article published in
the Australian Financial Review of 11 June:

I also think we need some sort of reassurance that the
government departments and agencies — which, as I
said, are staffed with excellent people — are not going
to be duplicating work done by Infrastructure Victoria.
I wonder whether we already had a government agency
to talk about linking Melbourne with regard to
transportation needs! The Linking Melbourne Authority
was a fantastic agency. The current Treasurer said it
was a great organisation when he was Minister for
Roads and Ports. The Minister for Roads and Road
Safety said last December that the government would
be keeping the body. The Treasurer came out shortly
afterwards and said the government was scrapping the
body but that everyone would get a job. Shortly after
that we were told that many were not getting a job.

The establishment of Infrastructure Victoria will be
rubberstamped by Daniel Andrews’ cabinet … Nothing
remarkable about that …
But what has Tim Pallas’ Treasury and senior figures in the
sector gobsmacked is the Premier’s intention to appoint
company director Elana Rubin as IV’s inaugural chair.
Rubin is also a director of Transurban Queensland. And it
was Transurban that saved Andrews from his own east–west
link mess by suddenly and selflessly proposing an alternative
project …

The article goes on to say:
How breathtakingly amateur of the Premier’s office, then, to
think a senior Transurban figure could helm the state’s
‘independent body’ on planning and development! Next the
CFMEU will be blockading the CBD. Oh, hang on …

This shows that the so-called independent appointments
to Infrastructure Victoria are going to be of either
people who are wedded to the government’s direction
on infrastructure policy or people who have a vested
interest in making sure that certain projects get up.
Regarding those certain projects that Transurban is
proposing, I turn my attention to the one roads project
that the government came to office on: the
half-billion-dollar off-ramp, the western distributor.
Last term it was a really bad thing not to have business
cases for infrastructure; now it is apparently not such a
bad thing not to have a business case. Apparently this
business case is ongoing in conjunction with another
project that will have a financial cost for Victorians
who do not even travel on the western distributor. The
contract will be extended for another 10 or 15 years and
be in operation long after the proposed western
distributor is redundant. In fact Transurban told us itself
that in very short order — 10 to 15 years time — the
western distributor will be clogged and will need to
have something very similar to the east–west link
effectively bolted around it to make it operate properly.
Of course all these projects, whether it be the
prioritisation of the level crossing removals, the Metro
rail project, the West Gate distributor-western
distributor — we are not really sure which one we are
doing, but we are just going to continue to expend a lot

We are now debating a new organisation — a new
body, a new bureaucracy — in Infrastructure Victoria,
which should probably have the very people who
worked in the Linking Melbourne Authority, people
who have experience. We have now lost that corporate
expertise because the government has not planned
properly and also because the Premier had an agenda to
get rid of anyone who had the slightest positive thing to
say about east–west link. Those people were scrapped
immediately. The body was scrapped and anyone who
wanted to say a positive thing about east–west link was
kicked out. That reiterates the point that anyone in
Infrastructure Victoria who thinks that Sir Rod
Eddington’s idea of an east–west link is good will be
given very short shrift, because they will be turfed out
of their position as quickly as can be.
With that, I have to say that I support the concept of the
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015 and the concept of
independent advice in setting an infrastructure agenda.
Those opposite will talk about taking the politicking out
of infrastructure. The fact is that many of the level
crossing removal projects are in marginal seats and are
not prioritised by VicRoads in the same manner as the
government is prioritising them. Scrapping the
east–west link was nothing but politics. A West Gate
distributor that is now on, maybe off, now on, now not
really sure is also very much a piece of infrastructure
driven by politics. I have some faith that Infrastructure
Victoria will give good advice, but I have no faith at all
that a Labor government will be true to the
recommendations being put to it by Infrastructure
Victoria. I very much support the amendments put
forward by the member for Malvern. They are good
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amendments that put transparency around a
government that came to office proclaiming it would be
transparent. Those amendments will improve a fairly
facile bill.

global trend is for levels of concentration around very
small areas. We need to make sure we have good
transport linkages so that people can participate in the
economic growth story.

Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join this debate on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015.
I took exception to a comment made by the member for
Melbourne early in her contribution when she said that
we could become a world-class city. Those on this side
of the house, and I would hazard a guess those
opposite, would say we already are a world-class city.
We are a great city, and we are a great state. One of our
great strengths has been population growth.
Melbourne’s population has grown by between 1000
and 1500 people a week for the best part of 15 years.
That level of population growth has been one of the key
economic drivers of our prosperity.

One of the great success stories of the previous Labor
government is the regional rail link. At the moment a
train travels from Geelong to Melbourne every
10 minutes in the peak hours. People are commuting
from Geelong to Melbourne, participating in the
economic growth story, working hard and then
exporting that wealth back to their communities. That is
really important, and it is why we must make sure we
continue to have very good transport infrastructure
projects. If we do not, Melbourne will grow at a greater
and greater rate but people will be excluded from
participating. PwC talked about what is called a travel
budget, which is about 45 minutes. If people can travel
to work within 45 minutes, they will do so. Once you
extend that beyond 45 minutes, it starts to get harder.
This bill is important because we need the right projects
to ensure that people can participate in the economic
growth story.

Recently Rob Tyson from PricewaterhouseCoopers
(PwC) produced a report called Understanding the
Economy from the Ground Up. PwC found that one in
three locations in Australia has contracted economically
over the last 14 years. In terms of Victoria, one in four
has contracted. I made a point of sitting down and
speaking with Rob to try to understand why Melbourne
has gone so well.
He was saying that there have only been three areas of
growth in Australia in the last 14 years — that is, the
Melbourne CBD, the Sydney CBD and the Pilbara. I
sat down with Rob and said, ‘Explain to me why
Melbourne has grown’. Part of it has been a
displacement of economic activity from the fringes of
Melbourne and from regional centres to Melbourne, so
we have had a degree of clustering, and some of it has
been as a consequence of organic growth. For example,
if you have 1000 people in a workplace, they will be far
more efficient than if you have 100 people in
10 different locations. The clustering, the population
growth, creates an enormous degree of economic
activity.
Why is that relevant to the bill? If you look at a
postcode as a nation, and if we say that postcodes 3000,
3004 and 3006 are individual sovereign nations, what
you would see in Victoria would be two or three
mega-wealthy nations and everyone else living in
poverty and destitution. Therefore you need to make
sure that you have people in the suburbs and in the
regions who are able to come into the CBD quickly and
easily to participate in the economic growth and then
repatriate the funds back to their communities. The
member for Broadmeadows talked earlier about
creating jobs in Broadmeadows. I am not sure that is
likely to occur longer term because increasingly the

Another benefit of the bill is that it will create a pipeline
of projects and a deal flow. This is important because
we will be able to attract our best and brightest to bid
on new projects. You want good people working on
bids to find ways to come up with innovative solutions.
The bill refers to funding options being considered as
part of the process. In a recently published book by Dag
Detter and Stefan Fölster, The Public Wealth of
Nations — How Management of Public Assets Can
Boost or Bust Economic Growth, the authors talk about
the fact that much government wealth is not being
effectively harnessed and utilised. On page 51 they
refer to the fact that Australia has non-financial assets
worth about 150 per cent of gross domestic product
(GDP). I checked with the parliamentary library, and
the most up-to-date GDP figure for Victoria for the
2013–14 financial year is $350 billion. At 150 per cent
of $350 billion, Victoria has about $475 billion worth
of public non-financial assets. Of course some belong
to the federal government, like the land at Point Nepean
or defence land, and some belong to local government,
but for argument’s sake let us say that there is an even
split between federal, state and local governments. I
estimate that the state government is sitting on about
$158 billion worth of non-financial assets, which are
not being properly managed and utilised.
Why is that important? If we could start harnessing and
utilising these assets more effectively — let us say we
only got a 1 per cent return — that would be
$1.58 billion per year being returned to the taxpayers of

INFRASTRUCTURE VICTORIA BILL 2015
Tuesday, 4 August 2015

ASSEMBLY

Victoria. What Messrs Detter and Fölster talk about is,
in the case of Victoria, the creation of a regional wealth
fund. You would strip out a whole range of assets that
are owned by the state government, and they would be
effectively harnessed, utilised and managed by
professional external advisers. This happens in a
number of Nordic countries, and it might be that the
fund could be listed on the stock exchange.
We do not necessarily have a clear understanding of the
assets we own. I have recently been at the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings, and I am
pleased to see that the deputy chair of that committee is
in the chamber. Sometimes you have a blue and you
fight over $100 000 here and $100 000 there;
meanwhile, back at the ranch, we could be sitting on
$150 billion worth of assets that we do not know about.
We do not know whether they are being properly
utilised or whether we are getting proper returns. We
need to have some transparency about what we own.
We need to focus on a single objective, which is wealth
maximisation, and we need to have political
independence. We need an independent board with
external advisers appointed to manage the assets
effectively, which would return to the state government
of Victoria a dividend probably every six months or
every year. If we could do that, we would be far more
efficient.
I am reminded of a quote from Deng Xiaoping, who
said that it does not matter if a cat is black or white as
long as it catches the mice. Frankly, it does not really
matter whether the assets are owned by the public,
whether they are managed by external advisers or
whether they are privatised. What matters is that they
are effectively managed and properly utilised so we are
in a position to maximise them and run our public
services more efficiently. That is what we should be
focusing on. We can have the argument about raising
the GST, but I am quite attracted to what the Grattan
Institute said recently in terms of property taxes. It said
that if you had a broad-based property tax levied on
properties on an annual basis, then for a $556 000 home
you could raise $556 per residence, meaning you could
look at raising $7 billion a year in taxation receipts
nationally. That is good and worthy of discussion. It is
important that we look at what we have currently and
how we can use it more effectively.
I want to take up a couple of points that were raised
earlier. The Leader of The Nationals raised some
concerns about the desalination plant. That is
interesting, because not one dollar of public money was
wasted on that, although the private sector investors
took a bath on it — and that is well known. Sometimes
I look at the desalination plant and it reminds me of
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Federation Square. At the time it was built, the square
was a bit of a joke. Michael Malouf told me that one of
his proudest achievements as the CEO of the City of
Melbourne was extracting from the then premier, Jeff
Kennett, a promise that the City of Melbourne would
put in only a very small amount of money and that the
state government would have to foot the extra amount.
Federation Square was over budget and it was late, but
look at it now. It is a fantastic asset. In time that is the
way the desalination plant will be looked at.
We have to keep growing the state. We have to
embrace diversity, and we need to increase our
population to compensate for the fact that the baby
boomers are leaving the workforce and we are going to
have a large hospital and aged-care bill. We need to
recognise that projects like the desalination plant are
important and will be recognised as being important
because they will ensure that we can sustain population
growth. This is an important bill that is worthy of our
support.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Before I begin my
contribution on the bill I would like to comment on a
point made by the member for Essendon, when he
compared the desalination plant to Federation Square. I
think the desalination plant cost 100 times more than
Federation Square, which is probably the no. 1 tourist
attraction in Victoria. I do not think there are very many
people wandering down to look at the desalination
plant, and I do not think it is adding any dollars to the
Victorian economy. Perhaps when the member makes
those sorts of comparisons he should pick his mark a bit
better.
The opposition has put forward amendments to the bill,
which I agree with. We do not have any major problem
with the concept of Infrastructure Victoria. We hear
members opposite talk about what it is going to do,
how it is going to work and the grand vision, but when
we read the legislation there is not a lot that fills in the
minutiae or answers the sorts of very basic questions
that people are asking about when, how and what rather
than just giving some vague statements.
This is a major body and a very important piece of
legislation; it is the most important piece of legislation
this week and one of the biggest things the government
and this Parliament is tackling. When you have
something of such importance and such far-reaching
consequences for Victoria, it is important that the detail
be there so that we can have an informed debate. It is
very important that the processes of Infrastructure
Victoria are transparent, truly independent and truly
skills based. If the body being implemented has those
three attributes, it will be very worthwhile for the future
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of Victoria — its economy, jobs and social structure.
That independence, expertise and transparency are very
important. Our amendments go a long way towards
helping to address the issues that have been found
wanting in this bill.
I was expecting this bill to be the first bill before this
Parliament and to have been introduced before
Christmas, because so many of the major decisions on
infrastructure projects that the new government was
going to implement were going to be reliant on the
independent, expert information from this body. But
most of the major built infrastructure projects have
already been announced by this government, and some
money for them is in this year’s budget, so it is sort of
the other way around.
There are a range of projects that are not going to go
through the filter of Infrastructure Victoria. The major
one is the port of Melbourne. That project represents
one of the positions of the current government when it
was in opposition. There were a number of positions on
the future of the ports in Victoria. Many members
opposite, now ministers, were very much in favour of
Hastings. Then they all jumped off the Hastings
bandwagon because when the coalition was in
government it was pushing for it and starting to fund it.
The then opposition had to go the opposite way and
thought of Bay West, so that is what was being pushed
by government members when they were in opposition.
Then they realised that perhaps they had overreached
with that proposal in terms of the cost and the
practicality of Bay West, so they said, ‘No, no, this is a
very important thing that Infrastructure Victoria will
look at. It will look at whether Bay West or Hastings
should be the site of the next port’.
When Labor came into government, Bay West and
Hastings were gone. Members opposite have come in
and made the decision of another 70 years in the current
port of Melbourne, and then Infrastructure Victoria has
come along. It is all over the place. It raises the
question, ‘Why?’. I think there are some pretty obvious
reasons why the government did not want Infrastructure
Victoria to look at the future of port facilities here in
Victoria.
The government has realised it needs a fair bit of
money because it has grossly underestimated the cost of
its level crossing removal program and it needs it
quickly because it wants to start these projects.
Therefore the lease of the port of Melbourne has been
brought forward and has not been subject to the sort of
scrutiny that Infrastructure Victoria should have carried
out, not only in terms of the current port but also future

Tuesday, 4 August 2015

port facilities in Victoria. Where is the best place for the
next port? That has not gone through that filter at all.
There are a lot of basic and important issues a body
such as Infrastructure Victoria would have looked at in
considering the future of port facilities in Victoria. For
example, it would have had to look at the projections
for when the port of Melbourne will reach capacity.
Most of the ministers opposite have put forward dates
in previous debates — whether it was about the port of
Hastings, Bay West or the early thoughts about
Infrastructure Victoria — ranging from 2025 to 2045,
the latest figure, for when the port of Melbourne would
reach capacity and would have to be replaced, or
another port would have to be established.
That is a basic and complex question. What do we
mean by ‘at capacity’? How could we eke some further
years out of the capacity of the current port? What is the
cost of and what are the time estimates for establishing
another port? You need experts to work that out. As I
said, estimates ranged from 2025 to 2045. But all of a
sudden — boom! — we find out that the port of
Melbourne is going to be leased and that it will be fine
for another 70 years, until 2085. That is another
40 years from the worst estimate in terms of when the
port of Melbourne would reach capacity. It is a basic
question that I would have thought Infrastructure
Victoria should be working on.
That is just one aspect: how long has the current port
got? Then we need to look at questions like: what is the
true cost of Bay West? What are the advantages of it?
What sort of maintenance needs to be carried out on it?
What sort of dredging needs to be done? How long will
the breakwater and the wharf be? What will be that
cost? Then there would need to be a business analysis
and a cost comparison with another site such as
Hastings. None of that work has been done by this
government. I would have thought that Infrastructure
Victoria could do that work, but it will not.
As I said, the main reason for this lease is that the
money is needed. The projected money from the
proceeds of the lease of the port of Melbourne are
sorely needed to fund the level crossing removal
projects, and it has therefore escaped the filter of
Infrastructure Victoria. That is a major disappointment.
If you want to establish a body like this and you want it
to have real credibility, it should be given the big jobs
that are going to make a massive difference to the
future of this state.
As I said earlier, most of the major infrastructure
projects for the foreseeable future, those that are going
to take up the bulk of the state’s budget for years to

INFRASTRUCTURE VICTORIA BILL 2015
Tuesday, 4 August 2015

ASSEMBLY

come, have already been decided and by the end of this
term of government they will be well underway
structurally or in planning and there will be no turning
back. There is no way known that Infrastructure
Victoria is going to say, ‘Hang on, you’d better stop the
western distributor. Hang on, you’d better stop the
Melbourne Metro. Hang on, you’d better stop the sale
of the port’. It is going to be too late because the project
is going to be underway.
I think this is a golden opportunity missed, and I am
rather cynical about the timing of this bill. As I said, I
would have thought it would have been one of the first
things the government would have brought in, even
before Christmas. Hopefully the amendments will be
adopted by the government. I think they make a better
case for the transparency, expertise and independence
of Infrastructure Victoria so that the work it does in the
future will make a real difference to the economic and
social lives of all Victorians.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — After hearing
some of the contributions from those opposite I find it
so sad that the opposition continues to flog the dead
horse of the east–west link. After eight months in
opposition, those opposite are still carrying on as if they
had not lost the election. They continue to disbelieve
what the Victorian people clearly articulated in
November. Surely by now they would recognise that
sound infrastructure investment requires the following
of due process, including transparent cost benefit
analyses, the weighing up of alternative investment
proposals and choosing projects that provide the
greatest net benefit to taxpayers. Obviously the former
Liberal government, helped along by the federal Liberal
Abbott government, failed on all counts with the
east–west link and was rightly held to account by the
electorate.
The Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015 again fulfils
another election promise of the Andrews Labor
government. We announced that we would introduce
Infrastructure Victoria and Projects Victoria well and
truly prior to the state election, and we are fulfilling that
promise. I think there is a clear indication from the
people of my electorate that they do not and have not
wanted the Liberals and The Nationals to be in charge
of Victoria and especially not to be in charge of future
infrastructure in this state. It has got to the point where
The Nationals are just a laughing stock across regional
Victoria; they are so engrossed in navel-gazing and
debating their name. Should they be the Country
Nationals or the National Country Party? Nothing about
changing their name is going to make a difference to
the regard in which they are held, which is very little, in
my electorate.
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The reality is that they have no credibility because
without missing a beat they have fallen in behind their
Liberal bosses. Like them they have not supported a
pipeline of infrastructure in regional Victoria, and
neither have they supported what the Andrews Labor
government is clearly getting on with — that is, putting
in place not just Infrastructure Victoria but what goes
behind that, which is a pipeline of infrastructure in
regional Victoria that will grow jobs and investment in
our state and benefit the people in my regional
community.
This bill fulfils an election commitment. Infrastructure
Victoria will identify Victoria’s current and future
needs and priorities relating to state and nationally
significant infrastructure. This is not just about any
infrastructure; it also includes social infrastructure. The
importance of this in regional Victoria cannot be
emphasised enough. We know there is a shortage of
housing and we know that schools need investment.
That is what we are getting on with. We are investing in
schools in regional Victoria. But there is a great deal of
investment in regional social infrastructure that could
happen to benefit those most in need in regional
Victoria. I think that the establishment of Infrastructure
Victoria alone will say that it does not matter what
postcode you come from, that if you have a need and it
is an identified need, then that is where the investment
will be made. That is an important point to make.
Infrastructure Victoria will also develop infrastructure
priority lists that prioritise Victoria’s infrastructure
needs. It will evaluate proposals for enhancements to
state significant infrastructure, provide advice to
government on impediments to infrastructure delivery,
develop and publish research on the economic and
social benefits of particular projects, provide advice to
government on appropriate funding and financing
models for infrastructure investment or any
impediments to infrastructure delivery, and coordinate
infrastructure funding submissions from the state and
its agencies to the Australian government and other
bodies.
What we know is that other jurisdictions have already
gone down the path of putting in place bodies such as
Infrastructure Victoria, so this is already a
well-established process in other states. Victoria is now
just getting on board by having an independent body
that will be transparent and have oversight over these
projects.
On a separate note, which is kind of related to this bill
but is a little bit separate, I was very pleased to note
yesterday that the Premier met for the first time with his
jobs and investment panel. It is not part of
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Infrastructure Victoria but it is still an important panel. I
was very pleased to see that Margot Spalding, who is
the director of Jimmy Possum in Bendigo, will be part
of the Premier’s jobs and investment panel. I am really
pleased that the editorial in today’s Bendigo Advertiser
also acknowledges that. It says:
News that a Bendigo business leader has been chosen to help
drive a statewide program to build jobs and encourage
innovation is good news for the region.
For more than 20 years Margot Spalding has been a leader in
business, designing and manufacturing furniture here in
Bendigo that is now sold globally.
…
They started with minimal capital but had a plan and a vision
to build a furniture-making business that would sustain their
family of seven children and their community.

The editorial also goes on to say that Margot will be
joining 11 other business leaders on the Premier’s Jobs
and Investment Panel. That it is not only good for
Margot Spalding, her family and her business but also
for regional businesses in general. This is an
opportunity for people like Margot to provide strategic
advice to the Premier on driving economic growth and
creating high-skill, high-wage jobs in Victoria. I am
sure it is not a task that will be undertaken lightly by
Margot, and I wish her well in that endeavour.
On another note, one which is actually not about
Infrastructure Victoria either but which goes to the
point of infrastructure, I refer to the announcement over
the weekend by the Premier and the Minister for
Agriculture about the Labor government’s $200 million
Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund to drive
economic growth, create jobs, boost exports and
support Victorian farmers from paddock to port. That is
about vision; that is about making sure that our regional
communities, our regional farmers and those who are
out there doing it tough in the community have the
support of a government that cares about agriculture
and country Victoria, unlike The Nationals.
Obviously the principal benefits of this fund include
improvements to things like water security, more
efficient movement of agriculture output to market,
building innovation, enhanced business capability to
manage volatility and risk, and improved connectivity
within the supply chains and within markets. I am very
excited about this fund, and I hope the opposition does
not put any further impediments in front of the sale of
the port of Melbourne so that this can go ahead and the
people who will benefit from this fund are not
disadvantaged simply because of the political
motivation of those opposite.
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On a final note, I would like to point out that in my
electorate of Bendigo West we are getting on with a
program of infrastructure. Most notably, I would like to
point to the Bendigo metro rail. I have had the pleasure
of being the chair of the task force for that project. We
are about to give our recommendations to the minister.
This is about improving public transport across
Bendigo and interconnecting outlying areas like
Epsom, Eaglehawk and Kangaroo Flat with Bendigo.
This is an exciting project and one that the Bendigo
community has taken on board. It is also about giving
people an opportunity to have a say on what their
infrastructure needs are, and that is exactly what the
task force has been doing.
I would also like to point to the very large investment
that the Andrews Labor government has made in
education across regional Victoria. In my electorate,
that includes investment to make sure that Castlemaine
Secondary College is built in full as soon as possible
along with investment for a new school at Kalianna,
which I am extremely excited about.
There has been a lot of talk today from those opposite
about how Infrastructure Victoria will not take the
politics out of planning infrastructure. In response, I
would like to say this: when you think about the
east–west link and the way the former Liberal
government proceeded with that despite the
overwhelming objections of the people, that was
politics pure and simple. Infrastructure Victoria will be
an independent body, it will be transparent and it will
provide a future direction for Victoria and its
infrastructure needs. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — It is a
pleasure to speak on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill
2015 and what I think is a noble attempt by the
government to lay out a plan for infrastructure over the
next 30 years. I will go into more detail in a moment as
to why I am sceptical of its ability to do that, but this is
nonetheless a noble attempt to plan infrastructure over a
30-year time frame. A criticism often made of
politicians is that we only are interested in the next
political cycle. The intention to set out the state’s needs
for the long term and have a plan to follow is, in
principle, a good one, and that is why the opposition is
not opposing this bill.
As the member for Nepean said a moment ago, it is
good to have experts involved in planning — people
who understand the needs of a growing community and
the needs of business and the economy. We need those
experts to plan for what we will need in the future.
Those experts need to have a wide variety of
experience, and there needs to be at least one person on
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the board of Infrastructure Victoria who has wide
private sector experience in the planning of
infrastructure. Whether it is hard, soft or social
infrastructure, it is important that the private sector is
there and that this does not become another
bureaucratic quango that chews up state resources
without delivering what we need for the next 30 or
40 years.
As I said, I am sceptical as to whether Labor can deliver
on a long-term plan, given its form. It has only taken
eight months for Labor to demonstrate that form. The
member for Nepean highlighted that the long-term plan
eight months ago was that the second port would be at
Bay West. Labor was going to develop Bay West. It
made a promise to the people of Geelong: jobs, jobs
and more jobs. That was what the Premier said when he
was opposition leader: ‘We are going to build Bay
West’. He held out the carrot to the people of Geelong
and the western parts of Melbourne and said, ‘This is
going to be great for you’. What do we find? ‘We are in
government now. Our political priorities have changed.
We need to raise money from the port of Melbourne
lease. Sorry, but Bay West is off the agenda now. We
are going to create a monopoly’. So Bay West has
gone.
The port lease itself is a fundamental change from what
the government said it would do while in opposition. It
was all about Bay West, and it was all about how the
port of Melbourne would be full in a number of
decades. We have seen with the legislation that is in the
other place at the moment that that has changed
dramatically, because Labor is looking for the billions
of dollars to fund its otherwise unfunded promises,
particularly in relation to level crossings. As a result,
we have ended up with an absolute dud deal that will
not be good for Victoria, and it certainly will not be
good for country Victoria. Labor knows that, and we
have seen that.
This is where the form comes in again. Labor
understands it is a dud deal. That is why — and again
with no strategy in place and no long-term vision — it
has come out in the last few days with this alleged
$200 million agriculture infrastructure fund. This was
made up along the way. The member for Bendigo West
talked about it being a visionary project. It is a
visionary project that was concocted in some
ministerial office in the last couple of weeks to try to
get the Victorian Farmers Federation on board. That is
what it is.
It is frightening that the Labor Party thinks it can create
a fund and say, ‘We are going to deliver all this stuff. It
is really important. We have this great vision for
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agriculture and regional Victoria. We are going to
deliver this fund for you, provided the legislation passes
the Parliament’. The government already knows it
cannot get the legislation through the upper house, so
this is a false promise. This is a carrot, this is 30 pieces
of silver to try to get some of its biggest stakeholders
across the line. The bad news for the Labor Party is that
it might get some of it but it will not get all of it. Most
people understand that this is a dud deal. The
$200 million agriculture fund would be wonderful if the
Labor Party were actually committed to it and if the
Labor Party actually said, ‘We think this is important,
and we are going to do it’, but it has got form.
The Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water was in my electorate yesterday, turning the sod
on phase 1A of the Macalister irrigation district (MID).
She gladly spoke about it during question time today,
describing it as a wonderful project. However, this is
money that was delivered by the member for Murray
Plains when he was the Minister for Water. It is money
that the former coalition government delivered on this
project. The minister failed to deliver on phase 1B of
the project in the 2015–16 budget, but the government
is saying, ‘It’s all right. We’re going to have this
$200 million fund. We could probably fund the MID
out of this fund, but you have got to let the port sale go
through’. I am sorry, but the people of Gippsland are
not that silly. If Labor were serious about these projects,
it would acknowledge that the MID 2030 project is a
good project and should be funded, irrespective of the
port sale, which is totally irrelevant.
I will continue talking about the con job the Labor Party
is perpetrating with this infrastructure fund. On Sunday
it was announced that the $200 million would be a
wonderful thing for regional Victoria, but then on
Monday the Minister for Roads and Road Safety was in
Lara saying that this fund could be used to upgrade the
freeway between Geelong and Melbourne. So we have
$200 million for agriculture and country Victoria, but
we are going to spend it in Melbourne on a freeway.
This agriculture money will be funding roads — it is
going to be funding a freeway.
This is not the first time we have seen this from the
government; the Labor Party has form on this. We have
seen it with the Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund,
which is funding a whole lot of projects across the state
that should be funded by other portfolios. There is a
dental centre in the Latrobe Valley that should be
funded by the health portfolio, there are sports facilities
that should be funded from the sports budget and there
are tourism attractions that should be funded from the
tourism budget. Now Labor is trying to pull a con on
the people of country Victoria by saying that it is doing
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all these wonderful things, but all these things will
come at the expense of departmental funds that should
be paying for them in the first place.
The infrastructure needs of my electorate of Gippsland
South are all about roads. Roads are the no. 1 issue, and
probably the no. 2 and no. 3 issues as well. The Labor
Party might understand this if it had bothered to turn up
for the Gippsland South by-election, but it did not even
put up a candidate. Roads are the important thing. We
know the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
understands this, because when he was in opposition he
said that if we did not provide more funding for the
roads in South Gippsland, it would kill the economy.
But what has he done in government now that he is in
charge and has hold of the purse strings? He has cut the
roads budget by 10 per cent and he has cut the
$160 million country roads and bridges program, which
was giving the South Gippsland and Wellington shires
$1 million per annum to upgrade roads and bridges.
That money has gone completely.
The Minister for Roads and Road Safety made another
big promise when he said that too little funding for
roads would kill the economy: he said that Labor would
deliver $1 billion over eight years for rural and regional
roads and bridges — though his $1 billion over eight
years was in itself a cut of about $300 million
compared to the coalition government’s funding,
depending on which way you cut it.
When the budget came out this year we looked for the
$1 billion that was supposed to be there and for the
money for roads in the suburbs represented by
members opposite as well, but we could not find it.
Luckily I am on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, so I was able to ask the minister himself if
he could point me to the page on which the $1 billion
for country roads was, but he could not do it. I asked
him once, and he said that the money was in the budget
and that the government would be spending it. I asked
him a second time if he could point me to the page
detailing the $1 billion, but it was not there.
It is a phantom, another infrastructure con job
perpetrated by the Labor Party and yet another example
of it failing the most important test. The most crucial
infrastructure for my electorate of Gippsland South is
roads. Roads are crucial links for our economy, for
residents and for tourism. My electorate’s two biggest
industries are agriculture and tourism, but Labor is
failing on its commitments to deliver the necessary
roads funding to support either of them.
I have a lot of scepticism when it comes to this piece of
legislation. I think it is noble that the Labor Party is
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putting up a plan, but it has form over the last eight
months that shows that it is incapable of sticking to a
plan, so I look forward to seeing how it goes in setting
out and sticking to a 30-year plan. The coalition will not
be opposing this bill, but the bill needs to be amended
to improve it, and I look forward to that debate
happening later. I am sceptical about whether Labor can
deliver the long-term infrastructure needs of this state
and particularly the long-term needs of country
Victoria.
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — I am very pleased to
have the opportunity to stand and speak in the debate
on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. This bill shows
the importance the Andrews government places on
delivering all of its election commitments, including the
establishment of Infrastructure Victoria. The bill also
shows the Andrews government’s resolve to make
transparency, rigour and expert advice central to
Victoria’s infrastructure planning.
We on this side of the house recognise that the
long-term interests of Victoria cannot be delivered by
short-term thinking. We need to make sure that we are
planning in the long term for Victoria’s education,
transport, health and other important infrastructure
needs. As our population grows, our demand for new
infrastructure will also grow. Plans for this
infrastructure will need to be based on expert advice
and include the opportunity for community input,
which is what this bill reflects.
Infrastructure Victoria is about long-term planning. It is
about getting the planning right for Victoria and
keeping a constant pipeline of infrastructure work
flowing, which is good for our economy and good for
jobs. Wherever I go in my electorate, people always
talk to me about the importance of a pipeline of work.
They tell me how important the flow of work is at
Alstom and at SEM, where we have made great
commitments to build train carriages and fire trucks.
Both of those commitments are critically important
because both are about jobs in my electorate and about
what we need to keep our communities safe and keep
people moving.
Also in my electorate is the development of the railway
precinct. That is not only about jobs, it is also about
social infrastructure. It is about opening up a central
part of our city to allow people to move freely and
safely through it. It is also about providing incentives to
and the confidence for businesses to invest in my town.
All of those things are really important.
The Eureka precinct is not just about bringing AFL to
Ballarat, although that is important and will be a great
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thing that brings money into the economy. It is also
about supporting local community sporting groups, like
the Lakers, the netball, the cricket, the athletics and the
basketball. It is about all of the things that bring our
community together and get them outside participating,
communicating and living their lives in a very healthy
way. This is very important social infrastructure.
Everyone in this house knows that the Andrews
government is committed to building infrastructure and
that we are getting on with the job. What we do not
want to see is any future government put on the brakes,
as previous Liberal governments have done. This bill
provides a structure for Victoria’s future infrastructure
planning through the establishment of Infrastructure
Victoria, and it will be rigorous. In determining those
priorities it will rely upon evidence and will help
governments by providing independent advice on our
state’s infrastructure needs.
It is of particular importance that Infrastructure Victoria
will look to the needs of the whole of Victoria. This
Andrews Labor government knows that regional
Victoria matters, that regional Victoria is important and
that regional Victoria is valued. Labor has never
considered regional Victoria to be the toenails of the
state. Victoria’s infrastructure needs are not just limited
to transport; we also need to be building schools,
building hospitals and all those other important
infrastructure needs for our population. I am sure that
all members are relieved, after years of cuts by the
former Liberal government, that the Andrews
government is investing in school infrastructure. In my
own electorate I can point to $2 million of funding for
Delacombe Primary School, a great school, and
$6 million for Ballarat Secondary College, $3 million
of which is to be spent on the Wendouree campus as
the school transitions to becoming a school that will go
from years 7 to 12, not just to year 10. I wish the school
the best success in doing that, and I am sure it will be
successful because the teachers, the students and the
parents are so committed to that process.
It is important that this government is getting to work
building schools after a time during which school
capital budgets were slashed; however, we also need to
be looking forward not just to repair the damage that
has been done by the former government’s decisions
but also to the infrastructure that we will need for the
future. This is as true in education as it is in transport,
health and all sectors of our economic and social life in
this state. This is exactly what Infrastructure Victoria
will do. Infrastructure Victoria will produce 30-year
strategies for Victoria’s infrastructure needs, and those
strategies will be periodically updated. We have to
recognise that our infrastructure needs and priorities
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will change. We have to be flexible about that, and the
updating of the strategy will occur every three to five
years. Draft strategies will be put out for public
comment, because it is particularly important that
Victorians have a say and that public comment should
happen before the strategy is released.
That strategy will be released by Infrastructure Victoria
and will not require the government’s okay. This will
ensure a kind of long-term planning that is blind to
electoral cycles, and it is the sort of long-term planning
that Victoria needs. Governments will need to respond
to Infrastructure Victoria’s strategy with a five-year
infrastructure plan that will outline commitments and
funding. The infrastructure plan will be audited by
Infrastructure Victoria and reported to the Victorian
public, providing a further level of transparency and
openness to the development of infrastructure in our
state. When governments are making decisions,
Infrastructure Victoria will assess business cases so the
best possible decisions are made for our state’s future.
Victoria’s infrastructure projects are too important to
plan in secret and too important to plan without input
from all Victorians. It is critical that our priorities for
major investments look not only to our needs for
tomorrow but also to our medium-term needs. The
former government provided limited information to the
federal government for fear that if the federal
government had all the details, it would not back the
project. Infrastructure Victoria will take this kind of
short-term politics out of planning Victoria’s
infrastructure needs.
In conclusion, I absolutely support the passage of this
bill through the house. It does a number of things: it
delivers on an election commitment; it takes the politics
out of planning infrastructure; and it takes a
whole-of-Victoria approach, as I said, to major
infrastructure planning, including in the regions that are
so important to the strength of this state, to our skills
and to our expertise. It also brings transparency and
takes an evidence-based approach to infrastructure
planning. Of course I am talking about infrastructure in
its broad sense, including social infrastructure. For
these and a whole lot of other reasons I absolutely and
fully support this legislation, as I am sure do most
Victorians.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to say a few words
in relation to the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. As
has already been indicated, although opposition
members do not oppose this bill, we are making a
number of suggestions that may well improve it. The
question for the Andrews government is: what do you
do when you had a budget that did not fund very much
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infrastructure at all? The answer is that you pop up an
Infrastructure Victoria bill and you set up a structure
that may at varying speeds — perhaps slowly —
address the possibility for infrastructure in the future.

is spelt out under the act, consultation is required, and
clearly that is a good thing, and the government is
required to respond to this plan — at clause 37 —
within 12 months.

I do not think anybody would dispute that we need a
pipeline of investment projects and an infrastructure
plan. One of the great problems in both New South
Wales and Victoria is that infrastructure spending has
not kept up with population growth. Hence, broadly
speaking, governments of the current day have got to
try to deal with this huge problem. Rather than funding
infrastructure and getting on with the job, if I can use a
slogan, what we have in front of us is a bill that sets up
a structure which may or may not be valuable
depending on how it will operate.

Clause 38 provides that the government will prepare a
plan. It strikes me that if you were in government, you
could bring in a bill late. It is not specified as to how
long Infrastructure Victoria would have to prepare an
infrastructure plan, so a bill could be introduced late in
a government’s term. Perhaps you could allow eight or
nine months of your term to go by before bringing in a
bill to establish Infrastructure Victoria — if the bill
passes the Parliament, the bill provides no time
requirement for Infrastructure Victoria to prepare its
30-year plan — and then the government could have a
year to respond and come up with a five-year plan.

Clause 7 of the bill sets out Infrastructure Victoria’s
objective, which is:
… to provide independent and expert advice about Victoria’s
current and future infrastructure needs and priorities to
support improved social, economic and environmental
outcomes for the State.

The functions are clearly set out in clause 8, and the
appointment of the board itself is set out in clause 12.
Opposition members have made a number of comments
in relation to three heads of department being mandated
to that board. Whilst I respect the public sector in
Victoria — I have worked with it twice in my two stints
as a minister — I am not so sure that is reflective of an
independent board. These people report to the Premier,
so I do not know how that is independent, but perhaps
someone in the government might be able to explain
that to those of us on this side of the house.
Clause 22 is a disingenuous clause headed
‘Infrastructure Victoria not subject to direction or
control’ of the minister. Some members of Parliament
will be familiar with the structure surrounding statutory
authorities. Generally there is a clause in the bill saying
they are subject to the direction and control of the
minister to give some reporting structure around
statutory authorities. Obviously some bright spark who
has probably watched a lot of television has come up
with an idea about putting a clause in the bill to say it is
not subject to direction or control in a veiled attempt to
indicate that this authority will be independent from
government.
Part 3 of the bill is the crux of what the government is
trying to do with this piece of legislation. Clause 32
tasks Infrastructure Victoria with preparing a 30-year
infrastructure strategy. Again, in itself that is a good
idea, but it is not necessarily supported by other clauses
that will make this happen. The content of the strategy

I know I am old and cynical, but it strikes me that
absolutely no activity will occur prior to the November
2018 election if the bill is not amended. The opposition
wishes to assist the government in coming up with a
plan prior to the next election. Clauses 44, 45 and 46 of
the bill indicate that this body will not be as
independent as the government would like us to think.
We have a number of concerns, and our amendments,
which have been circulated by the member for
Malvern, address our concerns. The first concern, in
essence — and I have touched on it before — is that of
this board of seven, there will be three departmental
heads. Departmental heads, no matter what their
competence, are not independent. They report to the
Premier, they are contracted by the Premier and the
lead minister in every department has to sign off on
their key performance indicators and their performance.
Whatever they are, and whatever knowledge they may
have, they are not independent. We want to see genuine
private-sector involvement in infrastructure on this
board. We are not going to trust the government with
these appointments by just allowing this bill to proceed.
It will obviously be up to the Legislative Council, but
our amendments will seek to ensure that good quality,
genuine knowledge of infrastructure development will
be possessed by any potential appointee to this board.
The second concern we have is that the government
claims that this board is incredibly transparent. Indeed
in the second-reading speech the government makes
mention of the fact that these decisions — that is, the
government’s prioritisations and selections of
infrastructure — are not easy but should always be
based on evidence and robust, transparent analysis. The
problem is that there are a number of clauses in the bill,
particularly clauses 45 and 46, that actually prevent
transparency and disclosure of advice the minister may
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have sought from Infrastructure Victoria. So on the one
hand you have this claim of independence in the
second-reading speech, and on the other hand you have
a legislative proposal to block disclosure of certain
material produced by Infrastructure Victoria.
The third item that is of enormous concern to the
opposition and certainly of significant concern to me is
that there is absolutely no time requirement for
Infrastructure Victoria to produce this 30-year plan. A
30-year plan is, on the face of it, a good idea. It is good
to have a pipeline of infrastructure investment, and it is
good to have a plan. In the face of our increasing
population we need such things. There is nothing in the
bill, however, that requires Infrastructure Victoria to do
its work. We are suggesting that Infrastructure Victoria
be required to publish its first 30-year plan by
31 December 2016.
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the last Parliament. It is something that has been called
for by large investors, small investors, the business
community and ordinary members of the community.
They are saying, ‘We want certainty. When we buy into
a new estate in a growth corridor or when we look at
investing, setting up our business and establishing local
jobs in an area, we want to know whether future
governments will be supporting the development of
necessary infrastructure, such as roads and rail’.

Part of the motivation for these amendments which
impose a time line is the previous Labor government’s
record on infrastructure. A whole lot of infrastructure
that needed to be built was not, particularly in relation to
road and rail in the metropolitan area, and a whole lot of
infrastructure that was not needed and is not used was
built — for example, the north–south pipeline and the
desalination plant. The Labor Party has form on
infrastructure — big form. Indeed one of the great
failures of the entire Labor regime was that so many
major projects were either not built, built late or built
massively over budget. With our amendments we want
to assist the government to have a more transparent
Infrastructure Victoria, to have a board that is suitably
qualified with experience in building infrastructure — —

The bill proposes a 30-year infrastructure strategy.
Along with that strategy it has a 5-year infrastructure
plan. Within the bill there is a requirement for an annual
assessment of this plan so that we can ensure that what
is proposed does, in fact, occur. I note that the member
for Brighton and a number of other opposition
spokespeople before me have questioned the
independence of the proposed board for Infrastructure
Victoria. I think this type of questioning by those
opposite answers some of the questions they might
have about why the coalition was only a one-term
government and also why a government like the
Kennett government which, at the time, seemed it
might be in office for a decade or more only lasted
seven years. The coalition has a fundamental mistrust
and a lack of ability to energise, harness and work with
the public sector. I experienced this myself in the early
1990s as a public servant and saw the gutting of many
senior and skilled people, which resulted in the
deskilling of people in the public sector. Part of the
reason we saw such inertia under Premier Baillieu in
the beginning of the previous government’s tenure is
that those opposite simply had no idea how to utilise the
energy and the skills of the public sector.

Mr Nardella — Are you putting your hand up,
Louise?

Mr Katos — Speaker, I draw your attention to the
state of the house.

Ms ASHER — I am happy to help the Labor Party
by supporting amendments, but I will not be helping the
Labor Party by providing any brainpower for it. We
also want to ensure that Infrastructure Victoria
produces the 30-year plan that Victorians and potential
investors want to see — not that I think potential
investors will have much faith in this Labor
government to deliver on much at all. We do not
oppose the bill. We have suggested some amendments
that will improve the bill, and I urge the Labor Party to
consider them.

Quorum formed.

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It gives me great
pleasure to join the debate on the Infrastructure Victoria
Bill 2015. I am pleased, as are those in my electorate,
that this is one of the bills that we are introducing
within the first quarter — the first year — of our term,
because it is something that was distinctly lacking in

Ms GREEN — I thank the member for South
Barwon for that little tea-break and for bringing a larger
audience to the chamber for my contribution to the
debate on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill. I was saying
before that interruption that those opposite have been
questioning the composition of the Infrastructure
Victoria board and have asked why we would have
three heads of department on the Infrastructure Victoria
board. I advise opposition members that on a similar
body established in New South Wales, Infrastructure
New South Wales, there is a similar proportion of
departmental heads and private sector members. In that
state there are five private sector appointments and four
departmental heads, compared to three department
heads and four other appointments on the board of
Infrastructure Victoria.
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I think that probably shows why over the last four years
there was a complete decline in investment in
infrastructure in Victoria. It was all heading to New
South Wales because the New South Wales coalition
government had a bit of nous about it and was
attracting investment. Unlike Victoria, which had gone
from having the lowest unemployment rate in the
country to be then dragging along at the bottom of the
table, ahead of only Tasmania.

interchange in 2024 — 2024, when most of the people
of working age living in that area would be in a
retirement village. There was no concern about how
those people were going to get to work. They still did
not match Labor’s commitment and they are still not
advocating to their mates in Canberra by saying, ‘Why
are you delivering only half of the roads budget that
Victoria is entitled to?’. So we still do not have a
matching commitment from the federal government.

A particular case in point is the Yan Yean electorate,
which I have the privilege of representing. It is an
absolute case in point of what you do not do as a
government in terms of forward planning for
investment in infrastructure. You do not determine your
investment in infrastructure across the great state you
are charged with leading by the position it has on the
pendulum and whether or not you hold the electorate. If
you are elected to govern this state, you should be there
to govern for every part of the state. And so we saw in
2010, because Yan Yean was not a targeted electorate
by those opposite, that they made zero capital
commitments and they delivered zero in spades. In
addition they delivered some cuts. It was only in the
final year that they went, ‘Whoops! We have had a
redistribution and now Yan Yean is notionally a Liberal
seat’. They ignored the pleas of the community that had
doubled under their watch.

It is hugely important to keep up with education, roads
infrastructure, public transport for freight and the
Mernda rail project. The plan of those on other side was
for it to happen in 2032 and nothing before that, despite
the population of Doreen and Mernda being around the
size of Shepparton. There was no plan for that. There is
a plan now, and there has to be an overall plan that has
community input into it with representation on an
independent board so that the community will see what
our objectives are. We have removed the politics from
this. It is about need; it is about the generation of jobs
and the generation of economic activity, not political
whim — such as, when they finally decided they were
in political trouble, they threw some dollars at a
ridiculously underdone project like the east–west
tunnel, which would have soaked up infrastructure
dollars for every other part of the state and the outer
suburbs for decades to come.

Whenever I raised the concerns of the community in
this place they said, ‘It is not your turn now. You were
in government. It is our turn now’. It did not matter
about the people who lived in that community, a
population that had doubled. Despite the population
growing, the TAFE college at Greensborough was
closed, the Northern Metropolitan Institute of TAFE
was gutted and the resources were drawn into the
Prahran electorate to try to buttress that electorate and
use the funds from the sale of the Greensborough
campus to uphold that great hyphen, Clem
Newton-Brown, the former member for Prahran, who
has now departed the stage. Those opposite ripped off
the students of the north, who are not only subjected to
population growth, they are also subjected to a
downturn in manufacturing and the demise of the
vehicle industry, led by their federal coalition
counterparts in Canberra.

We are nailing our colours to the mast with the
establishment of Infrastructure Victoria, with a
common-sense 30-year strategy, with a 5-year plan,
with annual reviews and with independent input. I urge
those opposite to stop their navel-gazing, to commit to
some policy and to support the bill before the house. I
urge its speedy passage.

With O’Herns Road you could not have had a greater
level of unanimity between numerous local
governments, the corporate sector and those who are
investing in the north, that great jobs engine. They were
all saying, ‘Let’s fund O’Herns Road’. After I raised
the issue in the adjournment debate, I got a letter back
from the member for Polwarth, the then Minister for
Roads, saying we would get the O’Herns Road

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to speak in
the debate on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. The
opposition will not be opposing this bill; the Liberal
Party and The Nationals are very supportive when it
comes to infrastructure and major projects. If you look
around Victoria, you will see some of the great projects
we have — some of the great roads, some of the great
buildings — that have come from the great vision that
many on this side of the house have that infrastructure
is crucial to provide jobs, opportunity and growth in
this great state. A bill like the one we have in front of us
is typical of this government. At the outset it sounds
like a good idea, but at implementation the questions
start to flow. Labor governments have been full of great
ideas but these ideas have been very poorly executed.
The desalination plant is a great example of that —
Victoria’s great white elephant that sits idle. It is
absolutely not something that the Labor Party can hang
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its hat on. The north–south pipeline and many of the
major projects that looked at delivering things with
more so-called efficiency, such as HealthSMART,
myki and the smart meters, were the sorts of projects
that tried to make things better but unfortunately failed.
There is no doubt that the Premier came to government
without any plan at all. He fell into government. We are
now eight months into the government’s term and all
we are seeing is a whole range of ideas with no traction
on the road — there is nothing that enables Labor to
say, ‘We are doing something’. In fact the only thing
the government is doing is slashing jobs, and we have
seen 14 500 full-time jobs lost in regional Victoria
since Labor came to office. We have seen the east–west
link contracts ripped up and $800 million given in
compensation to not build a road — a major visionary
project that would have created jobs and opportunities
and been a good signal to those who wanted to invest in
Victoria that we are open for business, we want to
encourage people to come and invest in Victoria and
we want to do something. That is really disappointing.
When there is a piece of paper that talks about
infrastructure but there are no examples of anything
being done about it, those considering investing in
countries and states do not believe what is being said.
They think to themselves, ‘If we do the due diligence
and put up the dough only to find out in 12 or
18 months time that the government will not honour its
commitment, then we’ll look for other states that are
willing to go forward on these sorts of very important
projects’. That is not what we are seeing.
The creation of two new public holidays, Easter Sunday
and Grand Final Friday, will cost Victoria $1 billion, as
has been confirmed by a recent regulatory impact
statement. The economic cost of these holidays will be
up to $898 million each year plus there will be
increased wage payments of up to $286 million each
year. Clearly these are costs. This is not about creating
opportunities or showing that Victoria is open for
business; it is quite the opposite. This bill talks about an
infrastructure panel, a plan, a 30-year vision, creating
an infrastructure strategy and an organisation that can
look at physical infrastructure and major projects,
which is great.
But there are some questions about the detail, such as
who is managing the organisation and the fact that the
board will include three departmental secretaries as
ex officio members. There are some questions in terms
of the non-physical social infrastructure that is included
with the physical infrastructure and the organisation
getting bogged down with areas that are not in accord
with what an infrastructure body should be looking at.
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That is a concern. The independence is a real concern
here.
We have seen some interesting things from this
government, and there has not been much in terms of
traction on the ground. We have seen some movement
on level crossings. The government when in opposition
went to the election saying it would remove 50 level
crossings, and now it is questioning whether it will be
able to deliver that, whether it has the dough and which
ones are in and which ones are out. But there are some
that are guaranteed as being in. The ones that are in and
are part of the infrastructure are at North Road,
Ormond; Blackburn Road, Blackburn; and Burke Road,
Glen Iris. These are commitments by the current
government as projects that will be built. The issue with
this is that the funds have come from the previous
government. They have come from the coalition. They
have come not from a budgetary announcement or
additional dough, but from dough that was put up by
the coalition to ensure the projects get built.
With the talk about independence — and this is a real
kicker — from the current government, one needs to be
concerned. I will give an example right now in here of
one of its first projects: the Ormond level crossing,
which is in my electorate. Again that illustrates that this
government is far from independent and transparent in
its dealings. When the coalition ran audits on these sorts
of things and held public meetings, it allowed the
department to go out there and talk to the community
and ask them what they wanted with the projects. We
ran independent consultations.
The first consultation by this government was by
advertising in the Leader newspaper with the member
for Bentleigh’s phone number on an RSVP for people
wanting to go along to an independent consultation.
Here is what is supposed to be an independent
consultation run by the government, where the member
for Bentleigh is running the consultation. It is saying,
‘If you have a problem with it, tell the member for
Bentleigh; he will have a look at it and will fix it for
you — not Public Transport Victoria, not the
independent body, but the member for Bentleigh’. If
that is indicative of how this government is going to run
projects — consultations will be run by its members,
they will not be transparent and people will be unable to
express their views freely — then one needs to be
concerned. One needs to be really concerned when it
comes to this sort of thing.
It is all very well to have an infrastructure bill that talks
about independence, transparency and getting on with
things. However, I suggest that the government needs
to show some transparency by allowing organisations
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that have the knowledge to do these things to run the
consultations. They are the ones that are building the
grade separations, not the member for Bentleigh. He is
not building them. I am not sure what building
construction expertise he has in the area, but I suggest it
is not a lot. Let us get on with it and ensure there can be
a fair consultation process.
The member for Bentleigh is quite happily coming over
to my electorate of Caulfield, and I welcome him over
there. Obviously he does not have a lot to do in his
electorate, and I welcome him to the Caulfield
electorate. But when he is over there running his own
little consultations on the Ormond level crossing, I
suggest that he talk to a number of the sporting clubs,
because they have not been consulted on the first bit of
infrastructure that the government is going to get on
with and so-called build, which the coalition funded.
The coalition funded it, and this government is now
building it, but it has not consulted any of the sporting
clubs.
The other two level crossings around there, which
happen to be in the electorate of the member for
Bentleigh, will dump soil on E. E. Gunn Reserve and
potentially put those sporting clubs out of action for a
couple of years. I would have thought that if you were
going to have an effect on a football club, a cricket club
and a baseball club, juniors and seniors — affecting
probably about 4000 people — you would at least pick
up the phone as some form of consultation and say,
‘Guess what? We’ve got an idea and we’re going to put
you out of action for a couple of years. What do you
think? Maybe you’ll look at another ground. Maybe
you’ll look at an alternative’. That is what I think you
would do if you were a government of consultation, a
government of the people and a government of
transparency.
This government has no transparency. This bill is a
great idea on paper. We need infrastructure in Victoria.
We need to get on and do stuff. We need to send a
signal to industry that it is important to invest here and
that the lights are on and we are open for business.
Unfortunately under Labor we are closed. The two
public holidays are indicative of how this state is being
run. It is being run on autopilot. Until such time as the
government gets out of the way and shows some
leadership, unfortunately we are in serious trouble here
in Victoria.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! The member for Sunbury.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — Thank you, Acting
Speaker; it is good to be back. I am extremely pleased
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to rise to contribute to the debate on the Infrastructure
Victoria Bill 2015. This is an exciting bill. It is a bill
that fulfils our election commitment to establishing an
independent statutory authority to make
recommendations to government on the most important
infrastructure needs of our state.
I want to pick up on a comment by the member for
Warrandyte. He said, ‘Why bother?’. This government
bothers because its members care and because they
know that key infrastructure must be free from political
deadlock. I have listened intently to this debate and to
the contributions of many members in the house.
Members have articulated well how much community
support that infrastructure separated from political
deadlock has had. We know that Victorians want
infrastructure that should not hinge on political cycles.
We know that Victorians want infrastructure that is
long term, that is visionary and that is good for the
state. We know that Victorians want infrastructure — in
transport, roads and health — long-term projects that
generate jobs, get them from A to B more quickly and
look after their families. That is what this government
and those on this side of the house know. We are
getting on with it; we are getting on with the job. We
are a government that is doing what we said we would
do.
Victoria is growing — with new towns, new
developments and new communities — and with this
comes new demands on services and infrastructure and
new needs for planning. Victoria needs a system of
prioritising, planning and developing infrastructure that
is free from politics, is transparent, is objective and
takes into account cost-benefit ratios. Victorians are
sick and tired of these key infrastructure projects being
politicised, and there is no greater example of this than
the east–west link, a dud project that the former
government signed at the 11th hour, a project that
would have cost $10.7 billion and lost 55 cents for
every dollar wasted in investment. The east–west link
was a disaster from start to finish. It took the election of
a Labor government to stop it. It was such a financial
disaster that the Liberals were secretly planning to toll
every freeway in Melbourne just to cover up their
$2.1 million black hole.
Victoria needs an independent organisation that can
objectively look at projects and make decisions that are
in the best interests of all Victorians over the short,
medium and long terms. I am proud of this government
and the fact that this bill will establish Infrastructure
Victoria, which will use evidence and be transparent.
Infrastructure Victoria will consult widely and consider
the needs of the whole state. It will prioritise projects
that deliver results and drive new jobs — jobs that are
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so important for families. Most importantly, it will help
governments plan for the future and make better
decisions.
When you are out talking to members of the
community, it is very clear that they are sick and tired
of the two-dogs-barking political approach to
infrastructure. They want to know that their hard-earnt
tax dollars are going to be put to good use. They want
to know that these projects are what the state needs, and
they want to know that the government taking on board
these independent recommendations means it is
listening.
Let us look at what Infrastructure Victoria will do.
Infrastructure Victoria will have the key responsibility
for strategic planning. It will be the responsibility of
Infrastructure Victoria to establish an ongoing 30-year
infrastructure strategy that outlines the state’s needs and
priorities. This will include a pipeline of recommended
projects that respond to the emerging needs and
pressures across our economy, environment and
community. From the 30-year long-term visionary
planning process, the government will be required to
establish a 5-year plan and a response outlining the
government’s plans, using the long-term plan as a guide
to help shape the response.
These projects will not just come out of thin air; they
will come from research. Infrastructure Victoria will be
a powerhouse of research in the strategic planning area,
adding an independent voice to the community-wide
debate on these issues. This will take into account
modelling. This will take into account community
consultation, and, as has always been said, you must
take the community with you on such projects.
Key aspects of Infrastructure Victoria include
independence and transparency. Infrastructure Victoria
will publicly release and regularly update the 30-year
strategy. We know that the independence and
transparency of Infrastructure Victoria’s planning,
advice and publications will be paramount. Its
establishment is a key step in removing the backroom,
closed-door style of planning that has gone on before
now, putting our state’s needs first and out in the open,
free from political interference. This organisation will
be truly independent and transparent, ensuring only the
best outcomes for Victoria.
The analytical work of Infrastructure Victoria will
focus on three key areas, providing a broad
cross-sectoral analysis of social, economic and
environmental needs and concerns. Through this
analysis and using its expertise, Infrastructure
Victoria’s recommendations will cover not only new
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developments and infrastructure but also options to
better use existing infrastructure though operational
improvements and changes, including advances in
technology. It is things like extensive engagement, and
it is things like looking at social, economic and
environmental needs.
What Victorians do not want is a government and a
Parliament that simply argues its way through year after
year and ends up with a situation like we had last year.
All members of the house would be in agreement that
we do not want to see that for our state. We need to be
better than that. We need to plan long term, because the
reality is that if we do not, we will not be able to keep
up with demand. I heard the member for Macedon talk
about population growth, and that is certainly
something I am going to see in my electorate over
many years from hereon in. We know that Victoria is a
great place to live, and we want to ensure that it
remains a great place to live. We know that Melbourne
is an incredibly populous city — one of the fastest
growing cities in the nation — and we need to ensure
that we continue to provide infrastructure that supports
that growth.
I am proud of this bill, and I believe in Infrastructure
Victoria. I am certainly hopeful that we will be standing
here in 10, 20 or 30 years time, saying, ‘Wasn’t it
fantastic to have a government with a vision for the
future, a government that created Infrastructure
Victoria? We have projects that are a result of
recommendations from Infrastructure Victoria’. I
certainly believe this bill will do that, and I commend
the Premier on his vision in this bill.
It must be noted that when we look across the nation —
and I have spoken briefly about other states and
jurisdictions — we see that this bill is groundbreaking,
although we know that there are similar bodies to
Infrastructure Victoria elsewhere, such as Infrastructure
New South Wales, the proposed Building Queensland
statutory body or Infrastructure Australia. None of
these, however, I would argue, have the transparency,
depth of analysis, independence from political
interference or wideranging engagement that
Infrastructure Victoria will have.
I have heard honourable members mention the
composition of the board. We know that it will have
four appointed directors, including the chair and deputy
chair, from private and non-government sectors, who
will be appointed based on their knowledge or
experience of policy and strategy or infrastructure
planning, funding and delivery. On top of that, there
will be three statutory directors from the public
sector — the Secretary of the Department of Premier

INFRASTRUCTURE VICTORIA BILL 2015
2370

ASSEMBLY

and Cabinet, the Secretary of the Department of
Treasury and Finance and the secretary responsible to
the Minister for Planning.
Infrastructure Victoria is a body that will be a respected
guide for our state and for our communities with their
growing needs. Its recommendations will be evidence
based. It will be fully transparent and fully open. It will
make recommendations around projects that will ensure
that our state remains the best place to live, work, visit
and do business. I look forward to the creation of
Infrastructure Victoria, and I am excited by the prospect
of having such a body to make recommendations to the
state. I very happily commend the bill to the house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to
speak in the debate on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill
2015. This bill is about establishing Infrastructure
Victoria, a statutory authority that will provide
allegedly independent and expert advice to government
about Victoria’s infrastructure needs and priorities,
which most people would agree would be a laudable
aim and objective. I wish to outline in my contribution
today the concerns that I have and the concerns that
many Victorians would have about Labor’s track
record, which shows it cannot be trusted to properly
and efficiently deliver or manage a truly independent,
effective Infrastructure Victoria body and to listen and
respond appropriately to reports and recommendations
from independent infrastructure bodies such as
Infrastructure Victoria.
I premise that on an adage that I have heard all my life:
that you judge people and organisations on what they
actually do, not on what they say. You judge them on
their performance, not on what they speak about.
Labor’s track record with respect to major projects and
infrastructure unfortunately speaks volumes for Labor’s
inability to manage major projects and infrastructure.
We only have to look at the north–south pipeline —
$750 million wasted on that enormous white elephant,
and that is only a very small white elephant compared
to the desalination plant — to see that. The member for
Essendon said that the desalination plant has not cost
taxpayers any money. What absolute and utter
nonsense. That plant is costing Melbourne and
Victorian water users $2 million a day. It was too big,
too costly and too poorly managed, and it has not
delivered a drop of water to Victoria.
When we look at myki we see the mess it was for
Victoria. The Melbourne Wholesale Fruit and
Vegetable Market and fresh flower markets relocation
was to have been a 10-year project. If it had not been
for the coalition government’s efforts to get that project
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back on track, we would be waiting another 10 years
for that project to be anywhere near completion.
In contrast, the coalition government got on with the
job. It built the Webb Dock development and the Box
Hill Hospital. Indeed, the Box Hill Hospital was
supposed to be 9 storeys in height but we built it with
10 storeys, extra beds, extra services, on time and under
budget. There was the Bendigo Hospital. The member
for Sunbury would be pleased with the Tullamarine
widening project, a project of the coalition government.
As for the Murray Basin rail project, we hope that this
government delivers on that project. There was the
development of the Princes Highway east and west; the
Western Highway; the Calder Highway interchange at
Ravenswood, the most dangerous intersection in
Victoria, which was being fixed by the previous
coalition government; the Dingley bypass; and the Koo
Wee Rup bypass.
It was interesting to read the headline in this morning’s
Age, ‘Welcome to wonderful Werribee’, and to read on
pages 2 and 3 about the development of the Werribee
East employment zone. I had a sense of deja vu because
I remember being there as Premier with the then
Minister for Planning, now Leader of the Opposition, to
announce the Werribee East employment zone and to
announce that the coalition government would provide
over $70 million for the full Sneydes Road intersection.
When I drive along the Princes Highway I can see that
work being done on the Sneydes Road intersection.
Yes, welcome to wonderful Werribee East — another
project of the previous coalition government, similar to
the development of the major Fishermans Bend project,
which will really drive Victoria into the future.
The other issue I wanted to raise is the concept of how
we manage our infrastructure. The member for Sunbury
kept talking about the need to depoliticise our
infrastructure projects, to have a proper independent
body, to listen to that independent body and to
implement its recommendations without a political
overlay or political influence. I remember that the
previous Labor government under Premier John
Brumby undertook just such a process. It appointed
Sir Rod Eddington and a committee of experts and
public servants. I can see some smiles among the
advisers in the box, to whom I am not supposed to
refer, because they were involved in that process. They
provided that independent expert advice, just the same
as Infrastructure Victoria will do.
What did Sir Rod Eddington recommend to the
previous Labor government? As an independent
infrastructure expert he said in his overview report:
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I have made two major infrastructure recommendations:
A new 17-kilometre rail tunnel linking Melbourne’s
fast-growing western and south-eastern suburbs — a
generational ‘step-up’ in the city’s rail capacity and
Melbourne’s first ‘metro’ style passenger line.

Ms Graley — Exactly!
Dr NAPTHINE — Exactly, as the member over
there says! The second thing he recommended as his
major infrastructure project was:
A new 18-kilometre cross-city road corridor that provides a
much-needed alternative to the West Gate Bridge, while also
delivering substantial economic, transport and amenity
benefits to Melbourne.

What else did he recommend? His key
recommendation 2 stated:
The Victorian government should bring forward the
construction of a new rail connection from Werribee to
Sunshine (the Tarneit link) to significantly improve the
frequency and reliability of services from Werribee, Geelong,
Ballarat and Bendigo.

He gave independent expert advice, just the same as
Infrastructure Victoria will be required to do. But which
government listened to that independent expert advice
and delivered on that independent expert advice? It was
not the Labor government who listened to the expert
advice of the Infrastructure Victoria Sir Rod Eddington
committee; it was the coalition government, because
the coalition got on with the job of building the regional
rail link.
When we inherited the regional rail link, it was a dog of
a project. It was underscoped and overpriced, and it was
going to put in another 13 to 15 level crossings across
the suburbs of western Victoria. Under the coalition
government they were all removed. The project was
better managed and it turned from being a dog into the
national infrastructure project of the year — and
congratulations to all involved. It is now open, but it is
open because of the work of the coalition government
following in a non-partisan way the recommendations
of the Eddington committee that was set up by the
previous Labor government.
In just the same way, the coalition government was
getting on with the recommendation of building the
east–west link. We were not alone in supporting the
east–west link. When he was state secretary of the
Australian Workers Union (AWU), Cesar Melhem, a
member for Western Metropolitan Region in the other
place, said:
The Eastern Freeway is the last of the ‘unconnected’ freeways
leading towards the city … Linking the Eastern Freeway
completes the northern and eastern access to the network.
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The EastLink project could not be considered fully completed
until the east–west tunnel had been built.

That is what Cesar Melhem and the AWU said. The
independent experts led by Sir Rod Eddington said,
‘Build the east–west link. Build the regional rail link.
Build a metropolitan rail link’. The coalition
government adopted the recommendations and
proceeded to build them. We built the regional rail link
and we were building the east–west link, including the
western section.
Let me talk briefly about the western section of the link.
The Labor Party came into office saying it would build
the West Gate distributor and it put money into the
budget for it. But the West Gate distributor was a dog,
is a dog and will always be a dog. Fortunately the
Labor government has now put that dog down, because
it knows it would not work. It is now talking about a
new project called the western distributor. It is a slightly
better-bred dog, but it is still a dog. What is really
needed in the western suburbs is the western section of
the east–west link. That will give us the solution for
traffic in the western suburbs and the much-needed
second river crossing.
We need to build the western section of the east–west
link, we need to build a major metropolitan rail link and
we need to build the airport rail link. I hope
Infrastructure Victoria does its job without fear or
favour and makes these recommendations along with
the recommendations for a new container port so that
we have a container port where ships can go in deep
water at Hastings rather than at the wrong place at Bay
West.
Infrastructure Victoria is a good idea, but I fear the
Labor government simply will not be able to manage it,
and when it does make recommendations the
government will not deliver on them.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It is a
pleasure to follow the former Premier of that lazy, crazy
government, which talked a lot and did nothing. I have
been sitting here this afternoon listening to the
contributions — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! Members of the government and members of
the opposition should cease yelling out and let the
member continue.
Ms GRALEY — I will provide a reasoned and
historically correct contribution on the Infrastructure
Victoria Bill 2015. Even after all the delusional
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outbursts from those opposite I am pleased that they are
not opposing the bill. I implore them to get on board
with the team that will make sure that Victoria remains
a livable and prosperous place for Victorians. That is
essentially what the bill is about. It is about making sure
not only that Melbourne is the world’s most livable city
but that Victoria is a place that thrives well into the
future. It is about building infrastructure, a lot of which
could have been built some time ago had previous
governments had an organisation like Infrastructure
Victoria providing them with advice in a transparent
way.
What we witnessed with the previous government was
a lot of people trying to think up ideas that were not
their own. They did not want to continue with projects
put forward by the previous Labor government, so they
came up with crazy versions of major projects. Frankly,
had they followed the Melbourne Metro rail project,
which was the no. 1 one project that Sir Rod Eddington
supported — —
Mr Carroll — And Infrastructure Australia.
Ms GRALEY — Infrastructure Australia also
supported it. It was a fantastic project, and we would
now have been four years into the building of the
Melbourne Metro rail link. It would have been an
extraordinary achievement, but instead the former
Liberal government botched it. It did not want the
project going down Swanston Street. It wanted a station
built at Fishermans Bend, where nobody lives at the
moment. It would have had stops that were closer to the
casino than to a world-class medical precinct. People
from Narre Warren South could have caught the train to
have treatment at the Peter McCallum Cancer Centre.
Instead there would have been stops at the casino where
people could get a dim sim before they went to lose
their money.
It is extraordinary that governments have behaved so
badly, and the last one worse than most, and let us face
it, it was a one-term government. Let me remind
members of the Liberal Party that their federal leader,
the Prime Minister, said that the last election was a
referendum on the east–west tunnel — the east–east
link — and yet they are still telling us what a fantastic
project it was. The Victorian electors comprehensively
sent us all a message that they did not want the tunnel
built. During the election campaign Labor said that it
was not going to build it. In fact we committed to the
establishment of Infrastructure Victoria, and that is
exactly why we have the bill before the house. It is an
excellent bill for lots of reasons. It is not just because
the previous government botched the projects and we
need to do something to rectify all the mistakes, all the
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thought bubbles that went haywire, and virtually
nothing happened. Infrastructure Victoria is something
Victorian electors want.
People say to me that not many people went into the
election and decided to tick a box that said, ‘I want
Infrastructure Victoria’, but in my experience standing
on booths and talking to lots of people in my electorate,
especially people a little older than me, they said over
and again that they are sick of the political games being
played with infrastructure. They are sick of the fact that
not enough planning is done. They are sick of the fact
that governments do not get on with the job and that
they play ping-pong. They waste time and they waste
money.
Many people hark back to what they perceive to have
been the good old days when we had the Metropolitan
Board of Works. We had a planning authority that went
out to size up what the community needed. It was not a
perfect organisation; we can certainly have arguments
about that. I am sure we can all recall the Mornington
Peninsula scandals that Liberal members were involved
with at the board of works, but let us not go there. But it
is an example of how people are crying out loudly for
governments to look beyond the political cycle, beyond
what is best for those in certain electorates and beyond
what is cheap in order to think about the long-term
viability of projects and to get on with the job of
delivering for all Victorians.
In the last four years of the former lazy, crazy
government not one new road was funded and
completed by the previous government in my
electorate, which is one of the fastest growing
electorates in Victoria. Not one new school was opened
and not one extra bed was provided at Casey Hospital.
It was shameful. Now the Labor government has to
play catch-up with these projects. Thankfully good
shadow ministers took good advice from backbenchers
and from other authorities about what was needed. Now
Thompsons Road in my electorate is being revamped;
we are getting over $106 million worth of funding for
Casey Hospital; and we are getting new schools built.
That is exactly what people expect of state
governments. They expect them to get on with the job
of providing good quality public services that they can
access. They also expect projects to be responsibly
handled and delivered on time and within budget.
One of the best features of this bill is that not only do
we get a planning authority that will look at where we
need our schools, roads, hospital expansions and big
projects — and what a fantastic project Melbourne
Metro is; it will revolutionise Melbourne and continue
to ensure that it is a world-class city — but it will be an
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independent body. I am a bit concerned when I hear
members opposite suggesting that certain public
servants and other people who might want to be
involved in Infrastructure Victoria may not fit certain
criteria, may not be up to the task or may not be trusted.
It is a scary situation when you find politicians making
those sorts of remarks and judging people before they
even take up these sorts of positions. It reflects poorly
on the manners of those opposite.
We can do better than that with this bill. The Minister
for Public Transport has it absolutely correct:
Infrastructure Victoria’s board will have a nice balance
of government and non-government representatives.
The mechanisms that she has put in place — the
30-year strategy and the 5-year time frame for looking
at it as it goes along — will mean that this body is
accountable to government and the public as it looks
ahead, planning a vision for the future and ensuring the
delivery of the projects that Victoria needs, not only to
catch up but also to continue to grow and expand to be
a prosperous, healthy and interesting place for all
Victorians to live in.
I commend the minister for bringing this bill to the
house so rapidly. The government is committed to
delivering on its election promises, this being one of
them. We are getting on with it. We are going to make
sure that Victorians continue to live in a world-class
city. The community knows we need good
infrastructure. Infrastructure Victoria will be the most
independent, transparent, widely scoped and broadly
engaging with industry of any infrastructure advisory
body in Australia. I commend the bill to the house. I
suggest to those opposite that rather than not opposing
it, they get fully on board and support it.
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infrastructure for the state of Victoria, which is
important to address the incredible growth the state has
seen in terms of population and so on.
Interestingly — and I have said it in this place
before — I note that the Treasurer said in budget
paper 2, page 43:
The government is committed to delivering high quality
services and infrastructure for all Victorians in a fiscally
responsible manner.

It is interesting that as a follow-on from that, the
government outlined $22 billion worth of projects
announced but a mere $6 billion of funding budgeted
for. In the first budget of this government we can see
that only just over one-quarter of that funding has been
provided — 27 per cent of the funding for the
infrastructure projects that Labor is going ahead with
has been included in that budget. It is not a sensational
start. There are a few little buckets of money being
thrown here and there, but nothing to deliver on any of
the key infrastructure projects that are so necessary in
Victoria. It reminds us all of the well-known adage that
Labor simply cannot manage money. We can see in the
infrastructure area that that has well and truly been
documented and highlighted through recent history.

Mr ANGUS — I am pleased to make a contribution
to the debate on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. It
was interesting to hear the various contributions, in
particular from those opposite. As a general
observation, Labor members have been saying one
thing and doing another. We have seen many examples
of that, and I will highlight some of them in my
contribution.

I like what the member for Malvern said in his
contribution: that the budget papers tell the truth, unlike
those opposite. The budget papers show in unequivocal
terms what actually has been done in contrast to the
loose words that have been said. As I said, Labor’s
history of economic mismanagement and infrastructure
disaster has been well recorded by both the
Ombudsman and the Auditor-General over the last four
or five years, but some of the key ones include the
desalination plant — what a millstone that is for all
Victorians at $1.8 million a day for 27 years — and the
myki overrun of $500 million. The Melbourne
wholesale fruit and vegetable market project has an
overrun of more than $300 million, and it is still not
finished — and even the initial timetable for its
completion has been put out yet again by the Labor
government. And HealthSMART is $243 million over
budget.

It is worth looking at some background. The budget
papers clearly show what the current government has
done with the infrastructure budget that the previous
coalition government had committed to for the four
years from 2014–15 up to and including 2017–18. The
coalition had an infrastructure program of some
$26.8 billion, whereas the Labor government has an
infrastructure budget of $20.4 billion, which is a
decrease of some $6.4 billion — or basically a 26 per
cent cut. That is not really a great start in terms of

Without any shadow of a doubt, time and again under
those opposite projects have run completely out of
control in terms of both cost and time — they are over
budget and over time. It is interesting too that much
was said by the then opposition leader, now Premier,
before the election about all the shovel-ready projects.
What an absolute joke that was. All Victorians are now
able to see that they have been totally deceived in
relation to that. In terms of shovel-ready projects, I do
not think the now Premier has even bought the shovel,
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let alone got the projects going. Think of projects the
coalition government had fully funded and scheduled.
Out my way — not in my electorate but just north of
it — the Blackburn Road level crossing removal was
fully funded in the last coalition budget and was ready
to go. All the initial background work had been done,
and it was ready for works to be undertaken, and now it
has been pushed back more than a year. What a
disgraceful situation that is. We had a project that was
indeed shovel ready in a genuine sense, and that has
now been ditched or pushed right back.
Before the election Labor was talking about the West
Gate distributor — that was the pre-election situation,
but of course it did not last long — and after the
election it became the western distributor. We had a
massive slap in the face with the previous advice
received in relation to the Eddington report. The
member for South-West Coast spoke extensively on the
Eddington report and some of its recommendations.
One of its major recommendations was for the
connection at the end of the Eastern Freeway and the
east–west link, which was going to solve that terrible
traffic congestion problem for all Victorians and
certainly for those in the eastern suburbs.
The other stand-out to me is the fact that before the
election the Labor Party came out and said not only that
it was going to have the port of Melbourne — we said
the port of Hastings; that was a coalition policy — but
also that Bay West was the great white hope.
Mr Katos — A mirage.
Mr ANGUS — Exactly; it was a mirage. Labor said
that was how it was going to deal with that issue.
Subsequent to the election, that has all disappeared.
Now Labor wants to foist upon the Victorian people a
70-year monopoly for the port of Melbourne. It is just
trying to fatten the cow and flog it off as quickly as it
can. This is going to be another potential millstone
around the necks of all Victorians that will come back
to haunt them for many generations to come. Seventy
years is an unprecedented length of time, and this will
be a financial disaster for all Victorians.
It is interesting to hear the Premier go on and on saying,
‘We’ll keep all our promises. We won’t backflip on any
of our promises’, yet straightaway see the government
backflip on the promise — particularly for those people
in the Geelong region — to build a port at Bay West. I
do not know how the Premier can continue making
statements like that.
There are a number of areas of concern in relation to
the bill. Infrastructure is not even defined in the bill,
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and Infrastructure Victoria is able to consider
infrastructure very broadly, including non-physical
social infrastructure. That is an interesting concept.
Before I continue listing the areas of concern, I should
say that the genesis for this structure comes from the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee report of
December 2012 — the 112th — entitled Inquiry into
Effective Decision Making for the Successful Delivery
of Significant Infrastructure Projects. In that report the
committee, of which I was very privileged to be a
member and participant, made some very substantial
recommendations. The concept of Infrastructure
Victoria had its genesis in that inquiry.
Chapter 2.1, which is on page 7 of the report, lists the
committee’s recommendations. The major changes
recommended by the committee include:
a new advisory body to recommend priorities for
infrastructure investment in Victoria, subject to confirmation
by the government, including its ‘pipeline’ of projects into the
future;
a new body to be a centre of excellence for project
development and delivery and have overall responsibility for
ensuring that Victoria has the capability to deliver projects
successfully; and
strengthened oversight and accountability mechanisms,
especially around initial project analysis and delivery.

They continue in that chapter and the other chapters of
the report.
It is a shame that the current government has not more
fully adopted the recommendations of the report, as the
concept that the Labor government has come up with in
this bill has a number of areas of concern. One thing the
coalition sees as absolutely vital to the success of any
such body is the experience of those who are sitting
around the board table. The Infrastructure Victoria
board includes three departmental secretaries as ex
officio members, which provides no guarantee of
private sector experience or participation. That lack of
experience is going to be a fundamental problem down
the track. Inevitably there will be problems under a
Labor government; we know that. History will repeat
itself, as it always does. We can see that that lack of
experience will be one of the key factors.
There is a whole range of areas of concern. Time is
against me now, but I think it is important to look at the
proposed coalition amendments. They will address a
number of those key deficiencies in this bill. One of
those is the fact that there is going to be a tight time
frame as to when the 30-year infrastructure strategy is
published. We say it has to be before 31 December
2016. Similarly, there has to be transparency and clear
accountability back to this house.
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Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to speak in support of the Infrastructure
Victoria Bill 2015. Whichever way you look at it, this
bill demonstrates leadership in action. It is a bill that is
entirely worthy of support to the point where the
opposition does not oppose it. That is a halfway
measure, but nonetheless it also accepts that this is a
good quality bill.
The bill provides long-term leadership on the
infrastructure needs of Victoria, which includes
taxpayer dollars, private investment and a whole range
of the variables that go into large infrastructure projects.
In the budget $40 million has been provided over four
years to establish Infrastructure Victoria. Probably the
biggest thing this bill does is deliver long-term vision.
The bill will require Infrastructure Victoria to provide a
30-year strategy for Victoria’s needs and priorities. This
strategy will be updated every three to five years. It will
also require the Victorian government to provide a
five-year plan of its infrastructure priorities. The
process will be entirely transparent, and I will talk
about that further down the track.
Infrastructure Victoria will cover a number of things,
ranging from roads, schools and hospitals to water and
community and cultural facilities. Quite on purpose the
terminology is not defined in the bill to allow
Infrastructure Victoria to have as broad a reference as it
possibly can and one that is relevant to the time in
which it operates. At some future point I would like to
see a bit of consideration around IT infrastructure.
These strategies will be open for public consultation.
The community which is being consulted and which
will have input will not necessarily enjoy the benefits of
these projects. These projects are, as the Premier often
says, oak tree projects: the people who plant the trees
are not necessarily the people who will sit under and in
the shade of the oak trees. That is real leadership; the
fact that you do not succumb to a four-year electoral
cycle is real leadership. I am really proud to be part of a
government that supports such projects.
If you think back to another leadership project that
fitted the oak tree description, it would have to be the
development of Southbank or the Southgate precinct in
the late 1980s and early 1990s. The people who showed
leadership in creating that precinct are not necessarily
the ones who cut the red ribbon. It will be the same for
the Melbourne Metro project. I doubt very much it will
be this Premier and members of this government who
cut the ribbon on it. Hopefully it will be a future Labor
government, but it is unlikely to be the same people.
This is similar to the introduction by the Hawke and
Keating governments of superannuation and the
comprehensive pension system.

2375

Paul Keating never got to enjoy the benefits of saying
while he was in office that Australia now has the
fourth-largest savings pool in the entire world and that
our saving pool exceeds Australia’s gross domestic
product. That is pretty astounding. When
superannuation was established in the early 1990s, I do
not think anyone would have imagined that outcome.
This is an example of long-term vision, and that is why
I am proud to support this bill.
Infrastructure Victoria will also have the capacity to
provide an independent business case analysis. Quite
apart from its own remit, strategy and plans,
Infrastructure Victoria will also be able to provide a
consultancy or independent assessment service to
Victorian government projects. I think that is really
vital, particularly the reference to consideration of
social and environmental as well as economic impacts.
I think they are vital.
The other thing I admire about this bill and which I
strongly support is its transparency. It is quite
extraordinary. A government tying itself to such
transparency, which frankly speaking sometimes may
not be politically convenient, is the right thing to do. An
example of that is that the government will be required
to prepare a five-year infrastructure plan, as I said,
which responds to the strategy prepared by
Infrastructure Victoria, which project is identified as a
priority, including any funding commitments. To
provide further rigour to the process, Infrastructure
Victoria will publish an annual assessment of the
government’s progress against the five-year
infrastructure plan. This is a body that has been
established by the government to, in a sense, critique
government. That is bold, and that is leadership.
The other element of this transparency is that
Infrastructure Victoria will be required to publish in its
annual report the details of each request for advice that
it receives. As others have said, a large number of
people and organisations are lined up to support this
bill. I have press releases here from the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry, the
Urban Development Institute of Australia, the Property
Council of Australia, the Master Builders Association
of Victoria and the Committee for Melbourne — all
glowing in their support for the establishment of this
body. Not all these bodies would normally support
Labor government decisions, but in this case they are
thrilled.
As the member for Narre Warren South said, the
community is relieved, and it is also thrilled. I have had
door-to-door conversations that have been similar to
those the member for Narre Warren South has had.
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People have said to me, ‘Why is it that one government
comes in, throws out a project and tries to start its own
projects, then the next government comes in and throws
out those projects?’. This will put a brake on the force
of that political cycle. This will provide a long-term
vision for the people who matter — not governments
but the taxpayers of Victoria.
I cannot avoid responding to some of the inane
contributions by members on the other side. I do not
mean all of their contributions, but I will pick out some.
The member for South-West Coast said that people
should be judged on what they do, not on what they
say. That is a very strange thing to say when we are
introducing a bill to establish Infrastructure Victoria.
That is the kind of thing you would say in an election
campaign, which is when people make a whole range
of commitments. The member for South-West Coast
said, ‘Judge people on what they do’, and that is exactly
what we are doing. We said we would establish
Infrastructure Victoria, and that is what we are doing.
We said we would commence and complete work on
level crossings in Koornang Road, Murrumbeena Road,
Poath Road and Grange Road in my electorate, and that
is exactly what we are doing. The early works have
started, the tenders have gone out and we have
appointed two bidders for the final leg of the journey
before the contract is awarded.
In my electorate, we are doing exactly what we said we
would do. We have also funded the Amsleigh Park
Primary School redevelopment. I was there last week
with the Deputy Premier, who is the Minister for
Education. There is money in the budget for the
completion of that project over the next two years. We
are also building the Huntingdale bus interchange.
Again there is money in the budget for the development
of that interchange.
I also want to pick up on the contribution by the
member for Caulfield. I cannot believe somebody
would stand up in this chamber and suggest that it is a
sin for a local member to get too involved. The fact that
the member for Bentleigh is attending consultations and
offering his energy and enthusiasm to address
constituent problems, whether they be about level
crossings or a dog stuck in a tree, should not be grounds
for criticism. I found it absolutely astounding that the
member for Caulfield stood up and criticised the
member for Bentleigh’s energy, drive and enthusiasm.
Maybe that is a mould of local representation that those
opposite do not know or do not understand, but I would
have thought that that is exactly what you look for not
only in your government but also in your local
members of Parliament. The member for Caulfield tried
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to draw a long bow about that contribution by the local
member and what he claimed to be a perceived lack of
independence. That is absolute nonsense.
The other thing that I think is nonsense is that the
member for Malvern was frothing at the mouth at the
beginning of this debate because he believes he had a
bigger infrastructure agenda when he was in
government. It reminds me of those pub conversations
during which people try to prove who is braver and
bigger. In the end, as the Treasurer said, we do not talk
about forward budgets that are in the never-never, and
that is what the member for Malvern was doing. His
apparent plan and comments, which were repeated by
the member for Ferntree Gully, were in the
never-never. It is almost like going to a restaurant and
the proprietor saying, ‘We have 10 items on our
specials board, and the restaurant next door only has 5’.
That means nothing if five of these are not available.
Political parties can put items in their forward budgets
and still not deliver them. The coalition government
had a history of not delivering on items it promised,
including Rowville rail, airport rail, Avalon rail and
Doncaster rail. None of those was delivered, yet the
coalition took all of those projects to two elections.
This bill is a fantastic watershed moment for the
Victorian taxpayer and for the future leadership of this
state, and I support it.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise this afternoon
to make a contribution to the debate on the
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. The purpose of this
bill is to set up an independent body called
Infrastructure Victoria to give expert advice on
infrastructure needs, priorities and proposals. I will start
with one of the things that the Labor Party said it would
recommend to Infrastructure Victoria if it were elected,
which was Bay West. I have a copy of the issue brief to
the Committee for Geelong, which was produced by the
now Treasurer and released on 20 June 2014. It says:
Victorian Labor has a view that Bay West is a superior
location to Hastings for a future container port.
However, we also believe that such a state-shaping
infrastructure decision should be made on the basis of
transparent, independent advice.

It goes on to say that Labor will introduce Infrastructure
Victoria, ask it to investigate the issue of the port
siting — whether it be Hastings or Bay West — make a
submission to Infrastructure Victoria in favour of Bay
West and then, once Infrastructure Victoria has
reported, make a decision cognisant of that advice. The
only problem is that we have a proposed sale of the port
of Melbourne lease which prevents a second port for
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70 years. What Infrastructure Victoria recommends
regarding Bay West is completely irrelevant, because a
second container port is proposed to be locked out by
the port of Melbourne being in a private monopoly for
70 years.
As I said in an earlier contribution, the people of
Geelong were in effect lied to with regard to this. The
Premier said that Bay West would create ‘jobs, jobs and
more jobs’. That is what he said to the people of
Geelong. Where are those jobs now? My oldest boy
will be 82 in 70 years. He might be able to get a job on
the docks at Bay West when he turns 82 years of age.
That is a real job for Geelong! That is real good stuff by
Infrastructure Victoria!
We have had independent reports done before. As other
speakers have already said, Sir Rod Eddington was
commissioned to look into the infrastructure needs of
Melbourne. The key road project he recommended was
the east–west link. That was independent advice
commissioned by the Brumby Labor government in
response to Victoria’s infrastructure needs. The
coalition government recognised that the east–west link
was Melbourne’s biggest road need, so we supported it.
The western section of east–west link was also going to
be good for Geelong.
We got the independent advice and we acted on it, but
what was the first action of this government? It canned
the east–west link, which was recommended to it on the
independent advice of Sir Rod Eddington. Labor
already has form in not accepting the advice of
independent boards, and in this case it has not even
accepted the findings of an independent study it had
commissioned. Is there any guarantee that it will accept
anything that Infrastructure Victoria recommends?
What is interesting is the composition of the
Infrastructure Victoria board. To start, it will include
three departmental secretaries. As some of the former
ministers have noted in their contributions, in their
experience of working with them, all the secretaries do
a good job. The fact is that they are all answerable to
the government, so they will be three votes for what the
government wants. The proposed chair is a lady by the
name of Elana Rubin, who is on the board of
Transurban Queensland.
How can the chair of the independent Infrastructure
Victoria be on the board of Transurban Queensland?
What a conflict of interest that would be. That is
amazing to me. The final three members of the
Infrastructure Victoria board will be appointed by the
government. Maybe the government will throw some
crumbs and put a token Liberal or Nationals supporter
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on the board to make out that it is not all Labor cronies,
but all that will mean is that decisions will be by six
against one.
I was a councillor in Geelong at that time, but I want to
talk about the development assessment committees
implemented in the 56th Parliament. The Brumby
government used these committees to take planning
powers away from key councils around the state,
Geelong being one of them. The board was made up of
two bureaucrats appointed by the government, an
independent chair appointed by the government and
just two representatives of the local government. It was
three versus two, so the government was going to win
an argument every time. It is going to be the same
situation in Infrastructure Victoria.
I think there is another reason for the establishment of
Infrastructure Victoria. When an infrastructure project
is popular, the Andrews Labor government will not go
to Infrastructure Victoria; it will just support it outright.
Only when a necessary piece of infrastructure comes up
that might be controversial in a certain area will the
government go to Infrastructure Victoria. The
Labor-stacked independent board will approve it,
noting that it might be controversial in certain areas but
that it is overall necessary, and the Labor government
will hide behind the decision by saying that
Infrastructure Victoria is at arm’s length and has made
an independent assessment that a tunnel, bridge or road
should be built. That is what this is about: it is about
hiding from controversial decisions. Anything that is
vaguely popular will not go anywhere near
Infrastructure Victoria.
The other side of this is that the last time I looked we
were elected to this place to make decisions and to
govern, not to send matters to boards to make decisions
for us. We are here to make decisions, not to absolve
ourselves of the responsibility. That is what this is
about. It is about Labor absolving itself of controversial
but necessary infrastructure projects. In my view, that is
what this is really about.
The member for Malvern has circulated amendments.
We are not opposing the bill, but the member for
Malvern has circulated very reasonable amendments to
increase the transparency of the Infrastructure Victoria
process by ensuring that the advice it gives is reported
to the Parliament. These are sensible amendments. As
far as this bill goes, I have my real doubts about the
motives behind Infrastructure Victoria because there is
no way that with its structure, it can possibly give
independent advice. You only have to look at the state’s
water boards to see the government’s form in this
area — all of the water boards have been sacked, and in
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September board members will have to reapply for their
jobs. You can also look at the people the government is
putting on hospital boards. They are being stacked with
Labor sympathisers, and I have the same fears for
Infrastructure Victoria. While the opposition is not
opposing the bill, I certainly have my doubts about it. I
look forward to seeing how this bill does in the upper
house.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I appreciate
the opportunity to make a contribution to debate on the
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. This is a significant
bill in Victoria’s economic history and indeed in its
social history. The bill establishes Infrastructure
Victoria to provide strategic and independent advice on
Victoria’s infrastructure needs and priorities, which is
something we have long been missing. The bill will
elevate and preserve the role of independent
infrastructure advice. Most importantly, it fulfils an
election commitment, which is something this
government is committed to doing.
By the time the Liberal government’s term had ended
we had seen three years of procrastination followed by
six months of panic in the lead-up to the election.
Victorians were denied vital information and industry
was deprived of any certainty. At the time we said:
The decisions we make today will determine our prosperity in
the future. They must be informed, calm and responsible.
That’s why an Andrews Labor government will also:
establish Infrastructure Victoria, an independent body to
advise on our long-term priorities;
establish Projects Victoria so those priorities are
delivered on time and on budget.
Infrastructure Victoria will mean future governments will not
be distracted by politics or able to hide vital information from
voters. This expert body will keep the pipeline a major
projects full and steady.

That is what we are doing here today.
The purpose of this bill is to create an independent
institutional framework that will promote the
development, design and implementation of that
significant infrastructure and those programs for
Victoria. The independent statutory body will be known
as Infrastructure Victoria, and it will be a body that will
provide expert and independent advice to the
government of the day regarding Victoria’s ongoing
infrastructure needs.
The creation of Infrastructure Victoria comes at a
critical juncture in this state’s history. History will not
only remember the Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw
government as one of the most dysfunctional
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governments to preside over this great state but also
judge the coalition government harshly for its failure to
deliver any significant infrastructure. We saw four long
wasted years.
Infrastructure Victoria will reduce the ability of
governments to consider projects like the coalition’s
east–west project, a project that was not only
economically unviable but also devoid of rigorous
analysis and scrutiny. A landmark reform,
Infrastructure Victoria will remove the short-term
politics from the delivery of critical infrastructure
projects. Labor has a long tradition of building
independent policy bodies. The construction of
independent bodies such as Infrastructure Victoria
follows a long Labor tradition of Labor government’s
laying the institutional framework necessary to
underpin our society’s progress and prosperity. Across
the country there are numerous examples of this. In this
great Labor tradition we saw the Reserve Bank of
Australia become independent in the 1980s.
The Hawke government granted the Reserve Bank of
Australia independence. Prior to this decision the
Reserve Bank of Australia was an additional arm to the
commonwealth government of the day and subordinate
to the government of the day’s monetary policy
preferences. This decision was important as it provided
the Reserve Bank of Australia with the autonomy and
the power to make independent judgements regarding
the future direction of monetary policy in this country.
Again in this great Labor tradition we saw the
establishment of the Industry Commission in 1989 by
the Hawke Labor government, which was another
example of an independent body designed for the
purpose of conducting public inquiries on the future
policy directions of the commonwealth government.
The Industry Commission, which subsequently was
replaced by the Productivity Commission in 1998,
ensures that we have independent and rigorous advice.
Governments of both persuasions have adopted
Productivity Commission recommendations, and
governments of both persuasions have acknowledged
that this is important in planning for our economy and
our society.
Again in this great Labor tradition in 2008 the Rudd
government established Infrastructure Australia, a
statutory body created to provide advice to the
Australian government — advice on significant
infrastructure projects to design rolling 15-year
infrastructure strategies. The creation of Infrastructure
Victoria is a logical and welcome addition to the
current suite of independent institutions that have been
established in a great Labor tradition that exist to
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provide advice to governments over the strategic
direction of our country and of our state. As many in
this house are now aware, the governance structures
and organisation of Infrastructure Victoria will provide
this same independent advice.
The composition of the board is important. Clause 12 of
the bill provides for the membership of the board of
directors. There will be seven members: a chairperson;
a deputy chairperson; two additional directors and three
department heads. The inclusion of the three
department secretaries on the board will allow for
public sector perspectives on the future direction,
design and implementation of infrastructure to be
included. However, the board will predominantly
consist of non-government members and will not be
subject to the direction of the minister. Further, the
independence of the board and the independence of this
statutory body will be protected and preserved. The
composition of the board safeguards Infrastructure
Victoria’s independence.
Industry bodies have welcomed the establishment of
Infrastructure Victoria. The decision by the Andrews
government to create Infrastructure Victoria has been
publicly lauded by many of the key bodies in this
policy space. In a media release Consult Australia’s
chief executive, Megan Motto, said:
This is an important milestone, in bringing that policy idea to
reality so the Victorian public can enjoy the benefits of better
infrastructure, and business can plan for the future with
greater certainty.
By establishing Infrastructure Victoria, the government is
setting the groundwork to ensure that important decisions
around infrastructure are based on expert advice rather than
political considerations.
That means we can avoid repeating the mistakes of the
East-West Link motorway project, and that taxpayer dollars
will go to developing infrastructure rather than paying out
contracts.
While we’re never going to completely take the politics out of
decision making around infrastructure project selection, we
can at least increase transparency as to what the expert advice
is, and force the relevant ministers to explain why they might
have disregarded that …

Engineers Australia has also publicly applauded this
project and said:
Engineers Australia has long advocated for an independent
body to oversee major infrastructure projects in Victoria.

Independent bodies can also help to build consensus.
This is a very important point. Over the last 12 months
we have experienced what happens when governments
seek to introduce infrastructure projects that do not
come with community consensus, and we certainly saw
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that with east–west link. However, independent bodies
can help us build community consensus about the types
of infrastructure projects we need in this state.
An honourable member — We held a referendum
on it.
Ms BLANDTHORN — We did have a referendum
on it.
An honourable member — How did it go?
Ms BLANDTHORN — It did not go well for the
government of the day. The establishment of
Infrastructure Victoria will also address what Ross
Garnaut in his recent book Dog Days — Australia After
the Boom laments as the decline of independent public
policy bodies across Australia. Garnaut says that the
existence of independent bodies is central to the reform
program that was undertaken by the Hawke and
Keating governments, the Labor governments between
1983 and 1996.
Infrastructure Victoria can play a central role in
assisting governments to build community consensus
about the state’s long-term infrastructure needs. Public
consensus can be built for major infrastructure projects
by educating the public on the infrastructure needs and
priorities of Victoria. This can be achieved through the
publication of independent research that contains
rigorous cost-benefit analysis of individual
infrastructure projects.
Infrastructure Victoria will result in higher levels of
accountability. The bill clearly outlines the increased
accountability and long-term strategy that we require of
the government of the day. It will include a requirement
for the government to formally respond to the 30-year
infrastructure strategy for our state that Infrastructure
Victoria will develop, and it will include a requirement
for the government to prepare and release a 5-year
infrastructure plan, as well as an annual assessment of
the government’s priorities and progress against that
5-year infrastructure plan.
In conclusion, after four long years — four wasted
years — Victoria requires investment in infrastructure
now. The establishment of Infrastructure Victoria has
come at a time when Victoria desperately needs
significant investment in infrastructure and independent
strategic advice as to what that infrastructure should be.
I commend the bill to the house.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I am pleased to rise to
contribute to the debate on the Infrastructure Victoria
Bill 2015. Earlier speakers for the opposition have
already made it clear that the coalition will not be
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opposing this bill, but we do believe the bill requires
substantial improvements, so we will be moving a
number of amendments to that end.
Clause 7 of the bill provides that:
The object of Infrastructure Victoria —

the new statutory authority to be created under this
bill —
is to provide independent and expert advice —

That is somewhat contradictory to clause 12, which sets
up a board that includes three departmental secretaries.
As we have already heard from the member for
Malvern and others from the opposition, who have
already contributed to the debate on this bill,
departmental secretaries are unlikely to provide an
independent form of advice when they are beholden to
the government of the day.
The bill also fails to provide a guarantee of private
sector experience or participation, and it includes no
time frame for the release of Infrastructure Victoria’s
first 30-year plan. Members of the opposition are
suggesting that Infrastructure Victoria should be
required to publish its 30-year plan by 31 December
2016, and that that report should be made available in
Parliament.
If, as it claims, this government is committed to
transparency, it would agree to those very sensible
amendments moved by the coalition, but the reality is
that those opposite build infrastructure on politics not
on need. We have seen that already in the first eight
months of this government.
Those opposite have already cut the infrastructure
budget by 24 per cent, and let me tell you, that is being
felt in regional Victoria. Setting up a new statutory
authority is not going to make a whole lot of difference
to that if those opposite are not investing in
infrastructure. This government has already
demonstrated that it does not give two hoots about
expert advice. Members need only look as far as its
proposal to set up a 70-year monopoly lease of the port
of Melbourne. That flies in the face of advice from
Infrastructure Australia. Shall we hear that advice
again? Infrastructure Australia said:
… demand for container facilities at the port of Melbourne is
projected to exceed capacity before 2031.

Yet here we are setting up a monopoly lease for
70 years. Why should Victorians believe that this
government is suddenly going to change its ways?
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I turn now to the announcement made by the
government on Sunday: just 3 per cent of the
revenue — just $200 million of the $7 billion that the
government plans to raise from the sale of the port of
Melbourne — is proposed to be invested back into
regional Victoria. That is less than the value of one
level crossing removal that those opposite plan to fund
in Melbourne, yet they are out there crowing that
regional Victoria should be grateful for their largesse. I
am sure that in coming days we will see that
$200 million reannounced many times. Those opposite
will do their best to get maximum value out of an
absolutely paltry sum. They will try to make that
$200 million all things to all people. It will be $20 here
and $20 there.
Country Victorians would like to know what they have
done to be treated so abysmally by this government.
What have they done to be treated so poorly? It has
been interesting to listen to this debate. It has been
disappointing to see the few country members of the
Labor Party fail to stand up for their constituents. They
have fallen straight in with the party line. I would have
hoped that they would have stood up in their party
room when this legislation was proposed. Perhaps it did
not go to the party room, but I would have at least
hoped that the member for Bendigo East would have
stood up around the cabinet table to protest against this
government’s shoddy treatment of country Victoria and
to argue for a greater share than just 3 per cent of the
$7 billion that the government proposes to invest in
regional Victoria. It is an absolute insult.
What about the member for Bendigo West? I was
listening to her contribution earlier today. She says that
allocating $200 million of $7 billion is visionary of this
government. She has sold out her constituents. Country
Labor Party members have sold their constituents for
two pieces of silver, like Judas. The truth is that those
opposite do not have a good track record when it comes
to major projects. Look at them all going silent now.
During their last term of office they wasted billions of
dollars on major projects, many of which were
delivered over budget and well past the due date. The
Leader of The Nationals has already spoken in the
house about the desalination plant. Water customers
will be paying $1.8 million a day for the next 28 years.
Myki was promised at a cost of $741 million in 2004.
By 2008 the cost had blown out to $1.35 billion.
The north–south pipeline is another project that
demonstrates just how little those opposite care about
country Victoria. It was a $750 million project designed
to take water from drought-stricken communities to
Melbourne. Not only that; those opposite could not get
the engineering right. They built a $750 million white
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elephant and connected it to storage that is at the lowest
point on the Yarra River and that 9 years out of 10 is
full. What kind of madness was that?
I move now to the Melbourne wholesale market
relocation. If you will indulge me here, Acting Speaker,
I will dwell on this for a moment because Labor’s
failure on this project is now being felt across my
electorate. The market was announced in 2004 at a cost
of $300 million, with a promised delivery date of 2010.
Here we are in 2015 facing a cost somewhere in the
vicinity of $600 million, and the market is still not
ready. It was botched from day one by those opposite.
Labor designed and signed contracts to build a trading
floor almost half the size of that of the current market. It
failed to properly consult on the design of the market,
and it made sure that its inherently flawed design was
signed and sealed by the time we came to government.
On Saturday one of my constituents, Chris Shaw,
closed his fruit and vegetable store having supplied the
Campaspe shire with fresh fruit and vegetables for
50 years. After 50 years he gave it up because the
market designed by those opposite had forced him out
of business. The country hours that were proposed
meant that he could not possibly get down to the
market, buy his fresh fruit and vegetables, turn around
and get home in time to deliver on his contracts. That is
an absolute shame for my electorate, and it is a shame
for the seven people, including Chris and his wife, who
are now out of work as a result.
In conclusion, infrastructure is desperately needed in
regional Victoria. However, the record of those
opposite on major projects is not one they should be
proud of. The bill as it stands is not going to improve
independence or transparency, and we on this side of
the house have very real concerns about that. I support
the amendments that have been moved by the member
for Malvern, and I would urge those opposite to do the
same.
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — It is an honour to
speak on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015 because
yet again we see a demonstration of this government
keeping every single one of the promises it made to the
Victorian people before the last election. We believe in
keeping our promises. We believe in following through
on the commitments we made to the people of Victoria.
The most important thing this bill does is take the
politics out of infrastructure planning. After the last
four long, dark years, the experience with the east–west
link and the ongoing infrastructure issues with the
so-called infrastructure Prime Minister in Canberra,
taking the politics out of infrastructure is desperately
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needed. Infrastructure Victoria will provide long-term
infrastructure planning and it will be an independent
body, despite what we have heard from those opposite.
Four of its seven members will be drawn from the
private sector. Infrastructure Victoria will prepare a
30-year infrastructure strategy and provide advice to the
government on infrastructure matters as requested.
The government will publicly respond to the 30-year
strategy and prepare a 5-year plan to identify and detail
major infrastructure projects that it intends to prioritise.
It will be an independent body that will release its
advice publicly, unlike the New South Wales model. It
will be the most independent and transparent
infrastructure advisory body in Australia.
Last November we held an infrastructure election. A
couple of months before the election I addressed a
transport forum in my electorate. Unfortunately the
then member for Bentleigh refused to turn up to that
transport forum to defend her government’s dismal
transport infrastructure — —
Mr Burgess — Who organised the transport forum?
Mr STAIKOS — Who organised the transport
forum? It was organised by Leader newspapers — the
Murdoch press. That is who organised the transport
forum. Thank you for that free kick.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! I ask the member for Bentleigh to direct his
comments through the Chair.
Mr STAIKOS — Thank you for the advice, Acting
Speaker, and while you are at it, I believe the member
for Hastings interjected. What I absolutely did say in
my opening remarks at that transport forum was that we
were talking in that election about providing transport
infrastructure to take us through to the next century. We
operate a train system in particular that is being choked
by 180 level crossings — Sydney by contrast has 3. If
we are to provide an international metro-style train
system, we need to begin removing those level
crossings. What has been very well received in my
electorate is the Andrews Labor government’s strong
commitment — opposed by those opposite — to
remove 50 level crossings over two terms, 20 of which
will be removed in the first term. Three of those 20 are
in my electorate.
I was not in the house for his contribution, but I
understand that the member for Caulfield spoke earlier
and criticised me for consulting with my community
about these level crossing removals. Last week I had
500 local residents attend a meeting at McKinnon
Secondary College to talk about the level crossing
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removals because it is something they value. They
desperately want these level crossings removed. I know
the adjunct professor does not believe in community
consultation, but we absolutely do, and work begins on
the removal of these three level crossings in my
electorate before the end of the year. After four years of
the former government doing nothing, in just eight
months we have established the Level Crossing
Removal Authority, we have signed the contracts, we
have made the budget allocation, we have completed
the early works, we have completed the testing, and
come September we will see major construction
beginning along the Frankston line to remove these
level crossings.
Of course the other thing we took to the election was
the Metro rail tunnel, something that is supported by the
experts. You will not find an expert that will put their
name to that dog of a project called the Melbourne rail
link.
Ms Ryall interjected.
Mr STAIKOS — I do not think that Rod Eddington
supported the Melbourne rail link. In response to the
interjection of the member for Ringwood, I do not think
it was conceived at that time.
The Melbourne rail link was an absolute dog of a
project. It was no alternative to the Metro rail tunnel
because alarmingly it would have taken people to
where they do not want to go. Nobody in Bentleigh
wants to go to Fishermans Bend. It would have ripped
out Flinders Street and Richmond from the Frankston
line. I am proud that we have abandoned that proposal,
which was designed on the back of a beer coaster, and
are pursuing the Metro rail tunnel. It is something that
was recommended for commonwealth funding by
Infrastructure Australia, but the infrastructure Prime
Minister in his wisdom instead chose to fund the
east–west link. I will come back to the east–west link
shortly.
The other important thing that Infrastructure Victoria
will do is assess business cases for major projects. If we
are going to talk about business cases, you cannot go
past the east–west link. The business case for the
east–west link was absolutely more protected than Lord
Voldemort’s horcruxes. And just as in the Harry Potter
films, politically speaking that horcrux led to the
demise of several of those opposite. But let us just talk
about exactly what was in that business case. It was a
dud tunnel that was going to cost $10.7 billion — that
was the true cost. No wonder members of the former
government did not want the Victorian people to see it
and no wonder they did not want to take it to an
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election. It would have lost 55 cents for every wasted
dollar of investment. To add insult to injury, they were
going to toll every single freeway in Melbourne in
order to pay for it.
Ms Ryall interjected.
Mr STAIKOS — It was in your business case,
member for Ringwood. It was in your business case.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! I ask the member for Bentleigh to direct his
comments through the Chair and to cease responding to
interjections.
Mr STAIKOS — It is absolutely true that Victoria
is being short-changed by the federal government when
it comes to infrastructure. And if ever there was an
example of why we need to take the politics out of
infrastructure planning, it is the situation in Canberra,
where a recent analysis of federal infrastructure funding
has shown that Victoria has been allocated just $83 per
person over the five years to 2018–19. That is clearly a
political move given that Tony Abbott quite clearly has
pinned his re-election hopes on Queensland and New
South Wales. It is absolutely no coincidence that in
New South Wales the figure is $271 per person and in
Queensland $342 per person.
We are taking the politics out of infrastructure planning.
Those opposite are saying they do not oppose this bill,
but what they have said during their contributions
suggests otherwise. They are very alone on this. Let us
hear what the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry had to say:
Strategic infrastructure planning must go beyond the
short-term political cycle. We therefore welcome this
legislation to establish Infrastructure Victoria and look
forward to ongoing engagement to define, prioritise and
progress the long-term infrastructure needs of all Victorians.

Infrastructure Partnerships Australia said:
Victoria must never repeat the east–west link experience,
meaning long-term, stable and predictable planning is
fundamental.

The Urban Development Institute of Australia said:
The introduction of this legislation and the early delivery of
such a vital election commitment marks a vital a new era for
the integrated planning and delivery of urban development.

Infrastructure planning in Victoria is too important to
leave to the political cycle. That is why we brought this
bill to the house. It is supported by the stakeholders and
by the experts. I commend it to the house.
Debate interrupted.
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DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! Before I call the next speaker, I would like to
acknowledge a former minister, Rob Maclellan, who is
in the gallery this afternoon. Welcome.

INFRASTRUCTURE VICTORIA BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Infrastructure Victoria
Bill 2015. Whilst the creation of Infrastructure Victoria
is admirable, I think it will bring forward a lot of
concerns and challenges in the future. This is a statutory
authority and it will provide independent and expert
advice around infrastructure needs and priorities. That
is a good thing. Having a pipeline of infrastructure in
place is a good thing because when there are changes of
government and in different areas, there is an ongoing
plan that people can all look to. It also helps those in
business and investment to know that a pipeline is in
place. That is not a bad thing.
The functions of Infrastructure Victoria are around
strategic planning and advice. I note in particular that
there will be a 30-year infrastructure strategy following
consultation on a draft strategy. I am always interested
when the Labor government moves anything that refers
to consultation, because it has form with consultation. I
will go into that a little later.
I also note that the government must formally respond
to the strategy, and there is also a requirement for the
government to prepare and release a five-year
infrastructure plan. This is admirable, but as with a lot
of what Labor puts up, there are limitations. Earlier the
member for Malvern circulated foreshadowed
amendments containing the opposition’s suggestions
for how the plan could be made better and a lot tighter
and be given the greater credibility it needs.
I note that members have said that there is general
agreement on the need for a body like this, and that is
fine. However, I wonder what some of those people
who have committed to thinking this is a great idea
actually know and understand about the level of detail.
If we look at the context, there is always a need for
good infrastructure. That infrastructure needs to be
supported by government, but also there is a strong role
for private investment. We know that the state, and in
particular Melbourne, has grown. Over the last 20 years
or so for the majority of time there have been Labor
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governments, and they have not kept up with
infrastructure. It is important that we keep up with
infrastructure not just in this city but also in regional
Victoria.
Today I have heard a number of people say that
Infrastructure Victoria will be looking after regional
Victoria. The government has already cut more than
$6 billion, or 24 per cent, of the infrastructure budget
and it is ripping people off in country Victoria. It has
cut the Regional Growth Fund in half, yet it espouses
that it is trying to look after regional Victoria. A lot of it
is just talk; it is certainly not matched by its actions.
What concerns me is the implementation — the
delivery, and getting the job done. Labor governments
have form. As I have said, the $6.4 billion cut from the
infrastructure budget is 24 per cent of that budget.
These are projects that were already in the pipeline —
the airport rail link, the Melbourne rail project and the
east–west link. This has big impacts on jobs, which
have been walking out the door from Victoria since the
Premier and his government took over. There are also
implications for businesses — large businesses,
national and international, as well as small
businesses — so there are implications everywhere. It is
sad to think that the message that has been delivered to
Victoria, to Australia and internationally is that Victoria
is now closed for business.
The Labor Party has form on ignoring good advice. The
Eddington report, which was commissioned by a Labor
government, was ignored and not even remotely
implemented by the Labor government that
commissioned it. It took the coalition government to
start getting that up and running again.
The Labor Party in opposition opposed CityLink. I look
at the members opposite and think: how many people
on that side of the house in government use the Bolte
Bridge and CityLink? I could not imagine what it
would be like without them. That is representative of
the limited scope of the brainpower over there.
In opposition Labor members referenced Infrastructure
Australia quite a bit, particularly when it suited them,
and it did suit them at times in opposition. In April this
year the Australian Infrastructure Audit was released. It
told us about the port of Melbourne that:
… demand for container facilities at the port of Melbourne is
projected to exceed capacity before 2031.

That is 16 years away — but, no; the advice from
Infrastructure Australia was ignored. Labor wants to
lock up the port of Melbourne for 70 years. Why should
we place our trust in and have confidence that with the
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expertise and advice that Infrastructure Victoria puts
forward, the Labor government will actually take it on
board? Typically it ignores good advice. Its ability to
manage projects is fairly appalling. Its background is
that there have been some disastrous projects.
I look at the talent involved then and at the talent on the
other side of the chamber now, and I cannot see that
they are in a better position to manage major projects
than they have been in the past. While Liberals and the
coalition have economic management in their DNA,
those guys have it for absolute lack of project
management. We have had the dud projects of the
desalination plant — and it horrified me to hear that the
member for Essendon thinks that people are not paying
for it, other than the $1.8 million each day for
27 years — and the north–south pipeline, the
$750 million white elephant that I am reminded of
every time I drive over it as I travel to my house. I drive
over either side of the north–south pipeline virtually
every day. There is also the Melbourne Market, another
infrastructure project which was a dog. The former
Premier gave an excellent rundown of the number of
dog projects that we had to turn around. This does not
of course include the IT projects, the ultranet and myki.
As I said, the talent over there does not inspire me or
give me confidence.
I also want to mention other concerns about the
governance and independence of Infrastructure
Victoria, because the structure works against
independence. The chair, the deputy chair and two
other board members will be from the private or
non-government sectors — fine. But there are three
secretaries — from the Department of Premier and
Cabinet, the Department of Treasury and Finance and, I
like this one, the secretary responsible to the Minister
for Planning. Because it changes so often it has had to
be called the secretary responsible to the Minister for
Planning. At the minute that is in the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning — I believe
the ‘w’ is silent because they are particularly silent on
water. The secretaries run the departments and
implement the government policy. The performance
reviews and appointments are done by the government.
The government is being very unfair to the secretaries
by having them in this role, where they will be required
to put forward independent advice. If they know the
government has a particular desire to move in one
direction, and the advice from Infrastructure Victoria is
the opposite, they have to weigh up, ‘Gosh, what
decision am I going to put forward? This is about my
credibility and my job’. It is particularly unfair to put
the secretaries in the role of delivering independent
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advice when the nature of their jobs is that they are not
independent through their appointments.
Transparency in this area is also questioned. Clause 45
is headed ‘Restrictions on publication of advice by
Infrastructure Victoria’, and clause 46 is headed
‘Minister may publish advice from Infrastructure
Victoria’. They are about blocking the transparency. In
the second-reading speech the minister said:
Transparency must underpin infrastructure decision-making
because the community cannot, and should not, accept such
decisions without being properly informed and involved.

Some of the changes that will be proposed through the
amendment process address these and need to be
looked at closely.
As I mentioned, Labor has an appalling record on
consultation. There was the sham consultation with the
Windsor Hotel development. Consultation is mentioned
in the objectives here. It is interesting that there was no
consultation on the desalination plant or the
north–south pipeline — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — Dear, oh, dear! The
member for Eildon started off very well. She
recognised that Infrastructure Victoria was a very good
idea. She recognised that there is a need to plan ahead.
But then how she faded off so dismally as she
progressed — very sad.
I am pleased to rise to add some positive comments
about a very sound government that is responding to the
people of Victoria. Why is this bill necessary? We
know that this bill is necessary because the people of
Victoria have said that they want a government that
shows a sense of planning forward. They want a
government that is prepared to listen to people in the
community, that can provide knowledgeable advice and
that is prepared to put forward plans to people so they
can discuss them and so we can have a sense of where
things are going in the future.
Why is this necessary? Because the last four years were
a great disappointment to the people of Victoria. The
people of Victoria woke up in the year 2010 and found
that the government had surprisingly, perhaps, changed.
What is more, Ted Baillieu and crew were even more
surprised and suddenly thought, ‘What do we do now?
We’ve been negative for the last four years, and
suddenly we’ve found ourselves in government. What
do we do?’. They did not do anything for two years.
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In the last few weeks the people of Ballarat have found
that their passenger rail services have suffered because
although under the regional rail link — now that it is
open — there was the opportunity for more services,
unfortunately the former government forgot to order
any rolling stock. It is a long-term thing to order rolling
stock so that you can have sufficient rolling stock on
the line. Fortunately we now have rolling stock coming
from the Victorian business Bombardier, in
Dandenong. It is coming onto the line now so that
Ballarat passengers will see more rolling stock and will
be able to travel on the line and know that there will be
a seat for them in the future.
What people want is a government that can see ahead,
plan ahead, listen to expert advice and present it in a
sensible way. Getting back to the last government, after
it had been in government for a little while it eventually
realised that there was another election coming up and
it had better show it had done something before the
election. That was going to be a worry in 2014.
Suddenly, with a change in leader, the then new leader
of the Liberal Party determined that the government
had better take some action. The member for
South-West Coast has spoken strongly on this bill
already, trying to say, ‘Why didn’t they listen to me?’.
The fact was that those opposite came up with a plan.
I have noticed that a number of members of the
opposition have talked about the Eddington report, but
they have obviously never read it. They like to pick out
a few bits of the Eddington report and say that the
report was what they were all about, but if they had
actually read the Eddington report, they would have
seen that the key issues related to the central area of
Melbourne — hence the Melbourne Metro tunnel was
proposed — and to a link across the Yarra or a crossing
point so that you could get from the western side of
Melbourne towards the Tullamarine Freeway. Suddenly
a project that was somewhere down the priority list, the
east–west link, was noticed by the former government.
Money was committed with no business plan. Finally,
only a month before the election, the contract had to be
signed because they had to get on with it. They could
not wait for the people of Victoria to look at it one
month later and actually vote on whether they wanted it
or not.
I see that the member for Malvern has just left the
house. I would have loved to have made more
comments about the side letter, which I know said,
‘What we need to do is make it so that even if the
people of Victoria say they don’t want it, they’ll pay for
it. Let’s make them pay over $1 billion with this side
letter’. The miserable member for Malvern has now left
the house, and that is a good thing. It is a pity that he
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will come back into the house, because he is shamed
forever on that issue.
What the people of Victoria want is not these
half-baked ideas that have supposedly been taken from
the Eddington report or somewhere else. They want a
plan that will show them how it all fits together and that
will be verified by people from the business community
and broadly across Victoria as an appropriate plan.
They do not want to hear ideas about alternatives to a
Metro rail loop that do not do what needs to be done.
They do not want to hear about an airport link which
we saw so much government money going into
advertising ahead of the election, telling them about the
airport link but not telling them that the former
government did not actually have any designs — it just
thought it was a good idea that should happen
sometime. There were no plans and there was no real
action on a whole range of those projects; they were
just thoughts thrown on paper. What people want is a
serious plan that will lead them forward.
This legislation sets up Infrastructure Victoria as an
established independent body. It asks that body to
prepare a 30-year plan. What are the key things we
need for Victoria in the next 30 years? We know we are
a rapidly growing state. We know Melbourne is
growing remarkably rapidly. There are
4.5 million people now, there will be 5 million by 2020
and we will be on to 8 million by 2050. We know we
need to plan for Melbourne’s growth. We know that a
lot of people are seeing that the regions are great places
to live, so they are moving to places like Ballarat and
Geelong and other regional cities further out from
Melbourne. We know they want connectedness across
the state, so we clearly need to plan for all that — not
just with transport infrastructure but also with social
infrastructure, which is so important in our
communities.
That is what we are looking at Infrastructure Victoria to
help us with — providing a 30-year plan that can then
be put up for discussion across the state of Victoria. The
government will develop a 5-year plan initially so that
people have a sense of what the direction is for the next
five years and then what it can be beyond that.
Obviously you need to review these things as you go
along. Although the Eddington report does present
some great ideas about things we need to look at in
terms of our transport infrastructure, it needs to be
reviewed and we need to take on board new ideas.
I am very pleased that the Andrews Labor government
has developed what the people of Victoria have asked
for and that we are committing to our promises, as we
are determined to do in the years ahead. But not only
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that, because it is about providing good and sound
leadership for the people of Victoria. We are looking
not just to the next election but to benefit the people of
Victoria so that they will look upon our legacy for
many years to come. Not only do we want to see
Victoria as the education state, a state where we provide
great education, but we also want to ensure that we
have great health services to provide to the people of
Victoria, and we want to know that the infrastructure
that we plan to put in place over the next 5 years,
10 years and beyond will meet our needs so we can
plan accordingly. The people of Victoria will know
there is a plan in place and understand how they will
relate to it in the future. Hopefully future governments
will continue to adopt that plan, review it appropriately
and build on it into the future.
Good governments leave legacies for the people they
are elected to represent. The Andrews government is
determined to be a good government. I am very pleased
that we are showing that we are responsive to what
people are saying, which is that they do not want
governments that might after a period of four years or
whatever change their priorities completely. People
want a sense that priorities will flow on and meet their
needs into the future. They want to know that when
governments are elected, even if by accident, as we saw
the Baillieu government being elected unexpectedly —
I have to acknowledge that even the Bracks
government before that was elected perhaps
unexpectedly — good governments, like the Bracks
government, have a plan ahead of them that they are
able to deliver on. Good governments work on
delivering on their plans. We do not want to see any
more governments elected that then sit and think, ‘What
do we do now? Oh, I don’t know. We’ll do nothing for
the next few years and then hopefully we’ll get some
ideas before the next election’.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Order!
Before I call on the next speaker, I acknowledge the
presence in the gallery of Ken Coghill, a former
Speaker of this place. I would like to acknowledge his
academic work, which contributed towards my own
academic career.
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INFRASTRUCTURE VICTORIA BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015 on
behalf of the electorate of Mildura. The purpose of the
bill is to establish Infrastructure Victoria to provide
independent expert advice about Victoria’s
infrastructure needs, priorities and proposals. I note that
we have had Infrastructure Australia committees
working in that area, so already a great deal of work has
been done on that. The purpose of the bill is also to
establish a new strategic infrastructure planning process
for Victoria which requires Infrastructure Victoria to
release a 30-year plan and government to respond and
to prepare and release a 5-year infrastructure plan based
on that.
The main provisions, buried mostly in part 2 of the bill,
establish the functions, powers and board of
Infrastructure Victoria. In part 3 the bill outlines the
high-level role and responsibility for Infrastructure
Victoria in creating that 30-year plan and providing
advice to government on responses to identified
infrastructure needs. Part 3 also contains the 5-year plan
requirement. We in the opposition have a number of
areas of concern regarding this. Infrastructure is
undefined, as is how the government intends
Infrastructure Victoria to go about separating the
non-physical social infrastructure. This creates a risk
that Infrastructure Victoria will get bogged down in
trivia along the way, as is so easily done. In preparing
budgets it is very important to separate capital and
recurrent expenditure. There is a really big challenge in
dealing with social infrastructure, as you can start to be
distracted by things that will not deliver tangible
dividends.
The Infrastructure Victoria board will consist of seven
members, including three departmental secretaries.
During this debate other members have pointed out the
possible conflicts of interest that can occur when you
have public servants who are meant to provide frank
and fearless advice but who many times have to temper
that because of the political environment they find
themselves in. The bill is also pretty silent on the time
line for release of the 30-year plan. If you delay such a
long-term plan, you will have to keep amending it
because things change. Infrastructure Victoria is also
expensive. It has received funding of $10 million in the
budget update for 2014–15 and $10 million a year on
an ongoing basis. This is an expensive exercise in
getting these things right.
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Let us look at the track record of The Nationals in
getting the infrastructure requirements right in the long
term for Victoria. Priorities for the current term of this
government should be established. I am pleased to say
that one of those priorities is the Mildura rail line,
something that was a priority for the previous
government. The Premier has been to Mildura and has
committed the current government to doing the job for
Mildura. We know that option 5 of the options
developed by The Nationals, particularly by the
member for Murray Plains and me in consultation with
all the rail users, is the right option for the Mildura rail
line.
When it comes to funding the additional investment
required for option 5, which will satisfy the needs of the
three major users of the railway line — our mineral
sands interests, our grain industry and our high-value
horticulture exports from the Merbein intermodal
terminal — there is still $200 million left from the sale
of the Rural Finance Corporation. The previous
government made the decision to sell that asset, which
had been developed for and was serving the people of
country Victoria.
The cost of the rail line had been estimated by GHD Pty
Ltd a couple of years earlier to be around $220 million.
When the report was put out it was found that a number
of aspects needed further development, and the project
was referred by the previous government for a business
case. That business case is yet to see the light of day. I
think it will reveal, as it should from the consultation
we have done, that some or all of the money left from
the Rural Finance Corporation sale will be required to
do this once-in-a-century project.
In looking at those sorts of projects and times we know
that priorities change, and this is where Infrastructure
Victoria will struggle with a 30-year mandate. When
you are looking at a 5-year plan, then at the end of that
5-year period you may have to re-form it with the
30-year outlook, so it will not be without its difficulties.
We have had good advice in the past from a number of
organisations that have done that. In this debate Sir Rod
Eddington has been mentioned at some length in
relation to the advice he has given on future
infrastructure requirements. We have also looked at the
partnerships that have occurred between Infrastructure
Australia and Regional Development Victoria in
developing regional plans. One wonders whether this is
a genuine attempt to look at the future or just a delaying
tactic in order to allow the budget — or for other
financial reasons — to recover or to buy some time to
find the funds to do the level crossings in Melbourne.
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This is where we move into this complex mix of
projects that are needed, including the port lease, which
is a dud deal for regional Victoria for many reasons.
One of the issues the government will face is what if
Infrastructure Victoria recommends a second port, as it
should? When you look at the various reports that
suggest the demand will exceed the possibilities for the
port by the 2030s, Infrastructure Victoria’s credibility
will be damaged almost immediately if it does not
support a second port for Victoria. That is extremely
important for country areas and country exporters,
because they will pay.
No-one in country Victoria thinks for a moment that the
lack of a second port will not impact on them. The lack
of a second port will mean there will be a smaller wheat
cheque because your wheat will have to be carted
further. It will mean a smaller dairy cheque and a
smaller horticultural cheque for your grapes or for your
oranges because they have to be carted further to a port
that is not as efficient as ours in Victoria or what we
could build into the future. We will be locked out of the
future without compensation for over 70 years. It will
be back to the farmers and the exporters to pay, and that
will affect our rural communities and our city
communities as well. The $200 million being laid on
the table is a mere pittance compared to what exporters
and communities will pay over time. Is the
$200 million just a smoke-and-mirrors trick with the
$200 million left over from the Rural Finance
Corporation sale?
I am left with a bit of a conundrum with some of this
work. At the very least we should support the
amendments proposed by the member for Malvern. But
I wonder whether this plan had its genesis in the ABC’s
Utopia program, or are we providing grist for the mill
and scripts for a third series of Utopia from our efforts
to get this infrastructure right and, to quote from
Utopia, ‘to build the infrastructure nation’. I think we
have all heard the words, and I recommend anyone
review the first series, watch the second series and
watch us here in Victoria creating scripts for the third
series. I will leave people to ponder that.
Mr LIM (Clarinda) — I am pleased to join the
debate on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. I am
bemused by the contributions from members on the
other side, and I have been listening to a fair number of
them. I am tempted to answer some of the points they
have raised. We tend to forget how far we have come as
a state. Members will recall that during the 1980s a lot
of Victorians left the state to flock to the so-called
Sunshine State, Queensland, with all its attractions. But
during the past 10 to 15 years, particularly during the
Labor years of the Bracks and Brumby governments
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and now even more significantly, people have been
flocking back in significant numbers. It is getting to the
stage where we are alarmed that the state is becoming
an attraction for people moving within the country.
On top of that, something like 100 000 newly registered
cars are going onto our roads every year, and there is
demand for infrastructure to respond to that. Victoria
comprises about 25 per cent of the population of the
country, and over 30 per cent of that population comes
from overseas. Migrants are flocking to Victoria. Of
course Melbourne, being the most livable city in the
world, with its vibrant, multicultural society, attracts
more and more migrants to the country. The sheer
numbers are such that this government knows that it has
to get the infrastructure right.
Many members, particularly the new members, may
not be aware that once we found ourselves in
opposition our team came up with a plan for how we
would grow the state in terms of employment,
infrastructure, housing, education and particularly
employment once we got back into government. I recall
attending a big public meeting targeting the business
community where the then Leader of the Opposition
and the shadow Treasurer spelt out their plans. They
got a very good response, admiration and enormous
respect. The business community admired the fact that
within one year in opposition we had come up with a
tremendous plan for what we would do when we got
back into government.
You can see the contrast with members on the other
side when they were in government. They were not
prepared. Members on this side have mentioned many
times that the coalition was not prepared to be in
government. That is why we had four dark years and a
one-term government. More importantly, when it
comes to infrastructure we should remember the history
because it is significant. We know that this side of the
house is not going to repeat the mistakes; we are not
going to fall into that trap. We will be very decisive.
We have long-term plans, and that is why this bill is
before the house.
Just reflect on what happened during the years the
coalition was unprepared to be in government. The
former Premier decided that he would be a small target
Premier. He decided he was not going to do anything in
a hurry or anything too big, because that might cause
trouble. He ended up doing nothing. During his first
year in government we were amazed that nothing
happened. By the second year the media had started to
take notice and it was having a go at the government
almost every day. By the third year the business
community was for screaming for help. Business
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operators said, ‘What is happening? How come nothing
is happening?’.
By that time the Premier had gone and we had a new
Premier who concocted the east–west link in a panic
because the public had to be shown that the government
was doing something. Other members on this side of
the house have previously touched on that, so I will not
repeat what they said. We know that we have to get
back to the days when this state was leading the pack
on the mainland. We have always been the no. 1 state.
We will maintain momentum and retain that title or
position.
It is interesting that the not-so-new New South Wales
coalition government has been very conscious that
Victoria was the state that was leading in the mainland,
and it has now taken that title from us. I have to admit
that it has been working very hard and drawing
attention not just in Australia but also overseas.
New South Wales is now working in coalition with a
range of Chinese provincial governments and also its
central government to build infrastructure in New South
Wales and attract investment in a big way, something
which New South Wales has never experienced. We
know that we have competition; we know we have a lot
of work to do. This bill will provide a launching pad for
us to look 30 years ahead at how this state could be
progressing and should be conducting itself insofar as
infrastructure is concerned. Having said all that, I
believe this government is very much on track to again
make Victoria the leading state in the mainland.
To come back to the bill, the bill establishes that
Infrastructure Victoria will act as a statutory authority
providing independent and expert advice about
Victoria’s infrastructure needs and priorities. By
implementing this bill we will introduce a new strategic
infrastructure planning process for Victoria for many
years to come. As an advisory body, Infrastructure
Victoria’s core function will be strategic planning and
advice. It will prepare a 30-year infrastructure strategy
to identify long-term infrastructure needs. It will also
advise the government on infrastructure matters,
including major project assessments and
intergovernmental submissions, which will be in
written form and provided to the responsible minister
and government upon request. The bill also establishes
that Infrastructure Victoria will be able to undertake
research on its own volition and support departments
and agencies in the development of sectoral
infrastructure plans.
The 30-year infrastructure strategy will cover a time
frame to meet the objective of providing a long-term
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holistic approach to strategic planning, with a pipeline
of priority projects to be aligned to other economic,
social and environmental objectives, with options to use
existing infrastructure more efficiently.

to the Victorian public that this Labor government will
follow former Labor governments. If the government
does not continue to deliver very little, the projects it
does deliver will be duds.

The bill also requires the government to develop a
response to the 30-year strategy and, as part of that, to
deliver a 5-year infrastructure plan. It will be required
that the response include a detailed rationale for the
major projects, policies or reforms the government
intends to pursue through the plan. The government
will also be required to respond to any recommendation
made in the strategy by Infrastructure Victoria. The
government’s response must be released within a year
of the strategy’s release. It is also envisaged that the
government’s response will form part of the suite of
annual budget documents to link with existing
processes. I have nothing but compliments for the bill,
and I wish it a speedy passage through the house.

If anybody needed assistance with deciding what to
build and where to build it, it is this Labor government.
Of course Infrastructure Victoria would be of great
assistance to the Labor government, on behalf of the
state of Victoria and the people living here, in helping it
with its decisions, which in the past it has not been able
to do of its own accord.

Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — It is my pleasure to speak
on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. I note that the
coalition will not be opposing the bill, but that would
come as no surprise to those opposite. Over many years
coalition governments have been steeped in
infrastructure projects, delivering quality projects
across the entire state, not just the metropolitan areas. In
fact one of the major bridges in Victoria is named after
the great Sir Henry Bolte, one of the outstanding
premiers in the history of the coalition government and
the state of Victoria and a key driver of infrastructure
throughout Victoria. So it is absolutely no surprise that
the coalition government is not opposing a bill which
establishes an infrastructure body.

But of course, as with most legislation introduced into
this house in this Parliament, this Labor government
cannot seem to get it quite right. Therefore the coalition
will assist this process by recommending some
amendments. Firstly, as with all Labor initiatives, there
is a lack of independence and transparency. Some of
the coalition’s amendments will assist in that process.
The board will consist of three departmental secretaries
and four members of the private sector, but there do not
seem to be any criteria for how they are to be selected
nor the level of experience they might have had in the
private sector. This needs to be addressed.

This is in stark contrast to those opposite and the Labor
government’s history. We know full well that Labor
governments have a history of delivering dud projects
to the state of Victoria. It is almost superfluous for me
to say that they run over time and over budget. It is
blatantly obvious to anybody in the house and to the
general public. It has been mentioned in this house
many times, so I almost hesitate to mention the greatest
dud project of all, which just happens to be in my seat
of Bass — the desalination plant. It costs the Victorian
people not $500 000, not $1 million, not $1.5 million,
but close to $2 million a day for not one drop of water
delivered to date and probably not ever likely to be
delivered to anybody living in the state of Victoria.
It is the greatest waste of money and probably the
greatest dud project ever delivered to Victoria. Time
does not permit me to go through the other dud
projects, but it would be remiss of me not to mention
myki and the north–south pipeline, which has already
been mentioned by others today. It is blatantly obvious

Unsurprisingly the peak industry bodies in Victoria also
support the establishment of Infrastructure Victoria
because they acknowledge that this Labor government
will follow other Labor governments and not be able to
make decisions in the best interests of the Victorian
people.

Further, and probably more concerning, is the fact that
the minister is able to seek advice from Infrastructure
Victoria but can then use that advice in a confidential
decision-making process. It will not be a public process
at all nor will it be a process that will be brought to this
Parliament.
The bill also states quite clearly that Infrastructure
Victoria can provide the minister with the power to
delete parts of the advice prior to publication. Again,
transparency in this process appears to be sadly lacking.
That is certainly one of the key deficiencies of this bill,
but that is not surprising from either this government or
from former Labor governments.
A further amendment that we are suggesting is that the
30-year infrastructure strategy be completed in a timely
manner and released directly to this Parliament,
preferably prior to December 2016. We do not need this
report delayed any further. If Infrastructure Victoria is
to be established, then we want it to get on the front
foot and deliver an infrastructure strategy directly to
this Parliament prior to December 2016. That would be
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followed up by the government’s five-year
infrastructure plan. Again, it is vitally important that if
Infrastructure Victoria is going to be established, it gets
on with the job it is intended to do. This would be
implementing the investment strategy followed by the
government’s five-year infrastructure plan. The
coalition has suggested an amendment which
recommends that a time frame be inserted into the
legislation so that we see that report introduced directly
to this Parliament by December 2017, giving the Labor
government a further 12 months after the release of the
infrastructure strategy to introduce its plan into this
chamber.
As mentioned, the government seems to need
assistance in drafting legislation because there is an
obvious omission from the bill. There is no definition of
‘infrastructure’. This is a major concern because we
have seen in the past that Labor seems to struggle with
projects and where they fit. A key definition of
‘infrastructure’ should be inserted into the legislation so
that there are absolutely crystal clear guidelines for not
only this Parliament but also the state of Victoria as to
what will be included under it. We do not need minor
projects; we do not need projects that are chosen simply
by this government. We want Infrastructure Victoria to
have very clear guidelines as to what types of projects
would be included under the definition of
‘infrastructure’.
In summary, the coalition is calling for improved
transparency and independence, and for Infrastructure
Victoria and the government to report to this chamber
in a timely manner.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — It is with great enthusiasm
that I stand here tonight to talk about Infrastructure
Victoria, the fantastic initiative that we are putting
forward. What a great thing for this government to do.
What a proactive, positive thing this government is
creating to help this state move forward and build the
future that it needs. We are getting on with the job and
we are going to get things built, for we are true to our
word; we honour our commitments in this party. My
own electorate is a very good example of how the
Andrews government and the Labor Party are
delivering on our commitments.
We have Montmorency Secondary College where we
are delivering on our promise to put $14 million
towards rebuilding that school. Coincidentally this is
the school that the current Leader of the Opposition
went to, but only happened to turn up to around the
time of the election. What a surprise! We are also
getting on with the upgrade to Bolton Street. This is a
fantastic, much-needed development in this state. We
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are getting on with delivering a new fire truck for
Research. We are getting on with delivering funding for
St Francis Xavier Primary School in Montmorency.
This is a gorgeous school; I was there earlier this week.
It has fantastic kids, a great community and a really
gorgeous local priest, one of the kindest men you could
ever meet.
We are getting on with delivering for the St Helena
sporting precinct, which the Minister for Education
came to visit only a few weeks ago. That was fantastic;
he has been a great supporter of my community and my
schools. We have committed to delivering on our
promise to deliver $2 million to the Eltham North
Reserve that will benefit the Eltham Redbacks Football
Club, the North Eltham Wanderers Cricket Club, and
the 1st Eltham North Scouts. These are the kinds of
fantastic things that we planned and on which we are
delivering.
We have also committed to delivering new club rooms
for Research Football Club and Research Cricket Club,
and we are getting on with reopening Greensborough
TAFE and creating a new tech school for my
community. We stand by our amendments and we
deliver for our communities; we deliver for our state.
I note that the member for Mildura threw the TV show
Utopia into the mix today. It is funny that he brought
that in because his way of looking at it is — funnily
enough — a bit different from mine. When I look at a
TV show like Utopia, I see the previous government. In
fact I think it is a historical enactment of the inactivity
of the previous government. Here we are watching our
TV screens and what do we see? We see inertia; we see
incompetence. Of course it was the previous
government! It talked about the National Building
Authority. That was the previous government! It did
nothing. It talked about it, it thought about it, but it did
bugger all. This clever and very funny TV series
chronicles the trials and tribulations — —
Ms McLeish — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I believe the member for Eltham used
unparliamentary language, and I ask you to ask her to
withdraw.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the honourable
member to withdraw and to be careful with her
language.
Ms WARD — I withdraw. Funnily enough the
ABC described the series as a group of people charged
with building this nation, one white elephant at a time.
The previous government was charged with building
Victoria. What did it build? It built crickets — —
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Ms Thomson — Nothing.
Ms WARD — The member for Footscray is exactly
right. But it did try; it tried really hard. It came up with
an idea at the last minute. It pulled it out of the bottom
drawer. It pulled out the sheets. It folded and smoothed
the sheets down. It tried to rub out the coffee stains. It
tried to shield the yellowing of the pages. And what
was it? It was a dud tunnel that took no-one anywhere.
It was a dud tunnel that was going to cost this state so
much money, and that was going to cost this state so
much time and effort. It was going to be a complete
waste. It was something that was not going to deliver
this state the future that it needs.
What are we creating? We are creating Infrastructure
Victoria. We are creating something that will be
independent, that will look through and thoroughly plan
things, not rely on stale ideas from the bottom drawer.
This is going to be an organisation which will look to
the future and which will be separate from politics. It
will not look at what the short-term gains are; it will
look at what is for the benefit of all Victorians. That is
exactly what this state needs. This state needs
something that will help it create the vibrancy, the
development, the investment and the infrastructure that
we know this state needs and we know this state
deserves.
We have a 5-year infrastructure plan and we have a
30-year infrastructure strategy. We will receive
independent and expert advice about what our
infrastructure needs are. This is exactly what is needed
and exactly what we will do, because we are thinking,
we are planning and we are doing — most importantly
we are doing.
Mr Pearson — We are getting on with it.
Ms WARD — The member for Essendon is correct,
we are getting on with it.
What did we see under the Baillieu and Napthine
governments? We saw unemployment climb to 6.6 per
cent. How does that happen? It happens when you do
not invest, it happens when you do not plan, it happens
when you do not put things in place — when you do
not know what you are doing. When you do not know
what you are doing you end up with rising
unemployment, and you end up with a state that is
rudderless and directionless and does not know where it
is going.
I also note that the member for Mildura expressed
concern regarding social infrastructure. Why does that
not surprise me? I am sure it surprises nobody on this
side of the house that those opposite would be
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concerned about social infrastructure. Why would they
care about hospitals and schools? When have we ever
seen them care about hospitals and schools? What they
like to do is close hospitals and schools, just like they
did under the Kennett government when they worked
very hard to close the Austin Hospital. What saved the
Austin Hospital? The hard work of Labor Party people,
the hard work of the community of Heidelberg and
surrounds — the hard work of people who got together
and saved the hospital.
An honourable member — Asleep at the wheel.
Ms WARD — In fact Jeff Kennett was driving so
fast he almost crashed this state into oblivion. He was
not asleep at the wheel — he crashed and burnt.
Thankfully Labor got into government, got rid of the
blind ideologies of the Kennett government that almost
drove this state into the ground and created and built
things, and that is exactly what this government is
going to do. We are going to keep building, we are
going to keep growing — we are going to keep moving
forward. We are going to invest in our economy and
jobs, and we are going to invest in a decent living wage,
because that is how you get your economy stimulated.
That is how you drive investment and growth in your
community. You invest, you build things and you make
sure that people are paid properly.
In October 2012 the International Monetary Fund chief
economist, Olivier Blanchard, explained that the recent
efforts among wealthy countries to shrink their
deficits — that is, through spending cuts — have been
causing far more economic damage than experts had
anticipated and more than they had assumed. Of course
it did, because when you dry up your economy, when
you dry up your investment, when you cut things, the
economy does not grow. A plant that does not receive
water shrivels up and dies. It does not grow, and that is
exactly what happens with economies. That is why it is
so important that we have infrastructure planning and
development, that we have deep thinking, that we have
planning, that we have people who have ideas and can
plan how to put them into place, who can plan and
execute those plans — who can get things going. That
is what we are doing. We are not sitting back; we are
not waiting for the next few years to wander by. We are
getting into it. We are getting it happening.
Mr Pearson — We are getting on with it.
Ms WARD — We are getting on with it. The
member for Essendon is exactly right — we are getting
on with it.
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Another economist, Paul Krugman, who is an
American, said:
Since the global turn to austerity in 2010, every country that
introduced significant austerity has seen its economy suffer,
with the depth of the suffering closely related to the harshness
of the austerity … the IMF now believes that it massively
understated the damage that spending cuts inflict on a weak
economy.

He is exactly right. This is what we have seen
throughout Europe, — that when you cut, when you do
not invest, when you punish people, especially working
people, your economy and your society suffers.
Mr Pearson — Shame.
Ms WARD — It is absolutely an issue of shame, as
the member for Essendon says. All that drives it is blind
ideology. It is not reality, it is not empirical data, it is
blind ideology. That is exactly what drives this.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
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works. This school received just over $800 000 from
the coalition government. This is a school that had not
received funding from the government at all during the
Bracks and Brumby years, but did receive money from
the former government.
The school has put together a fantastic design to make
significant changes to its buildings. If I quote a letter
from the school council president to parents, members
will see that there is certainly an injustice being done
here. The letter states:
As you would be aware, in the May 2014 budget, Warrandyte
Primary School was allocated $807 000 for maintenance costs
and an upgrade of buildings. This was wonderful news as it
would enable the school to improve learning areas …
During the last design and development meeting, the removal
of asbestos in the external eave lining was raised.

The school was told:
… asbestos in the main building is in the eaves and will not
be disturbed during the works. The school was then informed
that, due to the government’s policy to remove asbestos from
schools, the cost of removal, replacement and painting the
eaves (estimated cost $27 000) would need to happen and as
well, the cost would be taken out of the school’s allocated
capital works budget.

That the house now adjourns.

Warrandyte Primary School
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — My adjournment
matter is directed to the Minister for Education, and my
request is that he separately fund the removal of
asbestos at Warrandyte Primary School. The
government clearly has a policy around removing
asbestos from our schools. There is apparently a
program to do so. I think broadly speaking we support
the program, but we question the funding arrangements.
The funding arrangements have been raised with the
Minister for Education in the past. A report in the Age
of 12 May states:
When asked by Kew MP Tim Smith how much it would cost
to remove asbestos from schools, Mr Merlino refused to
provide an exact figure.

In fact, to quote from the Minister for Education at the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing, he
said:
… if you look at the $100 million allocation, that alone will
not remove asbestos.

The question is: where is the money coming from to
remove the asbestos? I can tell members where some of
it is coming from for Warrandyte Primary School, and
that is from money that has already been allocated by
the previous government for the school to undertake

How is it fair in any way, shape or form that money
allocated by the previous government for
improvements to the school is now having a sizeable
chunk redirected to the Labor Party’s policy of asbestos
removal?
Money has been allocated in a broad sense but none of
that $100 million that has been allocated for the
asbestos removal program is being offered to
Warrandyte Primary School. Instead the government is
now taking money out of funds allocated to
improvements to the school to conform with a
government policy for which there is no funding. That
is not what the money was given to the school for; the
money was given to it for improvements, but because
of this injustice it is now going to have to cut back on
classroom fittings, paintings and carpet or on the
upgrade of the library. It is unfair, and the minister
should allocate a separate $27 000 to remove the
asbestos as per government policy.

Ballarat rail services
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I raise a matter for
the attention for the Minister for Public Transport. I ask
the minister to take action to ensure that rail travellers
on the Ballarat rail line will regain their confidence in
their rail service travelling on time and will be able to
expect to find a seat when travelling. I have been
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disappointed, as have so many travellers on the Ballarat
rail line over recent weeks, that the service has not run
well after new timetables were introduced to align with
regional rail link services. I spent the past six weeks
hopping on and off the trains at Ballarat and Ballan to
seek feedback from travellers on their experiences and
their concerns. In fact I travelled again just yesterday on
the train to Melbourne and back to Ballarat. Concerns
expressed by many peak service travellers are that there
are too many delays and that many peak services have
been overcrowded.
However, I am pleased to see that the Ballarat line is a
priority, with new carriages off the Bombardier
production line coming on line to meet local demand,
which is already significantly reducing overcrowding. I
would also like to acknowledge the hard work of
members of the V/Line staff, who have been working
around the clock to improve the performance of the
network. Like all frontline workers, they often have to
bear the brunt of people’s frustration, so I commend
them for assisting commuters on the rail network.
Clearly there is much to do, and while Labor’s regional
rail link has delivered extra peak services for Ballan,
Ballarat and Bacchus Marsh, more needs to be done to
address capacity and punctuality to ensure that Ballarat
line passengers are able to appreciate the reliable rail
services offered by regional rail link.
The legacy of the Liberal government is one of failure
and of neglect of regional Victorians. The former
government initially delayed the regional rail link,
which was planned and commenced under the former
Labor government with the securing of $3.2 million
from the former Labor federal government. After a year
or so of review, the Liberal government got underway
with the project, but it failed to order new rail carriages
to meet the demand for services for the opening of the
rail line. Victorians elected Labor, which has provided
great rail services in the past, including in the initial
update of regional fast rail, following which people
started to use rail services more often. Patronage has
almost tripled over the last 15 years. It is good to see
that we are consulting for the future, but I look forward
to the minister providing more advice about action that
can be taken to assure Ballarat line travellers that
services will be sound again.

Maryborough Education Centre
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Education. The specific action I
seek is the provision of $2.7 million to upgrade and
complete the outdoor areas of the Maryborough
Education Centre (MEC).
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Last Thursday the Premier came to Maryborough in my
electorate of Ripon to make a reannouncement of an
amount of just under $4 million a year for school
uniforms and materials for needy children. I note that
the Liberal-Nationals government committed
$42 million in 2014, which is significant support for
children from disadvantaged families. It is
disappointing that highly disadvantaged communities
get so little in comparison. It is particularly
disappointing to my constituents because the Ripon
electorate has a number of communities, including
Maryborough, Ararat, Stawell and Saint Arnaud, in
which many families need a bit of extra help with these
things.
The Premier came to Maryborough to make this
announcement, surrounded by the enthusiastic children
of the centre. MEC has an index of community
socio-educational advantage ranking of 934, with
57 per cent of its students in the bottom quartile of
disadvantage and only 3 per cent in the most
advantaged quartile. Despite this, MEC is delivering. In
last year’s national assessment program — literacy and
numeracy results, year 9 MEC students placed close to
the national average in reading. It is showing strong
gains in many areas. There is still a way to go for MEC
to overcome the disadvantage embedded in
Maryborough, but it is on to it.
Prior to the last election I visited MEC on a number of
occasions. During these visits I learnt of the great need
for two things. The first is to finish building the outdoor
areas. At the moment MEC is a mud slick in winter and
a dustbowl in summer, and as such is a dangerous and
unsuitable environment for children. The second is to
build change rooms and facilities for its all-weather
oval for use by the whole community. As a candidate
on behalf of the coalition, I committed to funding MEC
to the tune of $2.7 million. This is a worthy project.
This is a project that will make a real difference to the
students and community of Maryborough, and it should
be supported in the next budget. I call upon the Minister
for Education to make this important project a reality.
In my remaining 45 seconds I note that Maryborough
has been in the news again recently, with yet another
report showing just how disadvantaged many of the
people in Maryborough are. I continue to stand up for
those people so that they can get a better start in life and
so that their children get the advantages of the Go
Goldfields program and other programs. I hope this
government sees the need to put more resources into the
disadvantaged people of Maryborough, including by
funding this very important school upgrade at the MEC
of $2.7 million.
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Essendon Fields hotel development
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events. The action I seek is for the minister to come on
a site tour of the new Hyatt Place hotel at Essendon
Fields. Recently Essendon Fields announced that a new
$60 million 160-room Hyatt Place hotel with an
adjoining 1700 square metre conference centre will be
built at Essendon Fields. This is the first Hyatt Place
hotel to be built in Australia and represents a more
affordable option in the Hyatt house of brands. As the
member for Essendon I am delighted that this
investment will provide a major injection into the local
economy and will create 330 construction jobs and
approximately 70 effective full-time ongoing jobs at the
hotel once it is operational in 2017.
Essendon Fields now boasts more than
5000 employees, up from some 500, 14 years ago.
Providing opportunities for people to work near where
they live is a vital strategy for addressing traffic
congestion. The decision by Essendon Fields and Hyatt
to commit to this investment is great news not only for
my electorate but for the state of Victoria. I would
welcome the minister seeing for himself the
significance of this investment.

Gippsland East constituent transport accident
compensation
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Finance. The action
I seek is that he review the handling of Mr Robert
Overend’s compensation payments by the Transport
Accident Commission (TAC) and the commission’s
intention to cease all payments. Robert, who is from
Bairnsdale in my electorate of Gippsland East, suffered
severe injuries as a result of a car accident in 1987. He
was in a coma for three months after the accident and
spent many more months in rehabilitation before being
well enough to return home. He remains wheelchair
bound with very limited movement among other issues
as a result of that accident.
The Transport Accident Commission accepted
responsibility for Robert’s care and has been paying
compensation payments since his accident, some
28 years ago. In December 2002 a TAC-appointed
occupational therapist conducted a review of Robert’s
support needs and, amongst other issues, noted:
The injuries sustained by Robert in the motor vehicle accident
were:
…
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secondary development of severe rheumatoid arthritis and
sleep apnoea.

It is clear that at that point the TAC recognised the
onset of Robert’s severe rheumatoid arthritis as being a
result of the car accident in 1987.
Robert is severely restricted in his ability to perform
everyday tasks, like showering and cooking meals, and
he relies on just under 50 hours of care services, which
is made up of 61⁄2 hours of personal care a day and
4 hours per week of in-home services. He can only
move around with the assistance of his motorised
wheelchair. However, the TAC has recently notified
Robert of its intention to cease all home help and
personal care payments. I am advised that one of the
reasons for this is that the TAC is no longer of the
belief that Robert’s severe rheumatoid arthritis is as a
result of his car accident, which is in stark contrast to
the occupational therapist’s view in 2002. I am advised
that a TAC-appointed occupational therapist now
believes this condition is not a result of the car accident.
This will severely impact on Robert’s quality of life.
The TAC was introduced to ensure all Victorians who
are injured in car accidents would receive the most
reasonable and appropriate care for their
accident-related injuries. I request the minister to order
a review of this case and this decision. I suggest the
appointment of independent specialists to assess
Robert’s condition before ceasing payments is
undertaken as this action will remove his quality of life.

inTouch
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Women, who
is also the Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence, and concerns inTouch, the multicultural
centre against family violence. The action I seek is that
the minister join me in visiting inTouch to see firsthand
its outstanding work which benefits many people in my
diverse electorate. inTouch is a fantastic organisation
that provides much-needed services, programs and
responses to family violence incidents in culturally and
linguistically diverse communities.
Over the past 30 years inTouch has worked tirelessly to
provide support and assistance to women and children
who have been through unimaginable ordeals, and it
does so in a manner that is culturally appropriate and
accessible to those who may find themselves isolated or
unable to speak English or who are simply too scared to
speak up. The chief executive officer of inTouch, Maya
Avdibegovic, said:
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My vision for the next 30 years is to completely eliminate
violence to a point where our sector is no longer needed. In
the meantime, for those who are abused and living in fear and
pain, we will be there to help them take back their lives, we
will continue making families happier and our communities
stronger.

Those are very worthwhile words. inTouch has done its
work through innovative programs, such as the
immigration support program; the first culturally and
linguistically diverse men’s behaviour change program;
an in-house legal centre, which is the first of its kind in
Australia; and the children’s therapeutic book The
Empty Jar, which sits on my desk at work. inTouch
also puts significant emphasis on education and
provides community education sessions for migrant
women. Sadly many migrant women are unaware of
their legal rights in Australia, and many have come to
my office asking for assistance or advice. inTouch
provides the support and assistance that those women
need to reclaim their lives and begin building new ones.
The Andrews Labor government and indeed our
outstanding minister are doing a fantastic job in
addressing this very serious issue of family violence.
Australia’s very first Royal Commission into Family
Violence is now well underway and giving everyone
the voice and the avenues that for so long have been
denied.
The minister also joined with me recently in launching
our community’s Say No to Family Violence
awareness campaign at Kambrya College in my
electorate. It was a wonderful event, and many people
have taken great heart from that program. I know that
the minister is well aware of the many issues facing
women and children from our diverse community.
They face many unique and challenging issues that
organisations like inTouch are working so very hard to
address. I hope the minister will join with me in visiting
inTouch in the near future.

The Ice Meltdown Project
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — The matter I
raise is for the Minister for Mental Health. The action I
seek is for funding to be provided to the Ice Meltdown
Project in West Gippsland. The Ice Meltdown Project is
a community-based group that consists of ordinary
people who volunteer to support addicts and their
families as they battle the debilitating effects of ice.
Methamphetamine has shown us the cruel reality of its
addiction as it has consumed families and caused
nothing but harm.
The Ice Meltdown Project has been registered as a
business to support our community by raising
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awareness, providing education and offering support to
potential clients and their families. The committee is
made up of six people and a professional counsellor,
and since July 2014 they have held community
meetings fortnightly, giving people the opportunity to
educate themselves on this drug and the destruction it
causes. They have presented to community forums and
community groups, and recently were invited to speak
at Bairnsdale, where Ken Lay gave a keynote address.
The project offers a 10-day detox program that supports
the addict and their support persons or family in their
own environment. Staff from the project are in daily
communication with clients and their support persons
or family, and clients are required to sign a contract
which ensures they attend doctors appointments and
therapy sessions. The project also has a counsellor and
the strong support of a local doctor who has expertise in
drug and alcohol treatment.
The Ice Meltdown Project provides an environment for
families to speak of their angst about circumstances that
have devastated their families while obtaining as much
information and assistance as can be given. Recently,
due to the demand and the need, the project has started
a weekly family and client therapy night. Families and
clients gather in separate rooms. This gives both parties
the chance to communicate their frustrations and fears
and to learn strategies that may assist the client’s
recovery. Many family members and clients are at a
loss in knowing how to deal with debts, convictions and
breakdown of family units, all resulting from drug
taking.
Currently this community group is being funded by
local donations and enormous support from local
Rotary and Lions clubs. The most immediate need is to
get a rehabilitation house that has been provided to the
group up and running. It will be run by professional
counsellors and supported by volunteers. The group has
detoxed l50 clients and at present is dealing with
35 families. The group’s simple approach is seen as
welcoming, and the positive outcomes of reuniting
families have been fantastic and embraced and strongly
supported by the broader community.
Ken Lay is on the record as saying that the community
must take ownership of this problem with appropriate
support from government. Thanks to the tireless
leadership, commitment and energy of Janice Ablett
and Megan Waddell the Ice Meltdown Project is very
well advanced in assisting our community to deal with
this problem. I call on the minister to provide
much-needed financial support to this grassroots
volunteer community group that is having enormous
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success in the fight against the impact of ice in our
community.

Geelong-Portarlington and Wilsons roads,
Newcomb
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Residents living around the intersection of
Geelong-Portarlington Road and Wilsons Road in
Newcomb have requested that the minister come and
look at that intersection and listen to their concerns.
Residents have been complaining about this
intersection for quite a long time. There have been
many accidents and near misses at the intersection. It
requires traffic lights. It is a dangerous and busy road
that heads out from Geelong to Portarlington, and in the
summer months the traffic is even greater. It is difficult
not only for vehicles to access each direction but also
for pedestrians who need to get across four lanes to get
to the bus stop.
Along with residents I have spoken to VicRoads about
this issue, and VicRoads has agreed that it is a problem.
We have a growing community, future housing
developments are planned and there is a lot of new
development already. Residents are pretty much
demanding that we do something about this
intersection, so I ask the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety to take that into account. Hopefully he can come
and visit the intersection.

Lang Lang jetty
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Ports. On 7 July this year I visited
the former site of the Lang Lang jetty with the Leader
of the Opposition. The jetty was knocked down eight
years ago following a major storm. As this Parliament
is aware, I have mentioned this iconic jetty on a number
of occasions, but I have yet to receive a clear indication
that funding will be made available for it to be rebuilt.
Residents of the town of Lang Lang and many other
towns located in the shire of Cardinia are in support of
the jetty’s reconstruction. It provides an access point for
local fishermen and is a place where families can
congregate. There is no other place in the shire of
Cardinia where parents can take their children to enjoy
the simple pleasure of fishing off a jetty in Western Port
Bay.
The action I seek is for the Minister for Ports to respond
to community demands for the Lang Lang jetty to be
rebuilt and to provide the funding for this to take place
without further delay. In fact I would even go so far as
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to invite him to take a stroll along the foreshore with me
at any point in time. I take this opportunity to thank
Michael Delmarco, who has been instrumental in
driving this campaign. I urge the minister to support
this important project.

Frankston ambulance services
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Ambulance Services. The
matter I seek to raise is that of ambulance response
times in Frankston and the need for an ambulance
branch at Karingal. The Karingal community is
currently serviced by the Langwarrin ambulance
branch. Karingal is a growing community full of young
families who need a local ambulance branch that can
respond quickly in an emergency situation. An
ambulance branch in Karingal would improve response
times in the immediate Karingal area and would also
provide more resources for the broader Frankston
region. Our local paramedics do a fantastic job
servicing the needs of people in the Frankston region. It
is a hard job, and we need to do everything we can to
support them.
We have ended the war on paramedics, and now it is
time to build their capacity. Paramedics have told me
how disingenuous and how much of a slap in the face it
would have been to have a paramedic branch built
whilst the previous government was at war with them. I
am encouraged by the work of the Ambulance
Performance and Policy Consultative Committee and
Minister Hennessy, who held a community consultation
in Frankston earlier this year. The paramedics and
community members who attended were clear in
identifying the needs of the Frankston community. We
need to better support our paramedics, and we need to
improve paramedics’ ability to respond to code 1
emergencies. A new ambulance branch in Karingal
would provide more resources to Karingal residents and
provide more resources to the broader Frankston
community. I call on the minister to commit funding to
a new ambulance branch in Karingal.
Mr Katos — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
sessional order 14 states:
If the minister responsible is not present in the house to
respond to issues raised by members under SO 33, the
minister will provide a written response to the member who
raised the matter within 30 days.

I have an outstanding adjournment matter I directed to
the Minister for Police on 11 June in regard to the lack
of police numbers in the South Barwon electorate. I
would like you to action the response.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will refer
that to the Minister for Police. I remind honourable
members that if they are to raise a point of order like
this, they should raise it at the start of the adjournment
debate, as per the rulings. However, raising that matter
now is not a problem, and I have received advice on
that.

Responses
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Ambulance
Services) — I thank the member for Frankston for his
advocacy in respect of emergency services in the
Frankston area. I will certainly be announcing the
allocation of the election commitment of $20 million in
terms of ambulance capital in the not-too-distant future.
The points that the member for Frankston has raised are
all important in terms of improving ambulance
response times. His community is to be congratulated
for its advocacy and care in terms of healthcare
outcomes and emergency services. The member for
Frankston continues to make persuasive cases on behalf
of his local community. I will certainly bear those in
mind as we make capital allocations.
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — It is my great pleasure to respond
to the member for Narre Warren South. I take this
opportunity to thank her once again for her dedication
to her local community and also for her commitment to
tackling family violence on behalf of her constituency. I
had the opportunity earlier this year to attend an event
organised by the member for Narre Warren South at
Kambrya College. As she referenced in her contribution
this evening, it was a fantastic event. It was as a
consequence of her leadership that we saw this event
take place at the school. She is a fabulous member, and
her commitment to this issue knows no bounds.
Everyone knows, understands and feels the impact
family violence has on our community. It is our most
serious harm, and it challenges the very fabric of our
society. Sadly, we know that some cohorts are more
vulnerable to this harm than others. As the member for
Narre Warren South has identified, women and
children from culturally and linguistically diverse
(CALD) communities not only experience higher rates
of family violence but also face significant barriers as
they seek help to address the violence they are
enduring. Some of the challenges they face include
difficulty accessing legal services because of, at times,
difficulties around language. Some also fear reporting
because they feel it might have an adverse impact on
their future residence in Australia. In truth, as we
highlighted in our whole-of-government submission to
the Royal Commission into Family Violence, our
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services are not sophisticated enough to respond to their
needs.
Earlier this year I met with staff from the inTouch
Multicultural Centre Against Family Violence to
discuss the resources that they provide to support
women from CALD communities experiencing the
harm of family violence. I take this opportunity to
congratulate them on the many innovative programs
they provide for the CALD community. The Royal
Commission into Family Violence, which is now into
its third week of public hearings, has been tasked with
providing practical recommendations to help members
of the CALD community and other high-risk groups,
because we appreciate that a one-size-fits-all model is
not going to tackle family violence.
I thank the member for Narre Warren South for the
opportunity to visit inTouch with her to see firsthand
the work that the organisation is undertaking. I very
much look forward to this visit and to continuing to
work with the member, whose commitment to her local
community and to this particular issue is unwavering.
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — The member for Warrandyte raised a
matter for the Minister for Education regarding schools,
in particular Warrandyte Primary School.
The member for Buninyong raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport in relation to the Ballarat
rail line.
The member for Ripon raised a matter for the Minister
for Education in regard to education in Maryborough,
in particular the Maryborough Education Centre.
The member for Essendon raised a matter for the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events regarding the
Hyatt Place hotel development in Essendon Fields.
The member for Gippsland East raised a matter for the
Minister for Finance in regard to a constituent issue
with the Transport Accident Commission.
The member for Narracan raised a matter for the
Minister for Mental Health in regard to drug
rehabilitation programs.
The member for Geelong raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety regarding a
ministerial visit to the intersection of
Geel;ong-Portarlington Road and Wilsons Road in
Newcomb.

ADJOURNMENT
2398

ASSEMBLY

The member for Bass raised a matter for the Minister
for Ports and invited him for a ‘stroll along the
foreshore’ among other matters.
Finally, there was an outstanding matter raised by the
member for South Barwon which you, Deputy Speaker,
have said you will refer to the Minister for Police.
Those matters will all be referred to the appropriate
ministers for their attention and response as soon as
possible.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.29 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I wish to
raise a point of order in relation to your ruling yesterday
on the point of order raised by the member for
Burwood in respect of an answer given by the Minister
for Education. My submission will be that you should
take these issues on board and give a more fulsome
ruling after you have had an opportunity to consider
them. My concern is that we have now had the
opportunity of seeing Hansard of yesterday’s debate,
and in that context there is a concern that your ruling
may inadvertently completely negate the operation of
the new sessional order regarding your power to require
a minister to give a written answer if an answer is not
responsive to a question.
I refer you to the Hansard extract of what the Minister
for Education said in responding to the supplementary
question asked by the member for South Barwon. He
had a two-sentence response:
That supplementary question is a poor reflection of the
representation by the local member. It is a completely
irrelevant, pathetic question that does not deserve an answer.

That would appear to be a direct refusal by the minister
to answer the question, and that brings into issue the
operation of the new sessional order. As you know,
Speaker, in the absence of the sessional order there is a
standing acceptance that:
(5) The minister has discretion as to whether or not the
question is answered;
(6) Where a minister to refuses to answer, a reply cannot be
insisted upon and supplementary questions are out of
order.

That is from Rulings from the Chair, chapter 22, page
154.
However, my submission is that the clear intention of
the new sessional order is to overturn that practice so
that when a question is not answered, you, as Speaker,
have the power to direct that an answer be given. I refer
in particular to the media statement made on
27 November 2014 by the then opposition in
announcing the policy that led to these new sessional
orders. The statement reads:
Labor will end the Liberals’ cover-up culture by giving the
Speaker and the President the power to declare that a minister
hasn’t answered a question …
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My submission is that there is no clearer example of a
minister refusing to answer a question than that which
we saw yesterday from the Minister for Education. In
that context my submission is that without further
clarification your ruling yesterday would appear to
completely negate the then opposition’s, now
government’s, intention in bringing in the new
sessional orders and make that new sessional order a
complete farce. I believe no-one in the Parliament
would want that to happen. Therefore I invite you to
consider these issues further and make a more fulsome
ruling in due course.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I would
probably agree with the member in that the issue that
has been raised requires — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms Allan — You are so respectful over there, aren’t
you? These issues require reflection, but I think we
have to also look at this issue in the context of
yesterday’s question time. The point of order raised by
the member for Burwood was raised at the end of
question time. Sometimes — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms Allan — If you were so concerned about the
answer, it should have been dealt with at the time. The
delay in raising the matter made things more
complicated in addressing this issue. If members look at
Hansard, as I have done, they will see that the Deputy
Premier answered fully the substantive question. Let us
remember it was a question about Labor’s election
commitment to build a new school in the Armstrong
Creek community. The Deputy Premier answered the
substantive question in detail.
The follow-up question, the supplementary question,
was not a genuine attempt to elicit further information
on behalf of the member’s community. It was part of
the theme that the opposition attempted to run
yesterday — quite unsuccessfully, I would add —
around the Deputy Premier. In his answer to the
supplementary question the Deputy Premier reflected
on the substantive question and answered the
supplementary as was appropriate. He mentioned that
in his contribution.
On reflection there is no matter in terms of the member
being concerned that this undermines the new sessional
orders — the sessional orders that those opposite
opposed, the sessional orders that gave this house more
scrutiny and the sessional orders that provide the
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opposition with the chance to subject the government to
more scrutiny. I would suggest that this point of order
should not be upheld. There was no undermining of the
sessional orders as a result of what happened yesterday.
If the opposition were so concerned about these
sessional orders, it would have supported them when
we introduced them to the Parliament.
The SPEAKER — Order! On the point of order, I
indicated to the member with whom I met late
yesterday — if I may disclose that meeting — that I
would undertake to look at this issue. I think it is an
important matter for the house. From time to time we
look at sessional orders — their implementation and
whether or not we are conforming with the sessional
orders as introduced into this Parliament. I indicated to
the member that I would not have the time yesterday to
look into it, but that I would come back to the house as
soon as possible, which is still my intention, and I will
do so. I apologise, but I have not had the time to
carefully look into this matter. I will come back to the
house in due course as soon as I am able to do so.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Ballarat City Council
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the people of Ballarat draws the attention of
the house to a complete lack of confidence in the
administration of the City of Ballarat by the chief executive
officer and senior management in the conduct of their duties
covering a wide range of issues.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria instruct the Minister for Local
Government to conduct a full and open public inquiry into the
administration of the Ballarat City Council.

By Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (888 signatures).

Eltham ambulance station
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of the state of Victoria draws to the
attention of the Legislative Assembly the state of the Eltham
ambulance station, which is in need of an extensive upgrade.
The residents of the state of Victoria note that the Victorian
government has promised to spend $20 million to upgrade
nine ambulance stations across the state.
The petitioners therefore request that the Eltham ambulance
station be one of the nine ambulance stations to receive the
funds necessary to upgrade the station.

By Ms WARD (Eltham) (547 signatures).
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Vermont Primary School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of Vermont Primary School draws to the
attention of the house the inadequate facilities which presently
exist at Vermont Primary School, situated at Nurlendi Road,
Vermont, Victoria 3133, in the state electorate of Forest Hill.
Vermont Primary School is proud of the quality education it
provides to its students and this is reflected in the increasing
number of enrolments the school receives each year.
Regrettably, the facilities for both staff and students are
inadequate to meet the demands of this popular and
progressive school. The central administration and classroom
wing of the school is in need of urgent and costly
maintenance works, which often results in major disruption to
both staff and students.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria provide adequate funding to Vermont
Primary School to rebuild its central administration and
classroom wing, so that the high quality academic program
can be matched with high quality facilities.

By Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (372 signatures).

Orchard Grove Primary School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house the inadequate facilities which presently
exist at Orchard Grove Primary School, situated at
101 Orchard Grove, Blackburn South, Victoria 3130, in the
state electorate of Forest Hill.
Orchard Grove Primary School is proud of the quality
education it provides to its students and this is reflected in the
increasing number of enrolments the school receives each
year.
Regrettably, the facilities for both staff and students are
inadequate to meet the demands of this growing school. The
administrative and staff facilities are overcrowded, the toilets
used by the senior students often require maintenance and
there is insufficient room for the first aid facilities.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria provide adequate funding to Orchard
Grove Primary School to modernise the school, in particular,
to upgrade the administrative and staff facilities, including the
toilet and first aid facilities for both staff and students.

By Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (478 signatures).

Jetty Road, Rosebud
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the electorate of Nepean points
out to the house the extremely dangerous traffic conditions at
the intersection of Jetty Road, Rosebud, and the terminus of
the Mornington Peninsula Freeway.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria, in accordance with the VicRoads Point
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Nepean Road Study, urgently approve funding for the Jetty
Road overpass in order to relieve the congestion on local
roads at the current terminus of the Mornington Peninsula
Freeway.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (137 signatures).

Port of Melbourne lease
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the electorate of Nepean points
out to the house the disastrous consequences to both our local
environment and economy should the current port of
Melbourne lease be allowed to continue as currently planned.
Without an alternative container port constructed for the next
70 years as outlined in the Delivering Victorian Infrastructure
(Port of Melbourne Lease Transaction) Bill 2015 then the
government will have no option but to destroy the Port Phillip
Heads Marine National Park in order to allow access for the
ever-increasing size of container ships.
The petitioners therefore request the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria:
1.

Immediately recommence funding the Port of Hastings
Development Authority to continue with environmental
and other preliminary studies for that site.

2.

Categorically rule out any further excavation, blasting,
grinding or removal of rock to widen or deepen the
shipping channel at Port Phillip Heads which will be
required in order for the port of Melbourne to receive
new ships with draughts deeper than 14 metres.

3.

Place the current lease legislation on hold until
Infrastructure Victoria determines the matter in
accordance with commitments made by the government
prior to the election.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (92 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Buninyong be considered next day on
motion of Mr HOWARD (Buninyong).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Nepean be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Forest Hill be considered next day on
motion of Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Follow up of Collections Management in Cultural
Agencies — Ordered to be published
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Follow up of Management of Staff Occupational Health
and Safety in Schools — Ordered to be published
Follow up of Managing Major Projects — Ordered to be
published

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following planning schemes:
Macedon Ranges — C89
Melbourne — C215, C240
Nillumbik — C88
Statutory Rule under the Dangerous Goods Act 1985 —
SR 91
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rule 91.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Werribee Mercy Hospital
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to speak on the
Andrews government’s action in addressing the
increased demand and pressure being placed on
Werribee Mercy Hospital. The Andrews government
has committed $85 million to developing 6 new
operating theatres and 64 new hospital beds, 8 of which
will be critical care beds. This will revolutionise the
capabilities of Werribee Mercy Hospital and will
greatly reduce wait times as well as expanding the
range of services available to residents in my electorate
of Werribee and also in the greater community of
Wyndham.
Combined with an extra $59 million statewide to
reduce emergency waiting times, this will ensure that
residents get the treatment they deserve, on time.
Importantly, this increased funding also ensures that
there is adequate support for the dedicated staff of
Werribee Mercy, whom I had the pleasure to meet
before the house rose for the winter break. At the
hospital I heard firsthand how this upgrade will allow
these highly skilled professionals to do their job as
effectively as possible and also provide high-quality
care to the people of Wyndham.
Two years ago I addressed this house and highlighted
the failure of the former coalition government to
address the need for greater funding for the Werribee
Mercy Hospital, and two years on the Andrews Labor
government has delivered for the needs of Wyndham’s
growing population.

Hawthorn Community Chest moonlight ball
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — On Saturday,
25 July, I attended Hawthorn Community Chest’s
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moonlight ball at the Hawthorn town hall. Hawthorn
Community Chest is one of Hawthorn’s proudest
achievements. It has been serving the area for over
50 years and comprises local residents and
businesspeople who are committed to assisting local
residents with health, education and general welfare
matters.
With nearly 300 people in attendance, the evening was
a tremendous success and raised substantial funds,
assisted by the sponsorship of the City of Boroondara,
represented by mayor Coral Ross. On behalf of the
Hawthorn electorate, I congratulate the dynamic
Hawthorn Community Chest committee: president
Richard Jones, executive officer Fiona Waring,
vice-presidents Sarah Curtis and Andrew Tait, secretary
Terry Pacini and treasurer David Gorton, as well as
Jane Nathan, Caroline Touzeau, Andrew Gill, Lisa
Fletcher, Jo Rush, Stephen Gorman and patrons the
Honourable Josh Frydenberg and the Honourable Ted
Baillieu.

Fair go, sport!
Mr PESUTTO — On Saturday, 1 August, I was
honoured to attend Camberwell Hockey Club to
participate in its Fair go, sport! round. I presented the
best and fairest medals after watching a highly
competitive contest between Camberwell and Altona.
In the spirit of the Fair go, sport! initiative, it does not
matter who won; what matters is that both teams and
clubs demonstrated their commitment to fair play, good
sportspersonship and mutual respect on the field.
The Fair go, sport! round is an initiative of the
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission to promote understanding about gender
diversity and to eliminate discrimination. It was ably
and passionately represented by Peter Gourlay. I
congratulate the players and both clubs — indeed all
clubs — who participated. In particular I acknowledge
Rosemary Kelly, a board member of Camberwell
Hockey Club, and her colleagues club president Harry
Drakos, Steve Prior, Ellen Williamson, Stuart Will,
Narelle Richardson, John Unkles and Richard Harris.

Embrace Diversity campaign
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — The
Victorian government has launched Embrace Diversity,
a campaign to engage people across our community in
a broad conversation about the benefits of our diversity.
The campaign is employing social media and other
channels for people to show their support for our
successful multicultural society. By doing so it is
possible for people across all areas of our society to join
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the conversation. I urge all members of this house to
participate in the campaign.
Partners in the campaign include the AFL, Netball
Victoria, Football Federation Victoria, Twitter
Australia, Facebook, Google Australia, Australia Post,
Australian Super, the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, Westpac, the Victorian Trades
Hall Council, the Melbourne Writers Festival and the
Scanlon Foundation. The campaign aims to reach out to
the broadest possible audience to bring the Australian
community together in support of social harmony and
diversity. The campaign was launched to coincide with
this year’s AFL multicultural round and has already
received considerable corporate and community
support.
Embracing diversity is about recognising someone for
who they are regardless of their age, gender, sexuality
or cultural background. No matter what our cultural
heritage is or where we are from, celebrating our
diversity is what makes us great. We cannot take this
for granted. Diversity is very precious, and harmony
can be fragile. We are all different people but part of
one community. Everyone has the right to be included
and to belong. Promoting social harmony and cohesion
is an ongoing responsibility of all of us, and Victoria
has a wonderful tradition of bipartisan support for
multiculturalism. I hope all members of this house will
embrace the Embrace Diversity campaign.

Anglican Parish of St Stephen and St Mary,
Mount Waverley
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise in the
Parliament to recognise the sesquicentenary of the
laying of the foundation stone of St Stephen’s Anglican
church in Mount Waverley. Since 1865 this church has
contributed so much in many different ways to Mount
Waverley. On Sunday, 26 July, I joined many local
residents for a service to recognise 150 years of faithful
service and worship as well as to discuss this significant
milestone over a light lunch. I congratulate the church,
the organising committee and all who have put in so
much time and effort in organising the wonderful
celebrations.

Mount View Primary School art show
Mr GIDLEY — Today in the Parliament I
congratulate Mount View Primary School on its
31st annual art show. In recent years I have been
fortunate to attend the show and see high-quality
artworks as well as truly professional and dedicated
members of the school community driving the show’s
success. I acknowledge and thank principal Colin
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Mr GIDLEY — Today in the Parliament I
recognise and thank the Monash Business Awards
committee, which organises the Monash Business
Awards. These awards are important in encouraging
business success and recognising business achievement
in the city of Monash. I also congratulate the Monash
business of the year, SECUREcorp. Winning the
Business of the Year Award is an outstanding
achievement.

It was clear that the children were thoroughly enjoying
the program while learning important life skills under
the guidance of the Dream Catchers mentors. Programs
such as this are crucial to ensuring that young people
grow up to be confident and healthy members of
society. This is particularly the case in electorates like
Dandenong, where schools comprise many different
cultures and great diversity. Sport and healthy activities
like those offered through the Dream Catchers program
can provide a great boost to a child’s confidence and
self-esteem. They also provide young girls with an
opportunity to build important lasting friendships. It
was a pleasure to be part of the launch of such a
fantastic initiative. I would like to thank Sarah and the
Dream Catchers team.

Chinese delegation

Public holidays

Mr GIDLEY — This morning in the Parliament I
outline how pleased I was to join in receiving a
delegation from Jiangsu Province on Tuesday, 30 June.
As co-chair of the Victorian Parliamentary Friends of
the People’s Republic of China, I have a strong belief in
the importance of the relationship between the People’s
Republic of China and Victoria. I will continue to work
in my parliamentary duties to build this relationship
wherever I possibly can.

Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I take this
opportunity to support my local business owners, who
are now faced with the prospect of two extra public
holidays. A very good example of the impact of the
stupidity of the Andrews government has been
provided in information given to me by a local winery
that operates a restaurant and cellar door business. The
business employs 10 full-time staff, 4 permanent
part-time staff and up to 20 casuals during peak periods
and is very successful, having won many state and
regional awards.

Dobson, art show convenor Sue Gadler-Hele and
everyone involved in organising and delivering such a
high-quality art show.

Monash Business Awards

Jeanieboy Dream Catchers
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — I recently had the
pleasure of attending the launch of the Jeanieboy
Dream Catchers netball mentoring program at Lyndale
Greens Primary School. The program is a fantastic
initiative that provides a no-cost empowerment and
wellbeing program designed to use netball to inspire
young girls while tailoring workshops around healthy
lifestyles, goal setting and reducing risk-taking
behaviour within their own schools and netball
communities. The program is in its fourth year, and
with the support of the Andrews Labor government it is
extending into five regions across Victoria, with the
mentoring program now branching out into primary
schools. This was a promise we made before the
election, and I am proud to say we have again
delivered.
At the launch I had the opportunity to meet with the
program’s director, elite netballer Sarah Wall. We
discussed our shared love of netball and the importance
of providing opportunities for young girls to participate
in healthy activities. Sarah explained her passion for the
program and the importance that sport and team
activities play in empowering young girls by giving
them the confidence and skills to tackle the challenges
they will face through adolescence.

On the grand final eve public holiday, penalty rates will
increase from normal rates by two and a half times, and
this will result in substantial losses. It will mean a huge
increase in wages from an average of 30 per cent of
turnover to 75 per cent and losses for the day of around
30 per cent. The restaurant will therefore have to be
closed, with the following consequences: permanent
staff still have to be paid, meaning a direct loss of
approximately $2000 to the business, and up to four
permanent part-time staff and six casuals will not have
a job on that day.
On the Easter Sunday public holiday, penalty rates will
increase from one and a half times the normal rate to
two and a half times the normal rate. Sunday is the
business’s biggest trading day, and it will have to try to
keep the restaurant open to keep faith and continuity
with its customers.
The Premier says every single job counts. He has no
idea how a business operates and clearly does not care.
The stupid decision to introduce two extra public
holidays is going to cost thousands of jobs, so it is
about time the Premier got fair dinkum.
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Buninyong electorate men’s sheds
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — This morning I
want to talk about the great things happening in men’s
sheds across my electorate. Men’s sheds can be very
beneficial in bringing men together, and I have seen
how they can reduce social isolation for many men by
engaging them in activities of interest that involve them
in their community. I am also very pleased that the
former Bracks government recognised this and
established a grants program to support the
establishment of new men’s sheds. I am pleased that the
financial support was continued under the former
government and again under the Andrews Labor
government.
I was pleased to officially open the new Buninyong
Men’s Shed on 13 June. This group has 35 members,
some with great skills which they are able to share with
other group members. In addition to receiving
government funding, this men’s shed received funding
from the Buninyong & District Community Bank along
with support from a range of local businesses and
individuals.
I have been pleased to work with the Sebastapol Men’s
Shed group and the Dereel Men’s Shed group that have
been recently established, both gaining support from
Ballarat Community Health. I have recently met with a
group of Linton residents who are also working to
establish a men’s shed in Linton. I wish these and other
men’s shed groups in my electorate a very positive
future and congratulate all involved in the support of
these very important groups.

Babes Project
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — I rise to speak of the
wonderful work of a committed group of people with
the Babes Project, which establishes pregnancy support
services and accommodation for women and children in
the prenatal period. The Babes Project believes that all
women should have access to the information, support
and understanding needed for them to make great
decisions regarding their lives and those of their
children. The Babes Project is involved in pregnancy
and parent support work and includes referrals to
external services and education, counselling, first-aid
classes, nutrition, social groups and antenatal and
prenatal parenting information.
The Babes Project operates through the generosity of its
supporters. The group is based in Croydon, and there
are endless examples of the terrific work it does. I
cannot speak highly enough of the dedicated,
professional, sensitive, caring and hardworking people
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who are involved with the Babes Project, in particular
Helen Parker, who is an inspiring woman. Equally I
applaud those who supported this group to get it
established in Croydon and to allow it to continue its
great work. Demand for its services continues to grow,
and there is a massive waiting list. The Babes Project
wants to expand to other locations in the south-eastern
area of Melbourne.
I call on the Premier to meet with Helen Parker to
explore extra funding, grants, buildings et cetera to
allow the valuable Babes Project to expand to a second
location. The Babes Project has grown so much over
the past three years. It has now worked with over
300 women, and it believes that this model is worth
replicating.

Sean Brien
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — Recently I had working in my office a work
experience student from Geelong Baptist College, Sean
Brien. As is my usual practice, I asked him to write a
90-second statement for me to present to the Parliament
about the issues most concerning him. This is what he
said:
According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics, 23 per cent
of all young people between the ages of 15 and 24 have used
illicit drugs.
How in this day and age, with near unlimited access to
information on the effects of drug and alcohol use, is this the
case?
Recently there was an article in the Geelong Advertiser about
16-year-olds going to parties where drugs are offered as freely
as lollies and then there was the horrible article about the
13-year-old girl who turned to prostitution to fund her
addiction to ice.
When people my age and younger are so heavily exposed to
drugs like this, it is extremely likely that they are going to try
them.
Peer pressure is something that everybody has to deal with at
one time or another in their lives, however, when it comes to
drugs this is unacceptable.
Teenagers are becoming addicted to drugs simply because
they felt pressured into trying them by their mates. Nobody
should have to grow up in an environment where addictive
drugs are seen as a normal thing, something to be
experimented with at parties.
In conclusion, nobody should ever have to deal with drugs in
their lives, least of all children and young people.
Action needs to be taken to stop more naive teenagers from
falling into the trap of illicit drug use.
Young people deserve long, happy lives, free from the horrors
of drugs.
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Unconventional gas
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I rise today to
congratulate over 60 Victorian communities who have
declared themselves gas field free. Victoria is currently
covered by over 400 000 hectares of approved coal,
coal seam gas, tight gas and shale gas exploration
licences. But in communities across Victoria, farmers
stand shoulder to shoulder with environmentalists,
health professionals, people in tourism and locals in
calling for a permanent ban on unconventional gas,
fracking and coal seam gas.
Unconventional gas is not a clean option. Gas is a fossil
fuel, emitting toxic pollution and greenhouse gases. It
has been shown to have a damaging effect on
groundwater and aquifers. We do not need this
industry, especially when instead we could make a
direct transition to renewable energy. There is simply
no reason to risk our prime farmland and our water
supply or to allow a dangerous and polluting industry to
destroy existing economies in regional Victoria. Recent
polling across the state shows a clear majority are
opposed to coal seam gas and fracking. It is a
vote-changing issue.
Many states and countries across the world have
introduced bans on unconventional gas after seeing the
devastating impacts on water, health and farmland. In
Victoria we have the opportunity to avoid these
detrimental impacts by ensuring this toxic industry does
not get a foothold in our state.
I commend the efforts of local communities, farmers,
the Lock the Gate Alliance, the Gippsland Alliance, the
Otway Basin Alliance, the Western District Alliance
and others who are standing up for our farmland,
environment and people. I hope Labor, the Liberals and
The Nationals will heed their call and will join the
Greens in supporting a permanent ban on
unconventional gas in Victoria.

Adam Goodes
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — Today I rise to speak of a man, a
footballer, and a hero; a dual Brownlow medallist
whose courage and spirit inspire those both on and off
the field; an Australian of the Year whose sense of
pride in his culture has galvanised pride in his
community and in his fellow Australians: of course I
speak of Adam Goodes. Unfortunately despite all of
these accomplishments we have recently seen what can
only be described as racism, bigotry and sheer
ignorance directed at Adam.
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As Minister for Aboriginal Affairs it has been
disheartening and as an Australian it has been
devastating, because Aboriginal history and identity
deserves to be recognised — and it deserves to be
respected. While we have seen an utter lack of
leadership from the federal government, we have seen
an abundance of leadership from our broader
community — from Adam, his teammates and his club;
from other AFL clubs; and from Aboriginal leaders and
the Aboriginal community. As recently as last night a
flash mob war dance was held in Federation Square,
coordinated by Richard Franklin.
Adam recently confirmed that he will be returning to
the game, saying he had been feeling the love. I hope
that is true, because he is truly loved. When he takes his
rightful place on the field on Saturday in Geelong, I
hope he knows that I and many others will be cheering
him on — as a man, as a footballer and as a hero.

Gippsland South electorate community
facilities
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — We will be
seeing the legacy of my predecessor in the seat of
Gippsland South, Peter Ryan, for many years yet. Two
projects that stand out were officially opened last week,
and I had the pleasure of attending both of them. Sale’s
new $15 million police station was officially opened by
the Minister for Police with Chief Commissioner of
Police Graham Ashton and a host of other top brass. I
acknowledge that the minister was very generous in his
praise of the work of Peter Ryan in getting that project
up and running. Local police are already very happy
with their new digs and tell me that potential recruits
are attracted to Sale because of the new state-of-the-art
station. It is a fantastic facility, and it will be great for
the people of Sale.
Yarram is another area that is seeing the fruits of the
work that Peter Ryan did, this time through funding for
the Yarram and District Hub, which incorporates a
library; the Yarram Early Learning Centre, which has
kindergarten and childcare facilities; and the
Wellington Shire Council Yarram Service Centre; as
well as maternal and child health. The centre and the
new community childcare service are making a big
difference to the lives of Yarram families. This project
got off the ground with $3.3 million from Wellington
Shire Council and in particular $1.95 million from the
state government in 2013, all through the efforts of
Peter Ryan as a minister and local member. More
particularly, both of these facilities will be great for the
local community. The new childcare centre in Yarram
currently has 40 enrolments with the capacity to go up
to 54, and I understand that there is increased interest in
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that kindergarten going forward. It is a great facility,
and it will be welcomed by the community.

Victorian School of Languages
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — As a harmonious and
tolerant multicultural society Victoria celebrates the
many cultures that make up our vibrant community. A
key part of our diversity is the wide range of languages
learnt in our schools. In fact Victoria has the highest
participation rate in languages of any state. An essential
part of language education in Victoria, the Victorian
School of Languages celebrates its 80th anniversary
this year.
The Victorian School of Languages began in 1935,
teaching Italian and Japanese on Saturdays at
Mac.Robertson Girls High School. It has grown and
expanded to now offer over 40 languages to
13 000 students in face-to-face classes across the state
and 1400 students through distance education through
the government, Catholic and independent school
sectors. I have had the privilege of attending the
school’s Victorian certificate of education awards
evening and have visited the school’s main campus in
Thornbury to witness firsthand the dedication of school
staff.
The Victorian School of Languages is a great example
of the power of government education in providing an
irreplaceable service to Victorian students and our
wonderfully diverse multicultural community. I
commend all who have contributed to the school over
the 80 years, in particular the school councillors, staff
and current principal, Mr Frank Merlino. Let us hope
that the Victorian School of Languages grows bigger
yet over the next 80 years.

Mount Buffalo Chalet
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — It is with deep
concern that I raise the issue of the Mount Buffalo
Chalet in this place. This iconic building was thrown a
lifeline by the former coalition government to the tune
of $7.5 million. It now appears that the current Labor
government is looking for ways to walk away from this
commitment, and the Bright and Ovens Valley
communities will not stand for this. It appears that
money set aside for a capital rebuild is being used for
maintenance. While the city-centric Labor government
sits on its hands, this grand old lady deteriorates.
Community Action for the Chalet will not stand by and
let this magnificent part of the north-east’s history
simply fade away and die. The rescue package that was
secured must be used to rebuild now.
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Bright United Men’s Shed
Mr McCURDY — It was a pleasure to visit the
Bright United Men’s Shed Incorporated, also known as
BUMS. BUMS was established with the support of
Alpine Health, the Alpine Shire Council and many
community businesses to provide a venue and a range
of activities focused on men’s wellbeing. BUMS is one
of over 600 sheds that have sprung up in communities
across Australia in the past few years. The successful
Australian men’s shed initiative is now spreading
around the world. At the Bright Men’s Shed activities
include snooker, cards and computers, and there is a
library and a lounge. There is also a teaching kitchen,
and cooking, woodwork, wood turning and welding
classes. Members work on personal projects, shed
projects and community projects.

Clean Up Australia Day
Mr McCURDY — Recently I joined with
Yarrawonga Yacht Club members to clean up around
Lake Mulwala as part of a Clean Up Australia Day
event. The club volunteers did a great job picking up
rubbish around the lake’s edge to ensure that locals and
visitors can look forward to a safe and clean spring and
summer on the lake. The drained lake was cleared of
many bags of rubbish. Well done to all involved.

Wangaratta Relay for Life
Mr McCURDY — When a toilet turned up in my
electorate office recently, I was a little concerned. It
turns out the travelling toilet is a fundraiser for
Wangaratta Relay for Life — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Coburg High School
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I rise to
acknowledge and recognise the fabulous Coburg High
School community. This is a dedicated and visionary
school, with a dedicated and visionary leadership team.
Last week I had the opportunity to take the Deputy
Premier and Minister for Education to visit the school
and the school community. In particular I want to
acknowledge principal Don Collins, assistant principal
Catherine McMahon, senior school representatives Con
and Rachele and the first junior school representatives
Faiza, Stanley, Stefan and Yasemyn. The senior and
junior school leaders are very impressive young people
who are very clear about what they want to see in their
school community and what they want to achieve in the
future.
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During this tour we were able to see firsthand the
innovative methods used to deliver the curriculum,
which stretches from the way the school has embraced
new technologies to the way it uses physical spaces.
The school is very much at the cutting edge of
education delivery. The school has become a pioneer in
the education sector for the way in which it has
embraced new technologies and transformed its
learning spaces. Indeed principal Don Collins is
routinely called upon by representatives from other
school communities, both domestic and international,
who are keen to learn from and replicate the school’s
innovative approach.
The school also places a strong emphasis on student
wellbeing and has a first-class mentoring program and
personalised learning plans. I particularly want to thank
the student leaders and the school community for their
time last week.

Fire services review
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — In the last week we have
seen the Andrews Labor government announce a
review into the operations and other aspects of the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) and Metropolitan Fire
Brigade (MFB). There are 95 volunteer CFA brigades
serving the communities of Ripon. Ripon — as all in
this place should know — takes in some of the most
fire-prone country in the world. The CFA volunteers do
a magnificent job, but they are cautious and concerned
about the future. My view is that there should be some
concern.
This is clearly a Labor-driven agenda, with the unions
heavily influencing it. In the terms of reference, the four
unions are listed ahead of Volunteer Fire Brigades
Victoria on the list of key stakeholders. Heading up the
inquiry is David O’Byrne, a former Labor MP, a former
head of United Voice and a lifelong trade unionist. Any
reduction in volunteer authority in my electorate will
put communities at risk and must be ruled out by the
government.

Court safety
Ms STALEY — Recently the shadow
Attorney-General and I visited the Ararat, Stawell,
St Arnaud and Maryborough court houses to highlight
safety concerns for victims, witnesses and staff. While
conditions vary, there is a manifest lack of separation of
the accused and other court participants. This has
resulted in family violence victims standing in the cold
outside courthouses with the men they accuse. It has
also resulted in people high on drugs entering the
St Arnaud court house through the single door all must
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use. The former government recognised the growing
problems and made a start with funding. More must be
done. We must not wait for the result — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

McKinnon Secondary College
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — It was such a pleasure
to be at McKinnon Secondary College recently to see
its production of the Little Shop of Horrors. It was a
gripping production and I congratulate all involved,
particularly those behind the way that the human eating
plant, Audrey II, grew on stage before the audience’s
very eyes.
McKinnon Secondary College is a school that excels in
absolutely everything it does and the performing arts
are no exception. Seventy-five per cent of the student
population — which is currently at 1950 — is involved
in a music program at the school. This is commendable
and testament to the hard work of the teachers.
Congratulations to the fantastic cast, particularly David
Yarrow, Emily Holding, Ryan Etlis, Alex Henry,
Jordan Walters-Brown, Sarah Andrew, Gabrielle Etlis,
Natalie Lock, Ella McEwen and Jess Osburn.
I particularly enjoyed Alex Henry’s portrayal of the
Steve Martin mad dentist character, which literally left
the theatre in stitches.
My community is very proud of McKinnon Secondary
College. It is one of the most well-regarded schools in
the state. It is now more than 60 years old. A former
Labor government funded the first stage of the rebuild.
I am proud that it this Labor government that is getting
on with the job of building the next stage.

East Burwood Preschool
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I recently had the
pleasure of attending the East Burwood Preschool to
participate in its National Tree Day activities. It was
great to join with the staff, parent volunteers and
enthusiastic three-year-old children in planting trees
and shrubs. There were many very eager gardeners,
appropriately equipped with gloves, small spades and a
range of plants. Well done to all involved, and I look
forward to seeing the plants grow in the years to come.

Holy Saviour Primary School
Mr ANGUS — I recently had the great pleasure of
attending the Holy Saviour Primary School annual
production, which this year was entitled Moving On. It
was a fantastic production incorporating acting, dancing
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and singing, and also containing a great message. I
congratulate the students on this outstanding
production, together with the acting principal, Megan
Escalante, and the many teachers and volunteers
involved in staging the production.

National Tree Day
Mr ANGUS — As part of the National Tree Day
activities, I was pleased to join with fellow residents to
plant trees and shrubs at Tyrol Park in Vermont South.
It was great to see so many local residents and two of
the local scout groups working hard, despite the very
cold and windy morning. This activity was organised
by the City of Whitehorse, and I congratulate the
council’s ParksWide team led by Wayne de Fraga for
their work. The hard work by all involved resulted in
over 3000 trees, native plants and shrubs being planted
and a local park being transformed in just a few hours.

Indian Independence Day
Mr ANGUS — On 15 August Australians of Indian
background will celebrate India’s Independence Day,
which commemorates India’s independence and
celebrates freedom and friendship. Independence Day
is an opportunity for us to be thankful and proud of the
deep friendship forged between our two nations. The
state of Victoria, and indeed my electorate of Forest
Hill, are made far richer by the presence of Indian
Australians, who make an outstanding contribution to
our community and state across many fields of
endeavour. I wish all residents of Indian descent in my
electorate of Forest Hill well for this important
celebration.
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have done. This has caused great distress to a number
of companies. Representatives of some of these
businesses have told me that people have lost their jobs
because their businesses have not been paid by Contract
Control Services.
As this project was managed by the Department of
Education and Training, I have raised this serious
matter with the Minister for Education and his office/ I
have also spoken to senior department staff to urge
them to get a resolution to this issue. I appreciate the
swift action from the minister and his department. They
have sent in a special negotiator, who has spoken to all
of these subcontractors and is wanting to get to the
bottom of this matter. I understand his work and report
are close to being finalised. These contractors must be
paid for the work they have done. It is unacceptable that
they are out of pocket for the work they have done. I
will continue to pursue this matter with the minister and
his department. It is unfair on the workers and the
subcontractors, who should rightly be proud of the job
they have done in making a great contribution to our
city.

Reverend Stuart Young
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I wish to acknowledge
the recent passing of the Reverend Stuart Young. Stuart
was a lieutenant in the Army Reserve and held the
special role of Padre at the Yea-Kinglake RSL. He was
held in high regard by all at the RSL and in the wider
community. He was a true gentleman whose caring
presence will be greatly missed. My thoughts are with
Val, Andrew, Kate and families.

Murrindindi Beanie Festival
Government performance
Mr ANGUS — Despite claims by the Premier that
he will deliver on each and every election commitment,
we can see that this has not happened when we look at
the pre-election claims of Labor in relation to the future
of Victorian ports.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Ulumbarra Theatre, Bendigo
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) —
Bendigo’s Ulumbarra Theatre is a magnificent new
facility that has seen the construction of a 1000-seat
theatre on the former Bendigo jail site. The workers
who built this theatre have done a great job. However, I
am deeply concerned that a number of Bendigo-based
subcontractors have not been paid by the head
contractor, Contract Control Services, for the work they

Ms McLEISH — I attended the inaugural
Murrindindi Beanie Festival in Alexandra on a freezing
weekend in mid-July. Described as creative, clever and
crafty, the festival drew impressive attendance figures.
A group of like-minded women got together and
generated some great ideas. Their concept was different
but simple. Supported by Made in Murrindindi Inc., the
organisers either created or organised others to create a
wide array of handmade beanies. All beanies were
donated to the festival and then sold or auctioned, with
the funds raised going to support local charities.
Ranging from classic Fair Isle to the quirky and
colourful, including some resembling animals, there
was something for everyone. Knitted, crocheted and felt
beanies were the most common, but I did see one made
out of bread bags. Who would have thought! Bronwyn
Britton, Denise Fiddes, Leisa Lees, Pam Petersen,

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Wednesday, 5 August 2015

ASSEMBLY

Sarah Southam, Carolyn Weeks and Sue Wynn are to
be congratulated on their wonderful effort.

Pink football and netball round
Ms McLEISH — I attended the pink football round
at Healesville Football & Netball Club on the weekend.
I loved the pink jumpers and the pink lines on the field.
Thanks to president Felix Fraraccio, who was dapper in
his pink French cap, and a huge thank you to Kym
Estcourt, who contributes an enormous amount always,
despite the challenges of juggling netball — on and off
the field — with five kids and breast cancer. Kym is an
amazing person and an inspiration not just to all at the
football club but to all women.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I propose a
plan for creating opportunity from adversity to address
the crucial national issue of housing affordability in one
of Victoria’s fastest growing areas. This is in response
to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
inquiry into budget estimates, and I am particularly
looking at what we can do for interface areas. The area
I am talking about is my community of Broadmeadows.
This is about a tale of two cities and one community —
about how Broadmeadows can be at the top of the
affordable housing list but at the same time be looked at
as of one of the postcodes of disadvantage and about
how we can come up with a better plan to address these
issues. We have the opportunity to look at what can be
done for housing affordability in Broadmeadows from a
national perspective. This is a community within
20 kilometres of the centre of the world’s most livable
city. It has great transport networks and vast acres of
housing commission estates that were built when
Broadmeadows was established literally as a suburb to
house the factory fodder for the manufacturing era that
underwrote generations of prosperity in this country. I
have gone back to a 1956 royal commission inquiry
into the way the housing commission was established.
The report of the inquiry went to the importance of
housing and says:
The point which must be stressed here is the indirect cost to
the community of inadequate housing. No one can say just
what this amounts to in terms of money and human misery,
but it is undoubtedly tremendous. Poor housing conditions
result directly in physical illness and indirectly in tensions and
dissatisfactions which cause broken homes, drunkenness and
juvenile delinquency, leading to vice and crime. In this
connexion, poor housing conditions do not necessarily mean
small frontages, leaking roofs and lack of facilities. It may
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involve a solid structure, put up in the wrong place, without
thought to the requirements of life other than mere shelter.

That was the 1956 Report of the Royal Commission to
Inquire into the Operation of the Housing Acts of
Victoria and the Administration of the Housing
Commission. A number of these houses still exist, and
they are well past their use-by dates. However, they
give us an opportunity to take a big picture view and
ask how we might be able to unlock value from their
quarter-acre blocks instead of having an ad hoc repair
strategy. This is an opportunity to create a proposal for
a better vision and a better plan from a regional
perspective. I offer Broadmeadows as a case study for
how we can do this for all of the old housing
commission estates.
This is a situation in which you need to follow the path
to see what has happened in these postcodes of
disadvantage, and we already have an example of how
it can work. A public tender was announced for
development of private-public-social housing in the
Mews section of Broadmeadows. It was won by
Australand, and the new homes look great, people are
enjoying them and they are of much greater value to the
community than the old commission estates. Treasurer
Tim Pallas will be attending my economic and cultural
development summit next week to discuss the broader
perspective of housing affordability, and I think this
case study will be a critical ingredient in how we
deliver a bigger and better future for our community.
We have to look at how we can attract new industries
and new jobs as well — we need to have those — but
this is a way we can develop a regional plan for
boosting these areas and providing these communities
with hope.
This only happens when we have enlightened
governments. History tells us this only happens under
Labor. The Bracks and Brumby governments
regenerated all our schools, which was fantastic, and
we also had neighbourhood renewal strategies. Through
lived experience, by observation and by reading the
work of Nobel prize winning economist Joseph Stiglitz,
who wrote about the price of inequality, we know these
are the consequences. We have to address this, we have
to put it on the agenda. I am offering Broadmeadows as
a case study for how we can bring the different players
together for a coordinated and collaborative approach.
The only power structure not at the table is the
Australian government. I again ask it to be part of the
future, not part of the past.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — Today I rise to speak on
the transcripts of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) budget estimates hearings, and my
focus will be on the appearance of the Minister for
Health at the hearings. As I prepared for today’s
contribution I looked at the transcript of the minister’s
presentation and the questions that arose from that.
There was a strong focus by the committee on trying to
understand the additional costs to the health system and
to the hospitals of Victoria of the additional public
holidays. The member for Gippsland South, whom I
note is in the chamber, repeatedly sought information
from the health minister in relation to these costs. He
asked questions in a number of ways to try to find out
how we could know the overall number, but apparently
it could not be disaggregated down into individual
ministries.
As I read the transcript, it does seem that the health
minister was poorly prepared for her appearance at the
hearings. It must not be just the former small business
minister who was poorly prepared, because the health
minister was not only unable to answer as to how much
the public holidays will cost — we know it is
significant — but she said:
The funding of all the various price increases are always
funded in our base … It will all be allocated in the WIES —

that is, the weighted inlier equivalent separation —
price that we negotiate for different activities with our health
services.

However, the thing is that for the WIES price it has to
be there already, and that was the point that the member
for Gippsland South tried to make, but he could not get
an answer. We ended up having the member for Kew
trying to seek additional clarification, and he quite
succinctly went to the heart of it. he said:
I think we are seeking a number, Chair — a specific number.
All we get is waffle. We want a number.
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fund the catheterisation laboratory at Ballarat. That is a
bipartisan commitment; both sides made that
commitment and it will be great when we get the cath
lab up and running in the Ballarat hospital. The minister
noted that there was also an additional $1 million in
advance planning for the Goulburn Valley Health
Service, but that was it. Some 1.9 per cent of capital
funding for hospitals is going to rural Victoria. Once
again country Victorians are being dudded — only
1.9 per cent when we have significant health problems.
I note the member for Broadmeadows has just made a
quite thoughtful contribution regarding disadvantage in
his electorate. My electorate has significant
disadvantage and very poor health outcomes, yet what
we are seeing is that this Labor government is not
funding the health services that we need across country
Victoria. In fact the health minister agreed with the
member for Gippsland South and said that she did not
contest his mathematical abilities at all.
Mr D. O’Brien — They’re very good.
Ms STALEY — I am sure they are very good. In
my remaining time I will turn specifically to the cut to
the Rural Capital Support Fund. This was not in the
budget; Labor has cut this fund. Quite simply, patient
safety requires modern equipment, and country
hospitals fund their modern equipment through the
Rural Capital Support Fund. There is insufficient
money through the WIES funding model for many
small country hospitals, so a cut to the Rural Capital
Support Fund is a cut to patient safety in country
hospitals. This government is putting patient safety last.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the discussion on committee reports, and I will talk
about the Environment, Natural Resources and
Regional Development Committee (ENRRDC) interim
report on its inquiry into the Country Fire Authority
training college at Fiskville.

Mr D. O’Brien — He said that a lot.
Ms STALEY — He did, and the member for
Mornington, the deputy chair of the committee, also
had a go and made the point:
The minister is not presenting any information at all.

We then moved on to deal with the capital base funding
for health in this year. Again the member for Gippsland
South was extremely well prepared, and he noted that
there was an amount of $10 million in the budget to

Firstly I commend the members of the committee for
the great work they did. It was a very long and arduous
process, and this is just the interim report. The member
for Eltham, who is not in the chamber at the moment,
was a member of both the ENRRDC and the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee, and it was
enormously time consuming for her to be on both
committees at the time when we were doing budget
estimates as well as the Fiskville inquiry. She made a
fantastic contribution to the work of this committee, as
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is reflected in this report. I am also delighted that the
member for Frankston, who is a former career
firefighter and a current volunteer, is in the chamber.
He made a confidential submission to the inquiry.
The inquiry was a big task and hard work for the
committee. Having looked through the report, I
commend and congratulate the members of the
committee on the way in which they went about their
task of preparing the report and on the
recommendations they elicited as a result of their work.
Firefighting is a very hazardous — dangerous —
occupation. I am old enough to remember the
firefighter lives that were lost on Ash Wednesday in
1983, and I remember the Linton blaze in 1998, where
members of the Geelong West brigade lost their lives.
What is less well known is the fact that firefighters tend
to have a higher incidence of rates of cancer as a
consequence of their exposure to extreme heat over
sustained periods of time. Some of the firefighters I
know are the fittest and strongest individuals you are
likely to find, but all too often they are diagnosed with
cancer in the latter stages of their careers and die
prematurely compared to the rest of the population.
This report, however, talks about additional areas of
concern and anxiety in relation to Fiskville and the fact
that we do not know the scope of this problem. We do
not know how far the contamination has spread. We do
not know whether it is neatly contained within a portion
of the site, whether it affects all of the site or whether it
goes beyond the boundaries of the site. I want to
commend the committee for its work, given that we are
struggling to understand the scope of that problem.
The committee has also done a great job in making
recommendation 1B, which relates to making sure that
additional testing is available and that the results are
made available to property owners. One of the great
moments in most people’s lives in terms of wealth
acquisition is when they buy a house or property.
Invariably they take on significant debt in order to
acquire that property. They hope that if they do that,
they can raise a family and pass that wealth onto them
or sun themselves in their retirement. The fact that
properties surrounding the Fiskville site may be
adversely impacted as a consequence of Fiskville’s
operations — through no fault on the part of property
owners — is a concern. I commend the committee for
doing the work that led to the recommendation that we
need to understand the nature of the contamination and
communicate it to property owners.
Recommendation 2 advocates assessing the feasibility
of providing voluntary testing for
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perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) free of charge to
firefighters, subject to advice from the Department of
Health and Human Services. This is an important
measure that would give individuals the ability to find
out whether they are PFOS-free or not. The cost of this
should be borne by taxpayers in recognition of the
contribution that career and volunteer firefighters make
to keep our communities safe.
There is also a concern from an agricultural perspective
about market sensitivities and contaminated land. I
know that when we are talking about trade agreements
and the like, we have to make sure we do not
undermine the great reputation we have in agriculture
in this state. I commend the committee’s work.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on committee reports today. I
will be speaking again on the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee report on the budget estimates
hearings. It is a pleasure to be a member of that
committee and to have the opportunity to grill the
ministers on a number of things.
Today I want to raise a couple of issues related in
particular to water. One of the projects that is dear to
my heart in the electorate of Gippsland South — and I
know it is also dear to my colleague the member for
Gippsland East — is the Macalister irrigation district
(MID). There is an ongoing project called MID 2030
which aims to upgrade the irrigation district and deliver
the savings in water back to farmers for productive use.
There is a generally agreed proposition that the
responsibility for funding of this project will be shared
equally between the state government, the federal
government and the irrigators themselves. This
proposition was made to the previous government late
in the previous term of Parliament, just before the
election. I believe a business case had been provided at
that stage.
During the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings, on asking the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water about the status of this
project I was surprised to be told that at that stage no
business case had been received by the government.
This was very odd. Clearly something was going on
behind the scenes between the government and
Southern Rural Water, which manages the MID.
Nonetheless, the noises coming from the minister in
terms of future funding were positive — although
perhaps that is saying too much. I was equally surprised
when the minister turned up in the MID on Monday to
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turn the first sod for the Southern Cowwarr balancing
storage, part of phase 1A, which received $16 million
in funding from the previous government, thanks to the
then Minister for Water, Peter Walsh.
We are now eight months into the term of this
government. We have been calling on the minister for
some time to come and visit the MID to get an
understanding of this project. There has been no visit
whatsoever. Suddenly, however, the day after the
announcement of the con job of a $200 million
agriculture infrastructure fund, there is the minister
turning a sod and suggesting that this MID project
could be something that could be funded through the
government’s new fund. This is dangling a carrot in
front of the irrigators and the community of the MID
and saying, ‘If the community supports our plan for the
lease of the port of Melbourne, there will be this money
available’. The government is leaving aside the fact that
this $200 million is about 3 per cent of the likely
proceeds from the sale of the port of Melbourne lease.
This is a very disappointing decision.
The minister turned up in Parliament yesterday and
started spruiking the benefits of the MID project —
benefits we have been telling those opposite about for
years now — in effect claiming them as the
government’s own in an attempt to tie them to its
proposal for the port of Melbourne lease. This is all
very odd. I say to the government that this is a great
project. The minister acknowledged that yesterday. It
should be funded, but it need not be funded through
some con job of an agriculture fund that has been
dreamt up in a ministerial office somewhere as a way to
try to get the Victorian Farmers Federation and other
organisations on board with the port of Melbourne sale.
That brings me to the port lease. During the estimates
hearings we heard contradictory evidence from the
government. The Minister for Ports said at the time that
the port of Melbourne would reach capacity in 2045. If
we go back to 2009, when Labor was previously in
government, we can see that the then minister said it
would be 2030. Now we are facing a lease that will in
effect lock in one port for Melbourne until 2085. That is
not a good thing for country Victoria. That is not a good
thing for the exporters, the farmers and the
businesspeople in my electorate of Gippsland South,
and that is why the coalition is seeking to have this
further debated through a committee in the upper house.
It is absolutely appropriate that we do so.
I would like to see the government be more clear on
this project. I would also like to see greater clarity on
the northern towns project, which is a water project to
supply Korumburra, Loch, Nyora and Poowong. I
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recently got an answer to a question on notice from the
minister on where this project is at. It said the proposal
was not successful but that one of the options being
looked at is to use Lance Creek as the primary source of
water supply for those towns, with connections to the
Melbourne water supply system. That is the northern
towns project, and I do not understand where the
government stands on it. It needs to be clearer. It is
obviously an important project.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — It gives me great
sadness to rise to speak on the Environment, Natural
Resources and Regional Development Committee
Fiskville inquiry. It gives me confidence to say that
there has been great bipartisan support for this inquiry,
but from the start we heard from people that it was a
beat-up — in fact that it was a union beat-up and that
other things were at play. We have certainly moved a
long way from Professor Robert Joy’s report where he
concluded that:
These legacy issues need to be further investigated but there is
no good reason to conclude that they pose any significant risk
to anyone …

I think we have moved a long way past that. As a
current volunteer firefighter and former staff member, I
would not be stupid enough to say that I represent all
staff or the 50 000 volunteers. That would be silly. But
the ones I do know are certainly happy that this has
been investigated. It would appear that there have been
individuals covering things up. We are aware of that
when we hear allegations of people writing out cheques
for $350 000 to farmers next door, and also when we
think about the Lloyds. It is so sad to hear that the
couple and their two daughters have PFOS levels over
100. A high safe level would be 15, and they have a
level of 100. So does this need to get investigated
further? Hell, yes!
I think the inquiry has also uncovered a lot about the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) culture. I am very proud
of being a CFA member for the past 15 years, and I
think I can say we are a proud lot. We are happy to risk
ourselves for our community and often people do, but
the thing that is most gut-wrenching for firefighters,
volunteers and staff is not the fact that they will go into
a house fire and possibly be injured and it is not the fact
that they could be infected through a needlestick injury
at a car accident, it is that you can train hard to do what
you do safely, but that the CFA has been working
against you in that you have been exposed to chemicals
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that have been banned in other countries and are known
to cause cancer, and you have not been told that. It is
gut-wrenching to know that there could be health issues
that are hidden at the moment but that may come out
later on in life.
It certainly hit me. I became a bit emotional in the first
hearing to see some of the people I have worked with
and to learn that they had had testicles removed because
of cancer. It hit me because we are talking about a rate
in the community of a few people in every 100 000
having testicular cancer, yet I was sitting in a room of
firefighters and there were 4 people who had had
testicular cancer — there were probably 40 people in
that room. So there is certainly something going on; it
is undeniable.
I want to mention the Penshurst community. It is great
to know that their water source is safe. The problem
with PFOS is that it is designed to penetrate, which is
why it was put in foam. We heard someone in the
Fiskville inquiry the other day talking about how that
was okay, because there is a town in Sweden where
PFOS is 600 times the safe level in Australia, so we are
fine. However, I point to another incident at a fire
training ground at the airport in Guernsey in the United
Kingdom where, to get rid of the PFOS-contaminated
soil, they had to dig down 2 metres over nearly a
hectare, put a membrane barrier in and fill it with
concrete, yet this stuff still got into the water supply. It
is full-on. To be able to say that we could get Fiskville
back online is really a pipe dream to me at this stage,
because we heard that a dam was cleaned out at one
stage and the tailings from the dam were spread over
the paddocks at Fiskville.
Where do we go from here? I think the main thing is
that we need to look after the people who have been
training at Fiskville — the staff and volunteers. We
need to look after people who have had bouts of cancer
and have recovered, and we need to put significant
testing regimes in place to make sure that people like
me, who spent over a year of my career at Fiskville, and
some of my comrades who were swimming in the dam
are safe in the future and their families are looked after.
I thank the committee and the people who made
contributions. There were some very emotional times.
Everybody has been strong and has done a great job. I
look forward to future outcomes from the inquiry.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise to speak on the
inquiry into budget estimates 2015–16 conducted by
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the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. In
particular I would like to focus on the contribution by
the Minister for Agriculture. I guess the most
disappointing thing that was highlighted to the inquiry
were the agricultural cuts of $11.9 million over the
coming period. I find that quite disturbing and
distressing. These cuts were more than matched by cuts
of $61.4 million to the trade budget as well. I note that
the minister opened with some very encouraging stories
about food and fibre and agriculture history. She pretty
well reiterated all the great work that was conducted by
the coalition and the former Minister for Agriculture
and Food Safety. We know that the value of food and
fibre exports from Victorian ports had risen to a record
high $11.6 billion. That is something that is particularly
impressive; it was up 12 per cent on the previous year. I
worry that with the cuts to the agricultural and trade
budgets this is not going to be able to be maintained.
We had $2.3 billion in meat exports, $2.2 billion in
dairy, $1.9 billion in grain and $894 million in
horticulture. We had some wonderful results.
During the inquiry the member for Mornington targeted
the removal of the fox bounty. Funding has been ripped
out of the fox and wild dog bounties. We see that the
wild dog bounty has been completely abolished and
there are no funds for it at all. The minister made some
statements that the government is committed to the fox
bounty:
We are committed to continuing the fox bounty … The
budget fulfils that commitment …

When you look at it though, there is one year’s funding
for the fox bounty over a four-year period. I do not find
that to be a commitment at all.
When the coalition introduced the fox bounty, there
was $4 million in funding. We have eradicated
339 459 foxes. People who live in the bush know what
a pest they are. We also know that they are cheeky. The
other day when I was sitting at home having breakfast,
one almost came onto the deck. I am still quite
horrified. Despite a number of hunters in the area
working hard to get the scalps, foxes are still roaming
around. We see that also from the dead foxes on the
sides of the roads.
The fox and wild dog bounties are very important. They
not only protect farmers from having their lambs and
calves killed but also have a role in the protection of
native fauna. I find it quite sad. We have seen too many
cases of foxes having penetrated our wonderful national
parks, and they do an awful lot of damage. During the
term of the coalition government 1557 wild dog scalps
were claimed. That is particularly impressive. Wild
dogs pose an enormous problem in the high country,
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and the failure of the new government to commit
funding to this area might come back to haunt it. There
have been 7613 hunters taking part in the bounty. The
fox bounty pays $10 for a fox and $100 for a wild dog,
so it is a great way for a lot of hunters, particularly
younger people, to supplement their incomes in country
areas where unemployment is a problem and incomes
are much lower than in the metropolitan area.
The coalition government started the aerial baiting
program. In 2014 it ran two campaigns at a cost of
$500 000. That is a significant cost because it is a
significant program. We started the process for aerial
baiting in East Gippsland and north-eastern Victoria,
abolished the 3-kilometre buffer zone for baiting,
introduced flexible staffing models, had a pilot program
for landholders in remote areas to obtain fresh meat
baits and introduced legislation to facilitate the mobile
manufacturing of fresh meat baits so it would be done
closer to the source. I am very disappointed with the
minister’s attitude on this matter.

RESOURCES LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy and
Resources) tabled following statement in accordance
with Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Resources
Legislation Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Resources Legislation 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 bill makes a number of amendments to the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 (the act),
including amending current section 8AB of the act which
contains offences relating to carrying out an extractive
industry without, or not in compliance with, a current
extractive industry work authority.
Human rights issues
Section 26 of the charter provides that a person must not be
tried or punished more than once for an offence in respect of
which he or she has already been finally convicted or
acquitted in accordance with law. This right has been
interpreted as applying only to punishments of a criminal
nature, and does not preclude the imposition of civil
consequences for the same conduct.
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Clause 6(3) of the bill introduces a provision to replace
current subsection 8AB(3). This subsection will now provide
that it is an offence for a holder of an extractive industry work
authority, or the manager of the place where the extractive
industry is being carried out under a work authority, to fail to
comply with the act or the regulations in doing any work
under the work authority.
Where a person contravenes one of the other specific offence
provisions in the act and is made subject to a penalty for that
offence, their conduct could also fall within the scope of the
new subsection 8AB(3). However, in my opinion, the new
subsection 8AB(3) does not engage section 26 of the charter.
This is because, even if a person’s conduct falls within two
offence provisions, they cannot be subjected to a second
penalty for the same conduct. Pursuant to section 51 of the
Acts Interpretation Act 1984, where an act or omission
constitutes an offence under two or more provisions, an
offender is not liable to be punished more than once for the
same act or omission, unless the contrary intention expressly
appears. In this case, the new subsection 8AB(3) does not
displace the presumption expressed in section 51 of the Acts
Interpretation Act 1984.
Clause 6(4) of the bill introduces a new subsection 8AB(4),
which is a default penalty provision relating to the
continuation of an offence under the act for which a person
has been convicted. Section 26 of the charter is not relevant to
this provision, as the default penalties only arise in respect of
continued conduct, rather than the conduct that constituted the
original offence.
I therefore consider that these clauses are compatible with the
right not to be tried or punished more than once for the same
offence.
The Hon. Lily D’Ambrosio, MP
Minister for Energy and Resources

Second reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The purpose of this bill is to facilitate implementation of
recommendation 4 of the Hazelwood mine fire inquiry
report — namely, to bring forward the commencement of the
requirement that work plans for mines be risk based and
specifically address fire prevention, mitigation and
suppression requirements for coal mines.
The bill amends the objectives of the Mineral Resources
(Sustainable Development) Act 1990 (MRSDA) to make
them consistent with the risk-based approach; broadens the
range of risks that must be addressed in work plans to include
risks to infrastructure; and gives the Minister for Energy and
Resources power to set, vary or add conditions on licences
and extractive industry work authorities in order to address
elimination or minimisation of risks.
The bill also provides that authority holders can be directed to
bring their existing approved work plans into compliance
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with the risk-based work plan provisions, on a case-by-case
basis, where the operation poses an unacceptable risk.
The bill gives effect to the election commitment made by the
Andrews government to require public reporting of activities
on mines and quarries, including rehabilitation works, by
giving the Minister for Energy and Resources the power to
impose this requirement on licensees and extractive industry
work authority holders.
Non-compliance with any reporting requirements would be in
breach of the mine licence conditions and may incur up to
200 penalty units for an individual and up to 1000 penalty
units for a corporation.
Finally, in order to improve compliance with extractive
industry work authorities and work plans, the bill includes
amendments that will drive improved compliance with
extractive work authorities and work plans by increasing
existing penalty units for carrying on extractive operations
without an authority and by specifically requiring compliance
with the approved work plan. The penalty for carrying on
extractive operations without an authority will be up to a
maximum of 1000 penalty units for a corporation. The
increase in penalty will ensure consistency with the penalties
for the equivalent offence in the mining framework.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SOUTHWICK
(Caulfield).
Debate adjourned until 19 August.

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT (CONTROL
OF RESPONSE ACTIVITIES AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2015
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The bill amends the Victoria State Emergency Service Act
2005 to give VicSES the power to enter land or premises,
without consent, if urgently necessary for the protection of
life or property. The bill also gives VicSES the power to
construct, alter or remove a levee, along with a power to
remove debris. These powers are also conditioned on forming
the reasonable belief that exercising the powers is required for
the protection of life and property.
In addition, the bill also requires VicSES to replace, restore or
remove a levee that it has removed, altered or constructed in
the exercise of its new powers, but only to the extent that is
reasonable. In line with the existing provisions in the Victoria
State Emergency Service Act 2005, damage caused by
VicSES is taken to be damage caused by the emergency that
gave rise to the emergency for the purpose of insurance
policies. This will extend to damage caused while exercising
the proposed powers in the bill. Together, these provisions
support individuals being able to seek to recover property
losses that are incurred in the course of responding to a flood.
These provisions are compatible with the right to property
and the right to privacy. None of the other provisions in the
bill engages charter rights.
Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the bill?
The bill does not limit the right to property or the right to
privacy.
The charter provides that a person must not be deprived of his
or her property rights except in accordance with the law. The
amendments in the bill limit the circumstances in which
VicSES may exercise the proposed powers, which requires
the VicSES member to form the reasonable belief that
exercising the power is necessary for the protection of life and
property. Accordingly, the proposed powers are not arbitrary
or general in nature, but are tailored to the specific purpose of
responding to an emergency. As such, the amendments in the
bill are compatible with the right to property.

Statement of compatibility
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency Services)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Emergency
Management (Control of Response Activities and Other
Matters) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Emergency Management (Control of
Response Activities and Other Matters) 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.
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The charter rights that are relevant to the Emergency
Management (Control of Response Activities and Other
Matters) Bill 2015 (the bill) are the right to property and the
right to privacy. These rights are engaged by the proposal
conferring powers on the Victoria State Emergency Service
(VicSES).

The charter also provides that a person must not have his or
her privacy, family, home or correspondence unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with. Although the bill empowers
VicSES to enter land or premises without consent, it may
only do so if urgently necessary for the protection of life and
property in the course of responding to, or preparing for, a
flood, earthquake or storm or providing rescue services. This
does not constitute unlawful or arbitrary interference with the
right to privacy. As such, the amendments in the bill are
compatible with the right to privacy.
The Hon. Jane Garrett, MP
Minister for Emergency Services

Second reading
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
Victoria’s emergency management arrangements are vital in
protecting the lives, property and livelihood of Victorians in
emergency situations. The Victorian government is
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committed to ensuring Victoria’s emergency management
reforms are practical and effective.

bill will ensure VicSES is not hampered in performing its
functions if consent is unobtainable.

The government’s emergency management reform agenda
will be implemented progressively in stages to ensure the
state is best prepared for any, and all, forms of emergency.
One of the benefits of undertaking these reforms through a
staged approach is that the Victorian government can make
responsive refinements as issues arise, ensuring continuous
improvement with minimal disruption.

The bill will also give VicSES the specific power to construct,
alter or remove a levee. Again, VicSES will only exercise this
power if necessary for the protection of life and property. This
will mean VicSES has the power to take action to reduce the
overall harm to the community when faced with an
impending flood. To perform this function, VicSES will
continue to work with communities, businesses and agencies.
It will rely on the best information available and would call
on the knowledge and advice of experts so that it makes the
best decisions possible. In implementing these new powers,
sufficient time will be allowed for VicSES to develop
supporting operating procedures, train its members and
engage the community.

A key objective of the bill is to strengthen and enhance the
state’s emergency response arrangements. The amendments
in the bill also bolster the statutory powers of the Victoria
State Emergency Service to respond to floods, storms and
other emergencies. Finally, the bill refines the functions and
powers of the inspector-general for emergency management.
The key measure to strengthen emergency response
arrangements is the introduction of an explicit statutory
requirement for agencies with a role or responsibility under
the State Emergency Response Plan to act in accordance with
the plan. The plan sets out the arrangements for responding to
all major emergencies in Victoria, including bushfires,
pandemics, exotic animal diseases and essential service
disruptions.
Up until now, it has been implicit that agencies will fulfil their
roles and responsibilities under the plan. Making this
obligation express will contribute to ensuring emergency
management arrangements are clear and transparent, as well
as recognising agencies’ shared responsibility for responding
to emergencies. Strengthening the role of the plan should
mean the response to emergencies is more cohesive and
coordinated and there is greater clarity about the roles and
responsibilities of agencies.
This is critical for large and complex emergencies that create
new and unique challenges. Due to the dynamic and often
unpredictable nature of emergencies, these arrangements
must be adaptable and flexible. The plan itself provides for a
clear framework to underpin agencies’ roles in responding to
emergencies, rather than prescriptive operating procedures.
However, to further support operational flexibility, the bill
empowers the emergency management commissioner with
the ability to change the plan in urgent circumstances if
necessary to protect life or property.
The bill also strengthens the statutory powers of the Victoria
State Emergency Service (VicSES). While VicSES is the
primary agency in Victoria for responding to floods, storms
and earthquakes and providing rescue services, its existing
powers to perform these functions are lacking. The
shortcomings in VicSES’s existing powers were highlighted
by the Environment and Natural Resources Committee of
Parliament in its Inquiry into flood mitigation infrastructure in
Victoria (ENRC inquiry) and in the review of the 2010–11
flood warnings and response conducted by Mr Neil Comrie,
AO, APM.
At present, VicSES’s statutory powers are framed in general
terms, and do not provide for powers to enter property to
undertake its important functions. VicSES must instead rely
on the consent and goodwill of property owners to build or
remove levees or remove debris from storms.
The bill addresses this issue by giving VicSES a power to
enter land or premises in urgent circumstances where
necessary for the protection of life and property. Although
VicSES will continue to seek consent whenever possible, the

The final proposal in the bill concerns the inspector-general
for emergency management, who is responsible for fostering
continuous improvement in the sector and providing
assurance to the community and the government. Authorities
such as the inspector-general play an important part in
ensuring that Victorians are receiving the highest standard of
service from the government and its agencies.
The inspector-general began operation on 1 July 2014 and
over the past year, the inspector-general has identified
opportunities to refine and improve its statutory powers and
functions. The bill expands the inspector-general’s existing
power to gather information so that it includes the ability to
observe the operation of a system, procedure, thing or activity
at an agency’s premises. This will mean the inspector-general
has access to more information to better inform the
inspector-general’s system-wide reviews and reports.
The bill also recognises and supports the role of the
inspector-general in monitoring the government’s
implementation of recommendations arising from reports
such as the Victorian bushfire royal commission final report.
This important mechanism will mean the government is better
informed about whether it is achieving the objectives
underpinning the recommendations made in these reports.
Finally, the bill clarifies the expectation that the
inspector-general works collaboratively and cooperatively
with agencies, and that agencies should provide the
inspector-general with reasonable assistance if requested.
Unfortunately, emergencies will continue to affect Victorian
communities and it is likely that their frequency and severity
will only increase. The amendments proposed in the bill focus
on strengthening emergency response arrangements, which
forms part of the broader reform agenda to address and
improve other aspects of Victoria’s emergency management
arrangements.
These changes have the ultimate objective of reducing the
loss of life or property. Coupled with other legislative and
non-legislative changes currently underway, the bill will
improve the response to emergencies of any size or severity,
but will be particularly important for large and complex
emergencies where there is significant potential for tragic
consequences.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr BATTIN
(Gembrook).
Debate adjourned until 18 August.
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CRIMES AMENDMENT (CHILD
PORNOGRAPHY AND OTHER MATTERS)
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 Crimes
Amendment (Child Pornography and Other Matters) Bill
2015 (‘bill’).
In my opinion, the bill, 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 will strengthen child pornography laws by creating
new offences relating to the operation of child pornography
websites, allowing for ‘random sample evidence’ to be used
in child pornography trials and allowing an informant to
refuse disclosure of child pornography evidence to an accused
personally. The bill also empowers police to direct a person to
assist them in the execution of a search warrant in relation to a
computer or computer network, in relation to suspected child
pornography offences and other offences.
Human rights issues
Protection of children
The production, distribution and consumption of child
pornography are a significant form of child abuse. The bill’s
reforms will make the investigation and prosecution of these
offences more effective and thereby enable police to disrupt
the activities of those who engage in them. By doing so, the
bill will promote a number of the charter rights of children, in
particular the child’s right to protection (section 17(2)), the
right not to be treated in an inhuman and degrading way
(section 10(b)), and the right to privacy (section 13(a)).
Restricting an accused from personally inspecting child
pornography material
Right to be informed of the nature and reasons for the charge
Section 25(2)(a) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be informed promptly
and in detail of the nature and reason for the charge. Because
it may not be appropriate to allow a person accused of child
pornography offences to view the pornography for his or her
gratification, the bill will enable an informant to refuse to
disclose evidence that is child pornography to an accused
personally. This will not limit the accused’s right to be
informed of the nature and reason for the charge because the
right of the accused’s lawyer to inspect that evidence on the
accused’s behalf is unaffected and the accused can still obtain
a court order for personal inspection of the evidence.
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Right to a fair hearing
Section 24 of the charter provides for the right to a fair
hearing. The bill engages with this right, because it regulates
the procedures for disclosing material on which an informant
relies to bring a charge for child pornography offences by
creating a higher threshold for inspection of that material.
This restriction may be imposed at pre-hearing and pre-trial
disclosure stages. At both stages, the accused may obtain a
court order to personally inspect the material. Section 24 will
not be limited by these procedures, because the hearing
overall will still be fair and appeal rights are maintained.
Requiring a person to assist in the execution of a warrant
Right not to be compelled to testify against oneself or to
confess guilt
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right ‘not to be compelled to
testify against himself or herself or to confess guilt’. The bill
will enable magistrates to issue search warrants that allow the
executing police officer to direct a specified person with
knowledge of a computer or computer network to assist
police in the execution of the warrant. This will allow police
to require assistance from people to gain access to computer
files that may contain evidence of child pornography offences
but which would otherwise remain inaccessible. The bill
provides that a person is not excused from complying with
the request for assistance on the ground that complying with it
may result in information being provided that might
incriminate the person.
The bill does not limit section 25(2)(k), because the person
required to assist police is not a person who has been charged
with a criminal offence. The execution of the warrant occurs
before charges, if any, are filed. In addition, the person is not
being required to testify against himself or herself because
they are not giving evidence in court. Finally, the person is
not being required to confess guilt. While the information the
person provides may enable police to obtain evidence that
incriminates the person, the giving of that information, such
as a computer password or similar, is not in itself a confession
of guilt.
Even if the bill could be said to limit s 25(2)(k), the
limitations are reasonable and justified because of the serious
nature of the crimes being investigated (such as child
pornography offences) and the fact that the police
investigation could be blocked by non-disclosure of the
relevant information (such as a password to access a
computer). If a person has locked hard-copy child
pornography in a cupboard, the police do not need the
person’s assistance in breaking into the cupboard, under
warrant, to seize that evidence and the person has no right to
try to block the police breaking into that cupboard. If the
person has also ‘locked’ electronic child pornography inside a
computer through encryption, the person should not, simply
because of their use of more sophisticated technology, now be
empowered to stymie police investigations by refusing to
divulge the electronic key to that evidence. Moreover, such
information can assist police in identifying children being
abused and preventing further abuse of such children in
Victoria. There is also the safeguard that the magistrate
issuing the search warrant will have discretion not to include
such a power in the warrant where the police officer applying
for the warrant has not made out an adequate case for the
need for such a power.
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Right to privacy and reputation
This part of the bill engages the right to privacy and
reputation under section 13(a) because a person might be
required to divulge private information in the process of
complying with a police direction. For instance, where the
relevant information is a password, it may allow police to
access personal information on a computer. There may also
be other data to which a person is required to provide access
that contain personal information.
Furthermore, persons other than the accused (including, for
example, the accused’s employer or an employee) might be
required to provide this information or assistance upon
authorised police direction. In these circumstances, the right
to privacy and reputation (s 13) might be engaged.
Section 13 provides that a person has the right not to have his
or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. The
bill’s new powers are lawful, as the conditions for the creation
and exercise of such powers are clearly laid out. Further, the
powers are not arbitrary, because they are reasonable in the
particular circumstances and are for an important purpose.
Right to property
The right to property (s 20) provides that ‘a person must not
be deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law’. This right might also be engaged by these
provisions as a person (under direction from police authorised
by warrant) may be required to give access to data, which
might be their property. It may also include allowing police to
make copies of the property.
These powers do not limit a person’s property rights because
the interventions do not permanently deprive the person of
their property and in any case, the interference with the
person’s free enjoyment of his or her property will be in
accordance with the law.
It is important to note that the execution of such a warrant
may protect the rights of children in Victoria, as is in their
best interests under s 17(2), their right not to be treated in a
cruel, inhuman or degrading way under s 10, and their right to
privacy under s 13 of the charter.
Random sample evidence
Right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to have the charge
‘decided by a competent, independent and impartial court or
tribunal after a fair and public hearing’. The bill allows expert
evidence to be given by way of a certificate attesting to the
nature of a collection of child pornography images based on a
random sample taken from that collection. Investigators and
judges will thus be spared having to view every image that is
subject to the charge, and depicted children will be protected
from further violation by repeated viewing of the images.
This reform does not limit a right to a fair hearing because the
prosecution must still prove the charge against the accused,
the evidence may be challenged in the same way as other
expert evidence, and random sample evidence will only be
admissible if the court is satisfied that the accused or the
accused’s lawyer has been given a reasonable opportunity to
inspect all of the material.
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The random sample provisions carefully balance the rights of
the accused with the right of (child) victims to protection
under s 17(2) and the right not to be degraded under s 10, by
limiting the volume of the material exposed and the number
of people who must view it.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The proliferation of child pornography is a significant issue
confronting law enforcement agencies worldwide. Due to
advances in technology, the amount of child pornography
available online has increased exponentially in recent years.
This bill will modernise Victorian laws to make the
investigation and prosecution of child pornography offences
in this state more effective.
This bill constitutes the first stage of reforms to child
pornography offences. A second stage of reforms is currently
under consideration, including changes to existing child
pornography offences to cover a broader spectrum of child
abuse material and new offences to address new ways of
distributing and accessing this material.
New child pornography offences
While there are a number of ways in which child pornography
can be viewed and exchanged online, research shows that
websites are the easiest and most visible way of accessing
child pornography. The bill will introduce new child
pornography offences into the Crimes Act 1958 (‘Crimes
Act’), which are designed to discourage the creation of child
pornography websites, the promotion of those websites and
the use of those websites.
The first offence will target administrators of child
pornography websites, such as those who create child
pornography websites, regulate membership or monitor
traffic on such websites. It will apply to administrators who
intend that their website be used for dealing with child
pornography, or are aware that their website is being so used.
These website administrators contribute to the proliferation of
child pornography online and facilitate child pornography
offences by others. However, existing Victorian child
pornography laws apply to some, but not all, of the activities
of these administrators.
To ensure that the new offence does not criminalise website
administrators acting in good faith, a defence will apply if an
administrator becomes aware that their website is being used
for child pornography and takes all reasonable steps in the
circumstances to prevent access to the pornography. This may
include notifying police or taking down the website. This new
offence will also not apply to websites being used for a
legitimate purpose, such as by courts or Victoria Police. It
will also not apply where the material on the website has or
would be classified as other than RC or X18+ under the
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) Act 1995.
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To further disrupt the operations of child pornography
websites, a second new offence will criminalise encouraging
others to use a website to deal with child pornography. For
instance, this offence will target those who promote or
advertise a child pornography website. To establish this
offence, it will not be necessary to show that a particular
person was actually encouraged by the person. Instead, it will
be sufficient if a person encourages another person with the
intention that that person use a child pornography website.
Unlike the other two new offences in the bill, this offence will
only apply to persons over 18 years. This will ensure that
innocent sexual exploration by teenagers and their peers will
not be inappropriately criminalised.
The bill will also introduce a third offence, which will
criminalise providing information to another person about
ways to evade apprehension for a child pornography offence
(including existing offences in the Crimes Act or one of the
new child pornography website offences). For instance, this
new offence may apply to a person who provides advice to
others about how to use a child pornography website
anonymously or how to encrypt files containing child
pornography. This offence is designed to discourage people
from assisting others to deal with child pornography online,
including on child pornography websites.
This new package of offences will make it easier to prosecute
online-related activities that facilitate the commission of child
pornography offences, and ensure that offenders can be
prosecuted for their crimes. Each of the new offences will
carry a maximum penalty of 10 years imprisonment, which is
the same penalty that applies to producing child pornography.
Increasing the maximum penalty for possessing child
pornography
The bill will increase the maximum penalty for the offence of
possessing child pornography to 10 years imprisonment.
Currently, the maximum penalty for this offence is five years
imprisonment. This is the lowest penalty for possessing child
pornography in Australia. Increasing the maximum penalty
for this offence will better reflect the potential seriousness of
this conduct. It will send a clear message to the community,
and anyone considering committing this offence, that
possession of child pornography is a serious offence.
Random sample evidence
During the investigation and prosecution of child
pornography offences, the child pornography must be viewed
to assess its gravity and quantity. This ensures that the
seriousness of the offender’s conduct is reflected in the
charges laid against them, and in any sentence imposed on
them. As a result, many people involved in the investigation
and prosecution process (such as police, lawyers and judges)
must view the child pornography material, which can number
in the tens of thousands.
There are a number of difficulties with this process. For
instance, it can be highly traumatic for people to view so
many of these disturbing images. Studies have found that
prolonged exposure to such disturbing material can have
negative psychological effects. It also compounds the
violation and exposure of the child victims depicted in the
child pornography material when that material is viewed
repeatedly. Further, the amount of time required to process
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and view such voluminous evidence can significantly extend
the length of investigations and trials.
The bill will address these issues by amending the Crimes Act
to allow for the use of ‘random sample evidence’ in
proceedings for a child pornography offence. Under this
process, a random sample of material may be taken from
material seized from an accused. The nature and content of
child pornography images within that sample will be assessed
and certified by a trained expert. The court may then conclude
that the nature and content of the material in the sample exist
in the same proportion in the material as a whole.
The accused may challenge this evidence if they wish. Under
the bill, random sample evidence will only be admissible if
the accused’s lawyer has had a reasonable opportunity to
view all the material. This will allow the accused to challenge
the use of the random sample evidence.
Random sample evidence will be particularly useful in cases
involving a high volume of child pornography, where
thousands of child pornography images would otherwise need
to be analysed. This process will allow the material to be
analysed in a much shorter time frame. This reform will also
reduce the significant occupational health and safety risks
associated with viewing large numbers of disturbing images,
and will avoid compounding the violation of the child victims
through repeated viewing of the material.
Restricting an accused from personally inspecting
evidence that is child pornography
The bill will amend the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to
restrict when an accused may personally inspect evidence that
is child pornography. The accused’s lawyer will continue to
be able to inspect the evidence in accordance with existing
practices. The accused may also apply to court for an order
allowing them to personally inspect the evidence.
This reform recognises the interest of the children depicted in
child pornography and the community interest in limiting
access to child pornography, so that the accused’s personal
inspection of such material only occurs where it is clearly
necessary. This new process will also minimise the risk of an
accused obtaining sexual gratification by looking at the child
pornography evidence. At the same time, the bill will
preserve the ability of the accused’s lawyer to inspect the
child pornography evidence, and allow the court to make an
order granting personal inspection by the accused subject to
certain conditions.
Power under warrant to direct a person to assist police
The bill will amend the Crimes Act to allow a magistrate to
include in a search warrant an authorisation allowing police to
direct a specified person to assist them to access data on a
computer. For instance, where evidence is held on a computer
and is password protected, police will be able to direct the
owner of the computer to give them the computer password.
It will be a summary offence to refuse to comply with such a
direction without a reasonable excuse. A maximum penalty of
two years imprisonment will apply.
A more serious version of this offence already exists in the
Crimes Act in relation to refusing to comply with a court
order to assist police. The order must be obtained in open
court (separately from the warrant process) and a five-year
maximum penalty applies for refusing to comply with the
order. In contrast, the new process will provide a simple and
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easy to use process for police to use in urgent cases. This will
assist police in their investigations into serious offences,
including child pornography.
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Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill

I commend the bill to the house.
The following charter rights are relevant to the bill:

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HODGETT
(Croydon).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 18 August.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
AMENDMENT (MISCELLANEOUS) BILL
2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) 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 Education and
Training Reform Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Education and Training Reform
Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2015, 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 will amend the Education and Training Reform Act
2006 (ETR act) to enhance the ability of the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority (VRQA) to protect
the interests of school students as consumers.
The bill will enhance school council powers and functions,
and provide more flexibility to, and better reflect the role of,
adult, community and further education regional councils.
The bill will enable the Secretary to the Department of
Education and Training (DET) to disclose to the Victorian
Institute of Teaching (VIT) any information the secretary has
about, or arising from, an application for an exemption for an
early childhood service to employ an unregistered early
childhood teacher and an application for a temporary
approval to be employed as an early childhood teacher.
The bill will give the VRQA power to disclose any
information obtained in performing its functions or exercising
its powers regarding apprentices to the secretary, a public
sector body or a commonwealth department, if the
information relates to the entity’s functions.
The bill will also clarify false representation offence
provisions in section 79 of the Education and Training
Reform Amendment (Registration of Early Childhood
Teachers and Victorian Institute of Teaching) Act 2014 (ECT
and VIT act).

the right to privacy and reputation in section 13 of the
charter act;
the right to freedom of expression in section 15 of the
charter act; and
the right to protection of families and children in
section 17 of the charter act.
Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the bill?
Privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter act is relevant to clause 23 of the bill.
Section 13 of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Clause 23 will give the VRQA power to disclose any
information obtained in performing its functions or exercising
its powers under part 5.5 of the ETR act regarding
apprentices, to the secretary, a public sector body or a
commonwealth department, if the information relates to the
entity’s functions.
Section 4.9.4 of the ETR act allows the VRQA to share
information with the secretary and other government
agencies. The Education and Training Reform Amendment
(Child Safe Schools) Act 2015 substitutes section 4.9.4(1)
with new provisions that will allow the VRQA to disclose
information it obtains in performing its functions or
exercising its powers under chapter 4 in certain
circumstances.
Chapter 5 of the ETR act does not currently allow the VRQA
to share information that it obtains as a result of its
apprenticeship regulation functions in a similar fashion to the
information currently covered by section 4.9.4, or that will be
covered by section 4.9.4 when substituted section 4.9.4(1)
commences. This might include, for example, information
about an employer who is assessed as not being fit and proper
in accordance with section 5.5.7.
The ETR act does not currently enable the VRQA to share
information it obtains as a result of its apprenticeship
regulation functions with the secretary and other government
agencies. The Victorian Skills Commission used to have
some of the functions that now sit with the VRQA and the
DET. When the previous government ceased the operations
of the Victorian Skills Commission and transferred its
functions to the VRQA, some operational aspects were not
transferred in the consequential and transitional amendments.
The VRQA has specifically raised this issue with DET as a
problem for them.
Clause 23 enables the VRQA to share information with
regulatory bodies and government agencies, and to the extent
that it will enable the VRQA to disclose personal information,
it will engage the right to privacy in section 13 of the charter
act.
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I consider that the proposed information-sharing powers in
clause 23 are neither unlawful nor arbitrary. The bill specifies
the circumstances in which the VRQA will be empowered to
disclose information relating to its apprenticeship functions
and powers, and entities to which such information may be
disclosed. The bill provides that disclosure may only occur if
the information relates to the recipient entity’s functions.

Freedom of expression

The VRQA and the recipient entities are subject to the
Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 (Vic) or the Privacy
Act 1988 (clth). The VRQA also enters into memoranda of
understanding with entities with which it requires more
regular exchange of information. The memoranda of
understanding are available on the VRQA’s website.

Clause 29 will clarify false representation offence provisions
in section 79 of the ECT and VIT act, and will engage the
right to freedom of expression in section 15 of the charter act.

Clause 10 will enable the secretary to disclose to the VIT any
information the secretary has about, or arising from, an
application for an exemption for an early childhood service to
employ an unregistered early childhood teacher and an
application for a temporary approval to be employed as an
early childhood teacher.
The ECT and VIT act will give the secretary power to grant
an exemption to an early childhood service to employ an
unregistered person as an early childhood teacher, with a
corresponding approval for that person to teach in the
approved centre.
Currently, the secretary does not have the power to share
information with the VIT. The VIT will be the registration
body for early childhood teachers and will be responsible for
prosecuting cases of unregistered persons being employed as
early childhood teachers. It would be problematic if the VIT
did not have access to information that the secretary holds
regarding such applications because approval from the
secretary is a valid defence to the requirement to be registered
and such information sharing will avoid unnecessary
prosecutions.
Clause 10 will enable the secretary to disclose information to
the VIT, and to the extent that it enables the secretary to
disclose personal information, it will engage the right to
privacy in section 13 of the charter act.
I consider that the proposed information-sharing powers in
clause 10 are neither unlawful nor arbitrary. The bill specifies
the circumstances in which the secretary will be empowered
to provide the VIT with information about, or arising from, an
application. Clause 10 provides that the secretary may only
disclose information to the VIT in limited circumstances
where the information is about, or arising from, an application
for an exemption for an early childhood service to employ an
unregistered early childhood teacher or an application for a
temporary approval to be employed as an early childhood
teacher. The VIT needs access to this information to properly
discharge its registration functions, in particular, when
prosecuting cases of unregistered early childhood teachers.
Both the secretary and the VIT are subject to the Privacy and
Data Protection Act 2014 (Vic) and will manage the
information in accordance with this act.
In my opinion, the proposed information-sharing powers in
clauses 23 and 10 are compatible with the right to privacy in
section 13 of the charter act.

Section 15 of the charter act is relevant to clause 29 of the bill.
Section 15 of the charter act provides that a person has the
right to freedom of expression, that special duties and
responsibilities are attached to the right, and that the right may
be subject to some lawful restrictions.

The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC)
drew attention to the compatibility of clause 79 of the
Education and Training Reform Amendment (Registration of
Early Childhood Teachers and Victorian Institute of
Teaching) Bill with the right to freedom of expression in
section 15 of the charter in Alert Digest No. 2 of 2014.
Section 79(1) of the ECT and VIT act provides that a person
who is not registered as a teacher must not claim to be or to
have been, or hold himself or herself out as being or having
been, registered as a teacher. Section 79(1A) provides that a
person who has not been granted permission to teach must not
claim to be or to have been, or hold himself or herself out as
being or having been, granted permission to teach.
Section 79(1B) provides that a person who is not registered as
an early childhood teacher must not claim to be or to have
been, or hold himself or herself out as being or having been,
registered as an early childhood teacher.
Clause 29 will clarify section 79 of the ECT and VIT act to
make it clear that it applies to false claims about a person’s
previous or current registration or permission status.
Clause 29 will amend the offences in sections 79(1), 79(1A)
and 79(1B) so that they only capture false representations
about a person’s current status and a new offence will be
inserted after section 79(1B) to deal with false representations
about a person’s previous status. This will ensure that a true
claim about a person’s previous status is not inadvertently
captured by a false representation offence provision.
In my opinion, the proposed false representation offence
provisions in clause 29 are compatible with the right to
freedom of expression in section 15 of the charter act.
Protection of families and children
I consider that the bill promotes the right to protection of
families and children. One of the bill’s main purposes, set out
in clause 1, is to enhance the functions and powers of the
VRQA, which will help protect the interests of students and
parents as consumers.
The Hon. James Merlino, MP
Deputy Premier
Minister for Education

Second reading
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
This bill proposes amendments to the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 (ETR act), primarily to the regulation of
non-government schools, by enhancing the capabilities of the
Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority (VRQA).
The bill also enhances the powers and functions of school
councils.
The bill also proposes a number of minor and technical
amendments, including clarification of mechanical and
notification provisions.
Firstly, the bill will give the VRQA expanded powers to
conduct periodic financial health assessments and take action
to protect school students as consumers. The VRQA is the
statutory body responsible for the registration of schools and
ensures that schools comply with minimum standards for
registration.
There have been concerns regarding the VRQA’s ability to
monitor the financial viability of non-government schools in
light of the high-profile closure of several non-government
schools and the scaling back of several others in recent years.
The closures adversely impacted the students of the schools
and the wider school community. Deficiencies identified in
the current legislative framework include students and parents
not being informed of the school’s financial difficulties until
insolvency was imminent, and following the school’s closure,
being unable to recover school fees paid in advance.
The bill will enable VRQA to assess the financial viability of
registered non-government schools and to take action if the
VRQA assesses the school as being financially unviable or at
risk of becoming financially unviable. The VRQA may report
to parents about the school’s financial position or impose a
condition on the school’s registration requiring the school to
establish a protection scheme for school fees, such as a trust.
It is important to note that the VRQA already has these
functions and powers with respect to vocational education
and training providers, and the bill will essentially extend the
VRQA’s existing mandate to schools.
Secondly, the bill will enhance the powers and functions of
school councils relating to licensing arrangements.
The ETR act currently provides that a school council may
only license or grant any interest in land, including school
lands or buildings, if the school council is authorised to do so
by or under the ETR act or the regulations under the ETR act,
or under a ministerial order. The bill allows school councils to
enter into appropriate licensing arrangements for the
operation of the school. This includes granting a licence over
school land and enabling a school to enter into a licensing
arrangement in relation to any other land. For example,
allowing a school to temporarily license land or buildings
adjacent to the school from another party during renovations
or to accommodate temporary increases in enrolment. This
will allow for greater flexibility in school operations.
Thirdly, the bill aims to improve and simplify the governance
for adult, community and further education (ACFE) regional
councils. ACFE refers to secondary, further or vocational
education for adults, provided by an adult education
institution or a community-based organisation (other than
TAFE). The role of ACFE regional councils is to provide
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strategic advice and information to the ACFE board about
adult vocational learning needs and issues for each region.
The current legislative framework is overly prescriptive with
respect to the composition of ACFE regional councils and
requirements for regional council meetings. In order to better
reflect the advisory and voluntary nature of ACFE regional
councils, the bill will allow broader scope for a regional
council to determine the size and composition appropriate for
its circumstances. The bill will also expand the skill mix for
regional councils and provide regional councils with greater
flexibility to determine meeting arrangements.
Finally, the bill will give effect to various minor amendments,
including provisions relating to parents clubs, registration of
teachers and early childhood teachers, and clarifying
mechanical and notification provisions.
In conclusion, the bill will amend the ETR act to provide
capacity for the VRQA to respond to any future financial
issues or closures of non-government schools and for school
councils to improve school governance. The bill will also
implement reforms to the composition and procedures of
ACFE regional councils to better reflect their advisory role,
and allow for more effective functioning of and better
outcomes for the adult, community and further education
sector.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HODGETT
(Croydon).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 19 August.

INFRASTRUCTURE VICTORIA BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 August; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — It is my pleasure to rise
to speak on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015.
Certainly the concept of Infrastructure Victoria has
merit. The problem is, as always with Labor, that the
devil is in the details.
Mr Angus interjected.
Ms RYALL — And in the execution. The member
for Forest Hill is absolutely right. The purpose of the
bill is obviously to establish Infrastructure Victoria.
That is set to provide independent advice about
Victoria’s infrastructure needs and will also establish a
further infrastructure planning body or process for
Victoria so that a 30-year infrastructure plan can be
established and so that the government is able to
respond to that.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to
acknowledge in the gallery today Mr Michael Roux,
Honorary Consul General for Rwanda; Mr Richard
Udovenya, Honorary Consul for Mozambique;
Mr Gaetan Barallon, Honorary Consul General for
Seychelles; Mr Trent Smyth, Honorary Consul for
Malawi and secretary of Consular Corps Melbourne in
Victoria; and Ms Di Fleming, president of the Australia
Africa Business Council. Welcome to the house.

NELSON MANDELA INTERNATIONAL
DAY
The SPEAKER — Order! I quote:
It always seems impossible until it is done.

Those words were spoken by one of the great men of
world history, Nelson Mandela. Today I wish to
recognise his achievements by honouring Nelson
Mandela International Day. Our Parliament was in
recess when the day was celebrated on 18 July, the
birthday of Nelson Mandela, so today I acknowledge
the anniversary of his birth and the significance of the
day for so many people around the world, particularly
those living on the African continent. I welcome the
consuls from countries of that wonderful continent.
Nelson Mandela International Day was officially
declared an international day by the United Nations in
2009. By celebrating that day, the world community
recognises what Nelson Mandela was able to achieve
through a lifetime of struggle and hope. At the same
time we honour his memory through a shared
commitment to fight poverty and promote peace,
reconciliation and cultural diversity. At times those
ideals can seem impossible to achieve, but let us
remember those words of Nelson Mandela: ‘It always
seems impossible until it is done’.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, before we
begin question time, I seek some clarification from you
and maybe the Premier in relation to the Premier’s
informing of the chamber yesterday about ministerial
changes. I noticed that in the Victoria Government
Gazette S219 of Friday, 31 July 2015, under the title
‘Resignation of a minister of the Crown’, it states:
Her Excellency the Governor of the state of Victoria in the
Commonwealth of Australia has on 31 July 2015 accepted the
resignation of the Honourable Jacinta Allan MP …
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I wonder whether you could advise us if we have in fact
lost two ministers in one week or can the Premier
advise us as to whether or not there is a typographical
error in the Government Gazette that shows the wrong
minister having resigned?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is welcome
to clarify, should it be required.
Mr Andrews — On the point of order, Speaker, I do
not know if clarification is required, but I would again
refer the Leader of the Opposition to the announcement
I made yesterday. There was a time for, I think, two and
a half days or three days when the state was of course in
need of a small business minister, innovation minister
and trade minister, and — —
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will allow the Premier to continue.
Mr Andrews — We know that all ministerial
positions are wishful thinking for you, my friend.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will
continue to answer directly.
Mr Andrews — The Minister for Public Transport
and Minister for Employment was duly sworn in for
that short period of time, replaced by the now minister,
Mr Dalidakis, as I informed the house yesterday.

Port of Melbourne lease
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Under the government’s proposed
70-year private port monopoly, how much
compensation will Victorian taxpayers have to pay if a
future government decides to build a second container
port during the life of the lease?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question. The only difference between
the member for Malvern and the black knight of Monty
Python fame is that the black knight did not cut his own
limbs off!
Let us be very clear: the question is based on a false and
failed assumption. That false and failed assumption is
that this is a 70-year lease arrangement. It is not. It is a
50-year lease arrangement — a lease arrangement that
up until very recently we thought there was a fair
degree of bipartisan support for. But of course those
opposite, in another demonstration of their craven
opportunism, have done whatever they can to talk down
the value of Victoria’s assets.
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Let me assure the house of this: when a second port is
required by demand there will be no compensation
payable. Let me also — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will
resume his seat. The house will allow the Treasurer to
continue to answer what was a substantive and
important question in silence.
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Malvern.
Mr PALLAS — The people of Victoria have every
right to ask: why do those opposite stand in the way of
a policy that they advocated for before the last election?
Let us be very clear about this: there will be the right to
develop, when demand requires it, a second container
port, without compensation.
Might I also say, entirely gratuitously but to the point,
that in terms of an additional monopoly, a private sector
monopoly, there will be the right for other private
sector operators to open and run a port in competition at
any time. There is only a requirement for compensation
under these arrangements if the state takes action that
undermines the commitments it gave.
Those opposite would know a bit about that, because if
you look at the Transurban agreement, you will see a
provision called a ‘material adverse effect’, where those
opposite wrote off hundreds of millions of dollars of
liability if the government took action to undermine the
value of that asset.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Given that the
Treasurer refuses to tell Victorians how much
compensation will be payable when a future
government builds a second container port, why should
Victorians support his dodgy 70-year private port
monopoly?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question. Not only did he sign the side
letter with his eyes closed, but clearly he did not listen
to my answer with his ears open, because the question
failed to take into account the answer I just gave, and I
rely upon the answer I have given as full account for
the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Ministers statements: Melbourne Metro rail
project
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am encouraged to
smile by those opposite. What a great day it is today to
be able to celebrate yet another milestone in the
delivery of the Melbourne Metro rail project, with five
new stations, 9 kilometres of track, 20 000 extra
passengers every hour in the peak, 3500 jobs and
$4.5 billion down and allocated. This government is
getting on with it and not simply talking about better
public transport, as others did for four long years — the
longest public holiday on the record. Instead this
government is getting on with delivering the Melbourne
Metro rail project — in effect a second city loop.
It is not just about that project; it is about better rolling
stock and the biggest train order this state has ever seen,
and funding and working so very hard to deliver on our
commitment to remove the most dangerous and
congested level crossings. Unfortunately there are some
who would stand in the way of that, some who would
be a policy boom gate arrogantly thumbing their noses
at the verdict of the Victorian community — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, not only
is the Premier misleading the house, he is debating the
issue. I ask you to bring him back to compliance with
sessional order 7.
Mr Hodgett interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. I ask the Premier to come
back to making a statement.
Mr ANDREWS — I am very pleased to come back
to inform the house today that the Minister for Public
Transport and I were able to unveil the latest output, if
you like, from the enormous amounts of work going on
in design, engineering and geotechnical work, and
announce the tunnelling under the Yarra River of that
section of the Melbourne Metro rail project.
The project will minimise disruption to traders and
landowners and those who use that amazing precinct.
But also the environment will be protected by that
outcome as well. We are getting on with delivering this
project, because if London, Tokyo and New York can
have a world-class public transport system, so can
Melbourne.

Port of Melbourne lease
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Since coming to office has the
government made any amendment to the net proceeds
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forecast in the budget from the lease of the port of
Melbourne and, if so, by how much?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question, but it really does highlight the
fact that those opposite gifted the people of
Victoria — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer has hardly
begun. The Treasurer to continue.
Mr PALLAS — It actually goes to the 2014–15 and
the 2015–16 budget estimates. The former failed
Treasurer basically accounted for in excess of $5 billion
in the 2015–16 budget. I have taken advice recently that
has made it clear that if those opposite get out of the
way, the people of Victoria might in fact stand to do
better than that. But there is no certainty around that, let
me be clear, because if those opposite continue to
undermine the consensus that they purported
existed — —
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question clearly related to amendments to the budget
forecast and the Treasurer has not addressed whether
there have been any amendments made to the budget
forecast in terms of the proceeds of the proposed lease.
I ask you to bring the Treasurer back to answering that
question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Treasurer to
come back to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — Of course to answer the question
you have to know where we have come from, and that
is that those opposite, who now oppose the lease of the
port of Melbourne, basically put on it a figure of in
excess of $5 billion.
We have recently, in the context of the budget,
increased our assessment of what we believe will be
forthcoming from the port. But we are not, and I am
not, either in this house or anywhere else, going to take
action that would compromise a fair and effective
tender process that would enable the people of Victoria
to get a fair outcome in respect of the tender process.
The former Treasurer refused to tell Victorians how
much he booked, and now he is attempting to subvert a
tender process by asking me to do the same.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Now that the
expected rent revenue from the port has been slashed as
a result of the agreement between the Port of
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Melbourne Corporation and DP World, can the
Treasurer advise the house by exactly how much that
will reduce the newly revised forecast proceeds of the
port’s sale?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — The answer is there
will be no reduction over the expected return brought to
book already in our budget. Let me be clear. Why is
that? It is because we have been able to increase over
an eight-year period the rent being received by the port
of Melbourne, essentially by 185 per cent. We have
been able to do it with the agreement of the operator, by
putting in place a modern lease for 50 years.
Those opposite were complaining about the fact that
leases were going to be subject to some sort of
predation by a private operator — what fools they must
feel the moment. There will be a 50-year lease with
entirely determined outcomes, effectively incorporated
by agreement. The answer, pure and simple, is that
there will be no negative impact upon the value of the
lease on the back of advice we have already
incorporated into the budget estimates.
Honourable members interjecting.

Ministers statements: Melbourne Metro rail
project
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
very pleased to provide new information to the house
on the progress that has been made by the Andrews
Labor government regarding the transformative
Melbourne Metro rail project. We have just heard from
the Premier on the substantial progress that has been
made, particularly on this critical part of the project —
crossing the Yarra is a really complex part of the
project. By getting on with establishing the authority
and putting down the money in the budget, we are able
to push on with this project.
I am also pleased to inform the house that last night a
meeting was held by the Melbourne Metro Rail
Authority — the Swanston Street traders information
session. We are consulting with and providing as much
information to the local community as we can about
this transformative project. There was a great turnout
last night. There were traders, there were landlords,
there were business owners, there were tenants — even
the members for Burwood and Hastings came along to
the public information session. I could speculate that
they were there for the free sandwiches, but what I am
sure they took away from the night is that we are not
wasting a minute in getting on with this project. We
have the money in the budget, and we are pushing on.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
2426

ASSEMBLY

I am sure the members for Burwood and Hastings
would also have taken away from last night just how
short-sighted their government’s decision was to scrap
this project and now kowtow to their Liberal masters in
Canberra by backing their decision to rip infrastructure
money away from Victoria and not support urban rail
projects in their state. We should not accept this, and
we certainly will not.
There was a glimmer of hope from Warren Truss, the
Deputy Prime Minister, at the opening of the regional
rail link, when he encouraged us to bring forward the
Melbourne Metro rail project through Infrastructure
Australia, and we will do just that. Infrastructure
Australia has looked at this in the past and rated it
Victoria’s no. 1 project. We are pushing on with this
no. 1 project.

Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — My question is to the
Treasurer. I refer to the government’s claims of a
$200 million Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund
from the proceeds of the sale of the port of Melbourne,
and I ask: how does this fund, which represents around
the same cost as just the Main Road, St Albans, level
crossing removal, represent a fair share for country
Victoria?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Ripon for her question. Perhaps the member might
want to listen to some of the key stakeholders in rural
and regional Victoria, who have been overwhelmingly
supportive of this initiative. They said they advocated to
this government, and we did something that those
opposite never did — we listened to them. What is
more, when we say we will do something, just as we
did before the last election — —
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will allow the Treasurer to continue.
Mr PALLAS — When we say we will do
something — —
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr PALLAS — We will get on and do it, because
we are good to our word. The $200 million — let me be
very clear — for the Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs
Fund will drive economic growth. It will create jobs
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and also boost exports from paddock to port, and that is
a great outcome for rural and regional Victoria.
But of course that is not all we are spending in rural and
regional Victoria. Perhaps I should share some of the
initiatives in the area: $12 million for Geelong High
School, bridge strengthening for freight efficiency on
the Glenelg Highway, bridge strengthening for freight
efficiency on Portland-Casterton Road, the Drysdale
bypass, road and rail works on the Colac-Ballarat Road
upgrade, Portarlington Safe Harbour, Bellarine
Secondary College and Drysdale Primary School. They
go on, all through South Barwon.
If we want to look at the things that are going on right
across rural and regional Victoria, we can see in this
budget alone $645 million spent in rural and regional
areas. We are doing more than we promised. We are
investing more money than we promised in rural and
regional Victoria because we expect we will get more
value for the port of Melbourne — if those opposite
will stop talking the asset down.
If the legislation passes, then we will be able to give
rural and regional Victoria that $200 million extra, but
if the legislation does not pass, the value of the asset
will be reduced. It would be an act of vandalism, of
malevolence of the highest order, that those opposite
would be held accountable for. Our generosity, our
commitment to rural and regional Victoria, is to grow
an efficient, functioning port that is run effectively and
to provide the benefits of that lease arrangement to all
Victorians.
Supplementary question
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — Given that this
government only allocated 2.9 per cent of infrastructure
spend in the May budget for country Victoria, as well
as scrapping the $160 million country roads and bridges
program, of which I know $28 million was from the
Ripon electorate’s roads and bridges, how is this an
indication of governing for all Victorians, particularly
country Victorians?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — We know what those
opposite think about this deal because The Nationals
have described the Victorian Farmers Federation’s
commitment and support for the port sale lease
arrangements as being a ‘dud’ — $200 million for rural
and regional Victoria is a ‘dud’. But we know what
those opposite think a fair deal looks like — a fair deal
looks like gutting TAFE; a fair deal looks like shutting
down TAFE and shutting down the opportunities for
young people in rural and regional Victoria.
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Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is not only misleading the house, he is
debating the question. I ask you to bring him back to
answering it.

That means this government will get on with delivering
the infrastructure that Victorians voted for.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will come
back to answering the question.

Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. Noting the
Premier’s Sunday media opportunity — bucket feeding
cows at Bunyip — was to launch the — —

Mr PALLAS — The question went to our
commitment to rural and regional Victoria. Our
commitment is real. Our commitment is tangible in the
sense that not only are we making available over
$600 million of additional capital investment in rural
and regional Victoria in this budget but we are also now
offering an additional $200 million over and above our
election commitments. Let us not forget that the
improvements we make in the arterial road network in
Melbourne will substantially improve the wellbeing of
Victorians.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.

Ministers statements: port of Melbourne lease
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — This is a great day for
Victoria — and the more questions I get, the greater the
day gets. I rise to update the house on the government’s
initiative to lease the port of Melbourne and also
correspondence I recently sent to the federal Treasurer
about the federal government’s asset recycling initiative
scheme. Just about the only good thing in the federal
coalition’s 2014–15 budget was this scheme. In
opposition and in government we welcomed this
initiative by the federal government, as did those
opposite, because at the time there was a somewhat
belated bipartisan consensus that leasing the port of
Melbourne made economic sense.
The scheme is not available in perpetuity — it is first
in, best dressed — so missing our slot in the market
risks the 15 per cent asset recycling scheme. It also
reduces confidence for investment in this state. The
joint financial advisers — appointed by those
opposite — have advised me that bidder expectations
were heightened by the bipartisan support for the
transaction. It is those opposite who are risking
Victoria’s reputation and also the community’s rightful
share of the uplift of this asset lease. Leasing the port,
according to today’s Herald Sun, is an ‘economic
no-brainer’. Where does that leave those opposite?
They are a bunch of airheads.
Victorians can be assured that we will do what we said
we would do before the last election. The decision of
Victorians at the last election will be given effect to.

Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Both the Leader of the
Opposition and the Premier will desist. Members
understand clearly that when the Chair is on his feet, the
house is to remain in silence. Otherwise the Chair is
very determined — as members have heard before —
to implement the standing orders, as they have
empowered me to do as custodian of the sessional and
standing orders. I must be able to hear the question, as
should the media and the public. I was not able to hear
the Leader of The Nationals putting his substantive
question to the minister, so I ask him to start again.
Mr WALSH — My question is to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. Noting the Premier’s Sunday
media opportunity — bucket feeding pet cows at
Bunyip — was to launch the $200 million Agriculture
Infrastructure and Jobs Fund, which was stated to be
money for farmers, I ask: is this not the same money
that the very next day the minister promised for road
and bridge upgrades between Geelong and Melbourne?
Why did the minister promise this money to farmers on
Sunday and give it to Melbourne on Monday?
The SPEAKER — Order! For the third time, but
for a different reason, I am now going to ask the Leader
of The Nationals to put the question again and to make
it into the one question. I ask the Leader of The
Nationals to be very succinct.
Mr WALSH — My question is to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. Noting that the Premier’s
Sunday media opportunity, bucket feeding pet cows at
Bunyip, was to launch the $200 million Agriculture
Infrastructure and Jobs Fund, which was stated to be
money for farmers, I ask: why did he promise this
money to farmers on Sunday and give it to Melbourne
on Monday?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I thank the Leader of The Nationals for his
question. Obviously it is a jobs and infrastructure fund,
and it has a wide application. I find it quite difficult that
the former minister fails to understand that the fund
could be used for multiple purposes. It might be used to
increase productivity in relation to our bridges from
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high-productivity vehicles, which is what I was
announcing in Lara the other day. Potentially that is an
area that would benefit from an upgrade of the bridge.

The SPEAKER — Order! The opposition asked the
question, and the opposition will allow the minster to
respond.

I currently have VicRoads out there doing assessments
across all our major freight routes. I noticed, I might
add, that the Victorian Transport Association (VTA)
was incredibly supportive of our endeavours in that
space, because for many years the VTA asked the last
lot to do something in that space and they failed to do it.

Mr Andrews — Maybe they could chopper it in.

This is very much a fund which is not about pork and
not about the barrel but about the purity of the product
and about getting it to the port in the first place, and it is
focused on productivity. It is not like this bird-brained
scheme of country roads and bridges, which did not
have a productivity focus. This is very much focused on
trying to drive growth, jobs in our economy and so
forth.
I might add that the Bunyip food bowl project is a
project that is very much worthy of looking at. For
many years the former minister comprehensively failed
to do anything on that front. For four years nothing was
done in relation to the Bunyip food bowl, and thank
God the Labor Party came back to get on with the job
of doing something for the agricultural sector.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
backbench looks a little glum. It might be an opportune
moment for the Government Whip to send out another
text.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is not a point of
order.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Given that the
government promised Geelong to port of Melbourne
road freight upgrades, including the Avalon Road
overpass on the Princes Freeway, the Corio Quay Road
bridge over Cowies Creek and three bridges over rail
spur lines, I ask: is the minister seriously expecting
Victorian farmers to believe there will be any money
left for them?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I thank the Leader of The Nationals for his
question. I find it rather amusing that his supporters —
his voters, his farmers — somehow or other are able to
fly their produce straight into the port. They do not use
bridges around our major freight routes to get to the
port. Somehow or other they just float in the air,
like — —
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr DONNELLAN — Maybe they could chopper it
in — hire a chopper and get it in. Maybe that is what
they should be doing. But I find it rather amusing that
we are looking at assessing our freight route to make
sure we can get higher productivity vehicles from the
agricultural sector to the port, and somehow or other
The Nationals do not support that. I find that rather
amusing, and I think it is an indictment of them as a
party.

Ministers statements: defence industry
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I rise
to update the house on the government’s efforts to
support the Victorian defence industry. This morning I
have sought an urgent meeting with the federal Minister
for Defence, Kevin Andrews, in light of the Prime
Minister’s announcement yesterday in Adelaide.
Yesterday morning I met with workers at BAE Systems
in Williamstown. I said to them that I truly hope that
Tony Abbott is not trying to save federal education
minister Christopher Pyne’s job at the expense of your
jobs. That is what I said.
Unfortunately we were right: that is exactly what those
Williamstown workers got. The Prime Minister’s
announcement of a 2018 build for the offshore patrol
vessels and a 2020 build for the frigates comes too late
and is no comfort to the 600 remaining workers and
their families at the Williamstown dockyards.
This is merely an attempt by Mr Abbott to save his job
and the government’s job. With this announcement
there might be some comfort in some small role for
BAE in terms of blocks, but the point is this: BAE has
been clear that come the first quarter of 2016, it will be
out of work; there will be no work coming to it. BAE
needs work right now, and our government will stand
by every single worker at Williamstown dockyards, and
those opposite should do the same.

Ministerial office capability review
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the capability
review into Minister Adem Somyurek’s office and the
recommendation by the Secretary of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet to the Premier that:
… because the review has identified development areas that
will improve the office’s capacity and capability … the

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 5 August 2015

ASSEMBLY

capability review process adopted in the review should be
applied over time to all Victorian ministerial offices —

and I ask: given this direct recommendation that all
ministerial offices should be reviewed, can the Premier
advise the house which ministerial offices are first on
the list?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. I would refer him to the
report that Peter Allen produced. I would refer him to
the report that His Honour Justice Strong produced. I
think I have demonstrated a capacity to act on the
findings of those reports. I think that is pretty clear.
There were a number of recommendations made, and
the government will consider each of those, as is the
appropriate thing to do.
Not wishing to make light of what were very serious
issues, I point out to the Leader of the Opposition, as
the questioner in this instance, that as far as capability
reviews go, there is a fair bit of work to deal with. We
have the Office of Living Victoria to get to the bottom
of, we have the Ventnor scandal to get to the bottom of,
and then of course there is a range of other capability
and capacity building projects, like TAFE, our
hospitals, our schools — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance. The question I asked was very
straightforward. I know the Premier wants to get off the
topic, but the question was very straightforward: which
ministerial offices will be audited first?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Premier to continue.
Mr ANDREWS — As I was saying, the
government has a very full agenda cleaning up the mess
left by those opposite — a very considerable mess left
by those opposite, which they barely acknowledge, let
alone assist in the cleaning up of. These are important
recommendations, and the government will give them
the due consideration they warrant. If there are further
announcements to be made, they will be made.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I note that
the Premier said in his substantive answer that he has a
capacity to act on the findings, so I ask: will these
ministerial office capability reviews that he will act on
the findings of be made public when they are complete,
or was that example only set for Minister Adem
Somyurek?
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. Central to his question
is an acknowledgement that both of these reports were
released publicly — not something one can say about
Ventnor, not something one can say about Vertigan, the
list goes on — I only have 45 seconds — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, we know it is an uncomfortable topic for the
Premier and his deputy. Will he make those reviews
public or was that example only set for Adem
Somyurek? That was the question. I ask you to bring
him back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will resume his seat. The Premier will
continue.
Mr ANDREWS — The Leader of the Opposition
can get as angry as he wants, but it is a nonsense
question. This government is happy to be judged on
those things that we release publicly and the honouring
of each and every one of the commitments that we have
made, which is a concept alien to those — —
Mr Guy interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — Vincent, Vertigan, Ventnor —
we are not taking capability lectures from those
opposite, nor are we taking transparency lectures from
those opposite — from Mr Ventnor over here.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Caulfield. The Premier and the Leader of the
Opposition will come to order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition will allow the Minister for Industrial
Relations to make a ministers statement.

Ministers statements: penalty rates
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Industrial
Relations) — The Andrews government made a
submission to the Productivity Commission’s inquiry
into the workplace relations framework back in April.
Yesterday the Productivity Commission handed down
its draft report. We will be responding to this draft
report. Members should make no mistake — this report
signals a strong return to WorkChoices, and if it is
implemented by the Abbott government, it will be
devastating for many Victorian workers.
It proposes a system of enterprise contracts as well as a
whole range of changes that will erode workers’ wages
and conditions. It also proposes a two-tiered system
where penalty rates for frontline occupations are
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maintained whilst lower paid workers, mainly in the
retail and hospitality sector, will face reductions in their
Sunday penalty rates. It will create an underclass of
workers whose time with friends and family is valued
less than that of other people in the workforce. Instead
of attacking workers and resurrecting the worst
elements of WorkChoices, the Abbott government
should come up with fair ways to grow our economy.
This measure will really hit the 200 000-plus Victorian
workers who work of a Sunday and will
disproportionately affect women workers and the
lowest paid workers. Clearly those opposite do not care
as they walk out on this debate.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HUTCHINS — Whilst the gender pay gap
continues to grow — almost edging at a 20 per cent
difference between pay for men and women — I would
like to quote Alison from Ballarat. She said:
While $60 is a drop in the ocean to you and your colleagues it
is a house to me and your attack on penalty rates is what may
cost me this dream.

The Andrews government will continue to stand up for
the right of all workers to be compensated for working
unsociable hours, unlike those opposite.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Bass electorate
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — (Question 383) My
constituency question is for the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. I recently
walked the Grantville foreshore with a group of
committed local residents to view the erosion in the
area. The extent of the erosion is of major concern to
the group, as is the potential for further erosion. Unless
preventive works are undertaken as a matter of urgency,
the residents will be faced with a significant devaluing
of foreshore properties with a potential for the loss of
homes in the worst affected areas. The erosion is
already so serious in some areas that services
infrastructure is being exposed. Will the minister look
at options to reduce the impact of erosion on and
around the Grantville foreshore and develop a works
plan to commence preventive works and communicate
this plan to the residents without delay?

St Albans electorate
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — (Question 384)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. Recently the Brimbank Bicycle Education
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Centre wrote to me requesting the opportunity to obtain
one of the old W-class trams that are currently in
storage. The group aims to restore the iconic piece of
Melbourne’s history and provide classes and programs
for the benefit of the community, including local
Victorian certificate of advanced learning students and
establish a men’s shed group in the facility. Can the
minister provide information on how these groups can
secure the use of an old W-class tram that is currently in
storage?

Gippsland East electorate
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — (Question 385)
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. I ask the
minister to provide an update on the progress of the
East Gippsland water security project, which was to
look at options to secure water supply in the Mitchell
River basin. The water security project steering
committee met regularly and was looking at various
options, including off-river storage and on-farm storage
options. With $1 million having been invested by the
coalition government into this project, I have been
contacted by several constituents seeking outcomes
from the work that has been done and asking what
outcomes have been determined. I ask the minister to
provide a detailed response on the outcomes of the
work and where these proposals are currently sitting.

Geelong electorate
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — (Question 386) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Women,
who is also the Minister for Prevention of Family
Violence. I ask the minister to come back to Geelong to
provide an update on the work of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence.
The royal commission is now halfway through its
public hearings. It has received almost
1000 submissions, and I know that some of them are
from Geelong, including my own. The Geelong
community is very keen to address family violence and
to consider how we can make Geelong a safer place for
women and children who experience family violence.
Some months ago I conducted my own family violence
forum. The forum has triggered further forums and
discussions, which I am sure is a good thing. In the
coming months I would like to have an update forum
drawing the community back together to hear about the
work undertaken by the royal commission and where
our community can take a stand and look at potential
outcomes.
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South Barwon electorate

Ripon electorate

Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — (Question 387) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. I have been contacted by many constituents,
including Clare Murphy, a daily V/Line commuter
from Marshall to Southern Cross station. In her email
she states:

Ms STALEY (Ripon) — (Question 389) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education
and is in relation to the related issues of where students
can go for secondary school from Creswick. I wrote to
the minister on behalf of a number of students from
Creswick who want to go to Daylesford. I am advised
that over half of the students from Creswick currently
go to Daylesford Secondary College even though
Creswick is zoned for the Ballarat zone, and as a result
the buses do not work. The minister has written back to
me and said that there was a review in 2014. Could he
intervene and instruct his department to dual zone this
school?

Journey times have increased and overcrowding is abundant.
In particular the 1610 Waurn Ponds service from Southern
Cross has been grossly overcrowded every night this week
prior to leaving Southern Cross. There are four carriages
which clearly is not appropriate for the large numbers. Aisles
are packed with standing commuters, which includes the
elderly and mothers with children. It is a disgrace. I have sat
on the floor for the long journey to Marshall.

Sunbury electorate

…
As a daily commuter l am bitterly disappointed in the new
timetable and overcrowded services. I have never contacted a
MOP but l am so frustrated and outraged at this service I have
to let you know what we as daily commuters are exposed to.

I ask the minister to conduct an urgent review of the
regional rail services between Geelong and Melbourne
to address the concerns of commuters about delays and
overcrowding on the Geelong rail line.

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (Question 388) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, who is also the Minister for Ports. Can the
minister provide an update on what is being done to
address the silting up of the mouth of the Patterson
River in Carrum? As the minister would be aware,
Patterson River is a very busy and popular access point
to Port Phillip Bay for recreational boat users, who use
regional boat ramps at Launching Way in Patterson
River and various marinas within the Patterson Lakes
area.
Water depths at the mouth vary naturally and can often
change quite suddenly depending on the conditions.
Currently Parks Victoria dredges the entrance about six
times each year to meet a design depth of 2.5 metres.
The channel depth is monitored on a fortnightly basis,
and when the channel depth reaches 1.5 metres the
dredge is deployed. However, the dredge vessel is
based in Queenscliff and, depending on prevailing
weather conditions and other dredging requirements, is
not always able to get to the Patterson River in a timely
manner. Many residents have raised concerns about
this. I know local residents and boat users would
welcome a review of dredging operations and channel
design.

Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — (Question 390) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Local
Government. It concerns the government’s Fair Go
rates policy and the Essential Services Commission
draft report on recommendations to implement this
policy that was released last Friday, 31 July. The
minister has regularly stated that the policy is about
creating certainty for ratepayers and promoting
sustainable and transparent councils. Many of my
constituents supported this election commitment, and
on their behalf I ask the minister to update the house on
the draft report, the next steps the government will take
to implement this policy and any commentary from
stakeholders that the minister is aware of.

Eildon electorate
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — (Question 391) My
question is to the Minister for Emergency Services and
is of great interest to the many Country Fire Authority
volunteers in the Eildon electorate. I ask the minister to
provide a time frame for the introduction of
presumptive legislation to Parliament and, more
importantly, to advise when volunteer firefighters will
see the benefits of this presumptive legislation.
Prior to the election the coalition government
announced its intention to introduce this legislation for
firefighters. The legislation is to recognise the risks
assumed by firefighters who work on the front line to
keep our community safe. Not long after, Labor jumped
on board and copied this commitment. However, true to
form we have seen very little action from the
government to date. My constituents are keen to know
where things are at, and they are concerned that the
policy has been forgotten or delayed. Volunteers need
the same cover as full-time firefighters, as in many
cases they attend more events per year.
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Macedon electorate
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — (Question 392) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Local
Government, and it concerns the Abbott government’s
cuts to the financial assistance grants to local
government. Prime Minister Tony Abbott’s cuts will
cost Victorian councils more than $200 million over the
four-year period for which indexation of the grants has
been cut. This means that, for example, Macedon
Ranges Shire Council will lose around $1.65 million
over the first three years alone. That is equivalent to a
reduction in funding of about 7.6 per cent compared to
what would be expected without the cuts to indexation.
Over the same period Hepburn Shire Council stands to
lose around $1.05 million. What we see here is that the
Liberal Party cares nothing for the impacts its policy
has on the people of my electorate and that members of
The Nationals are too weak to stand up to them.
I ask the minister to update my constituents on any
further changes to the operation of financial assistance
grants and the ongoing implications for Macedon
Ranges, Hepburn and all Victorian councils.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Infrastructure funding
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! I have accepted a statement from the member
for Werribee proposing the following matter of public
importance for discussion:
That this house notes that the Andrews Labor government is
working to remove 50 of the most dangerous and congested
level crossings and increase funding to regional Victoria
through the Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund and calls
on the opposition to support the Delivering Victorian
Infrastructure (Port of Melbourne Lease Transaction) Bill
2015.

Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak in support of the matter of public
importance because not only is this issue of critical
importance to the long-term effectiveness of the
Victorian economy but it also goes to the credibility of
the political discourse that goes on in this state and the
mandates that parties seek to enable them to proceed
with legislation.
Prior to the last election we said that we would lease out
the port of Melbourne and that we would use the
proceeds to remove our 50 most dangerous and
congested level crossings. Some, including the member
for Malvern, said that we had overvalued the port — he
was talking down the value of his own asset — but his
position subsequently changed. He also said that the
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port could not be leased until the port of Hastings was
operational, but that all changed when a few months
later he jumped on board the good policy bandwagon
that Labor had initiated. What we saw was, in essence,
a government bereft of policy jumping behind an
effectively resourced and well-argued position of the
then opposition, now the government.
We have a mandate from the Victorian people, and we
expect that mandate to be honoured. If those opposite
do not honour the mandate, what they will have done is
once again have sought to trash the right of the
Victorian people to have a say about how their
resources are applied and to apply their vote to a
well-resourced and effectively argued policy debate.
The people of Victoria can expect from this
government what we said we would do. They will get
what they voted for, not a dodgy road for which those
opposite were unwilling to show the rationale, the
business case or the benefit-cost ratio. Victorians will
get to see in full and comprehensive detail all the
rationale in thinking and support for what is ultimately
one of the great enabling initiatives of government. We
are honouring this commitment, and we are getting on
with the job of delivering the infrastructure that
Victorians voted for.
Now that those opposite are trying to stand in the way
of something they supported before the last election,
there is not a moment to lose. It demonstrates the
goldfish principle of politics — that is, if we just wait
5 seconds, people will forget what we said moments
ago. There is a mentality of burning down the village to
save it, thereby stifling opportunities for infrastructure
and resourcing for which the people of Victoria voted.
We as a government remain committed to delivering
the infrastructure that Victorians voted for. That
infrastructure was part and parcel of an up-front policy.
We told Victorians that we would deliver a lease of the
port of Melbourne, develop a second container port
when demand demonstrated a need for it and listen to
the advice of an independent body. If only those
opposite listened to sensible advice, maybe they would
be sitting on this side of the dispatch box.
Leasing the port was a bipartisan commitment. Work
began under the Liberal government, and $2 billion to
$2.4 billion over four years has been allocated to
commence the level crossing removal program. This
will be funded by the proceeds of the sale of the lease
of the port of Melbourne — proceeds that those
opposite brought to book in the 2015–16 financial year.
The case for level crossing removal is strong, and 50
will be removed over eight years. Work is underway on
at least one of those, and we have identified 17 that are
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already in the planning stage and will be delivered as
part of our commitment to 20 level crossing removals
in our first term. The case for level crossing removal is
strong from a safety and an operational point of view.
As we add new trains to the network, boom gate
closures will see congestion building to untenable
levels unless we do something. We must act. We are
keeping our word and getting rid of these crossings.
Those opposite are trying to stand in the way of
progress and of our keeping our word to the Victorian
electorate. They will not profit by this act of treachery
that undermines the mandate the people of Victoria
gave this party.
The Liberal Party and its pets, The Nationals, are
standing in the way of the proceeds from the lease of
the port that will fund the removal of 50 of our most
dangerous and congested level crossings and a new
$200 million agriculture and jobs fund to help our
farmers get produce from paddock to port. This
$200 million fund will also drive economic growth,
create more jobs and boost exports, particularly
agricultural commodity exports.
The $200 million Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs
Fund is supported strongly by industry, with the
Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) praising the
initiative as a massive win for the regions. Business
groups like the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry (VECCI) are urging the
Liberals and The Nationals to get out of the way and
support the lease legislation. Even the Herald Sun today
calls it a no-brainer. Anybody standing in the way is a
no-brainer. The $200 million agriculture and jobs fund
will provide for practical projects of value to the
agriculture sector, such as upgrading irrigation
infrastructure, grain terminals, road works to improve
access for heavier vehicles, strengthening biosecurity
measures and investing in farmers’ business
management skills to enable them to become exporters.
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opportunity for involvement and activation by the
Essential Services Commission. Both sides of politics
have trusted the commission for years to regulate
energy, transport and water. They know full well that
annual tariff increases will be capped at CPI for a
minimum of 15 years to protect Victorian producers,
manufacturers, other exporters and importers, and
consumers.
The port of Melbourne has agreed to a price freeze on
export containers for the 2015–16 financial year. It has
also recommended that the government should apply a
further 2.5 per cent reduction in the four years
thereafter. The government has accepted that position
and has indicated that it will be incorporated in the
leasehold arrangements.
There is a lot of talk about a second port. Make no
mistake: there will be a second port in Victoria and it
will be demand driven. Victoria will need a second
port. The port of Melbourne lease transaction will not
preclude a second port. There will be a second port. I
do not know how I can make it any clearer.
When in opposition the government was very clear
with the people of Geelong. It has always said that a
second port would be needed in the 2030s.
Infrastructure Victoria will provide independent advice
to the government on the best location for and timing of
a second complementary port. Basically there is a
difference between the pre-Copernicans on that side
and those on this side. We actually listen to advice from
the experts. We are not simply making decisions on
whim and fancy.

Members of The Nationals might change their party’s
name, but they will need to do more than that to reverse
the damage they did in cahoots with their Liberal Party
colleagues in stifling the opportunity for regional and
rural Victoria that will be a consequence of this vital
fund. Then they can stop scaremongering and get
behind this legislation, because it is the only way we
will be able to maximise the value of the return on the
lease of the port.

On the matter of compensation, I say two things.
Firstly, the coalition’s 2014 report by KPMG Australia
recommended a compensation regime to provide
certainty for investors and consistency in commercial
transactions of this type. So let us be clear about this:
the member for Malvern, when he was Treasurer,
appointed KPMG. The report that the coalition sought
to have publicly released, and which the government
did release publicly, made this very clear. KPMG
recommends a compensation regime to provide
certainty for investors and consistency in commercial
transactions of this type. What type are we talking
about? Perhaps we are talking about the CityLink
compensation arrangements. Perhaps we should look at
those.

Victoria’s independent regulator, the Essential Services
Commission, will oversee an enhanced pricing
structure for port users — a structure unprecedented
and not consistent with the conservative model of port
privatisation. We are seeing a continued and substantial

Not only did the Kennett government seek to embellish
the asset by closing arterial roads elsewhere to filter
traffic onto this toll-charging, money-making fund, but
it also put in place compensation provisions —
otherwise known as material adverse events. Material
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adverse events included a compensation regime that the
state would have to pay if it failed to honour its
commitments at the point of the leasehold being entered
into. I do not know if coalition members are being
economically illiterate or just purely obstinate, or
maybe they are just being disingenuous with the
Victorian people, but this nonsense that we hear about
compensation is nothing short of a demonstration that
those opposite will leave no stone unturned in an
attempt to confuse, obfuscate and delay and ultimately
will burn down the village to save it. That is the sort of
mentality that Victorians and Australians more
generally have just about had enough of.
Secondly, I have said it before in this place, and I will
say it again: the best compensation the people of
Victoria got was waking up on the day after the election
knowing that the member for Malvern’s tawdry mob
had been purged from the government benches. How
can anyone take Mr Side-Letter seriously? The member
who signed that obscene document has proven that he
does not serve his constituents in Malvern; he only
serves himself and his self-interest. Millions of dollars
were secretly signed away, kept secret from the people
of Victoria and ultimately revealed to the world after
the election. This demonstrates exactly how tawdry
politics had become in the minds of those opposite.
The Labor government released the east–west link
documents. We have been, are and will continue to be
open and transparent. Unlike our predecessors, we will
act responsibly. Those who preach from the sidelines
are recent converts to the cause of transparency and
accountability. Victorians will not fall for that. They
know exactly what those opposite did. We could have
had wheelbarrows wheel in all the documents they kept
secret. Let us remember those secret business cases —
the ones that talked about having to toll every
inner-metropolitan freeway in order to pick up the
shortfall of their dodgy road and dodgy business case,
which they sought to keep secret. All of this is now on
the public record. What is even more transparently
apparent is that the public record condemns those
opposite for the way in which they failed to apply any
rationale or reason for their choices in terms of
infrastructure spend and for the way they failed to
engage the people of Victoria in an open and real
dialogue about their needs. Now of course we are
facing the most tawdry of all outcomes. Those opposite
seek to subvert the policy that was taken to the people
at the last election. They seek to undermine this
government’s mandate. They seek to short-change the
people of Victoria by opposing the processes we are
putting in place in order to maximise value.
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But it was not me who said that oppositions should get
out of the way and not undermine the value of the
government’s strategy to lease the port. It was the
member for Malvern when he was the Treasurer of
Victoria. Now his tune has changed. Why has it
changed? It has changed because opportunity rings
louder in his ears than good governance and his
responsibilities to the people of Victoria. The
government will not be taking any more of those
evangelical sermons from those opposite. They are not
fooling anyone in this house, and more importantly
they are not fooling anyone in the state of Victoria.
Memories are long in politics, and it is but months since
the legacy that those opposite encumbered upon
Victorians has been revealed, and is now being relieved
by this government. Those opposite committed an act
of treachery against the Victorian taxpayer because they
were afraid to tell them what their plans really were.
Now we will hear a lot of bombast and bluster about the
need for openness and accountability. What a joke
coming from those opposite! They are the ones who did
anything and everything they could to keep secret their
plans from the people of Victoria. They committed an
act of treachery. The member for Malvern is a disgrace.
The Liberal Party is a disgrace and that side letter is an
obscenity. Documents prove once and for all that the
Liberals knew their east–west contract was no good. In
an act of desperation the member signed this obscene
side letter as a last-ditch attempt to cover up his botched
contract. The opposition to this legislation by the
Liberals and The Nationals is crumbling around them.
We are seeing support from the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry and the Victorian
Farmers Federation. We are seeing support coming
from those in the farming sector and those in regional
Victoria who stand to profit by an effectively managed
process. It is about time Victorians got what they voted
for.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member’s time has now expired.
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Arrogance,
dishonesty and incompetence is a dangerous cocktail —
and we have heard it in spades from the member for
Werribee. Absolute dishonesty was dripping from his
lips — dishonesty to the people of Victoria; dishonesty
in this Parliament. He can come in here and make all
the claims he wants to make, but the truth will out.
He is an incompetent Treasurer. You have to be
incompetent to cut the infrastructure budget by 24 per
cent, you have to be incompetent to cut the
infrastructure budget by $6.4 billion and you have to be
incompetent to pay hundreds of millions of dollars in
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compensation to cancel a much-needed infrastructure
project for this state and cancel over 3000 jobs and keep
Victorians stuck in traffic. You have to be dishonest if
before an election you say, ‘No compensation will be
payable’ but when you get into office you sign a blank
cheque. And you have to be arrogant to lie before
coming into this place and do the opposite when you
get in, and then claim the moral high ground.
Is it any wonder that Victoria has gone from having the
strongest finances of any state in the country under the
former coalition government to being in the middle of
the pack and falling towards the back under this
hopeless Treasurer that Victoria now labours under?
Let us talk about dishonesty and what people said
before the election.
Ms Ward interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Eltham.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Let us hear about what the
Treasurer and his mate, the Premier, said before the
election. They went down to Geelong and told the
people of Geelong that they were going to get a second
container port. They said they were going to build Bay
West. They said it was going to mean ‘jobs, jobs and
more jobs’ for Geelong. Here is what was said by the
then Leader of the Opposition, the now Premier, to Neil
Mitchell on 5 March 2014:
… Mitchell: And you’re not going to develop Hastings.
You’re going the other way?
… Andrews: We think Bay West is a much better option.
You and I were down in the great city of Geelong last week
and if ever there was a region that needed an industry, that
needed a real kick along, a Bay West port option; the freight
and logistic potential, the jobs, jobs and more jobs that can
come from that is significant; in fact it’s huge and that’s why
we favour the Bay West option, Neil.

That was the Premier back in March last year. Yet he
and this grubby Treasurer have bowled this grubby
legislation into this Parliament that kills off Bay West,
kills off a second container port option for this state, not
just for a year, 2 years, 5 years or 10 years but for
70 years. That is contrary to what was said by the then
shadow Minister for Ports, the now member for
Sydenham, who was relieved of that responsibility after
the election. During the election campaign the shadow
Minister for Ports told the Australian Financial Review
that Labor favoured a 40-year port option. So there was
agreement between the parties.
There was one vaguely honest thing the Treasurer said
in his contribution — that is, that both parties agreed on
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a medium-term lease for the port of Melbourne and the
development of a second container port. Yet we have
seen this grubby government having to pay out
hundreds of millions of dollars in compensation, which
it promised it would never do, to rip up the east–west
link contract, and we know it has a whole bank of union
IOUs lined up that it has to pay. In typical Labor
fashion — typical Labor financially incompetent
fashion — it has decided it is prepared to kill tomorrow
to squeeze a dollar today. Government members are
saying, ‘Hey, if we sell a monopoly, then we can get
more money for it’.
Ms Ward interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I hear the socialist from
Eltham. She would have been opposed to the
introduction of Optus and would have been one of the
people campaigning against it — ‘No, let’s keep it all in
public hands, let’s have public monopolies — because
the good old Socialist Left (SL) love their monopolies,
do they not? I would have thought that even a
crypto-commie like the member for Eltham would have
had a few concerns — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Mr M. O’BRIEN — With a private monopoly!
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Eltham and the member for Essendon
will desist.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Apparently even the red flag
wavers in the SL in the Labor Party now support
private monopolies. Is that not interesting? But it is not
good for the economy, it is not good for jobs, it is not
good for trade — —
Ms Ward interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
Mr M. O’BRIEN — It is not good for our
importers, it is not good for our exporters, and it is not
good for our farmers. That is why this is a dud bill and
the coalition will not be supporting it. This is a broken
election promise.
Let us look at an editorial of the Geelong Advertiser
from — what date is it? I will find the date. It
says — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
say to the member for Essendon and the member for
Eltham that I do not wish to have to call in the Speaker.
I thank them; they will desist.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Under the heading ‘Our port
was but a dream’ it says:
Geelong’s hopes for new port at Bay West appear to have
been sunk.
Despite Labor floating concepts for the port in our bay in July
last year, that idea appears to have been scuttled.
…
And that is a shame.
The Labor Party campaigned hard against the port of
Hastings proposal by the Napthine government.
It gave every indication that Bay West was its preferred
location for a second port.
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what is said in a press release from the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry
(VECCI) of 3 August:
VECCI generally supports the position outlined by the draft
terms of reference for the inquiry.

That is interesting. Here is what the AI Group Victorian
director, Tim Piper, said on 27 May:
… industry is cautious of suggestions that some port prices
will not be subject to a CPI cap; that long-term restrictions
will be placed on the emergence of potential competition
from new ports; and that some price caps will have a finite
life.
The business community needs to feel certain that additional
costs and exposure to increases are not unduly levied on
stevedores, port users, the broader business community and
ultimately Victorian consumers.
This legislation clearly has long-term implications for the
economy and we welcome the additional time that has been
given to consider the full range of its potential impacts …

The Geelong Advertiser supported that view.
Now it seems we have all been short-changed.
…
Now those plans look like a smokescreen, aimed at putting
out a perception that it was never going to live up to once it
won office and leased out the port of Melbourne.

It also says:
… if you lie to the electorate, you will be punished.

That is in the Geelong Advertiser.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!

Here is what a publication from Freight & Trade
Alliance, a very important stakeholder in matters of
leasing ports, says:
Below is a summary of key issues and preliminary views:
1.
…
2.

Ms Couzens interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I see her laughing at the
betrayal of her own party on Bay West. I see her
laughing at the loss of jobs in Geelong. I see the
absolute lack of interest that the member for Geelong
has in Bay West being scuttled by this Labor
government. It reflects very poorly on her and on her
absolute dereliction of duty. The member for Geelong
is Labor first and Geelong second — she is Labor first
and jobs second, and it is disgraceful.
Let us talk about the inquiry. This is the biggest
privatisation in a quarter of a century, and you would
have thought there would be parliamentary scrutiny.
Many groups would agree with the opposition. Here is

Monopoly compensation

…
3.

Stevedore rents not regulated

…
4.

Mr M. O’BRIEN — I see the member for Geelong
laughing at the editorial in the Geelong Advertiser.

No restrictions on vertical integration

Price increases not capped at CPI

…
FTA sees merit in an upper house inquiry to resolve these
outstanding issues.

There are plenty of business groups who believe this
government has got it wrong. There are plenty of
business groups who want to see an inquiry and will see
an inquiry, because I am very confident there will be an
inquiry through the other place. In fact I would not be
surprised if government members ultimately voted for
that, because despite saying previously that he did not
believe in inquiries, the Premier is now saying, ‘Well
yes, the Labor Party does support an inquiry into this
piece of legislation’.
Let us have a look at some of the other issues around
infrastructure. There has been talk about level
crossings. I see the Minister for Public Transport across

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 5 August 2015

ASSEMBLY

the table. The removal of the Burke Road level crossing
at Gardiner station in Glen Iris is going ahead. It has
been delayed by this government. It was supposed to
have started much earlier, and it was going ahead fully
funded in the coalition’s last budget. We are yet to see
the Labor government remove any level crossings. This
government has removed one more minister than it has
level crossings.
Ms Allan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The minister will not reflect on the Chair, and I call her
to order.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — We see that the government is
now completely politicising — inappropriately
politicising — the process of removing level crossings.
I make reference to an advertisement published in the
Caulfield Glen Eira Leader of 21 July this year. This is
from the government’s new bureaucracy, the Level
Crossing Removal Authority. The ad is for a
community information session regarding proposed
removals of level crossings, including the one on North
Road. I note that the removal of the North Road level
crossing was funded previously. This ad has the
Victorian government crest down at the bottom, and it
has the Level Crossing Removal Authority logo down
at the bottom. Where do you RSVP to attend this
community information session? To
nick.staikos@parliament.vic.gov.au! We now have
government agencies directing people to their local
Labor member of Parliament if they want to participate
in a community information session. What an absolute
disgrace from the grubs opposite!
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
call the house to order!
Mr D. O’BRIEN — This is a misuse of public
resources. The member for Bentleigh is not the Minister
for Public Transport. He is not a parliamentary
secretary. He is nothing; he is a backbencher. He has no
authority at all to be the RSVP point for a community
information session. Why should it not have been
someone else? Why not one of the members for
Southern Metropolitan Region in the Council? Georgie
Crozier, a member for Southern Metropolitan Region in
the Council, would have been a great RSVP point.
Margaret Fitzherbert, another a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the Council, would have been a
great RSVP point. Of course that would be
inappropriate. It is not appropriate to have a member of
Parliament as an RSVP contact point for a publicly
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funded public information session that is being run by
the government.
This government does not understand the difference
between the government’s interests and the Labor
Party’s interests. Government members have their
snouts in the trough. That is an absolute disgrace.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
There are a number of members whom I have called to
order on a number of occasions. I do not wish to have
to call in the Speaker to recommend that they be booted
from the house. I call the house to order, and I call the
member for Malvern.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — This is an appalling abuse of
taxpayer money by a grubby Labor Party that does not
see any difference between the Labor Party’s interests
and taxpayers’ interests. It will be very interesting to
see if this appalling abuse of resources is repeated in the
future.
I note that the Premier put out a press release today
titled, ‘Melbourne Metro rail tunnels under the Yarra’.
It is very interesting to see that almost half the expected
cost has been funded. It is pretty special to start a
project when you only have half the money. The
government does not even know where the rest of it is
coming from. However, I liked the first line of the press
release, which says:
The Melbourne Metro rail project is taking shape, with the
Andrews Labor government choosing tunnelling as the
preferred method for the crossing underneath the Yarra River.

You have to wonder: what was the alternative they
were thinking about? Were they planning to put the
river up on a bridge — elevate the river, and drive the
trains underneath! What a great thing! This government
is so hopeless that it has finally worked out that
tunnelling is the best way to get underneath a river.
This is a hopeless government. It has no credibility, and
that is why all of its plans need to come under stronger
scrutiny. That is exactly what this coalition will do.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — The
Victorian community can breathe an enormous sigh of
relief after watching that performance — and it was a
performance — from the failed former Treasurer, who
was appealing more to the boys on the backbench than
he was to the Victorian community. The community
can breathe a sigh of relief about how they have dodged
a bullet now that the member for Malvern is no longer
occupying the Treasury bench with the election of the
Victorian Andrews Labor government, because he has
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demonstrated his fundamental lack of understanding of
what it means to come up with a policy idea that is
about improving transport in this state, delivering
against that project and going about working with the
local community. The member for Malvern’s
characterisation of the Treasurer at the outset reminded
me of that saying, ‘Mirror, mirror, on the wall, who is
the fairest of them all?’. The member for Malvern
should keep looking at that mirror; it is the only one
who thinks he is the fairest of them all in this state.
It is so important that this government gets on with
delivering exactly what it said it would at the last
election for the people of Victoria, and that is working
to remove 50 of the most dangerous and congested
level crossings. We are setting a cracking pace. We
have already started the process of removing 17 level
crossings, so what the member for Malvern is trying to
say — that we have not yet removed any level
crossings — is nonsense. We have been in government
for eight months. It takes a little while to do a level
crossings removal program. This again demonstrates
the fundamental failure of the former failed Treasurer to
understand how to deliver an infrastructure project. We
have started on 17 level crossings, and that is a
demonstration of how we are moving on this important
program as quickly as we can.
We have awarded contracts for the removal of four
level crossings at North Road, Centre Road, McKinnon
Road and Burke Road. This captured a bit of interest
the other night in Bentleigh, where 450 people attended
a public meeting to hear about the North Road, Centre
Road and McKinnon Road level crossing removals.
That is not a bad thing. The failed former Treasurer was
going on about how outrageous it was that the local
member for Bentleigh was doing his job, holding a
public meeting! To call a member of Parliament a
nobody and say he had no authority to hold a public
meeting again demonstrates fundamental lack of
understanding by the failed former Treasurer and those
opposite of how you talk to and consult with a
community about important projects in its local area.
We are working very hard on the level crossings in the
first package we announced. Construction has now
started on the Burke Road removal. I pick up the claim
that the failed former Treasurer made about this one.
How much funding was spent in the big claim of those
opposite that this was their project? How much was
spent on this level crossing removal proposal? The
former government spent $1 million on that. That
demonstrates its commitment to getting on with this
project!
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There is also the second package of works at Main
Road and Furlong Road, St Albans, Blackburn Road,
Blackburn, and Heatherdale Road near Blackburn
Road, which I imagine people in this chamber might
also have an interest in. Again it astonishes me that
those opposite have been led by the nose by the failed
former Treasurer, the shadow Minister for Ports and the
Leader of the Opposition into thinking it is a good idea
to oppose removing a level crossing in their electorate.
It is astonishing politics. A preferred contractor has
been selected for this package of works, and work will
commence on the Main Road and Furlong Road sites in
the coming months and on the Heatherdale Road and
Blackburn Road sites early next year.
I move on to the Cranbourne-Pakenham crossings. We
are removing all nine level crossings between
Dandenong and the city as part of this project, and
again we are working very hard on this. Geotechnical
work has already started along the corridor. We have
identified two bidders — two consortiums — to go
through to the next stage of the tender process to
undertake this big piece of work removing all nine level
crossings along this corridor, Melbourne’s busiest
public transport corridor. To give an example — and I
know the member for Clarinda is very interested in
these ones in particular — the Clayton Road level
crossing is down for, I think, 82 minutes and the
Koornang Road, Carnegie, crossing is down for
87 minutes in every 2-hour morning peak. This causes
congestion, frustration and significant safety risks. By
removing these level crossings we want to unlock
congestion, get people to work quicker, get people
home sooner to be with their families and address
safety issues.
Where are we now? The Andrews Labor government is
working incredibly hard on this program of works, and
it appears that the opposition is working pretty hard at
having multiple positions on this issue. Previously the
Leader of the Opposition has spoken of the economic
advantage of removing level crossings. He has talked
about it being important in terms of logistics, safety and
a range of other reasons. Now he wants to block this
program by opposing the port of Melbourne legislation.
At the same time that this carry-on is happening in the
Parliament, members of the opposition are writing to
me begging me to add more level crossings to the list.
The member for Box Hill and the member for Croydon,
who is the shadow Minister for Ports, are asking me to
do more and go further than the 50 that Labor
committed to at last November’s election and that they
opposed. They say, ‘Oh, we opposed your policy
program but now that we’re in opposition and have
been out there and talked to our community, we want
you to do even more’.
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I move to the latest position taken by the Leader of the
Opposition in commentary that has featured in the
Moonee Valley press. I know the member for Essendon
is keenly focused on these issues as well. The Leader of
the Opposition has revealed another position, and I fear
that this is his true position. It is that he would put a halt
to the program. He would pull up stumps on the
Andrews Labor government’s 50 level crossing
removal program. He has revealed that he will only
commit to projects where contracts have been signed.
An article in the Moonee Valley Leader states:
Asked whether he would follow through with Labor’s list of
50, Mr Guy said he would take advice from independent body
Infrastructure Victoria on what projects should be prioritised.

The Andrews Labor government has identified the
50 level crossings it wants to remove over an eight-year
period, and the government is getting on with that.
These communities know they have the support of the
government, but they are hearing that those opposite are
prepared to walk away from a significant number of
those level crossings if it suits them. It is instances like
this that make the community so frustrated.
The Andrews Labor government has outlined an
eight-year agenda — not a four-year agenda to fit the
political cycle. We have gone out there with a program
and said, ‘It will take a long time to remove all 50 level
crossings’. We identified the priority ones that are the
most dangerous and the most congested, and we took
that to an election. That was resoundingly endorsed at
last November’s election by the Victorian community.
The community wanted this program of 50 — not of
17, 20 or whatever number the Leader of the
Opposition wants to choose. It endorsed this program
of 50, and that is what we are doing. We have set up the
Level Crossing Removal Authority, an important
delivery agency dedicated to the task of removing all
50 level crossings. Now the community is hearing from
those opposite that they are prepared to walk away from
this program. It is an eight-year program, not a
four-year program. It is not a program that fits the
political cycle to suit the whim of those opposite.
At the 2014 election communities endorsed this
eight-year program that those opposite are now
indicating they are prepared to walk away from. It will
be an interesting conversation that we have with those
communities, telling them that the opposition is
prepared to walk away from this. There is a pretty clear
choice between a government that has started to remove
50 level crossings over eight years — a policy it took to
the election, that was endorsed by the community and
that it is now working very hard on — and an
alternative government that is more interested in saying
one thing before the election and doing the complete
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opposite after it when it comes to the port of
Melbourne.
There was a bipartisan position on the port of
Melbourne issue before last November’s election. For
political purposes, for bomb-throwing purposes, those
opposite have changed their position and the Victorian
community will remember it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to make a
contribution on behalf of the opposition to the member
for Werribee’s matter of public importance, which, to
precis it, in effect says to the opposition, as the Premier
has been saying for quite a while now, ‘Get out of the
way. Let us do what we want to do. Actually don’t act
like a responsible opposition. Don’t scrutinise
legislation. Don’t make sure things are done in the best
interests of Victoria’. The Premier and some of his
ministers might think they are in a union meeting where
they can bully their way through different issues, but
this side of the house will not be bullied by the Premier
and we will not be bullied by any of the ministers to
accept something that may not be in the best interests of
Victoria.
The legislation, which was dealt with by this house
before the winter break, is being dealt with by the upper
house this week. The motion that has been — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — I will come back to the Victorian
Farmers Federation (VFF). The motion being debated
in the upper house today is about applying proper
scrutiny to one of the biggest decisions the Parliament
will make in this term of government. It is about a key
piece of infrastructure in Victoria. It is our gateway to
the world, and as a member who represents country
Victoria, which uses that gateway to export out of the
state, I want to make sure it is a good deal that is in the
best interests of all Victorians, but particularly in the
interests of exporters out of the state, of which the
majority come from country Victoria.
I draw the attention of the house to the 70-year lease.
Seventy years ago World War II had just ended. The
government is saying in effect that at the end of World
War II the Victorian Parliament knew what was in the
best interests of those of us here now in 2015. That is
why we need really detailed scrutiny of the legislation.
Forget the humbug from the government that this is
only about a 50-year lease with maybe a 20-year
extension. That 20-year extension can be made using
the signature of any Premier of the day between now

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
2440

ASSEMBLY

and when the 50 years runs out. I will put on a bet with
the member for Broadmeadows that within the first
term of the Labor government it will be extended by
another 20 years. It will take the cash and run, and into
the future we will have a 70-year lease. That is why this
legislation needs to be scrutinised.
It is interesting that we are even having this debate
today, when 50 metres away in the upper house, as I
understand it, the government has now agreed to have a
parliamentary inquiry into this matter. Why are we
having this debate if it is not just about grandstanding
and huffing and puffing by government members?
Perhaps the Treasurer, the member for Werribee, might
want to talk to the Special Minister of State to find out
what is going on in the upper house. He might realise
that in some ways this debate is redundant. As other
members have said, maybe it is about different factions;
maybe they are not talking at the moment. Maybe
Michael Donovan was not acting as a go-between to
make sure everyone knew what was going on in this
place.
It is interesting that the Treasurer was the Minister for
Ports in 2010. At that time we heard the minister talk in
this place constantly about how good the port of
Hastings would be when it was built. Somehow in
moving from one side of the house to the other the
member for Werribee forgot about the port of Hastings.
Suddenly on his way to opposition he had an
inspiration about Bay West. The shadow Treasurer has
already been very articulate in pointing out the absolute
deception of the people of Geelong in relation to Bay
West. It was something that the government trumpeted
in opposition. It said it would be the saviour of jobs in
Geelong; it would create thousands of jobs in Geelong.
I think I can remember one government member, when
questioned about whether Bay would be a good
location for a port, saying, ‘You do not build a port for
ships; you build a port for road freight’. My advice is
that Bay West would have been a disaster for ships and
an environmental disaster for the bay and for the
Ramsar wetlands in that area.
Mr Pallas interjected.
Mr WALSH — It is interesting that the Treasurer is
interjecting.
Over the last few weeks we have seen a number of
media stunts where different ministers have gone out to
make announcements about level crossing removals.
Now they are making announcements about where this
magic pudding of money from the port sale will be
spent over time. The classic of those media stunts was
on Sunday, when the Premier got away from the tram
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tracks — not very far away from the tram tracks, mind
you — and went to Bunyip to feed a few pet cows. As
soon as I saw the media clip on the telly with the
Premier holding a bucket and feeding a few Angus
cattle I thought, ‘This has got to be a media stunt’,
because if they were decent cattle they would have
knocked him over to make sure they could get to the
bucket even quicker. They were obviously pet cows.
Following that announcement on Sunday, we have seen
ministers running to all points close to Melbourne —
not very far away — saying what would be funded out
of this magic $200 million Agriculture Infrastructure
and Jobs Fund. It could fund almost anything you ever
wanted it to fund. It will fund lots of fantastic things.
Mr D. O’Brien interjected.
Mr WALSH — I am going to come to the fairytale
and the magic pudding. It is effectively the magic
pudding. The Minister for Roads and Road Safety has
announced that the money will fund bridge upgrades in
Geelong and along the Princes Freeway. The money is
for farmers, but the government is going to use the
money on the Princes Freeway between Geelong and
Melbourne. I am sure the people of Manangatang,
Underbool or Hamilton, or particularly the people in
South Gippsland who want their highway upgraded,
will not be happy that the money is going to be spent
there rather than on their roads.
As the member for Gippsland South interjected, there is
a nursery rhyme about the magic pudding. One thing I
will say for Labor is that it is very good at magic
puddings. It has said that the fund will do great things.
It will fund this and that, and it will fund something
else. It will just keep on giving and giving, and if you
chop a bit off, it will grow again. The only trouble is
that after a few years the budget will be in deficit
because this is not a nursery rhyme. It is a fact that
Labor cannot manage money and it cannot manage
major projects. That will be the issue with this fund.
Labor will not manage the fund well, and it will not
manage the money well either.
The Treasurer and the Premier have had a lot to say
about the Victorian Farmers Federation’s support. As I
understand it, the only industry group that would come
on board with this was the VFF. It is interesting to look
at some of the different arms of the VFF. In an article in
the Weekly Times Adam Jenkins, the president of the
United Dairyfarmers of Victoria, said:
… the $200 million fund was ‘well short’ of his expectations
and called on the government to ‘put in writing’ —
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because he does not believe the government and he
wants to see it in writing —
how it would ensure port charges and rents did not drive up
the cost to exporters.
VFF grains group president, Brett Hosking, said there was ‘no
doubt the government was using the fund to get support from
the Greens and opposition’.

The opposition will not be bought off by the Treasurer
with the scraps from the table. If there is going to be
$7 billion and there is only money equal to one level
crossing in Melbourne for country Victoria, it is not
enough. One member of the VFF might be supportive
of this and backing the government — —
Mr Nardella — One member?
Mr WALSH — One member: the president.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr WALSH — There is. There is a whole range of
commodity presidents who are not happy about this
deal. The work that they are doing is effectively saying
that the increased charges will be more than the money
they are going to get for the first 4 years, bearing in
mind that this is a 70-year deal. Their charges are going
to go up. They are not going to get any money out of
this. For a little bit of short-term gain — 30 pieces of
silver — they are going to be paying for the next
70 years. Farmers are very concerned that the Treasurer
has done a smoke-and-mirrors, pea-in-thimble trick,
which will cost them dearly in the long run.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — The sale of the port is something Labor was
clear about before it went to the last election. We made
a clear statement that we would put the port up for
leasehold sale and, with the mandate given to us,
obviously we have done so. What is even more
interesting is the fact that we have a strong commercial
mandate, with so much support from various entities,
including the Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF),
which the Leader of The Nationals was president of for
some years.
The VFF has made it clear that the proposal we put
forward for a $200 million Agriculture Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund is a positive potential outcome of
the leasehold sale. I was pleased to see that the VFF
said:
The Labor government has listened and delivered on our call
for a fair share of the estimated $5 billion in revenue from
leasing the port to be reinvested in rural infrastructure …
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We’re also expecting the government to announce a further
commitment to upgrade and standardise the Mildura freight
line and its feeders.

That is very much a commitment and a show of support
for our endeavours to drive productivity. We are
looking at improving the bridges around Lara and
across major freight routes to get produce to the port
quicker. That is why the VFF is supporting our
endeavour to have a leasehold sale.
There was also substantial support from the Victorian
Transport Association (VTA). CEO Peter Anderson
indicated quite clearly that the Agriculture Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund would be a positive outcome of the
potential leasehold sale. He said at the time:
Premier Andrews, Treasurer Pallas and roads
minister … through this announcement show they are serious
about improving access and safety for —

high-productivity freight vehicles —
… and that they understand there is a net community benefit
to be had by investing in infrastructure that keeps the right
trucks on the right roads.

That is on top of the commitment we have already
made through our Stronger Country Bridges program
and also the work I currently have VicRoads doing —
undertaking assessments in relation to strengthening
bridges across all our major freight routes to ensure that
they can accommodate high-productivity freight
vehicles. In many ways I am not surprised that the
Victorian Transport Association supports that, but it
went further and reiterated its support for the port of
Melbourne lease legislation. It believes the terms and
conditions of the lease legislation are pretty appropriate.
The last big V to support our endeavour out of the
commercial entities in the community was the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry (VECCI), which was very welcome. It
indicated to the coalition that it did not believe it was
necessary to undertake a longwinded, Kumbaya-type
inquiry whereby we suddenly find that there are fairies
at the bottom of the garden. It believes that the terms
and conditions put forward were exactly the same as
those recommended in the report the previous
government commissioned from KPMG.
The KPMG report quite clearly indicates that a decision
to build a second port should be driven by demand; that
is what our legislation proposes. It says the state should
retain the unfettered right to develop a second port;
again, our legislation does exactly that. It said that there
was a certain level of capacity within the port and that
that would need to be protected from the government
coming in behind the sale and diminishing the value of
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its own asset by setting up a competitor immediately, so
there needed to be some protected growth. Again that is
what the legislation puts forward.
The KPMG report recommends a 40 to 50-year lease;
we went with a 50-year lease — not a 70-year lease, as
some members on the other side have indicated. They
have obviously not worked in the commercial property
world and seem to think that an option of 20 years,
exercised by the government, is a 70-year lease. That is
a load of absolute drivel and rubbish. If those opposite
had worked in the industry, they might have had some
limited understanding, but their understanding is
minimal, to put it mildly.
Also the KPMG report indicates that compensation
mechanisms to achieve optimum lease proceeds
provide investors with certainty. Again our legislation
has that incorporated. You have to wonder about the
former coalition government. It commissioned a report
from KPMG. I am pretty sure it indicated the outline of
what they wanted within that report. I would be very
surprised if the former Minister for Ports, who is at the
table, said, ‘Just give me any type of report’; he would
have said, ‘Give me a report on how we can maximise
the sale’. Guess what? That report recommended
exactly what is in the legislation. You have to wonder
why the opposition would want to question the advice it
got in government — advice it sought itself — which
absolutely replicates the legislation being put forward.
There is the idea that we have to wait for the second
coming of Christ on 30 November. The Victorian
public made it obvious that they threw the last lot out
because for four years very little happened. It was
standstill economics. Nothing much happened until the
government signed a dodgy, rotten contract in the last
5 minutes of its term to suddenly pretend it was getting
on with the job. The only job it undertook was to sign a
rotten, dirty contract, which contained outrageous
penalties, made illegal activity legal and then provided
compensation to the bidders.
It was a disgraceful exercise of spending four years
doing nothing and then suddenly going to panic stations
and having the former Premier bang the table and talk
about a congestion-busting exercise across the universe.
There was nothing the east–west link was not going to
solve, apart from cancer; that was about the only thing
the former Premier did not suggest the east–west link
could solve. He also indicated along the way that the
north–south problems would be fixed by an east–west
road. That is the most bizarre proposition I have ever
heard.
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The issue is that for four years nothing was done. The
members of the coalition looked at selling the port, but
they did not get that done. They got a report which very
much replicated what is being put forward in this
legislation, but they have now decided to play juvenile
games. The opposition is not getting with the big Vs —
the VTA, the VFF and VECCI, which are supporting
this proposition. It is going to play games.
My attention was drawn to a media release from the
former Treasurer. He talks about the advisers that were
appointed, which are the advisers the government is
using for the port sale. The release says:
The coalition government has appointed joint financial
advisers Morgan Stanley and Flagstaff Partners to manage the
transaction.

They are exactly the same advisers that this government
has continued to used, so there is no great change in
that. The release goes on to say:
‘Today’s announcement is an important step in securing the
best value for Victorians through a medium-term lease of the
port of Melbourne’, Mr O’Brien said.

That is what we are putting forward — a medium-term
lease, but obviously those words are not the words of
someone who is being honest now, I suggest. The
previous government members obviously did not
believe in what they said at the time. The media release
continues to quote the former Treasurer:
The proceeds from the lease of the port of Melbourne will
support the delivery of the coalition government’s record
$27 billion infrastructure program …

The coalition never got around to doing that because
obviously the public decided after four years of doing
nothing that it was not going to do much more with
another four years. The proceeds from this sale are
going into the Victorian Transport Fund and will be
used for infrastructure already identified. The Minister
for Ports at the time said:
… a medium-term lease of the port of Melbourne supports the
coalition’s integrated ports strategy, which will meet the
state’s long-term container needs.

This is the one where we are going to build Hastings
this year. We are going to turn a little bit of dirt over,
and while we are trying to sell our main asset, we will
be undermining our other assets with a second port.
You do not need to have studied economics to
understand that it is a pretty ridiculous and silly
proposition to start a second container port when you
do not need one. In other words you would just be
spending government money for fun, to keep a couple
of friends happy so that Bolte’s dream is finally
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realised. That is about all it was good for. At the end of
the day I urge the coalition to support the proposition
and not waste the time — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I join the debate on
this matter of public importance. I thank the member
for Werribee for bringing this matter to the house
because it shows that there is a need for a discussion
around this issue. There is a need for a debate; there is a
need for these different points of view to come up and
be put on the table. I think it is very sensible that this
MPI was brought in. Some of the contributions from
members opposite have not been as measured or
balanced or without rhetoric and ranting, but there is
certainly a need for us to talk about this. That is the
main reason why we are pushing for an inquiry in the
upper house. There are many questions that need to be
answered through that committee inquiry.
It would be nice if we lived in a world where we could
just accept what the Labor government put on the table.
It would be nice if we could believe that what it said
was going to happen actually was going to happen. It
would be nice if we did not have a chequered history of
the Labor Party mismanaging major contracts and
putting burdens on future generations. It would be nice
if our history was not one where the Labor Party did not
continually flip-flop on its position when it comes to
ports. We would then be able to accept what the Labor
Party had to say and maybe get out of the way, like the
Labor Party said we should.
I might just highlight that. The Leader of The Nationals
mentioned this issue. It is not the role of the opposition
or indeed of any party or individual in this Parliament,
in either this house or the Legislative Council, to get out
of the way. It is not the role of members of Parliament
who are not members of the government to give a
rubber stamp to everything the government wants. It is
not the role of people in this Parliament to just roll over
because the party that is in government, particularly one
with a very chequered history, says they should get out
of the way. It is not the role of the Deputy Premier to go
down to sites and tell Victorians that the Liberal,
Nationals and Greens parties should get out of the way
and just let the government do whatever it wants.
This is probably the biggest decision that a government
has made for many years in terms of future productivity
and the economic future of this state, and it needs to be
scrutinised. There are a number of issues that we need
to raise. We need to get a number of submissions and a
lot of input from Victorians, including those businesses,
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farmers and exporters who will be affected by this
decision. This decision should not be about getting a
big lump of cash to fulfil a range of election
commitments. I remember what this government, when
in opposition, said to the Victorian people. It said, ‘All
our election commitments are fully costed and fully
funded’. It did not stand up in front of the Victorian
people and say, ‘Oh, but if we don’t do the port of
Melbourne sale lease, none of this is going to happen’.
It never said that at all. That is certainly not what the
people in Victorian communities believed; they do not
believe that for one moment.
While we, when in government, supported and now
support in opposition, the sale of the port of Melbourne,
we do not support it under the conditions that this
government is going to put on it. We do not agree that
there should be massive compensation payable if future
port infrastructure is built.
We heard the Treasurer say in his contribution to the
debate that no compensation will be payable. We heard
him say that in his contribution, and we heard him say it
in question time. Again, if only we could believe it. If
only we could have believed the former gaming
minister, now Premier, when he said no compensation
would be payable when he broke up the gaming
duopoly; if only we could have believed him. Now
$542 million has come out of the taxpayer’s pocket,
because he made a mistake. If only we could have
believed him when he said no compensation would be
payable when he tore up the east–west link contract.
Now, $640 million — and counting — has come out of
the Victorian taxpayer’s pocket. We cannot believe the
Labor Party when it says no compensation is payable. It
has cost this state over $1.5 billion because we have
listened to Labor say no compensation would be
payable. That is why we need to subject this sale to
scrutiny.
Mr Pallas interjected.
Mr R. SMITH — I hear the Treasurer, who was the
former adviser to Steve Bracks, who made a solemn
promise to the Victorian people when he said, ‘No tolls
on EastLink’. Of course when the election was won
back then, we backflipped on that, did we not? We
backflipped on that one. This Treasurer, when in
opposition loudly proclaimed from the rooftops —
certainly the rooftops in Geelong — that Bay West was
the place to build a port. Bay West was going to be the
place where jobs, jobs and more jobs were going to be
brought. Bay West was going to be the place to kick off
the Geelong economy; that is what this guy said. What
did he say in November 2007? In a media release
headlined, ‘Hastings port upgrade brings economic
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growth and jobs’, the then Minister for Roads and Ports
said:
Launching the port of Hastings economic impact study,
Mr Pallas said … an upgraded port would provide more than
$1 billion in local economic spin-offs.

He did not take this down to Geelong; I am almost
positive. I stand corrected. Maybe he did show this to
the Geelong people. Maybe he gave this to the Geelong
Advertiser just before the election.
The Brumby government’s forward planning for Victoria’s
commercial trading —

Ports are always included in the upgrade of the port of
Hastings as a major container handling port.
The port of Melbourne is our premier container port, but the
port of Hastings will eventually be needed to help Victoria
deal with continuing trade growth …

This is my favourite bit. Said the very forward thinking
former Minister for Roads and Ports in 2007:
By 2015, when primary school aged — —

Mr Pallas interjected.
Mr R. SMITH — Oh, 2007! Don’t bring up what I
said before! Just bring up what I say now. That is the
whole point, because at times you tend to stretch the
truth.
By 2015 …

Mr Pallas interjected.
Mr R. SMITH — You have had your turn. Tone it
down.
By 2015, when primary school aged children from areas such
as Casey, Cardinia — —

Mr Pallas interjected.
Mr R. SMITH — Do you know what? The
Treasurer brings up what the youth unemployment rate
is. Do you know what? My mistakes did not cost
$640 million of taxpayers money. The media release
says:
By 2015, when primary school aged children from areas such
as Casey, Cardinia and Mornington Peninsula are ready to
enter the workforce, the port of Hastings will generate almost
2000 local jobs in Mornington Peninsula shire alone.

That is why we are having this inquiry. It is because
those opposite cannot be trusted. What they say at one
stage is different from what they say at another. First
they said that the port of Hastings is the best place for
Melbourne’s second container port. The next iteration
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was that Bay West is the best place for Victoria’s
second container port. Now they are in government it is
a whole different story, and that is why we have to take
this — —
Mr Pallas interjected.
Mr R. SMITH — There it is — typical Labor! He
responds with personal insults. That is always the way.
The Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission said very clearly that selling the port of
Melbourne should be about productivity. It should be
about making sure that the port runs to its optimum
efficiency. But that is not what this lease is about for the
government. It is not about making the port of
Melbourne the most efficient port in Australia or
beyond. It is about a big lump of cash so the
government can fulfil its election commitments. That is
the only reason. It is not to make it more productive,
and that is a fact.
There is no way this is going to be anything other than a
bad deal. The commercial sector that is interested in
this lease knows the Premier is in probably the worst
negotiating position he could possibly be. It knows he
desperately needs the money, because if he does not do
those level crossings, he is out. You do not want to go
to the negotiating table, in any way shape or form,
flagging how desperate you are for a deal. A desperate
Premier who is desperate for funds is not going to get
the best deal for Victoria, and that is why we need to
hold this government to account. Every single line of
the bill and every single question that is raised with
regard to the contract needs to be addressed in as much
detail as possible.
The Treasurer might say, ‘We are not going to wait
until November’. How can you send your Labor Party
colleagues into the upper house to vote for an inquiry
and say, ‘Yeah, okay, we can see that some scrutiny is
needed, but we are going to put a limit on the amount of
scrutiny that is needed. We are going to make sure that
we don’t have enough time to actually talk to everyone
who is affected, that all the issues aren’t covered, so we
will support a short inquiry to make sure that we can
tick that off’? It is just ridiculous. The member for
Werribee says to us, ‘Get out of the way and support
the infrastructure’.
Mr Pallas — ‘The member for Werribee’?
Mr R. SMITH — I would have thought the
member for Werribee would be proud to be the
member for Werribee, but okay, I will call him the
Treasurer. If he wants to disown his community, that is
absolutely fine by me. The fact of the matter is that he
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needs to understand that scrutiny is needed, because
Victorians simply do not trust this government to keep
its word.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — We have heard
some funny stuff today, have we not? I would just like
to ask one question: what kind of Liberal Party stands
in the way of privatisation? For those who use Twitter,
it is hashtag confused, hashtag double standard and
hashtag not up with it.
I want to tell members about how this issue affects the
people of Frankston. The people Frankston recognise
that after four years of virtually nothing we are getting
on with it, because for four long, dark years our Liberal
colleagues forgot who Victorians were. They forgot
what Victorians do and what we stand for. The Labor
Party, the government, knows that Victorians are the
paramedics and the fireys that look after us. Victorians
are the teachers who make sure our kids get a good
education and job. Victorians are the TAFE teachers
and the tradies who keep us running, and they are the
students as well. We know that. That is the crux of why
leasing the port is a great idea. But do not take my word
for it. It was the former Liberal government that wanted
to do it. Now that someone has got on with it, when the
Liberal government was incapable of closing the deal,
just like so many other times, the now opposition has
decided it is going to be against it.
Let me tell you what Frankston thinks. I have had
people coming into my electorate office here, there and
everywhere. When I am at the train station they are
wondering why it is not happening. They want to know
why the opposition is standing in the way. No-one is
scared of having this go to a committee in the upper
house. That is great. But we want to know why we
cannot get rid of our Overton Road level crossing.
Some people have emailed me and contacted me on
Facebook to give me some quotes on the removal of
that level crossing. One person says she avoids it like
the bubonic plague. She says that there is nothing more
frustrating than trying to do a right-hand turn to cross
over, with constant trains interfering with traffic. So she
goes the long way around — anything to avoid it.
Another person says she stayed there for 10 minutes, up
to a maximum 25 minutes, waiting to cross that level
crossing. I have been there in a professional sense as a
firefighter in response to quite a few collisions. When it
is a car versus a train, no-one ever comes off well. We
should all be capable of eliminating such accidents.
To me this is all just a stalling process. Many members
opposite have been filibustering today about how bad it
is to lease the port. Lots of people have been
scaremongering. In reality it is not about that. We have
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been told by experts that the ships that our Liberal
opposition colleagues are telling us will come to the
port of Hastings or the port of Melbourne are just a
pipedream. These ships are attracted to markets, not
ports. They are attracted to Rotterdam and Singapore.
We are told that they will never be coming to
Melbourne or Hastings. This is not me speaking or the
Liberal Party people speaking. These are the experts. In
fact one expert is quoted as saying:
To say those ships will visit Melbourne is like saying a rocket
to the moon will take a detour via Tasmania.

Telling people that there is going to be blasting and that
there is going to be compensation is total
scaremongering. I would like to pick on something the
member for Eildon said before, which demonstrates
how good our Liberal opposition has become at
standing in the way of things. She said:
The government has jumped on board with presumptive
legislation.

I remember being in the public gallery last year when
various members of the opposition, then in government,
were filibustering on this subject. It is extremely
disrespectful to firefighters for a member of the
opposition to get up and say, ‘You have just got on
board’, because by my count the coalition knocked that
legislation back two or three times by filibustering. I
saw it myself in the gallery. It was pathetic.
I would like to take this opportunity to congratulate
Peter Marshall and Mick Tisbury for their hard work on
it, and to thank our Liberal colleagues for jumping on
board just before the election — we never trusted they
would actually do it.
It is time for our Liberal colleagues to stop playing silly
political games and to get on with the job. This
legislation will help to create thousands of jobs, keep
people safe, take care of level crossings and deliver
vital support for our farmers. We heard the great
announcement the other day of $200 million for our
farmers. That is more representation than the — what is
its name again? The Nationals country alliance, or
something? Changing its name does not change its
stripes. Members opposite are running out of excuses.
The leasing of the port will support regional Victoria,
there is no doubt about that, and the deal between DP
World and the port shows that rents will stay
competitive. Again, the opposition is running out of
excuses. On top of that, the Victorian Farmers
Federation and Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry are lining up to support the
issue. Why is the opposition not on board? What is
going on?
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The lease of the port will fund our commitment to
removing level crossings. After four years of nothing,
this commitment is something the community is
holding on to. We have a government that is promising
and committing to something and then getting on with
it and doing the work. We are standing by our word.
Some people in Frankston have been told by their
Liberal friends, and even by Liberal councillors, that
the port of Hastings would be the silver bullet that
would create employment on the Mornington
Peninsula. Let me tell you what will help
unemployment on the Mornington Peninsula. One thing
that has certainly not helped unemployment was having
four years without a jobs plan, or four years of record
unemployment while cutting TAFE funding. That cost
jobs. The port is years away, it cannot be a magic
bullet, and an automated system for dealing with
containers at a container port is not going to create very
many jobs.
What actually creates jobs is training our youth and
retraining people who have been retrenched for the jobs
of the future, like jobs in technology and jobs in
medicine, so that they can get into the workforce or get
back into the workforce. That is what Victorians want
to do. Victorians are a proud lot. We do not enjoy the
fact that our unemployment rate is almost the highest in
the country after the last four years. I am proud to say,
though, that the Labor government has put the brakes
on unemployment. Unemployment has fallen 0.5 per
cent based on what I have read of the Australian Bureau
of Statistics data. We are working towards continuing
that trend.
It comes down to this: it is a bit of a cultural thing for
our Liberal friends. One of the members at the table
spoke about breaking promises and not being able to
trust Labor. Is a Liberal politician seriously saying that?
It is embarrassing. We have a Liberal Prime Minister
Tony Abbott up in Canberra. What promise has he not
broken? What is more, he has been sticking up for a
politician who has been misusing her entitlements —
and she has still not said sorry. This is part of a culture.
I just want to know what the main issue is: is it the fact
that we have been able to get on with it, or is there a
legitimate problem with the port lease? Saying it is up
for lease for 70 years because there is a 20 year option
is misleading — an additional 20 years is only an
option, and none of us will be around when that option
comes up. It will be a decision for a future government
to make, so that is barely an excuse. Members opposite
telling the public that leasing the port is a bad thing
after years of trying to do it themselves is just funny. It
is humorous; it is a joke.
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We need to lease the port to cater for Victoria’s
long-term needs. We need it to grow Victoria. We need
it to keep our farmers strong. We need it to remove
those dangerous level crossings, one of which is in
Frankston. I fully support the port lease. I welcome any
committee looking into it, and I am sure that the
legislation will pass through the upper house in no time.
Godspeed.
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — I rise to speak on
today’s matter of public importance (MPI). This is an
MPI written in desperation and panic by a government
and Treasurer that cannot manage the port of
Melbourne lease transaction. They have been running
around desperately trying to line up the ducks to
convince everyone involved that their management of
the port of Melbourne lease transaction in the form they
have put forward is a good thing. They have come up
with a couple of stunts and announcements over the
past few days to try to convince everyone that it is a
good thing, but my contribution will highlight why we
have concerns about the port lease, why we are
supporting an upper house inquiry, and why this matter
of public importance is an act of desperation.
If the government was focused on engaging with
industry stakeholders and business groups, it would
know of their concerns with its proposal and might seek
to address some of those worries by listening to those
groups. Instead it has spent the winter break having
Michael Donovan stitch up a factional hit on former
minister Adem Somyurek and then, in the last few
weeks, protecting the Deputy Premier’s job.
Let us compare what the government says with
reality — hopefully this will reassure the member for
Frankston on some of the points he raised in his
contribution. Before the election the now Premier said
he had fully costed and fully funded the removal of
50 level crossings. Now in government, the Labor Party
has realised it needs to raise money to keep its promise,
so the project will be funded by the port of Melbourne
lease. That is different to what it said before the
election. The government says that we oppose the port
lease, but that could not be further from the truth. We in
fact support the lease of the port of Melbourne, and we
are on the record as saying that we support the lease of
the port of Melbourne. However, we reserve and
respect our right as the opposition to scrutinise bills.
Labor says, ‘Trust us’, but we say that we are not going
to wave this legislation through without appropriate
scrutiny. We reserve our right to do that.
We had a debate here in the Legislative Assembly and
we reserve the right to have a similar debate in the
upper house and move it off to an inquiry there. Labor
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members say, ‘Trust us’. They said the same thing with
the lottery licence sale, the same thing with myki, the
same thing with smart meters and the same thing with
desalination — and the list goes on. They say, ‘Trust
us; just let us put this bill through and we will manage
the lease of the port of Melbourne’. No, Deputy
Speaker, we are not going to trust Labor. We have been
shown by the lottery licence sale, by myki, by the
desalination plant and by smart meters that you cannot
trust Labor to manage these things. We will apply the
appropriate scrutiny to get a better outcome for Victoria
and the Victorian economy.

inquiry, yet government members are debating next
door to support that and push it through and have
scrutiny of the bill. Government members say that the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry (VECCI) is on board — and they go out and
announce that. Like us, VECCI says that it supports a
lease of the port of Melbourne, but it also supports an
upper house inquiry. I do not know how government
members have interpreted that to mean that opposition
members are blocking the lease of the port of
Melbourne so that Labor cannot get on with its job of
level crossing removal.

The government says, ‘Get out of the way’. The
Premier this week has been saying, ‘Get out of the way.
We don’t want scrutiny. We don’t want an inquiry into
this matter. Just wave the legislation through’. Now
government members tell us that they are going to
support an upper house inquiry. As we speak here that
motion is being debated in the upper house and has the
support of government members. In good faith we
passed over a copy of our draft terms of reference and
the timetable for that upper house inquiry to the
government to outline what we wanted to do, what the
terms of reference would be and what we considered a
reasonable time frame within which to report back,
30 November this year. Government members say that
they will support the inquiry, but of course they want to
rush it through. They want to perform such an inquiry
in the next six to seven weeks, depending on how
quickly it could be set up.

The government has said that the Victorian Farmers
Federation (VFF) is on board, but as we saw in
question time today, government members had a
Sunday media opportunity to go out and launch the
$200 million Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund,
which was stated to be money for farmers in rural and
regional Victoria, and of course as soon as the VFF
thought that might be a good thing, the government
thought it had locked in the VFF. Then the government
thought it would be a good idea to go out and
reannounce that. The government reannounced it and
gave the money, promising road freight upgrades from
Geelong to the port of Melbourne. The government
promised money to farmers on Sunday and then of
course gave it to metropolitan Melbourne on Monday.

It is interesting to note that the Leader of the House this
morning moved a motion in this place to refer an
inquiry to the Standing Orders Committee, asking its
members to have a look at a number of things. The
government asked for that committee to produce an
interim report by 8 December and a final report by
30 June. So when considering a multibillion-dollar port
of Melbourne transaction lease — the biggest asset sale
in 25 years and an important one to get right for
Victoria and the Victorian economy — government
members wanted us to hoodwink everyone and go into
a quick six or seven-week review.
However, to look at standing orders and the operation
of the house — in other words Labor wants a
lunchbreak; they want to give us back our lunch — is
going to take until 30 June 2016. It is an absolute joke
that they will try to push through a review of the port of
Melbourne lease transaction in six weeks, but to get
their lunchbreak back they want to take until 30 June
next year.
The government has made a number of statements. The
Minister for Ports has said that this is a ludicrous

The Minister for Ports, who has no idea of what day of
the week it is, says, ‘Oh well! This is a wideranging
fund’. In other words he is trying to convince people
that that $200 million can do both. He says, ‘It can be
money for farmers, but let us siphon some of it off, or
the majority off, to promise Geelong to port of
Melbourne road freight upgrades’.
The government says that DP World is on board. DP
World is not on board; it has settled the rent dispute.
Again the Minister for Roads and Road Safety and
Minister for Ports put his head in the sand and said that
a 700 per cent increase did not exist, going from
$16 per square metre to $120 per square metre. That
rent dispute has been settled thanks largely to our hard
work when we lobbied and advocated for the
government to get involved and to settle that rent
dispute. For the government to take licence and say DP
World is on board is not correct; it is purely that the rent
dispute has been settled. Like a number of other
industry players, DP World has grave concerns with
this proposal put forward by Labor. An inquiry should
use proper scrutiny. It should come back by
30 November so that the legislation can be passed,
amended, debated or negotiated with the government to
achieve a better outcome for the state of Victoria, and
that is what we are seeking to do.
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The Treasurer’s op-ed. in the Herald Sun of 1 July
states:
Blasting at the Heads had not occurred for more than
80 years.

This is the same person who is asking us to trust his
government with the lease transaction to sell the port of
Melbourne. But of course we know that what the
current Treasurer says is not true. Official reports about
the blasting of Port Phillip Heads have stated:
Previous dredging campaigns in the Entrance have used
explosives to loosen rock, with the methodology evolving
from dropping charges overboard to diving and placing
charges to significantly improve the efficiency of rock
removal. Blasting was last used in 1986.

The source of that is the Port of Melbourne Corporation
report entitled Port Capacity Project — Marine
Environmental Risk Report.
A 2007 Environment Effects Act 1978 assessment
statement by a former planning minister, Justin
Madden, states:
… blasting between 1901 and 1986 itself modified the area
within the Great Ship Channel.

And a supplementary environment effects statement
states:
… uncertainty regarding the ability to dredge at the Entrance,
given material had only been removed via blasting up until
1986.

You cannot trust Labor, and you cannot trust the
Andrews government on this port lease transaction.
Government members are going to continue to try to
convince everyone that this is just a deliberate tactic to
stall them with the work that they want to get on and
do. It is not that. We have put forward a proposal for an
inquiry with reasonable terms of reference and a
reasonable report back time — a report back time far
sooner than proposed by government members in
relation to getting their lunchbreaks back. There are
industry, business and stakeholders out there with
legitimate concerns such as the lease term monopoly
and number of other concerns. We think that the
government should be open and transparent and allow
that to be scrutinised in the interests of getting a better
deal for Victoria and the Victorian people with the sale
of the port of Melbourne.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — Is it not amazing
when you have listened to the members of the
opposition who have spoken on this matter of public
importance that they cannot deal with the issue in a
factual manner and cannot explain why they would
need until 30 November to review something that was

Wednesday, 5 August 2015

made as a promise ahead of the last election by the
government that was elected. Opposition members do
not understand the concept of mandate at all. They
simply have not responded in any way to the
substantive issues in this matter of public importance.
Let me take them back a little bit. It is not as though this
issue of the lease of the port of Melbourne was
something that the Labor Party came up with as a
sudden idea ahead of the last election. In fact it is three
years ago that Labor came out with the first jobs policy
that the people of Victoria had seen for some time, well
ahead of the election.
Despite seeing so many jobs being lost across Victoria
after the Baillieu government came to office and
despite us saying, ‘We need you as the government to
come up with a jobs policy’, nothing happened. We
heard about the four pillows, or something like that
which the now shadow Treasurer used to talk about.
People who were in the house at the time will know
about his four pillows. He said, ‘We just need to get on
and make the economy better and it’s all going to work
and we don’t need a jobs policy’. As it worked out, the
pillows were way too soft for that government. Nothing
happened, and we saw jobs disappearing month after
month.
In opposition Labor did develop a jobs policy, and in
2012 — three years ago — we came out with the Labor
jobs policy to try to show some leadership to the people
of Victoria. A key part of that jobs policy was to say
that we need to develop our infrastructure in ways that
the people of Victoria want. They recognise that in
terms of road congestion the key issue that the people
of Victoria wanted addressed was the removal of these
many level crossings across the Melbourne
metropolitan area to ensure that traffic could flow
better. At the same time we decided that to fund this
policy we would lease the port of Melbourne. As I said,
this policy was clearly enunciated by the Labor Party in
2012.
Some years later, just ahead of the election, those
opposite decided that the government had better show
some action on some policy in relation to jobs and so
on. They then said, ‘We think it would be a good idea
to lease the port of Melbourne’. They agreed with the
concept. They only differed on the number of years it
should be leased for. They said, ‘We would not want to
lease it for 50 years — maybe 25 years or something’.
Either way, the people of Victoria can be in no doubt
that when the Labor Party stood before them at the last
election it had a very clear policy in relation to the lease
of the port of Melbourne.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 5 August 2015

ASSEMBLY

The people elected a Labor government over that very
disappointing excuse for a coalition government that
they had experienced in the previous four years. They
supported a Labor government under Daniel Andrews.
What we have done since day one is try to get on with
governing and delivering our policies that we put
forward, and in so many areas we have been able to
deliver.
The removal of those level crossings will benefit the
people of Melbourne in particular, and it will also
clearly benefit people from regional Victoria who still
have to travel to, through and across Melbourne. They
need to travel across Melbourne for a range of business
purposes, and they will clearly benefit from the level
crossing removal project. It is what they have asked for.
We have been getting the planning for the removal of
these level crossings underway, but when we try to put
through the bill about the lease of the port of
Melbourne, what do we get from the so-called
opposition? We get obfuscation. There is a sudden view
that we need to review this policy.
The coalition has got into bed with the Greens in the
upper house, and together they have said, ‘We need to
have a look at this’. I see the member for Morwell, a
member of The Nationals, cringing at the thought of
getting into bed with the Greens, but that is what they
have done. The Liberals, The Nationals, and the Greens
have said, ‘We need to review this matter, and that will
take until November 30’. That would be one whole
year of this government pretty much gone before we
would be able to do anything in relation to moving on
with the lease of the port of Melbourne. That means the
money could not possibly flow to all those things that
the people of Victoria identified as being important.
The funds generated from the lease of the port of
Melbourne will not just go towards supporting the
removal of the 50 level crossings but will also go
towards the Melbourne Metro rail project and the West
Gate distributor. The people in my area, the farmers and
the many other businesspeople of the west, see the
opportunity to travel more quickly into the port of
Melbourne as being vitally important. Getting their
product onto the ships and off to the overseas markets
they are developing will be of great benefit.
The lease of the port of Melbourne will bring great
benefits to regional Victoria, but there was a further
announcement on the weekend when the Premier met
with Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) president,
Peter Tuohey, to announce that a further $200 million
will be specifically designated to the Agriculture
Infrastructure and Jobs Fund. This was very well
received by the VFF. The VFF was pleased to hear that
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that funding will be particularly focused on farmers and
on agricultural products being able to get to the market.
This will ensure that our productivity can be supported
and increased, and as a state we know that that is
exactly what we need to do. Our food and fibre
industry, our agricultural produce, is important to the
economic wellbeing of this state. Clearly the Andrews
Labor government wants to further support it by
identifying that specific amount of $200 million to go
towards this fund.
On Monday I was pleased to join the Minister for
Agriculture in our western region on the farm of
Mr Lyle Powell in Windermere. Again we announced
the $200 million Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs
Fund, and Mr Powell, like so many others, noted the
great benefit it would provide in helping to improve
productivity. We can identify a whole range of
construction projects to improve our productivity. We
can identify a whole range of infrastructure and jobs
projects that will help to give our people skills and
improve the opportunities for getting our products to
market at a high standard.
We know that the lease of the port of Melbourne will
provide clear benefits not only to the people of the
Melbourne area but also more broadly to the people of
regional Victoria. As the member for Buninyong, I am
always keen to ensure that the people of my electorate
get their fair share and do not lose out. The lease of the
port of Melbourne is going to be important to the
people of Victoria and to the people of Buninyong in
enabling their projects to get the go-ahead they need.
I strongly urge, as does the matter of public importance
before this house, the opposition to recognise that this is
what the people of Victoria want and this is what the
people of Victoria need. They do not want this delayed
for another three months or so. They want to see the
government being able to deliver on the policies it
brought to the people ahead of the last election. They
do not want to see game playing.
I note that Fiona Patten, a member for Northern
Metropolitan Region in the upper house, has said that
she sees holding this matter up as clearly, in her words,
political party game playing. She has seen that the
Greens, The Nationals and the Liberals have got
together to simply try to delay this and to play their
political games. They are not acting in the interests of
the people of Victoria. They do not understand the issue
of mandate and the fact that the government needs to
get on with it, as the Andrews Labor government is so
keen to do.
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I am pleased to support the lease going ahead along
with the addition of the $200 million Agriculture
Infrastructure and Jobs Fund. I look forward to the lease
going ahead and the funding being able to flow to the
people of Victoria. These are important projects.
Whether it be the level crossing removals, the link into
the port of Melbourne or so many other projects, I want
to see them going ahead and delivered for the benefit of
the people of Buninyong and, more broadly, the people
of Victoria.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I am very
pleased to be given the opportunity of making a
contribution to the debate on the matter of public
importance (MPI) today. It is interesting to hear the
contributions of government members, and we can
expect only the type of comments we have heard from
them, given their inability to understand the issues
involved with the bill that is behind the MPI, and it is
that piece of legislation that the opposition is concerned
with. We have always been in favour of the lease of the
port of Melbourne, as everybody understands, but it is
the legislation that underpins the way that lease will be
structured that we have real concerns about.
The length of the lease and the no-competition
compensation clauses are of particular concern, as they
impact on any future development of a second
container port. It has been well publicised that the port
of Melbourne will be at capacity by at least 2031 and
probably even earlier, and it was for that reason that,
when in government, we put much planning into the
development of a second container port. The opposition
would be letting Victorians down if we did not
scrutinise the Delivering Victorian Infrastructure (Port
of Melbourne Lease Transaction) Bill 2015. We would
be letting them down if we did not look at the options
available for a second container port and ensure that the
government gave due consideration to those options.
It is also very important that we respect the standing of
the port in terms of the economy of Victoria, and
because of the way the legislation is structured, certain
clauses indicate that the government has lost sight of
what is important for Victoria. The government is
clearly focused on its pre-election commitment to the
50 level crossing grade separations, which we support
in principle — that is a good thing for Victoria — but it
should not be done at the expense of what is a vital and
important piece of infrastructure. It is the biggest asset
still in public hands, and level crossing removals should
not be carried out at the expense of that important asset
to the Victorian economy.
When in government we outlined our vision, and we
maintained that vision. Part of it is about ensuring that
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Victorians can afford a reasonable living and enjoy a
clean and healthy environment. By doing better as a
state we can deliver and advance our interests in the
name of progress to benefit all. That is the secret. The
way the Liberal-Nationals coalition acts in government
and in opposition is to ensure that all Victoria benefits
from any action that we take on behalf of Victorians.
These beliefs are under threat with Labor’s
management of the ports in Victoria, and its proposal
for the lease of the port of Melbourne. Labor went to
the 2014 state election committing to the construction
of a second port, which was known as the Bay West
option. Labor’s option was a poor alternative to the
coalition’s Western Port option, which is a naturally
deep seaport.
The Bay West option would have required the blasting
of the rocky Port Phillip Heads at the entry to the bay,
causing damage to the many marine parks and
worsening erosion of Victoria’s most popular beaches
due to increased water volume and wave activity. That
is one of the main reasons the bill needs to be
scrutinised. We cannot sacrifice our environment and
what we currently have in our bay just because Labor
has a bent view about what is important to it, rather
than what is important to Victoria. Labor’s Bay West
option now appears to be off the table altogether, as we
all know, and not through mindful reconsideration of
the values I just outlined but rather because the
purchasers of the port of Melbourne will want a
monopoly on our port to increase the potential earnings
from the deal. It is about Labor getting as much as it
can in terms of dollars from the port of Melbourne lease
to make sure it has the ability to deliver its 50 level
crossing removals.
This is a bad deal for Victoria. A monopoly control
over our ports is anticompetitive and will result in
higher importing and exporting prices associated with
docking at the port. Furthermore, it is antiprogress and
fails to act on the need to build a second port to handle
the increased demand for products in line with
projected population growth. There are 100 000 people
a year moving to Victoria, and that population growth
will continue. On ports, the Andrews government is
anti-environment, anticompetitive, antiprogress,
antiregions and antiVictorian. It is a bad deal for
Victoria proposed by a dysfunctional Labor
government that was not and is still not ready to
govern.
Labor’s motivation for rushing the deal through is that
it is counting on a $7 billion sale price for the port to
fund its grab bag of election commitments, which failed
to deliver any coherent vision for our great state. The
$200 million that Premier Andrews committed to
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agriculture infrastructure and jobs on 2 August relies on
the port sale, but a closer examination reveals the
investment represents just 3 per cent of the expected
windfall for the state. This is a bad deal for regional
Victoria. The $200 million will not replace the
Regional Growth Fund that the coalition had in place
over the four years it was in government. An amount of
$500 million from the Regional Growth Fund was all
spent to benefit regional Victoria on projects that
improved the living standards of regional Victorians.
The $200 million will also not replace the $160 million
Country Roads and Bridges Fund, which assisted the
40 smallest local government areas in the state.
It was astounding to hear the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety during question time suggest that the roads
and bridges fund had no connection to productivity. I
could not believe what I was hearing; surely he must
understand that improving roads and the capacity of
bridges will improve the productivity of the regions.
The $200 million will also not replace the $160 million
transport solutions fund that the coalition government
had in place over the four years it was in government.
The fund was clearly aimed at removing impediments
to productivity in regional Victoria. Road and bridge
projects improve productivity and the means by which
we get product to market and to port. Therefore the
coalition stands with conviction to contest the
government’s deal because the Andrews government is
about to undercut our economic rights as individuals
and businesses in a one-off grab for cash.
Labor members have a history of condemning the
coalition for using past privatisation to pay for debts
accrued under its leadership, but now they are singing
its virtues, showing just how threadbare their policy
convictions truly are. One good example is the botched
sale of the poker machine licensing system, costing
Victorians at least $3 billion. It was a crazy system that
resulted, for example, in country venues paying the
same figure for a poker machine licence as Melbourne
venues, which are 10 times bigger. It was just
ridiculous.
Other examples are myki, where $1 billion was wasted,
and the desalination plant, where $23 billion was
wasted. The north–south pipeline will never be used,
and $1 billion was wasted on that project. In the case of
the east-west link, no compensation will be paid — so
how can we believe them when they talk about
compensation for the port when $1 billion has gone up
in smoke? It is of concern to the opposition that Labor
does not mean what it says. It tells us that the east–west
link contract was not worth the paper it was written on
and that no compensation would be payable, yet it cost
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us $1 billion. How can we trust Labor to manage the
sale of the port?
I want to outline how important the port of Hastings
was to the group of South East Melbourne Councils.
The member for Frankston is obviously at odds with
the Frankston City Council, but the port of Hastings
was very important to the South East Melbourne
Councils and still is. It is outlined in a document that
has been presented to us entitled Overview of Regional
Priorities. That group claimed that the port of Hastings
is expected to generate $1 billion a year in gross
regional product by the mid-2030s. If what it is saying
is correct, then we need to ensure that we are able to
develop a second port as well as enter into a lease with
the port of Melbourne. History tells us that Labor
cannot manage money and major projects, so why
would we trust Labor with the port of Melbourne lease?
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The Liberals
have a policy crisis, The Nationals — or is it the
Country Party? — have an identity crisis and the
coalition has a credibility crisis. In its first winter of
discontent the coalition is already manufacturing
dissent. That is what we have come to already; that is
what the coalition is doing. That is what it is: it is all
about politics. The coalition, which supported the lease
of the port of Melbourne, is now trying to subvert it.
The coalition is trying to make itself relevant in some
way because it has learnt that life is short and
government is shorter. That is what the realisation is
now. The coalition is going through a backlash of
relevance deprivation and it is trying, in some way, to
get into the debate on what is actually happening. That
is the political reality underscoring the Liberal Party
machinations.
Then there are The Nationals — or is it the Country
Party? Is it the National Country Party? It has lost its
party status and now it is reverting. It is trying to say it
wants to put the country back.
Mr Katos — Deputy Speaker, I draw your attention
to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr McGUIRE — I note for the record that when
the inconvenient truth was being spelt out, opposition
members went for a quorum and tried to silence me.
That is what happened. We have just seen that and it
says it all. It is all about tactics and gaming. It is
certainly not in the public interest. The opposition does
not want to listen to these issues or see what is going
on.
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I will give members a reference for The Nationals — or
is it the Country Party? More than three decades ago I
wrote an article on its then leader, Peter Ross-Edwards,
titled ‘The third man’. The article explained how one of
his main aims was to make his party credible, and
therefore electable, by broadening its identity beyond
the metropolitan media perpetuating the country
cousins syndrome. He bemoaned that cartoonists
continually lampooned country politicians by depicting
them with a straw stuck in the corner of their mouths.
That is what Peter Ross-Edwards said about the
proposition. What has happened now? In the shallows
and miseries of opposition, we now find that members
of The Nationals want to be a little bit country and a
little bit national. That has left them straddling the
barbed wire fence of politics, as the party’s former
Queensland premier and all-time hero, Sir Joh
Bjelke-Petersen, used to call it. Do not get stuck there
because we all know where that ends up. It ends up in
misery. That is where that party is, and these are the
issues that are at play.
This matter of public importance debate today has
bought these things to a head. The Nationals have an
identity crisis and the Liberal Party has a credibility
crisis, and they are trying to manoeuvre between two
things. It comes to a head with The Nationals — or the
Country Party — when we look at how it has
responded to the Victorian Farmers Federation. The
federation is very happy with the Labor government’s
view that a $200 million Agriculture Infrastructure and
Jobs Fund should be established, using revenue to help
in those areas. The Victorian Farmers Federation
president, Peter Tuohey, said:
The Labor government has listened and delivered on our call
for a fair share of the estimated $5 billion in revenue from
leasing the port to be re-invested in rural infrastructure …

But what happened in Parliament? The Leader of The
Nationals — or is it the Country Party? — talked about
the ‘30 pieces of silver’. The Victorian Farmers
Federation is the peak body if he wants to be connected
back to the country, which he says the name changes
are supposed to be about, but he is effectively calling it
Judas. There was an echo that I picked up yesterday in
the debate, because the member for Gippsland South
used the same analogy. The man who replaced the
former Leader of The Nationals in that seat actually
said the same thing and used the same phrase about
30 pieces of silver. That is the direction the politics of
the opposition is heading in. I also picked up the
proposition put forward by the member for Macedon
that this theirs view of country people. You cannot be a
little bit country and a little bit national. You have to
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actually say where you stand because straddling that
barbed wire fence politically is dangerous — —
Mr Dimopoulos interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — And it hurts. It more than hurts!
As the Parliamentary Secretary for Medical Research, I
can tell members it is going to more than hurt, so let us
just put that on the record.
We have had this manufactured dissent and debate
brought into the house today. The Treasurer has
explained the issues about compensation and the
manufactured propositions that have been put up. He
has explained in the house what would happen if there
is demand for another port. The private sector can come
in at any time and have another port, but contractually
the proposition will be covered off so that, according to
the Treasurer, there will not be any need for
compensation. What are we looking at in this matter of
public importance? It is just a blocking mechanism
really, because what is it that the Victorian people like?
They like the fact that the Victorian government, the
Andrews Labor government, is getting on and doing
what it said it would. The contrast with the Abbott
federal government could not be starker. The Abbott
government made its promises and then walked away
from its commitments; it walked away from the
propositions it put forward before the election as soon
as it got into power.
Victorians see that here is a policy commitment by the
Victorian government that will create jobs, drive
economic activity, increase productivity and improve
safety. It will allow members of families to get home
from work in a better way to have time with their loved
ones.
The Labor government fixing up things is a historical
issue. Back in the susso days, there were major national
projects. In New South Wales they took out the railway
crossings, and in Victoria we built the Great Ocean
Road. They were two major projects. Given the
congestion that has come with population growth, this
is the time for the Labor government to act. Labor
governments are always the builders. They come in, set
up the state and get things done. That is what is going
on here. All the big foundational building blocks are
being delivered by Labor.
The opposition is about working out how it can
frustrate or stymie it. Opposition members are saying,
‘Let’s come up with some shifty mechanism’. That is
where opposition members stand now: members of the
Liberal Party are in policy crisis and members of The
Nationals have an identity crisis. I say good luck with
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the back-to-the-future strategy. The Nationals are
fighting with the Victorian Farmers Federation. They
say they have taken the 30 pieces of silver. That will go
down really well with country people!
Here is a government policy that will create jobs and be
good for everybody throughout the state. That is a
ripple effect of the policy that is being put forward. We
even had a claim from the member for Narracan that
Labor is antiprogress. The reality is that that is
antediluvian. The matter of public importance defines
starkly which party wants to get on with economic
activity, growth, jobs and safety. The policy is clear and
it is there and the people have made their decision and
voted on it.

INFRASTRUCTURE VICTORIA BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — As I said, with Labor
the devil is always in the detail. I note that infrastructure
is not defined in the Infrastructure Victoria Bill.
Members would expect that given that the bill is about
something as important as the body planning and
providing advice on infrastructure, the word
infrastructure would be defined. When we look at
Labor’s history and see that Labor members thought
that major projects included things such as the
renovation of the parliamentary kitchens, we know that
we cannot trust them when they do not know and
understand what things mean — and they do not define
them.
The opposition has considerable concerns about this
bill. I note that government members in this house are
arcing up and carrying on about having some scrutiny
in relation to this piece of legislation although Labor
members in the other house have agreed to it. We have
Arthur and Martha, or one hand not knowing what the
other hand is doing. One of the concerns about this
legislation is that three department secretaries will be
board members of Infrastructure Victoria on an ex
officio basis. The jobs of the heads of departments are
to implement government policy. Prior to and since the
election Labor members have said that the board of
Infrastructure Victoria will be independent.
Hardworking department secretaries, whose boss they
report to is the minister and whose job is to implement
government policy, are hardly going to make
recommendations that might be contrary to the policy
of the government minister to whom they report — or
at least it will be very difficult and uncomfortable for
them to do so.
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On the subject of east–west link, the concern is about
what would happen if the board said that the east–west
link is needed. Is that likely to happen. Recently
Infrastructure Australia handed down an audit report
that identified the eastern area that east–west link would
service as the greatest draw on economic productivity
in the state of Victoria.
Mr Staikos interjected.
Ms RYALL — I suggest that the member for
Bentleigh read the Infrastructure Australia audit report.
He might gain some understanding of the importance of
economic productivity for the state of Victoria. He is
too busy using government resources for his own
political purpose. Let’s get real.
It is clear that there are no specific experience
requirements for the remaining members of the board.
People would expect that in setting up the board of
Infrastructure Victoria there would be requirements for
the people involved to have international business
experience and project management experience, but
there are not those requirements for board members. I
note that the recommendations for appointment of the
remainder of board members will come from the
minister to the Governor in Council.
As with all things, it is not about what Labor Party
members say but about what they do. When they say
that something will be independent, you have to look at
what they actually do. They have not built safeguards
into the bill to make sure that independence is there.
What if the independent board suggested that the
Melbourne rail link together with the airport rail link,
not Metro, was the best option? It is one thing to take
the proposal to establish Infrastructure Victoria to the
election but it is another to put out a whole lot of
commitments to infrastructure projects that are not
going through the process of determining whether they
are in fact the right projects, whether they are the right
way to do things or whether that is the correct order in
which to do them.
I noticed that in her contribution to the debate on the
matter of public importance the Minister for Public
Transport criticised the Leader of the Opposition for
stating that he would take infrastructure proposals to
Infrastructure Victoria. On the one hand Labor wants to
set up Infrastructure Victoria and on the other hand its
members criticise the Leader of the Opposition for
wanting to take infrastructure proposals to that body.
Government members cannot have it both ways.
Unfortunately we have a government whose members
cannot be trusted. They will say anything to get elected,
and then they change their focus and ideas afterwards.
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Another concern is about the confidential advice that
can be given to the minister. Confidential
decision-making can be undertaken by the board and
decisions can be provided to the minister without
anybody else knowing about them — that is, without
them being published. One of the big concerns here is:
what is there to say that Labor would not be able to use
Infrastructure Victoria as its parliamentary budget
office for secret information and advice on developing
policies that government members might take to the
election? Nobody else could see it or have access to it.
What would there be to stop that happening? What
would stop that advice not being available, and why
would it not be available to others? When Victorians
want transparency, we have members of a Labor
government saying, ‘No, no’ because of confidentiality.
They are hiding under the cloak of confidentiality. They
have said one thing before the election and are doing
another after it. If that is not hypocritical, I do not know
what is.
It is interesting to note that when many members on the
other side of the chamber have talked, or tried to talk,
about this bill, they have either avoided the bill
completely or have avoided the fact that they have not
built transparency into this process.
I will now speak on the short memories of those
opposite. Look at the waste of the desalination plant:
$1.8 million a day. I note the member for Essendon
made reference to the fact there were no public funds
involved in relation to desalination. I draw his attention
to an article published in the Age of 6 November 2014,
in which the charges of $254.34 million in operational
water service revenue during the 2014 financial year
are discussed. Operational water service revenue was
built into the desalination contract. If they are not public
funds, I do not know what are. Year in, year out, we are
paying these fees not to take a drop of water — just for
simply having the thing exist. That is on top of the
massive increases to water bills that those opposite have
caused. Myki has seen a $50 million blowout seven
years later. The pokies auction — —
Mr Staikos — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member for Ringwood is straying well beyond the
scope of the bill and should be brought back to the bill.
Decisions made two governments ago have nothing to
do with Infrastructure Victoria.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Kilkenny) —
Order! I draw the member back to the bill.
Ms RYALL — What I am doing is responding to
the contributions those opposite have made at times.
When we add up the billions and billions of dollars
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wasted, and we look at those who want to now take the
high moral ground and say they are the font of all
knowledge, due diligence and good practice, we know
they cannot be trusted.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I rise to contribute to
the debate on the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. I
heard the member for Ringwood talking about secrecy,
unaccountability and all of those things. I think that is
what we experienced under the previous government
for four years.
Mr Carroll — It is good it was only four years!
Ms COUZENS — Yes, that is right. The Andrews
government is delivering on its election commitment,
and I am really proud to stand here and speak on this
bill. The bill is about creating infrastructure in Victoria.
It is important that Victoria has long-term infrastructure
priorities, regardless of who is in government. Regional
Victoria is growing — we know that — and we need to
meet this demand. The people of Geelong will welcome
this infrastructure, because of the huge growth that we
are experiencing, not just in Geelong but in the
surrounding areas as well.
We have people moving into the area. We have projects
like the Geelong Performing Arts Centre and Geelong
Football Club’s Simonds Stadium. These are big
infrastructure projects that we made commitments to
during the last election. However, a lot more is
required. If we are going to have another
100 000 people living in Geelong by 2030, we need to
have these big infrastructure projects. Infrastructure
Victoria will provide the opportunity for communities
like Geelong, as well as other regional and rural
communities, to look at what infrastructure projects
they need. That will be done in a fair and equitable
way.
The core functions will be the strategic planning that
will require a 30-year strategy. The 30-year strategy is a
fantastic thing for Victoria. What we have seen in the
past are ad hoc political decisions that have not
necessarily benefited the people of Victoria. We need to
focus on making sure that whatever infrastructure
projects are committed to they are things that are
actually needed in Victoria. They will create jobs for
our local communities, as we have heard today. There
are lots of opportunities that will arise from this bill.
In addition, Infrastructure Victoria will conduct and
publish research and information, and it will support
departments and agencies in the development of
structural infrastructure plans. Infrastructure Victoria
will grow our economy and create jobs. Regional cities
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such as Geelong need this. As I have said, we have two
major infrastructure projects that have been committed
to this year — the Geelong Performing Arts Centre and
Simonds Stadium. They will create a couple of hundred
jobs in construction and ongoing jobs once they are
open. The Simonds Stadium upgrade includes a
state-of-the-art rehabilitation centre. This is a good
thing for Geelong, and we want to be able to see those
sorts of commitments in the future. All of this leads to
jobs, and for Geelong jobs are important, as we have
heard in this place many times.
The long-term planning is a positive initiative. We need
to stop sticking bandaids on things. We need to start
looking at constructive approaches, and having none of
these ad hoc politically based announcements like the
previous government’s east–west link project, which
was bad for Victoria. We have a great opportunity to
create vision for our infrastructure needs of the future.
As I have said, Geelong’s growth forecasts suggest we
are going to be growing by about 38 per cent over the
next 20 years. I think it is important for communities
like Geelong to have this commitment to infrastructure
in Victoria. I have also heard many times from
constituents and businesses about the need for
long-term vision, and Infrastructure Victoria will
provide just that. The long-term vision is about
identifying what infrastructure requirements we have in
our communities. I am sure that every member,
particularly on this side of the house, will be looking at
what the long-term needs are for their own
communities.
Infrastructure Victoria will put evidence and
transparency front and centre of the infrastructure
debate. It will consult widely and consider the needs of
the whole state, not just metropolitan Melbourne, which
is, as I have said, important to regional and rural
Victoria. It will prioritise the projects that deliver results
and drive new jobs. Most importantly, it will help
governments plan our future and make better decisions.
Infrastructure Victoria will have the power to look at
the whole range of infrastructure needs, like roads,
schools, hospitals, water and community and cultural
facilities, and this is a real positive for regional cities
like Geelong. As I have said, we are growing region.
We have 50 000 people moving into the Armstrong
Creek area alone, and then we have a number of other
major housing developments in different pockets of the
Geelong electorate.
We need to have that infrastructure. Where will that
come from if we do not have a commitment? We need
to cover not just four or eight years. This is a 30-year
plan that will look at our development and what we
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need to happen in infrastructure over that period. We
can identify our schools, roads, hospitals, water and
community and cultural facilities over that period based
on our population growth. Where the growth is quite
excessive, which is happening in Geelong, we can start
to target what infrastructure projects we need. Clearly
we need a hospital, and the Labor government has
committed to a community hospital in the seat of Lara.
I am sure the member for Lara is very happy about that.
That is about being forward thinking and looking at
where the infrastructure is going to be required. There
will be further consideration of having another hospital
in Geelong. The Epworth private hospital will be
opening, but we need to see more happening in terms of
our public hospital facilities.
We also need to look at our ageing infrastructure in
Geelong, such as the pipe works and the facilities
around our schools and hospitals. All of those things
have been identified in Geelong by G21, which has
outlined where those requirements are.
An honourable member — It does good work.
Ms COUZENS — Yes, G21 does do a lot of good
work, and I am sure it will be actively working with the
Andrews Labor government to ensure that we are
addressing the infrastructure needs that it and the local
community can see as major considerations for the
future.
Infrastructure Victoria will also be required to look at
the economic, social and environmental impacts of
every project it considers and in every function it
undertakes. Again, that is important for our regional
and rural communities. Infrastructure Victoria will give
the community and the private sector greater certainty
about our infrastructure needs and the Andrews Labor
government’s strong plan to meet them. We have a
very strong commitment and a 30-year infrastructure
plan. We have committed $40 million over four years
to establish the fund and $10 million over four years to
establish Projects Victoria.
We have heard lots of criticism from the other side
about our Infrastructure Victoria Bill, but it is ad hoc
projects like the east–west link that concern our
community. That is why the Andrews Labor
government was elected last year. The previous
government was concerned to sign Victorians up to a
dud east–west link project, a project that no Victorian
ever voted for and which even Infrastructure Australia
said was not a priority. We need to shift away from
those political announcements. We know that during
the election period those on the other side were keen to
make all sorts of promises. They made lots of promises
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but actually did nothing in the four years they were in
power.
The east–west link project would have cost
$10.7 billion and lost 55 cents for every wasted dollar
of investment. The east–west link was a disaster from
start to finish, and it took the election of a Labor
government to stop it going ahead. It was such a
financial disaster that the Liberals were secretly
planning to toll every freeway in Melbourne just to
cover their $2.1 billion black hole. It would actually
have made traffic worse and increased congestion on
the Eastern Freeway, Tullamarine Freeway and Hoddle
Street. The only reason Victorians know the truth about
this project is because the Andrews Labor government
fulfilled its election commitment. It is very clear that
from now on with Infrastructure Victoria we are going
to be able to have — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Kilkenny) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a contribution to the debate on the
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. The bill before us is
yet another smokescreen, another Labor con job. It is
another opportunity for a talkfest, another committee,
another chance to create a bureaucracy and another
nightmare for Victoria.
First of all, let us look back at Labor’s track record on
infrastructure. It overspent on the desalination plant,
which is yet to be used. The north–south pipeline was
another Labor lie. What a backflip it did on that project.
Labor members said, ‘We will never take water from
the north and take it to Melbourne’. It was another
Labor lie. In relation to the east–west link contract
Labor members said, ‘Not worth the paper it’s written
on. No compensation will be paid, not $1’. But then a
$640 million cheque was written out. As to the proposal
for a lease arrangement for the port of Melbourne, it is
just Labor’s track record on infrastructure we are
talking about, and we are looking into the future here.
Will the second container port be at Bay West for jobs,
jobs, jobs? Will it be at Hastings, which is a natural
deepwater port? Will there be no compensation for a
second container port? Are you starting to see the
common thread with Labor people and infrastructure?
There are two words that should never go together,
‘Labor’ and ‘infrastructure’, because you know it will
end in tears. It always has done and always will do.
Let us look at the Melbourne Market. That is a prime
example where there was a greenfield site, an open
cheque book and a prime location — and Labor has
botched the project right from the beginning. Now it is
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trying to recover. It is getting it back on track now, but
it is a project that is over budget and over time and will
not meet the needs of the people who use the market. I
have seen the Footscray market and how it operates
very successfully, the logistics there and the volumes of
pallets that are moved around; and I have been to the
new Epping market that is an accident waiting to
happen with B-doubles, forklifts, grade changes and
pedestrians all rolled in together. Victoria can ill afford
the Melbourne Market to become another Labor
disaster. That is another reason to never trust Labor
with infrastructure.
Let us look at what Labor said before the election and
what it did after the election. It said, ‘We will build the
infrastructure for Victoria’. Then when the budget came
out after the election it had cut the budget by
$6.4 billion — that is, by nearly 26 per cent. That is a
cut. Before the election Labor said, ‘We’ll invest in
regional Victoria’. Invest it did — a measly 2.9 per cent
in regional Victoria. That is the total investment in the
budget, including for Ballarat, Geelong and Bendigo.
The 25 per cent of people who live in regional Victoria
are beginning to feel ripped off by the Andrews Labor
government. Before the election it said there would be
no compensation paid for the east-west link, and we all
know a $640 million cheque was written out.
I note that in his contribution on the infrastructure bill
last night the member for Oakleigh talked about oak
tree projects:
… the people who plant the trees are not necessarily the
people who will sit under and in the shade of the oak trees.

It was a wonderful contribution! I think the oak tree is
really code for millstone. Was myki an oak tree
project? Maybe the desalination plant is an oak tree
project, because the one benefit of the desalination plant
is that we can all sit near it and get shade; we certainly
do not use the water. Will the Melbourne Market
become the next oak tree project, the next millstone?
One thing we know is that Labor is a national park for
white elephants.
Let me recap what Labor set out to do in the relocation
of the current Melbourne Market in Footscray to the
greenfield site in Epping. Labor did not consult the
industry. It said it would cost $300 million back in 2004
when it was announced and that it would be delivered
in 2010. What did we get? We got substandard
premises, grade changes, a logistics nightmare at a cost
of $600 million to the Victorian community. Here we
are in 2015 and the market is still not open.
We are talking about infrastructure in the Infrastructure
Victoria Bill, so let us look at the port of Melbourne. If
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you look across the horizon you can see that mirage,
that white elephant, starting to poke its head up as well.
The lease of the port of Melbourne is set to generate
$7 billion. That income has been generated from the
sheep’s back, and from the thousands and thousands of
acres of cereal crops. It has been generated by the dairy
farmers of this great state, people who work seven days
a week, starting before the sun rises and finishing well
after the sun sets. The lease is set to generate $7 billion,
and how does the government reward the people living
in regional Victoria? It flicks them a few scraps. It gives
them 3 per cent of the proceeds to see if that will shut
them up. I can tell the government that it will not.
Amazingly enough, the day after the government made
this commitment to give $200 million — a mere
pittance — to regional Victoria the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety said he could use the funds for road
projects between Melbourne and Geelong. That is
clearly an example of giving money to the farmers on
Sunday and then deciding to give it back to Melbourne
on Monday. The government is trying to bribe regional
Victorians with a $200 million cheque, but it is not
going to work. Labor has betrayed regional Victoria in
the past and it continues to do so. We are awake to it.
In question time today the Treasurer had the gall, the
gumption and the nerve to utter the famous words of
the now Premier when in opposition he said to the
Victorian people, ‘No compensation will be paid on the
east–west link. Not one dollar’. Today the Treasurer
used the same words: ‘If a second container port is
commissioned, there will be no compensation’. Only
time will tell, but we have been caught out by that old
trick once before. Sorry, but Victorians are nervous and
do not trust the Treasurer. Do we need infrastructure?
Of course we do, but we do not need another disaster,
another white elephant. Regional Victorians cannot be
bought for $200 million. A dud deal for farmers is still
a dud deal regardless of any sweetener the government
tries to produce. Labor cannot be trusted when it comes
to building infrastructure.
Let us look at the board make-up of Infrastructure
Victoria. The bill provides for seven board members, of
which three are departmental secretaries. I have all the
time in the world for departmental secretaries, but they
are paid to implement government policy so I think I
know which way they are going to vote. The proposed
chair will be firmly in the Premier’s pocket. Finally
there will be three other token stakeholders — probably
coalition supporters — who will be able to declare a
conflict of interest and probably will not be able to vote
at all. It is fair to say that if the Infrastructure Victoria
Bill gets up, the board will be created as just another
Labor puppet. Regional Victorians will not stand for
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this. We want our fair share because we made the port
what it is today. We have earnt more than the 3 per
cent, the scraps off the table, we are being offered.
Last time Labor was in government it responded to the
Eddington report with a $38 billion plan, and that
turned out to be a talkfest. Infrastructure Victoria will
turn out to be the same old thing: another Labor
wishing well, something it can talk about to either
deliver dud projects or not deliver them at all. I cannot
believe the members for Bendigo East and Bendigo
West sold out their communities. They represent
regional Victorians, but they have obviously been
ignored in this whole process.
In conclusion, we cannot sell our farmers down the
river and out through the mouth of the port for a few
dollars. Dairy farmers in Cobram, grain growers in
Burramine and livestock producers in Oxley, Milawa
and Myrtleford will all pay a lot more to use the port if
this dud deal goes through. We cannot afford to sell
them short for a quick buck. Twenty-five percent of
Victorians live in regional Victoria, and what did they
get in the budget? In the 2015–16 budget less than 3 per
cent was spent on infrastructure, and now the
government is saying that about 3 per cent of the
proceeds of the lease of the port of Melbourne will go
to regional Victoria. There is a common thread there:
we are not getting our fair share. As we know, the
country roads and bridges funding in regional Victoria
has gone; there has been a 10 per cent cut to our roads
budget. Clearly Labor does not care about regional
Victoria. The coalition does not oppose the
Infrastructure Victoria Bill, but the authority will be
another talkfest and Labor will use it as a puppet. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I am pleased to speak on the Infrastructure
Victoria Bill 2015. I want to take members back to the
mid-90s when Victorians left the state because of the
administration of the then Kennett government. We all
recall schools closing down and being sold off and
anything that was not bolted down being sold for
privatisation, the deterioration of workers’ rights and
conditions, and all of the associated misery there was in
the seven dark, long years of the Kennett government
during which skilled people left Victoria. Then we had
11 years of the wonderful Bracks and Brumby Labor
governments, which meant a lot of the people who had
departed Victoria came back. Luckily, since then we
have had only a one-term Liberal-Nationals
government because over those four years the upward
trend was changing.
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People want to live in a state where there is good
education, where there is a good health system and
where jobs are available. Under Labor’s administration,
during the global financial crisis Victoria was the
engine room of jobs in the nation. We are not a mining
state, but we had the policy settings which made
Victoria an attractive place not only to live, work and
play, but also to invest.
Let us not forget the terrible words uttered under the
Kennett government that regional Victoria was the
toenails of Victoria. That was said by the then Premier.
Mr Nardella — Of the state.
Mr EREN — Of the state. Who would want to live
here under those circumstances? Members opposite
have a lot to answer for. They have had administrations
which led people to leave this wonderful state. They are
coming back because Labor has the proper policy
settings in place. Leading up to the election a number of
policy settings were announced, and the establishment
of Infrastructure Victoria was one of them. We like to
honour our commitments and promises, and that is
exactly what this bill does.
Mr Nardella — Not like to do — we do.
Mr EREN — Absolutely — we do. We are not
going to renege on these promises. I know it must be
very tempting for members on the other side. When
they were in government they did a number of
backflips on announced policies, but we are not going
to do that, and this bill provides for one of those
policies.
When you think about the long-term viability of the
state, it cannot be just political. Some decisions are
made purely on the basis of politics, just to get through
an election. Avalon Airport is a case in point. The
previous government came up with a flip-flip policy. It
said, ‘We will save it for the next 12 months. We will
just get over the election cycle, and we’ll have another
look at it if we get back in’. That is not the way to
work. We need some certainty. We need to make sure
that businesses feel comfortable operating out of
Victoria and that people feel comfortable living here.
That is why it is important to have an organisation that
will address the short, medium and long-term needs of
Victorians going forward. This should not be based on
political cycles.
One of the great decisions made by Labor back in the
day was to make the Geelong Ring Road a reality. It
had been in the Melway as a proposed freeway for
decades, with every government during that time
saying, ‘We’ll get around to it eventually’. It was a
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Labor government that saw fit to make the crucial
investment in that 26-kilometre road, which is now a
gateway to the west coast. In relation to my portfolio of
tourism, we know that critical infrastructure, such as the
Great Ocean Road, brings dollars to our state. We on
this side of the house are very proud of some of the
policy decisions we have made, and this is another
policy decision that will be crucial to our state thriving
and flourishing going forward and indeed being the best
place to live, work and raise a family.
Victoria is growing at a faster rate than any other state
in the nation. There is a reason for that. We will
potentially exceed the population of New South Wales.
Sydney is bursting at the seams, but unfortunately the
New South Wales government has made some bad
decisions in relation to its infrastructure. Sydney is
gridlocked on occasion. It has problems not only in
relation to the CBD but also generally. The New South
Wales government does not have a handle on its
infrastructure. People are moving away from those sorts
of problems and wanting to live here. We estimate that
by the mid-2030s our population will be about
7 million. We need policies to accommodate growth.
We know what a wonderful place Victoria is in which
to work and live, and this legislation will ultimately
help to sustain our quality of life through that growth.
I want to refer to a terrible decision that was made by
the previous government — the east–west link. It was a
project the coalition just could not get out of. It
committed itself, but it was not quite sure about it. The
project did not stack up; even the federal government
admitted that. When you are going to lose 55 cents in
the dollar on an investment, you know you are on the
wrong track. It would have meant being locked into
paying $10.7 billion going forward for a 5-kilometre
tunnel that would get people nowhere. Labor took it to
the election. The previous government wanted to make
a political issue of it, which it did, and it lost. Similarly,
in discussions about the port we have always
maintained that Hastings is probably not the appropriate
place to build our second container port and that Bay
West would be a better option. We have maintained
that Infrastructure Victoria would have the ultimate say
in relation to where that very important port should go.
Regional Victoria is going to accommodate most of the
population growth I have talked about. As Melbourne
gets bigger, people will want to move to regional
Victoria, and we would encourage them to do so. The
regions will need support to accommodate that growth.
If the previous government had been elected for a
second term, large amounts of money would have been
invested in dud infrastructure projects such as the
east–west link. It would have deprived regional areas of
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crucial funds for many years. My colleague the member
for Geelong mentioned that the growth rate in her
electorate is huge. Wyndham is the fastest growing area
in the nation, with 83 babies born there each week.
Between the Geelong area and Werribee alone there
will be an extra 500 000 people in the next 10 years.
Lots of work needs to be done, and this is the
organisation that will do it. This will be the think tank
that will provide ideas to meet the needs not only of
Melbourne but all of Victoria. It will comprise seven
members in total: three departmental secretaries to
ensure coordination with government and four
members appointed by the Governor in Council to
ensure independence and to bring in external expertise.
It will have a 30-year infrastructure strategy that will be
released to the public for consultation. It will be the
only Australian infrastructure advisory body that
requires this. We want to be open and transparent
throughout this process. There will be no more
backroom deals; governments cannot risk doing deals
like that. This legislation will ensure that we can
accommodate the wonderful population growth we are
experiencing. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — I rise to speak on the
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. Obviously we are not
opposing this piece of legislation. Any piece of
legislation, and indeed any government policy, that
seeks to take the politics out of the provision of
important, city-improving infrastructure is something
we welcome. But the obvious point to make from the
outset is that the last time Labor received so-called
independent infrastructure advice — from Sir Rod
Eddington — it did not follow it.
Sir Rod Eddington said in the introductory section of
his 2008 review:
I want to make clear that I do not support — and I have not
adopted — a ‘road versus rail’ approach to transport planning.
I do not consider this to be a helpful or realistic distinction.
Instead, I have examined which modes of transport best fit the
journeys that are important to Melburnians: for example, rail
services are clearly effective at getting large numbers of
people to and from workplaces in the central city, but are
much less effective at meeting other travel needs. Instead of
favouring one mode over another, I have looked for the right
combination of modes that offer the best options for meeting
Melbourne’s east–west transport needs over the next 30 years.
For these reasons, I have focused strongly on increasing
access to the central city by public transport.
I have made two major infrastructure recommendations:
A new 17-kilometre rail tunnel linking Melbourne’s
fast-growing western and south-eastern suburbs — a
generational ‘step-up’ in the city’s rail capacity and
Melbourne’s first ‘metro’ style passenger line.
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A new 18-kilometre cross-city road corridor that
provides a much-needed alternative to the West Gate
Bridge, while also delivering substantial economic,
transport and amenity benefits to Melbourne.

Sir Rod Eddington was of course the first infrastructure
expert to advise on the construction of the east–west
link. Sir Rod essentially created a bipartisan response to
Melbourne’s growing population, car congestion and
public transport issues. That is quite simple. Both major
parties support increasing capacity in the city loop — in
and around the central city — by rail. Both supported
the need for a second river crossing and connectivity
between the Eastern Freeway, the Tullamarine Freeway
and the airport until Labor last year flip-flopped all over
the place on the east–west link and subsequently tore up
the contract.
I accept that Labor has quite reasonable intentions with
this Infrastructure Victoria organisation, but quite
frankly the actions of Labor members this year in
tearing up the east–west link contract were so
extraordinarily negligent and so politicised that you
cannot honestly take these people seriously when they
say, ‘We now want to depoliticise the provision of
infrastructure here in Victoria’.
I was recently in New Zealand, where I met Prime
Minister John Key, who is doing an outstanding job for
the people of New Zealand. The National Party
government has been elected three times now and is
hopefully going to get a fourth term. The east–west link
and the issue of sovereign risk were raised with us in
New Zealand. Sovereign risk in Australia in relation to
the provision of infrastructure such as the east–west
link was, extraordinarily, raised with us in New
Zealand.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — It was actually pretty
embarrassing, Don. It was really embarrassing, mate, to
be asked about this. The member — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
will speak through the Chair and will use appropriate
titles.
Mr T. SMITH — Apologies, Speaker. It was pretty
embarrassing to have our cousins across the ditch
questioning sovereign risk here in the state of Victoria
because the turkeys opposite tore up a legally binding
contract.
Mr Wynne — Are you trying to justify your trip?
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Mr T. SMITH — It was absolutely justified. I met
the Prime Minister. I met the Treasurer. It was a good
trip.
Mr Wynne — Who paid for it?
Mr T. SMITH — We all did.
I understand the intention behind what Labor is trying
to do with the Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015, but you
cannot tell me that infrastructure will not be politicised
going forward. By its very nature it is political. You are
dealing with the wants and needs of a multitude of
different constituencies and interests, and you cannot
say that just because there will be a new body that is
providing so-called expert advice infrastructure will not
be politicised.
We have this bizarre situation at the moment where we
have a West Gate distributor and a western distributor.
Which project is which I do not really know because I
think the government does not actually know which
one it is going to proceed with. I would love to know
which project it intends to proceed with and so would
the people of Victoria, because we do need a second
river crossing. We absolutely need a second river
crossing. Infrastructure Australia says that, and both
sides of politics in Victoria say that. Unfortunately,
however, Labor is all over the place when it comes to
particularly the negotiations with Transurban and
indeed the provision of the West Gate distributor
project itself.
Half the problem is that I do not really trust Labor
ministers when they talk about maximising asset values
or building infrastructure because none of them has
ever worked in the private sector. None of them has
ever actually had to manage a balance sheet.
Mr Nardella — Wrong.
Mr T. SMITH — You have not. None of you has
ever had to manage a balance sheet.
The SPEAKER — Order! Again I ask the member
for Kew to speak through the Chair.
Mr T. SMITH — We have these ministers on
L-plates trying to work out these major city-changing
infrastructure projects for Melbourne and the rest of
Victoria, but I do not have any faith that they have any
idea what they are talking about.
Mr Wynne — You are talking about L-plates?
Mr T. SMITH — I am, Minister. I am indeed
talking about L-plates.
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Mr Wynne — How long have you been here now?
Mr T. SMITH — Six months, but I am not a
minister. The Minister for Public Transport has never
worked a day of her life in the private sector — not one.
We are expected to believe the party that bungled myki
can successfully put a tunnel under the Yarra. I do not
trust you to put a tunnel anywhere, quite frankly, let
alone under the Yarra. Consider the disasters of the
desalination plant and myki and the tearing up of the
east–west link contracts, and you expect us to believe
that you can build this metro rail tunnel. It is not
funded — —
The SPEAKER — Order! For the fourth time I
warn the member to speak through the Chair.
Mr T. SMITH — I just have no confidence
whatsoever that the Labor Party can successfully
manage this metro rail tunnel project, which we all
agree is very important for Victoria’s future and
Melbourne’s future.
Mr Wynne — Come on, mate, put your heart into
it!
Mr T. SMITH — I am getting there. We are
working up to it. Thank you, Minister.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Planning will desist and stop helping the member for
Kew!
Mr Wynne — I am encouraging him and providing
him counsel.
Mr T. SMITH — I thank the minister. The other
important issue that has been raised today is that of the
port. Given that the Labor Party is so keen now on
objective infrastructure advice coming from
Infrastructure Victoria, I do not understand why Labor
would not allow an upper house inquiry that is to
provide objective advice to government on how best to
sell the port of Melbourne. Why Labor members want
to have a shorter time for that investigation than for the
investigation into Adem Somyurek, a member for
South Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other place
and the former Minister for Small Business, Innovation
and Trade — or than for lunch, for that matter — is
beyond me. What those opposite want is to have an
investigation into Adem Somyurek that is longer than
one they will have into the sale of a port that could net
the state billions. I think frankly that is bizarre.
We support an upper house inquiry into the port
because we feel that Labor cannot manage these sorts
of large-scale asset sales and infrastructure projects. We
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would like to have the Parliament investigate this to
ensure that the return for the state is maximised as
much as possible. Labor has serious form when it
comes to wasting public money in Victoria. I return to
the $1.4 billion blowout on myki and the $1.8 million a
day that the desalination plant will cost us for the next
27 years. Government members want us to believe they
can successfully sell a port and have a lease situation
for 70 years; they expect us to trust them on that. I do
not trust the Labor Party when it comes to infrastructure
or large-scale asset sales because none of the
government members has worked in the private sector
and none of them has a clue. I will conclude on that.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I support the
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015, and I want to address
a number of issues raised against the bill by Liberal
members and their junior partners. Let us talk about the
Geoff Shaw government and infrastructure. Let us talk
about why the first iteration of the Geoff Shaw
government under Premier Baillieu and the second
under Premier Napthine did not establish an
independent office like Infrastructure Victoria to give it
advice and priorities for building infrastructure for
Victorians. Members of that government did not want
to build any infrastructure. They did not do anything or
open any infrastructure in Victoria that was not planned
or funded by the previous Labor government. The only
ribbons those members cut were Labor government
ribbons. They did not want a situation where they had
an organisation like Infrastructure Victoria that
independently went through projects and priorities for
Victorians.
Let us give the previous Geoff Shaw government the
benefit of the doubt, though, in terms of the
infrastructure it built.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NARDELLA — That is right — there was
nothing! Let us go through it again — the infrastructure
that the Geoff Shaw government built.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NARDELLA — There was nothing. There was
absolutely nothing. That government did not build a
thing. Hang on; remember the slogan of that
government? ‘Build the future’.
Mr Pearson — And ‘Fixing the problems’.
Mr NARDELLA — Yes, there was ‘Fixing the
problems’ and ‘Building the problems’. Building the
problems? It could have been ‘Building the problems’,
but it was ‘Fixing the problems’!
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Time and again Mr Baillieu talked about building the
future. Let us list these promises. The former
government planned to build a rail line — this is a good
one! — to Avalon Airport. Can we use it? No, because
that government did not build it. The former
government planned to build the Doncaster rail line.
Can we use the Doncaster rail line today? No, because
it did not build it. The former government planned to
build the Rowville rail line — remember the Rowville
rail line? Can we use it? No, because it did not build it.
The former government planned to build the
Tullamarine airport rail link — remember that promise
that Mr Baillieu made? Can we go to the airport by
train? No, because that government did not build it.
Now I turn to the junior partners. These are the people
who cannot work out who they are. Whether they were
the VicNats, The Nationals, the Country Nationals or
the Country Party — they did not know which they
were — they made promises about infrastructure. They
were going to put gas into communities. We did 37 in
seven years — 37 gas extensions to country towns in
seven years. Did The Nationals do any? They did three.
It was easy pickings, but they only did three in the four
years they were in government. They promised to build
them in other towns, but they did not do it. The list goes
on.
Remember the solid promise — the core promise? The
former government promised to provide the
infrastructure around 800 new hospital beds.
Remember David Davis, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the Council? He was a great
shadow Minister for Health. He was very good at doing
the numbers, but when it came to policy and putting
together programs, he was not that good. The former
government had to put in place 200 hospital beds a year
over four years to get its 800 beds. We did an audit;
how many beds did the former government get together
out of that 800? It provided 22 additional hospital
beds — just over five a year for four years. It would
have taken the former government 36 years to put in
place the 800 beds it promised in 2010. That is how
incompetent that mob really was.
Former government members promised to fix railway
crossings. The Australian Level Crossing Assessment
Model produced a list of the top 200 rail crossings —
the most dangerous rail crossings that need to be fixed.
They promised to fix them. Out of that top 200, which
railway crossing did they pick? Was it no. 1, no. 2 or
no. 3? They went for no. 222, which was not even in
the priority list. They fixed up a railway crossing at
Polwarth, in the country, in the electorate of the
Minister for Public Transport so that he could safely
drive his horses to the racetrack. That is how important
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safety and railway crossings were to members of the
former government. Then they promised a second one,
which was in Brighton. They wanted to look after their
deputy leader. They planned to put in place a grade
separation at New Street, Brighton. Let me tell
honourable members what a grade separation is: it
means you build a bridge or you build a tunnel so that
cars and trains do not mix. They dudded their own
deputy leader. There is a boom gate at that crossing
now! They could not even get that right for their deputy
leader. They say they do not trust us on infrastructure,
but they cannot even meet their own promises.
In relation to the bill, my honourable friends talked
about openness and accountability. We heard this from
the same people who gave us the FOI officer Don
Coulson and then protected him. They talked about
openness and accountability. Don Coulson, the USB
porn king who distributed porn to ministers, was so
busy doing that that he could not even process any FOI
requests. Members of the opposition have criticised this
bill, but they had a protection racket for Don Coulson in
the Premier’s office, of all places!
Some of my honourable friends went back to the good
old days in their contributions to the debate. They have
memories of the good old days, back with the Kennett
government, when members of that government were
the infrastructure kings. An opposition member talked
about the Bolte Bridge, which is so low that you cannot
get cruise ships under it. The Liberal Party planners and
governments in the 1950s, 1960s and 1970s built the
West Gate Bridge high enough so that cruise ships
could come in. Members of the Kennett government —
those absolute fools — built the Bolte Bridge too low.
Imagine if cruise ships could come straight into the
middle of Melbourne and then off-load. But they
cannot do that. Those were the good old days!
Then you had the West Gate Bridge, the non-Montague
Street and the Bolte Bridge. The Montague Street
intersection was a mess. We told the then government
members it was a mess back in 1993 and 1994. They
did not listen. We had to spend $1.1 billion to fix up
their mess. They come in here and want to talk about
the Eddington report. All they had to do was follow
Eddington: the research, the priorities, the things he
talked about and researched. All they had to do in their
four years was to follow Eddington because he had
prioritised for all Victorians. But these geniuses, these
Enrons, could not even get that right.
When they talked about the east–west link they were
talking about going from the west to the east. That was
the priority. They started the other way around — some
would say the backside around; just put that together —
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in regard to that particular priority. They could not even
get that right, and tragically they squandered funding.
They squandered money that should have been used to
build infrastructure. We need to follow priorities. We
need to make sure that this bill is put in place. We do
not need dirty deals between the Liberals and the
Greens to make sure that it does not get through.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — The member
for Melton, whilst often not relevant to the bill at hand,
is always entertaining. We will always grant him that.
We thought he was speaking on the next bill, which is
the Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2015, but that
is for another day.
I am pleased to make a contribution to the debate on the
Infrastructure Victoria Bill 2015. As is outlined in the
second-reading speech and the statement of
compatibility, the bill establishes Infrastructure Victoria
to provide independent and expert advice about
Victoria’s current and future infrastructure needs and
support improved social, economic and environmental
outcomes for the state. The bill also establishes a new
strategic infrastructure planning process for Victoria. At
the outset that in itself seems a laudable approach. Any
efforts by government to have a system in place that
has infrastructure at the forefront and will ensure that
we have a strategic approach to infrastructure you
would think would be laudable. But I like to think that
we should judge the government — the Labor Party —
not on its words but on its actions, and one only needs
to look at the 11 years that the former Labor
government was in power to see what it did during its
time in power.
While we are talking about major projects let us look at
the major projects that the previous Labor government
was responsible for. There was the north–south
pipeline, which resulted in $750 million being wasted
because it was predicated on the thought that when
Eildon Weir is flooded, Melbourne is in drought. We
had a ridiculous situation under the north–south
pipeline which meant that when the Goulburn River
was in flood the water that was meant to flow down the
north–south pipeline flowed into Sugarloaf Reservoir.
But funnily enough Sugarloaf Reservoir was at capacity
anyway. To operate the pipeline, water would have to
flow down the north–south pipeline into the reservoir,
and that would then overflow into the Yarra and out to
Port Phillip Bay. We spent $750 million of Victorian
taxpayers money on that debacle. That was done by the
former Labor government.
Let us look at the desalination plant, which is going to
cost Victorians upwards of $2 million per day every
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day for at least 27 years. The history of this project —
and I was a candidate at the time — is that the Liberal
Party at the 2006 election proposed the construction of
a small desalination plant to provide a backup water
supply. What did the then Labor Premier say about that
proposal? He said it was a hoax. He said there was no
need for it. In fact the member for Yan Yean said
something like, ‘It is never going to rain again in
Victoria.’.
We had these absurd comments from the government.
Breathtakingly, we then saw the then Premier in the
April after the 2006 election stand up in this house and
announce that he was going to build a desalination
plant, the same desalination plant that he called a hoax
in November of the previous year. He not only said he
would build the desalination plant but he wanted to
build the biggest desalination plant in the southern
hemisphere, a plant that has not been used to this day.
We are wasting $2 million every day over 27 years on
that exercise.
We can look at other projects such as myki and the
Melbourne Wholesale Fruit and Vegetable Market.
These projects were managed by the former
government. I listened with interest to the member for
Melton’s contribution about election commitments. In
my community of Knox — and the member for
Bayswater would be aware of this — there was an
election commitment to build a tramline to Knox City
shopping centre. As residents in the electorate of
Ferntree Gully and in Knox city would be aware, you
cannot catch a tram to Knox City shopping centre
because the tram stops at Vermont South; it does not go
anywhere near Knox City. A commitment was made by
the Labor Party in 1999. Sixteen years later the Knox
community is still waiting for the Labor Party to deliver
on its election commitments.
I will not stand in this house and be lectured by those
opposite about election commitments when they are
more than happy to come out to my community and
make absurd commitments like that. As soon as they
were elected in 1999 they walked away from an
election commitment. They spent 11 years in
government, not willing to address their own election
commitment. Now we have a new Labor government,
and it too is unwilling to match the commitment that it
made when it was last in power.
We are being lectured in this house about the need for
Infrastructure Victoria and how it is about ensuring that
we take the politics out of the way in which we assess
infrastructure. As many in this house have mentioned, it
happened under the leadership of former Premier John
Brumby. I was a member of this house when that
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occurred. The Premier made it very clear that he
wanted to take the politics out of future infrastructure
and that he wanted a long-term vision. He said it was
incumbent upon all Victorians to get behind that vision.
Sir Rod Eddington was engaged by the then Labor
government to conduct a review of the infrastructure
needs of Victoria. As a consequence of the review, he
recommended two major projects in his report, the first
being a 17-kilometre route linking Melbourne’s fastest
growing western and south-eastern suburbs, the
Melbourne Metro tunnel, and the second being an
18-kilometre cross-city road corridor to provide a
much-needed alternative to the West Gate Bridge,
while also delivering substantial economic transport
and amenity benefits to Melbourne. Those were the
recommendations by Sir Rod Eddington to the then
Labor government. The position of the then Labor
government was to endorse the recommendations of
Sir Rod Eddington.
With a change of government, the new coalition
government also endorsed the recommendations of
Sir Rod Eddington. We too agreed that we needed to
have two major pieces of infrastructure in this state, the
first being the creation of an underground rail tunnel
and the second being the creation of a cross-city road
corridor linking the east to the west. These were
consistent with the underlying principles set out by
Sir Rod Eddington in his review. The Victorian
community wanted consistency of messaging with
respect to infrastructure. What do we get from the
current Labor government? It has turned its back on its
own recommendations. Labor members had endorsed
the project and sought the recommendations of Sir Rod
Eddington under the leadership of Premier Brumby.
I come back to my original comment — that is, that a
government needs to be assessed not on its words but
on its actions. If the Labor Party was interested in
ongoing and longstanding infrastructure that was
bipartisan, beyond politics and done by way of a
strategic approach developed by someone independent
of government, it had the perfect opportunity to stand
shoulder to shoulder with the coalition government to
implement the recommendations of Sir Rod Eddington.
In fact we saw Labor members adopt four positions
when it came to the east–west contract. At first they
supported the east–west contract. Then they said they
would not support it unless it started in the west and
went to the east. They then said they did not support the
east–west contract, but if the government were going to
build it, they would honour the contract. Then because
the polling showed that they were going to lose seats to
the Greens, they said they were not going to honour the
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contract. It had nothing to do with infrastructure, it had
nothing to do with long-term planning but it had
everything to do with politics.
This government has clearly demonstrated that, again, it
cannot be trusted with the development of major
projects, and I am greatly concerned at its capacity to
develop a long-term infrastructure strategy for this
state.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! It gives me great
pleasure to welcome Congressman Jim McDermott, a
member of the House of Representatives of the United
States of America. We welcome you.

INFRASTRUCTURE VICTORIA BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SPENCE
(Yuroke).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

CLASSIFICATION (PUBLICATIONS,
FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES)
(ENFORCEMENT) AMENDMENT BILL
2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 June; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise to speak on
the Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2015, and
from the outset I say that the coalition will not be
opposing this bill.
The changes to the Victorian act follow on from
amendments made at the commonwealth level. We
have had an ongoing partnership, if you like, with the
commonwealth for many years. Consequently what it
does at a federal level is what we do in the state. The
commonwealth Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) Act 1995 has been recently
amended, prompting some of these changes. I have to
say that the bill continues a very fine Liberal principle
that in a free society the role of government is to give
people the information they need to allow them to make
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their own informed decisions about the many aspects of
their lives. The bill also further ensures the growth in
this sector is not restricted because of regulation. That is
something that we on this side of the house definitely
support.
Importantly, the changes are based on the 2011
Australian Law Reform Commission review of the
National Classification Scheme, which made many
good recommendations, and certainly some of these are
being enacted here. These changes also enjoy the
support of the sector. I consulted widely on this bill,
and nobody had any objections to what was being
proposed. The bill acknowledges that technology is
changing in this area. Just as we have had cultural
revolutions and the industrial revolution, the technology
revolution is something we need to be mindful of.
Certainly in the film and screen sector it is very
prevalent.
We need to be very mindful of this because the sector is
a great economic driver. It offers great value not just to
the Australian economy but also to the Victorian
economy, not to mention the employment that is
generated and also the enjoyment it gives millions of
Australians. Therefore it is incumbent upon us to ensure
that the technology keeps up with people and their
expectations and that, in turn, the legislation keeps up
with the technology.
Recently I was lucky enough to be shown the future of
filmmaking through advancements in digital
technology. I cannot yet talk about it here because it is
so new and I was sworn to secrecy, but through a
method of beautifully and carefully developed new
lenses and other hardware, I have seen what we will all
be watching in as few as two to three years time. I have
to say that it is mind-blowing at the very least, so again,
as legislators, we must ensure that we keep up to date
with the latest technology.
The Interactive Games and Entertainment Association
noted in an article in March this year that in 2014 there
was a surge in sales of video and computer games in
Australia. Total sales for last year reached nearly
$2.5 billion, which was a 20 per cent increase on the
year before. Interestingly, almost $1.25 billion of these
sales were digital sales, which is just under half. That is
a 39 per cent increase on the year before, so it is
substantial in anyone’s language. The bestselling games
in Australia can sell up to 5 million units each, which is
a big number, so clearly this sector is providing
enjoyment to many Victorians and Australians. There
has also been a jump of some 56 per cent in sales of
mobile apps, many of which are games.
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This leads me to a development happening here in
Australia. I spoke about this not so long ago in
Parliament, but it is good enough that we should talk
about it again. There is a fabulous game development
company in my electorate called Torus Games, and Bill
McIntosh heads that company. It has produced not only
its own games but also games for Warner Bros,
DreamWorks and Leapfrog. This year it worked for
Disney, and earlier this year it was given the accolade
of 2015 Disney game developer of the year. That is a
worldwide accolade. Torus Games is a great Bayswater
company of which we are very proud. Bill and Pam
travelled over to Bologna in Italy for the Bologna
Children’s Book Fair and received the award from
Disney. There are great things being done right in our
own backyard. It is for producers, publishers and game
developers like Torus Games that we need to ensure
that the technology is kept up to date and that the
legislation reflects that technology.
When it comes to television and film, the sector is also
changing very rapidly. More and more content is being
sold digitally, with many programs being sold
exclusively on digital platforms. If you look at what is
happening in the United States, there is Netflix, which
we have here as well, but there are also many streaming
platforms that produce content that is probably now
outweighing what is produced on other media. This
creates a challenge for the classification process
because obviously there are so many more methods of
distribution and there is so much more content that
needs to be produced at a much greater rate.
Business Spectator noted on 17 September last year that
electronic or digital sell-through sales grew by 26 per
cent in 2013, but of that figure digital sales still only
made up $70 million compared to $1.1 billion from
sales of traditional media packages.
PricewaterhouseCoopers has done a really good
prediction of where the industry is heading, and it
thinks the boom in digital sales will probably peak at
around 49 per cent. That is close to where it is, but
PricewaterhouseCoopers thinks that by 2018 that will
actually peg back to probably only about a 12 per cent
growth spurt.
We are still waiting to see what the effects will be on
the industry here in the Australian market of the
introduction of streaming systems like Netflix. We are
watching that with great interest because, as
governments, that will be where we learn to spend our
dollars and incentive programs. No matter which way
you look at it, the industry affected by the bill is worth
billions of dollars to the Australian economy, and
Parliament has a duty to ensure that what we are doing
helps the industry function as smoothly as possible.
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If we look at classification in Australia, there is no
doubt that the work of the Classification Board is
significant. For example, in the 2013–14 year the board
made decisions on 4129 items. Growth was
experienced in the number of decisions required for
computer games, with 458 classifications made in that
particular group. However, the overwhelming area of
classifications is still the film sector, with over
3300 decisions made about films in that financial year.
This includes films that are shown at the cinema — the
sort of thing we might go to on a weeknight or weekend
or take the kids to — as well as those available for sale
and hire in one format or another. But it is worth noting
in the house as part of this debate just how important
the classification process is to the sector.
Our sector is a very seasonal one, with many annual
festivals and competitions on the calendar, and that
calendar is full, especially here in Victoria where we
are such a leader in the field. When locally made films
are looking to get attention and find an audience, it is a
highly competitive market and filmmakers need to be
able to clear their offerings through the classification
system as quickly as possible. Getting picked up by a
mainstream house or producing something for
mainstream release is the difference between a small
local independent film making $10 000 or $12 000 and
it being worth more than $0.5 million.
I do not know whether members of the house have had
a chance to see the beautiful Australian film that came
out last year called Paper Planes, but is one of the most
beautiful films ever to come out of this country. It is a
small blockbuster film that had really good viewing
overseas, but it will still probably fall short of the
$10 million mark in terms of its income. It is really
important that when films apply for classification it is
done appropriately so that these films get through to the
appropriate audience. If the classification is wrong or
untimely, it may well miss a good release or miss the
mark in terms of the audience it is targeting to begin
with. For the chance to have good financial success, it
is really important that films get through the
classification process promptly so that they can be
publicly screened and then go for that wider
distribution.
It is also really important that films meet their release
dates. Whether it is the summer season or school
holidays, release dates are vitally important to the
bottom line — the dollars that a film makes. Anything
that helps to streamline the work of the Classification
Board and reduce its workload is something that we
will proudly put our name behind and say, ‘Yes, we
will help out on that’.
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It is not just the filmmakers themselves who benefit
from this process but also film festivals. Melbourne has
one of the greatest film festival scenes in Australia, and
we are also right up there on the world stage. For those
who have not had the chance to go yet, the Melbourne
International Film Festival (MIFF) is on at the moment
and has some amazing offerings, and that is continuing
for a couple of weeks. We also have the Melbourne
International Animation Festival, which happened in
June, and the Melbourne Underground Film Festival,
which begins on 11 September — and that sprang out
of the frustration of some with not being able to get
their films into MIFF because there are only so many
screens that can take so many films over a certain
period. So there is an alternate festival there.
There were over 300 films screened during MIFF last
year, and the financial input into the local economy was
estimated to be $9.8 million, which is great for tourism
in anybody’s language. It is also great for people in the
city and all the other locations where screenings are
held. We have also very proudly got the Melbourne
Queer Film Festival, which celebrated operating for
25 years in March. As well as bringing money into
Victoria, the festival also has a very proud history of
showcasing content that is both tolerant and inclusive of
all members of the community.
Then there are the local film festivals that are organised
in many towns, and they obviously provide a great
boost. They tend to be a little bit smaller in size and
shorter in length than the major festivals, but they are
important nonetheless. There are also the various
foreign language festivals such as the AICE Israeli Film
Festival 2015, which will be commencing later this
month and which is a really important festival. There is
the Indian Film Festival Melbourne, which I know so
many members of this house have attended with me.
Mitu Bhowmick Lange is responsible for that festival.
The work that Mitu has done on the Indian film festival
has been quite incredible, especially the featured stars
she brings out to Australia. I had the great pleasure last
year or the year before as former Minister for the Arts
to present a lifetime achievement award to the
legendary Amitabh Bacchant, who is the godfather of
Bollywood. Mitu has that amount of pull in attracting
stars to come here. Stars come to Melbourne, and they
come gladly. That festival commences on 14 August
and more than 55 films will be screened this year.
We on this side of the house have a very long history of
supporting such festivals, and we will very happily
continue to do so. There is one thing that they all have
in common no matter the film or the cinematic
theme — they rely on effective classification programs
for their success. Accordingly, given how highly
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Melbourne and Victoria value the film industry, we
should not underestimate the importance of the changes
being proposed in this bill which, as I said, were
commenced by the commonwealth government. The
result of classification, as I touched on earlier, can make
a significant difference to the success of a film. A
classification can change the reputation of a film. It can
limit the audience for a film, which is certainly not what
we want to do. We want to make sure that everyone
who should be allowed to see a film that is
appropriately classified gets to see it, spends money on
it and keeps the cinematic world going here in
Australia. We need to make sure that the decisions are
correct and that the process is working efficiently.
It is worth noting that the classification board released a
report in December 2013 entitled Efficacy of Film and
Computer Game Classification Categories and
Consumer Advice — A Comparative Analysis of Public
Opinion. The report demonstrates that the Australian
public has a very high unprompted and also prompted
awareness of film and computer game classification
categories and markings. What does that mean? It
means that we understand if something is PG, MA,
MLX or whatever the classification may be. As
Australians we have a good understanding of what the
classifications mean. Film classifications are a little
more difficult, but there is still a moderately good
understanding of what the classifications are.
The understanding of computer game classifications is
a little different. It is very important because there have
been considerable changes in the categories over the
last decade that have had a direct effect on the computer
game sector. By putting final decisions on whether to
purchase more, if you like, adult-oriented games back
to individual consumers rather than having government
make all the final decisions, we can open up the
opportunity for more consumer dollars to be spent in
the sector. It does not matter which way you look at it,
the sector is certainly an important financial contributor
and the bill can make a difference to the bottom line
here in Victoria as well as in Australia. As I said, we
are coming into line with what is being done at the
federal level. We have to ensure that in any of these
changes the functioning of classification happens as
smoothly as possible.
As part of my research on this bill I consulted with
various players in the sector — in film, television,
games and gaming — and none has raised objections,
which I am pleased about. The Interactive Games and
Entertainment Association has welcomed the changes.
In an article at Kotaku.com.au in March the association
noted that the classification board faces a great
challenge in managing a dramatically increased volume
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of video games being sold here in Australia. What we
are doing with this bill is helping to create the
legislative changes needed to solve problems that have
arisen over the years and helping to prevent a
classification bottleneck in Australia, but especially
here in Victoria.

applies to films but other sections relate to publications.
Clause 6 refers to sections 26 to 28 of the principal act.
Clause 7 refers to section 40(4) of the principal act
which is about computer games. Clause 8 refers to
advertising, which comes under sections 52 and 53 of
the principal act.

The article further notes that Australia is trialling the
international age ratings coalition (AIRC) system, and
that is a great step forward. The AIRC is a globally
unified age ratings classification system and Australia is
now part of that coalition, which means that digital and
mobile games can now be classified using the system,
as opposed to going through the traditional process with
the classification board. This bill is an important
reflection on the technology that is already being used
by, say, iTunes, where a podcast file can be scanned
and assessed to check whether there is explicit content
and whether it is suitable for general public listening or
viewing. The changes are an important part of
embracing modernity and I commend the Honourable
Michael Keenan, MP, the federal Minister for Justice,
for ensuring that bureaucracy has not got in the way of
the economy on this issue.

I do not want to go into too much more detail. Needless
to say, I consider this a step forward for filmmakers and
for those who want to distribute films and those who
want to conduct festivals, whether they be film or other
cultural festivals, and those who run things such as
games festivals.

Looking at specific parts of the bill, part 2 makes
changes to the principal act to ensure that when
classification changes are made under the new system,
the existing 14-day grace period for suppliers and
distributors to change their classifications will come
into effect. It is a sensible grace period, and it correctly
balances the needs of the marketplace with the needs of
regulation. Nobody is saying that we do not need
regulation, but we are saying that it needs to be more
streamlined. Clauses 5 to 8 of the bill ensure that the
regulation applies to all areas, including games and
videos and also to publications. I have not spoken much
about publications but we take it that they are part of it.
Part 3 clarifies the effects around cultural exemptions
under the act. Again, this ensures that in a multicultural
community such as Victoria’s there is a straightforward
balance between regulation and allowing cultural
events to go ahead with a minimum of fuss. A result of
the amendments is that there are consequential changes
to the commonwealth act. Those changes are important
in ensuring that a growing multibillion-dollar sector is
not impeded by bureaucracy. As I said, the opposition
will not be opposing the bill.
To go into a bit more of the nitty-gritty, clause 5 inserts
an additional subsection into section 18(4) of the
principal act, which allows a 14-day grace period after a
classification is revoked and is an important part of the
bill. That will apply if the revocation is made under the
new sections of the commonwealth act. Section 18(4)

In conclusion, the effective changes to the
commonwealth act were made by a coalition
government, which I am proud of. They represent
Liberal policies relating to streamlining the bureaucratic
process. Liberal governments have a long history of
that. Last year changes were made to filming permits
under the Filming Approval Act 2014 when the
member for Brighton was the Minister for Innovation.
From all the research I have been doing into this
industry I know that one of the best ways for any
particular region to win film projects is to make sure
that the process of gaining filming permits is a nice
easy one. The work done by the member for Brighton
when she was the Minister for Innovation was
incredibly important. That was a great step in the right
direction.
This bill is another step in the right direction. Because
the amendments being made bring the legislation into
line with the commonwealth act, they are certainly
logical. I hope the bill has a speedy passage through
both houses of Parliament thus enabling classification
to be done in a more streamlined manner here in
Victoria.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the Classification (Publications,
Films and Computer Games) (Enforcement)
Amendment Bill 2015. I welcome the comments made
by the member for Bayswater in indicating the
opposition’s support of this bill.
The bill makes a number of consequential amendments
to the Victorian act to complement amendments made
by the federal government. That is a really good thing
as we need to make sure there is a degree of
harmonisation between what is proposed at the state
level and what the federal government is administering.
We are in a global market and we need to make sure
that we reduce the cost of doing business for the arts,
including film. It is very important to have a
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harmonious approach between what the federal
government is doing and what we in the state are doing.
One of the important aspects of the bill approves
classification tools, which will enable content to be
classified cheaply and quickly. This is important
because the film industry in particular has very high
barriers to entry. In his theory called Porter’s five
forces, the famous academic Michael Porter indicates
that the barrier to entry is one of the key issues that
often arises and prevents new entrants from coming
into a market to create goods and services. It is really
important to have a simplified approach to
classification. It reduces the barrier to entry and makes
it easier for new entrants to come in and try to crack a
new market.
It is important, too, to note that the world has changed
quite significantly. When the Acting Speaker was the
Minister for Information and Communication
Technology in the Bracks government, she was trying
to do all she could to pursue and support proactive
programs to support gaming. I remember at the time
trying to understand what it was all about. The area was
quite embryonic at that stage. At the time electronic
games were seen to be the preserve of adolescent boys
or socially introverted university students of
engineering. The minister was quite interested in
encouraging that nascent industry to grow.
As I said, we live in a very different world now. I am
showing my age but I remember when that great movie
Dogs In Space came out in 1986. I remember feeling
quite distressed that I could not see it because it was
R-rated. In 1986 I was only 13, so I could not see it but
had to wait.
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
Mr PEARSON — The member for Frankston has
made the outrageous statement that it was a horrible
movie. It is one of the great Australian movies. It
should never have been R-rated. Yes, there were sex
scenes in it and there was frequent and persistent drug
use depicted in it, but it was outstanding.
Ms Victoria interjected.
Mr PEARSON — I take up the interjection by the
member for Bayswater. At the age of 13 I would have
loved it to have been classified G. I would have loved
to have been able to watch that while I was having my
dinner. It would have been great.
Time has moved on and now I am a parent. We are all
obviously concerned about the content that our children
will consume. We need to recognise the new reality,
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including the fact that people can look at Netflix on a
small tablet or a computer in a bedroom. Kids are going
to be exposed to far more content than we were — or
certainly I was, growing up in the late 1970s and early
1980s.
Under the current Victorian act, film and computer
game festival promoters or cultural institutions must
apply to the director of the Classification Board for an
exemption. When we talk about the arts we should be
trying to make sure that the arts are as broad and
accessible to as many people as we can make them. If
the regulatory burden on arts organisations and arts
festivals is increased, the market will be distorted so
that only the very well-off, well-run and well-organised
institutions can participate. That would be a great
shame.
In ancient history, I was a member of the board of the
Melbourne Fringe Festival, which is a great festival. As
a funny aside, I relate a story of something that
happened before my time as a member of the board. As
it was before my time, I can honestly say that I had no
involvement in this particular incident. A Nepalese
dance troupe applied to come out to participate in the
fringe festival. They applied a first year and they were
rejected and they applied a second year and they were
rejected. At the third attempt, the organisers thought
that they should bring them out. I think there were
about eight of them. It was quite interesting, because
they were all morbidly obese middle-aged Nepalese
men who could not dance. The reviews were appalling,
the ticket sales were abysmal and none of them got on a
plane to go back home to Nepal. Clearly they were
asylum seekers. Rather than risk getting on a boat and
potentially ending up on Christmas Island, they became
artists, got on a plane and participated in the Melbourne
Fringe Festival, which was fantastic.
I think it is important that we do recognise that art can
mean many different things to many different people,
and from a regulatory point of view we need to be
trying to lower those barriers to try to encourage these
organisations to generate a wide and diverse offering.
The other point I want to make is I think that when we
talk about lowering the regulatory burdens and hurdles
that are in place, we are not necessarily saying that that
will always be the case — or will forevermore be the
case. The reality is that enormous power resides at the
state and federal levels to intervene where there is
market failure and where there is a requirement for the
state to re-enter.
My view on all these sorts of questions is that you are
much better off having a light-handed approach to
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regulation, reserving the right to intervene where there
is market failure, as opposed to starting the proposition
by saying, ‘Let’s just have a heavy-handed approach
and be done with it’. I think it is also important to
recognise that with where we are now the economy is
changing. Once upon a time if you wanted to make a
video, you would have to have obtained a very
expensive piece of equipment, you would have to have
hired various gaffers and sound operators and the like,
then you would have had to have taken to an editing
suite. The costs were quite huge.
I know that at Essendon Airport there is a sign up at the
moment at the Bulla Road exit advertising the iPhone 6.
There is a picture that was shot on the iPhone 6. The
reality is that with mobile phones these days — and
technology more generally — the barriers are quite low.
Anyone can take footage and can make a movie, which
was not the case going back into the 1980s. Clearly you
can approach that in two ways. You can turn around
and say, ‘Look, there is going to be this proliferation of
videos and movies, so we need to have a heavy-handed
approach to regulation. We need to push it
underground. We need to make sure that we control it’.
Or we can try to have a light-handed approach to
regulation and look at trying to foster and encourage —
and not stifle — the innovation, embrace the
innovation. We should recognise that the arts can play a
critical role in driving not only economic growth but
also the way in which we view ourselves and define
ourselves in this Asian century.
It is quite interesting that there is a really good
Facebook group called Lost Melbourne, and
occasionally they have photos and videos. They had a
video up on the page about two weeks ago of Collins
Street in 1964. Basically a TV camera had been set up
for the news just to film Collins Street in the context of
I think it was an upcoming strike amongst the tramway
workers. The video went for about 2 minutes. It showed
people walking, and the trams, cars and traffic moving
around. It is interesting when you think about that: it
stands out because there is just so little of that vision
now. The reality is that over the next 20 or 30 years we
are going to be inundated with vision from this time.
Some of that will become art, some will have export
potential, some will basically tap into our deeper
knowledge and understanding of our self, our place in
our community and society, and our place in the world
and give us our cultural identity. This bill is important.
It is important that we lower the regulatory burdens and
embrace the future. I commend the bill.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I will do my best to make
a worthwhile contribution today on behalf the coalition
and The Nationals on the Classification (Publications,
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Films and Computer Games) (Enforcement)
Amendment Bill 2015. If we look at the purpose of this
bill, we see it is intended to complement amendments
made in 2014 to the Classifications Act 1995, which is
a commonwealth act, and to improve the operation of
the national classification scheme. This is largely an
administrative change to make sure that we are keeping
up to date with changes in modern technology with
regard to classification tools, but it is also looking at
streamlining processes around putting classifications on
films and online gaming to make sure we have a system
that reduces red tape. We all love to see that, and
certainly business supports that. Also our great arts
community supports that, as it seeks to make sure it can
do what it needs to do to bring our vibrant communities
to a point where they can celebrate and communicate in
different ways.
We have a vibrant arts community in our region of
western Victoria. I encourage anyone who is in the
chamber at the moment and anyone who is reading this
in Hansard to come and visit our area. Natimuk has a
fantastic arts community. It has brilliant events
throughout the year.
Mr Pearson — Natimuk has a great fringe festival.
Ms KEALY — Yes, that is right. There is an
excellent fringe festival in Natimuk, and I recently had
the pleasure of opening the Art Is Festival in Horsham.
The Horsham group does an absolutely brilliant job in
bringing fantastic artwork to the area. It is just about to
bring an artist in residence into the community, which I
am sure will help to stimulate interest in the arts
community, as well as get people more involved and
encourage people to communicate in different and
exciting ways, to show how they interpret the world
and to share that with other people. I greatly appreciate
that opportunity.
The other thing of course is that this relates to online
gaming, and it would be remiss of me not to mention
that online computer gaming for many people in my
electorate is not something they can necessarily do,
because we do not have great access to internet.
Recently I was speaking to the Spencers from down in
the Dartmoor region. They were concerned that they
could not sign up to the national broadband network
(NBN) because it was oversubscribed. I certainly
listened to their views, and I will be advocating to make
sure that we get better access to internet services and
mobile services in our local area. There are obviously
some other black holes around our region. It is very,
very difficult when you are trying to run a business and
you do not have mobile or internet services. It is
difficult for local people to keep up to date with local
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information, to access markets and to record data,
particularly around agricultural businesses. I strongly
support our doing something a bit better around that,
and I would love to see more mobile towers and NBN
access in our local region.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms KEALY — Bipartisan support is fabulous!
There are three real parts to this. I will look at the
classification tools. There are new tools that are
available. We now have the ability to utilise scanning
systems which can cope with an enormous volume of
product, whether that relates to the online computer
gaming market or whether it is in relation to reviewing
films.
We can certainly manage a classification process so
that it is cheaper and much quicker, and we can manage
those greater quantities. A large volume of online and
mobile games come onto the market regularly. I do
enjoy online and mobile gaming — computer games. It
is a great release, and it is very good to interact with
other people. I particularly enjoy that, I must admit.
This will ensure that we have fewer games, particularly
online games, that are out there unclassified and the
content of which we do not know. That will give people
a more informed choice, particularly parents and
guardians when they are making decisions about what
their children can access if they are looking at
purchasing a game for Christmas. If they are looking at
any of those matters — and this relates to films as
well — and at what products our kids should be
accessing, then this will certainly help to inform them.
I note that we cannot necessarily rely on the
classification system to adequately monitor what is
going on, particularly in the online world. There are
risks of course around the online chats that often
happen, whether it is through a stream of typing or with
a voice-over headset. Children are prone to interact in
those arenas, where they may be vulnerable to predators
or exposed to sexual or graphic content, and that will
not be included in this classification system. There is no
way to monitor that — it is live. It is important that we
respect and accept the classification tools and the work
they do, but they are no substitute for responsible
parenting and monitoring of children when they are on
the internet. We know it is a problem, and we need to
make sure we keep on top of it.
Another change that this bill makes is that it provides a
period of grace if there is a change in the classification,
so that when we have these fantastic new technologies
that can review online games or films in a very rapid
time frame, the distributors will have a 14-day grace
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period to amend the classification marking. That is a
very sensible approach. We want to make sure that
distributors are not penalised if there has been a
reclassification of their product. Rather we want to
make sure that they have the opportunity to make the
change during the period of grace so that we have a
classification system that is up to date and our products
are appropriately labelled rather than being mislabelled
or not classified at all.
Something that was spoken about a little earlier was the
exemption of films and computer games. We have a
different system being proposed in this bill — for
example, rather than looking at films separately, a
festival or event will be able to register, and anything
that is shown during that period of time will be exempt
from classification. This is still a sensible approach.
Obviously if they played an X-rated film, it would not
be appropriate and there would be penalties associated
with that, so I do not believe there is a great element of
risk in doing this. We also need to trust that event
organisers want to be respectful of their audience — the
people who bother to turn up to support their event —
the sponsors of the event, and all the people who have
contributed to that event and that artistic or cultural
community.
An approved cultural institution can also be registered,
and that is appropriate to support our multicultural
organisations. That will place responsibility on them,
but there is trust that they will not abuse the system. I
am sure they will not, and in fact it will give them an
opportunity to share their cultural views and
information and be part of the community. That is a
very sensible way forward.
There is a slight amendment in the bill around
modification. If there is a minor change to the content
of a film — for example, if subtitles have been
added — then there will not be a requirement for that
film to be reclassified. Again, it is a really
common-sense approach. It is very practical, cuts down
on red tape and that is what we want to see from
Parliament at any level. That is the right way for us to
go.
In summary, we want to do whatever we can to support
the arts communities in our local areas. I have outlined
the fantastic festivals we have locally. We had the
Woolly West Fest in Hamilton last week, and we had
the Sheepvention earlier in the week. It has been quite a
time down in Hamilton. It is a fantastic area, and I
encourage all members to come along to western
Victoria and see how we do it, because we do it a bit
better.
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We have a system, but the bill will result in a more
efficient classification system. It will enable the use of
new technology to better manage the sheer volume of
material that requires classification, which is a great
step forward to make sure that unclassified material is
not out there. As I said, parents need to be aware that
this classification system is a huge step forward, but
they cannot necessarily rely on that alone to make
decisions about what their children are accessing on the
internet. They still need to be wary of that, exercise
their responsibilities and monitor particularly the online
gaming chat streams that come through.
Finally, I just want to clarify that the coalition will not
oppose this bill.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I rise to speak on
the Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2015.
Mr J. Bull interjected.
Mr EDBROOKE — I thank the member for
Sunbury. I want to make the connection that this bill is
part of a suite of legislation about managing risk from
the government that is going through the Parliament at
the moment. Yesterday we heard that we are
introducing new laws to Parliament that make it easier
to prosecute and investigate online child pornography
offences in Victoria, which I could not support more
strongly. We are sending a clear message to the sick
perverts out there who are committing child
pornography offences that the internet is no longer an
anonymous domain for their abhorrent crimes.
Things have changed. Easy access to the internet and
advancing technology have made the sharing and
distribution of this kind of terrible material more
prevalent. A cursory look at the internet tells us that up
to 7000 people at one time are accessing child abuse
images in Australia, which is just terrifying. To counter
this we are increasing the maximum penalty for
possessing child pornography from 5 to 10 years and
are introducing three new child pornography offences
that make it an offence to administer child pornography
websites, encourage use of a website that deals with
child pornography or provide assistance to the people
who do. Magistrates will be given the power to issue
search warrants that allow police to direct a person to
provide access to evidence as well. Along with the
current bill we are debating, I think that is a great
approach, and it is fantastic to see bipartisan support on
these issues.
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr EDBROOKE — I thank the member for his
advice. You would have to be a duffer not to provide
bipartisan support for the bill. I grew up in the days
where we would play Monopoly, Scrabble, Jenga and
even Uno, but times have changed. When you have
children you realise that it is very hard to keep up with
things today.
The main purpose of the bill is to amend the Victorian
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Act 1995 consequent to
amendments made to the commonwealth Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games) Act 1995.
The bill’s purpose is to basically keep the two acts
flowing together. In doing so the government is
strengthening safeguards to protect minors from
material that may harm them, which is most important.
I have three beautiful children, and I would like to be
able to make a clear, quick decision on what they are
viewing, hearing or playing based on accurate
classifications displayed on the product. The bill
increases the availability of classifications on products
for consumers like myself. We often talk about kids and
coding; it is the future of jobs for our children. We are
ensuring that kids can get the education they need in
regard to coding, but we need to make sure that in this
growing industry we are doing all we can to safeguard
children from things that they do not need to see and
from things that would constitute abuse.
The bill’s consequential amendments will improve the
operation of the national classification scheme (NCS),
which is a cooperative arrangement between the
commonwealth, the states and the territories, under
which the Classification Board classifies films,
computer games and certain publications. The scheme
is designed to provide consumers with information
about publications, films and computer games to allow
them to make informed decisions about appropriate
entertainment material.
To meet this challenge the commonwealth
classification act was amended to enable the
commonwealth Minister for Justice the ability to
approve classification tools to classify certain content. It
is anticipated that these classification tools, such as
online questionnaires, might be developed by
government, industry or other national classification
bodies overseas. These tools will be capable of
classifying content cheaply and quickly. In this day and
age of online content, whether it be accessed on an
iPhone with the thousands of apps available or at an EB
Game shop, trying to figure out which game is suitable
for your children, these tools could be valuable. They
will enable producers of content that is currently sold
and distributed unclassified to more easily comply with

CLASSIFICATION (PUBLICATIONS, FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES) (ENFORCEMENT) AMENDMENT BILL 2015
2472

ASSEMBLY

classification legislation, and ensure that the NCS can
effectively capture the large volume of unclassified
online and mobile games currently available on the
market.
The commonwealth government recently commenced a
trial using the International Age Rating Coalition’s
online classification tool to classify mobile and online
games. The use of classification tools will facilitate
innovative and technology-based solutions in line with
initiatives being considered by other national
classification bodies dealing with the same
classification difficulties as Australia. With these tools
we are utilising some good technology to keep up with
advances in technology.
A classification decision made by a classification tool is
deemed to be a decision of the Classification Board
straightaway, but it can also be revoked by the board.
The board must reclassify the material if it has revoked
the decision made using the classification tool. A
number of provisions in the Victorian classification act
which regulate the sale of publications, films or
computer games currently allow for a period of grace,
where a publication, film or computer game has either
been reclassified or had its classification revoked by the
board. The producer will now have up to 14 days to
adjust the determined markings on the relevant product.
Following a reclassification or revocation by the board,
the games will be subject to a penalty after 14 days.
The bill will amend the Victorian classification act to
provide for a similar period of grace where the board
revokes a classification produced by a classification
tool and classifies material with a different determined
marking as provided under the commonwealth
classification act. If we do go into our local EB Games
shop with an issue about one of the games we have
bought, we can use these online classification tools, or
be in touch with people who understand them. If the
classification on the game is unsuitable, the
classification can be revoked through a proper system
whereby the publisher has 14 days to make sure that
happens.
There are exempt films and computer games. Currently
producers of film or computer games, festival
promoters or cultural institutions must apply to the
director of the Classification Board for an exemption
from the Victorian classification act to publicly exhibit
unclassified films, computer games or certain
publications at community festivals and other such
events. The exhibition of an unclassified film in a
public place or the demonstration of an unclassified
computer game in a public place is an offence under the
Victorian classification act.
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The current exemption provisions are outdated, and this
bill will change that. The exemption provisions were
burdensome for film and computer games festival
promoters and cultural institutions given the mandatory
requirement to apply to the director for a formal
exemption regardless of the size of the event or
circumstances, or the type of film or computer game.
The government is providing a bit of flexibility and
streamlining to the exemption process to distinguish
between various types of exemption applications. In
addition the exemption requirements vary across
classification legislation in the states and territories, and
it would be good to see an alignment of those
exemption requirements.
To address this issue the commonwealth classification
act was amended to streamline the process and make
exemption arrangements for festivals and cultural
institutions by establishing a consolidated set of rules
for exemptions in the commonwealth classification
act — so it was just simplifying them. The
commonwealth reforms seek to reduce the regulatory
burden on festival organisers and cultural institutions
by providing for a system of self-assessment with
appropriate safeguards. We have already heard from
members about how important it is to make sure we
support the Melbourne Fringe Festival and some of the
other festivals and events around Victoria and in some
of our electorates. The Frankston electorate has a
fantastic event at the moment called the Frankston
Anywhere Festival, and there will be performances in
late August and early September. It would be such a
shame to see that event held up by burdensome
classification rules that we can change. In conclusion,
this is a common-sense bill, and I commend it to the
house.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise to speak about the Classification (Publications,
Films and Computer Games) (Enforcement)
Amendment Bill 2015. From the outset I say that the
coalition will not be opposing the bill, which amends
the Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Act 1995. The bill covers a
huge industry, which employs a lot of people in
Victoria. In 2014 the industry generated $2.46 billion,
up 20 per cent from 2013, and the Interactive Games
and Entertainment Association has noted a surge in
sales and computer games in the sector. We are seeing
huge growth in computer games and film and
television, and in the way the information is being
delivered. We have seen the sector evolve and with that
there are great opportunities in terms of further
investment. There is also a need for government to
ensure that the right protections are in place for the
community, but at the same time the industry should
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not be overburdened so that it can be free to create
more employment opportunities in the sector.
The crux of this bill is ensuring cooperation between
the commonwealth and the states and achieving
cohesion under the law in terms of the classification of
both games and film. Today I want to spend my time
talking about the importance of this sector and ensuring
that there is opportunity for growth within it. The
previous government was very focused on it. At that
time responsibility fell in the portfolio areas of small
business, innovation and tourism. Innovation was the
key element because we were encouraging the film and
gaming industries to come and invest here in Victoria
and trying to attract the sorts of festivals and events that
might encourage those industries to locate themselves
in Victoria and look at collaborating and spinning off a
whole lot of different opportunities.
This government has had the opportunity to grow this
sector in a business-focused way, and it has been
handballed to the Minister for Creative Industries. The
previous Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade, Adem Somyurek, a member for South Eastern
Metropolitan Region in the upper house, was stripped
of the opportunity to grow it. One could ask why that
was the case and whether the Premier considered that
the minister lacked the capability to handle this
important area. It needs serious investment, serious
focus and a serious strategy to ensure that we are
attracting jobs and industry to Victoria. This
government was elected on a promise of jobs;
employment was really the focus of the campaign that
brought Labor to government. I cannot see a better way
to deliver on that promise than to grow this industry,
with the sorts of new jobs it is creating. We could have
young people experimenting with coding and an
investment in science, technology, engineering and
mathematics in schools, and as a flow-on from that we
would grow this industry, which can ultimately create
its own opportunities.
The previous government committed more than
$4.5 million in funding to the games industry to support
skills enhancement and product development. We
supported 60 game projects in production worth more
than $9.8 million. We secured the world’s premier
games festival, the Penny Arcade Expo, for Melbourne
in 2013, and in 2014 we secured it for a further four
years. That was the first time the expo had been held
outside the United States. It was a great coup for
Victoria.
We provided ongoing support to the Game Developers
Association of Australia, headquartered in Melbourne,
including support for its annual Game Connect
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Asia-Pacific conference. I had the opportunity of
opening that conference and meeting a whole range of
people. I was certainly overdressed in a suit; many were
there in the traditional gaming attire of jeans and
T-shirt. But there were some great brains in the room,
and some great ideas were being spun off by those
developers. We provided financial support for the
establishment of the Australian Centre of Excellence
for Digital Game Design, Innovation and Business
Acceleration, known as the Arcade, in South
Melbourne. We provided support for over 150 digital
games companies to attend overseas trade shows
through the Technology Trade and International
Partnering program. We created a whole lot of prizes in
schools to encourage investment.
It is clear that the previous government took this sector
very seriously. We have heard a whole lot of talk about
funds from this government, such as a $20 million
Start-Up Victoria fund. Unfortunately the name
‘Start-Up Victoria’ had already been registered by
another company. That shows the amount of serious
work that was done by this government — it did not
even check to see if the name was registered. These
sorts of things need more than an idea. They need
serious investment. This is a serious industry, and it
requires a strategy to ensure we are encouraging young
people to enhance their creativity.
I have spoken largely on the gaming side, but there is
also film and television. Melbourne hosts many film
festivals. The St Kilda Film Festival, a showcase of
short films, was recently held in my electorate, and
some fantastic products came out of it. That is the sort
of thing we are encouraging emerging talent to invest
in. The bill also talks about the classification of cultural
events, and I note that the AICE Israeli Film Festival
has been very successful in my electorate. It runs across
two venues, one a classic cinema and the other in
Brighton, and both streams are very much about
attracting investment, one locally and one
internationally.
Great things are happening, and some great people are
already working in this space, but it really needs focus
from the current government. As I said earlier, the
Premier has decided to task the Minister for Creative
Industries with this important sector. I hope this
government takes it seriously, because it is an area of
opportunity and potential growth for Victoria. It is an
area in which we can certainly stand out from the
crowd in terms of some of the opportunities ahead. The
things I have mentioned are good examples of that.
I note that this bill is really just bringing us in line with
the federal government. We need to make sure we have
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the sort of legislation that enables people to do business
and create and develop opportunities. I will be watching
to see what is offered up by the Labor Party and what
its investment is going to be around jobs and growth in
the areas of film and television and digital media. It is
an exciting industry, and I hope the government is up to
the task. It would be a real shame if the investment
made by the previous government were frittered away
and this opportunity were wasted.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I am glad we have
bipartisan support on this bill. It is pretty
straightforward, and it simplifies the process. It
simplifies our legislation and brings us in line with the
commonwealth legislation, which was changed in
2014. As previous members have said, this bill frees up
and enhances some of our creative industries, and it
helps our industries expand on what they are already
creating. As the member for Essendon said, it helps us
with our film festivals and our arts community.
I was also interested in the contribution of the member
for Caulfield regarding game development. This is an
industry where there is real growth, where there is
absolute potential, where jobs can be created, where
skills can be enhanced and where there can be a real
development of creative thought and creative processes.
We live in an age when technology is so advanced that
both kids and adults can access so many materials that
can enhance and develop their creativity and skills,
such as games, film and all sorts of different methods of
communication and entertainment.
I was particularly interested in the real encouragement
of this industry that was provided by the member for
Caulfield. I hope that he, unlike the current Prime
Minister, is encouraging of children learning how to
code. Learning how to code is something that will be of
great benefit to kids in primary school and in high
school as they grow up in this new age we are living in.
Members in this chamber have not been educated in the
21st century, as our kids are. Our kids are the ones who
need to learn these new languages.
I hope the member for Caulfield agrees with me and
other members on this side of the house about the
Prime Minister’s comments, which I will read shortly,
on coding in response to a question from federal
opposition leader Bill Shorten, who had asked if the
Prime Minister would support coding. Given the
member for Caulfield’s encouragement of this industry,
its growth and the creation jobs in it, I am sure he
would think that the Prime Minister is not taking this
issue as seriously as he should. I am sure that the
member hopes the Prime Minister takes a different tone
after thinking about this. The Prime Minister said:
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Let us just understand exactly what the Leader of the
Opposition has asked.
…
He says that he wants primary school kids to be taught coding
so that they can get the jobs of the future. Does he want to
send them all out to work at the age of 11? Is that what he
wants to do? … seriously …

That is what the Prime Minister of this country said.
That was his response to a serious question on
supporting coding in schools — supporting incredibly
important language development and skill development
for our kids to give them the skills they will need to
have in the future. We have seen today that we are not
going further ahead with our NAPLAN scores and that
we need to look at new ways of educating our kids. We
need to expand what they are learning, and we need to
try new techniques to engage our kids with school
work, especially with science, technology, engineering
and mathematics (STEM) subjects.
This came up at the education forum I held on Monday
night with the Minister for Education. We had a great
conversation. We had principals, we had school council
presidents, we had teachers and we had parents. We
had people who are really engaged with education, and
we had a fantastic conversation around the need for
STEM learning and the need to encourage our kids to
learn, to be creative and to think of the different ways
they can get jobs and utilise their skills. Coding is one
of them. I encourage the member for Caulfield to speak
to the Prime Minister with as much passion as he spoke
about the need for jobs in gaming in this state and to get
the Prime Minister on board with helping our kids learn
how to code in primary and secondary schools.
Technology enables many learning opportunities, and it
is important, when we talk about classification, that we
recognise that it is important to share freely with
appropriate and engaged audiences. This bill relates to
that. We need to make sure that the material that is
being distributed, whether it is at our festivals, in our
cinemas or on our TV screens, is destined for an
appropriate audience. Classification does have its place.
It offers protection for minors from materials that they
are not ready or able to process.
I am not a big fan of censorship. I am not someone who
wants to shut things down. I am a fan, however, of the
appropriate and respectful use of communication
media. Adults have the opportunity to watch pretty
much anything they want, and we are given ratings that
help us identify what is for an adult and what is for a
child. Classification offers a really important tool for us
as a community to work out what is appropriate for
whom.
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I would like to talk about the video game Grand Theft
Auto. I think it is a fantastic example of why
classification is so incredibly important. I am not a big
fan of this game and it is not a game I would
particularly want to play, but I do not deny there are
adults out there who would like to play it. What is
important is that this game is given a classification —
an R rating — because of the things that happen in this
game. To quote remarks reported on the ABC News
website:
It’s a game that encourages players to murder women for
entertainment. The incentive is to commit sexual violence
against women, then abuse or kill them to proceed or get
‘health’ points …

This report was about Target and Kmart banning the
game. As members would assume, Target and Kmart
have a very large number of family customers, with a
lot of kids coming in and out of their stores. This is
where ratings and classifications are important in
enabling people to make educated decisions about what
they show in their homes, what they see out in public
places and also what is screened at festivals and so on
in terms of appropriateness for the audience — for the
people participating in such festivals.
Something else that has been said about Grand Theft
Auto is that there are studies that show that games such
as this can change behaviours. They can change the
behaviour of children, who are not necessarily able to
process the things that are going on. They can change
the way children respond to things. Children can
become more pumped up and more aggressive. Of most
concern to me are the shifts that playing such games
can bring about in how kids perceive women and the
role of women in our society. Our government has done
a really good, proactive thing in bringing about the
Royal Commission into Family Violence.
We are taking this really seriously. I wish that games
like Grand Theft Auto would also take the issue of
violence against women seriously. I go back to the
point that classifications are important. In this country,
by creating an R rating for Grand Theft Auto, we have
sent a message to the creators of that game that it is not
appropriate to treat women in that way. Only adults are
able to process and recognise, I hope, that in that game
women are treated in an inappropriate way.
I do wish we had some classification system covering
motor vehicles. Often when I am driving down the
freeway or I am parking in a car lot with my kids I see a
Wicked Campers vehicle. These camper vans drive me
insane with their horrible, misogynistic messages. Over
the holidays we took our kids to a theme park, and one
of the vans was parked next to us. I have two young
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girls and I do not want to explain to them the messages
written on some of these vans. One Wicked Campers
van has the message ‘Behind every princess is a slut
just waiting to get out’. When you have daughters who
have watched the film Frozen and who look at
Princess Elsa and the power behind Princess Elsa — —
Mr D. O’Brien interjected.
Ms WARD — Well, she is a princess! Girls are
empowered by that movie. They love that character;
they love her individuality and they love her strength.
Then they see something like that written about
princesses, and of course their question is, ‘What is a
slut?’. Who wants to explain that to their daughter? I do
not, and I do not think there is anybody else in this
place who wants to.
While we cannot classify those vans, we can protest
about them and we can make consumer complaints
about them. I know that this has happened many times
in relation to these camper vans, because frankly they
are sexist. They are outrageous and they are wrong.
Classification systems for our gaming and film
industries are really important. It is good we are taking
such a sensible approach to this and that we are
allowing adults to have the freedom to choose. We are
freeing up how we are processing this, we are freeing
up how films or games are screened at festivals and so
on, and we are giving people some flexibility around
that. I am glad about that, but I am also glad that we
have a classification system in place that helps us
protect our kids from material they are not able to
process and that they should not have to manage or deal
with at an early age. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — It is a
pleasure to follow the member for Eltham. Her
contribution was quite interesting towards the end, and
I agree with most of the comments she made about
censorship and classification.
I will be brief in my contribution on this bill. It is not an
area of expertise for me, and not one of great direct
relevance to the electorate of Gippsland South. As has
been mentioned, the coalition will not be opposing this
bill. It is a relatively straightforward bill, which brings
Victoria into line with changes that have been made at
the commonwealth level, and in particular the changes
that are coming forward with respect to classifications
that have been driven by technology and the ability of
classifications to be conducted by technology, online
questionnaires and various other tools that can very
quickly assess games, songs and films in the digital
world. This will enable the growing array of games in
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particular — I am thinking of apps and games that are
available on smart phones, iPhones et cetera — to be
classified quickly. That has some implication for what
has previously, or up until now, been the 14-day grace
period given to developers and distributors to change
the markings on their relevant products. The bill will
provide a common-sense extension of that 14-day grace
period, and it will allow the industry to keep pace with
changes that may occur as technology continues to
improve the ways in which we can make
classifications.
The members for Bayswater and Lowan made some
good contributions with respect to festivals and
exemptions for festivals — for example, film and
computer game festivals — or other community events.
Effectively this is a red tape reduction. It makes it easier
for organisers of these festivals to win exemptions from
classification for individual movies or games, but
importantly there are safeguards. Where an event is
registered under the commonwealth classification act
and the specified conditions are met, there will be a
conditional cultural exemption. But importantly there
will be safeguards, and they require organisers to
ensure that particular age groups are warned or
excluded if necessary if the content is inappropriate for
them, and it also ensures that anything likely to be in
the X18+ or refused classification range will not be able
to be shown. This makes things more straightforward
and certainly a lot easier.
The final element of the bill is the change to what is
known as the modification rule, which allows for very
minor changes that might occur to a film or a game to
not necessarily trigger a new classification. So if a
producer is simply putting something like subtitles or
captions on their film or game, there is no need for a
new reclassification. That is good. It is common sense,
and I think that is something that we need to see more
of in our Parliament. People in the electorate regularly
complain that we are regulating or legislating for the
lowest common denominator, and so if we are talking
about simple changes like this, if only simple changes
have been made to a particular game or movie, then
there is no need to go through the whole process again.
From my perspective, it is always good to remove
regulation. I mentioned that I supported much of what
the member for Eltham said. This area of classification
or censorship in particular should always be done in
moderation. We are a free and liberal democratic
society, and we should allow adults to give informed
consent. When I say ‘informed’, obviously the
classification process helps that, but the key thing this
Parliament needs to do in respect of this issue is ensure
that children are protected. As I said, the member for
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Eltham made some good points in that respect about
why we need to ensure that children are protected and
adults themselves can make their own decisions.
This bill is quite straightforward. It is an area of growth
and an area where technology is galloping along. It is
certainly a growing industry, as the member for
Caulfield outlined, and it is one that holds benefits for
Victoria. It is not a particularly big industry as yet in my
electorate of Gippsland South, but the time may well
come when it is. It is important that this industry is
regulated well but with as light a touch as possible. I am
pleased to draw my comments to a close and allow
others to speak. As has been mentioned, the coalition is
not going to oppose the bill.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to join
the debate on this very important piece of legislation.
The bill before the house makes changes to the
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Act 1995. As previous figures
have mentioned, it makes a series of amendments to
bring the Victorian legislation into line with the
national legislation, which is the instrument under
which the national classification scheme operates. Of
course there is a cooperative arrangement between the
states and the commonwealth in this area, and for
obvious reasons it needs a national approach. These
arrangements are obviously very worthy of support, and
it is good to see that all members of this house who
have spoken on this bill have spoken in support of these
changes.
I will not go into detail on the changes, but they are
important. It was great to hear the member for Eltham
speak very eloquently about some of the really
important aspects of a strong and fair classification
scheme. What I want to focus on is not so much the
importance of that scheme, because that is a given, but
the area of media content of a whole range of media —
videos, images — now available to the Australian
community in their homes that sit almost entirely
outside of the classification scheme. I understand the
intent of the changes to the scheme are to capture more
of that content. That is a good thing. An Australian Law
Reform Commission report entitled, Classification —
Content Regulation and Convergent Media, was the
basis of these changes: The title of that report sends a
very clear message that it was intended to look at how
classification would work better in the era of
convergent media. It is important to recognise, and the
report recognises this, that people are accessing so
much content that is not classified and people do not
have the benefit of the protection of information about
the material that they are either about to view or that
their children are viewing.
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For that reason I think it is important to go back to the
very principles behind the reason for a classification
system. Why do we have a classification system? If you
go back to the 1984 report on the national scheme for
classification of publications and videos, it sets out the
principles for that scheme, and I think they remain.
Even though the media has changed, the principles are
still a good starting point for a debate around
classification and media content. Those principles were
that adults are entitled to read, hear and see what they
wish in public and private; that people should not be
exposed to unsolicited material offensive to them; and
that children must be adequately protected from
material likely to harm or disturb them.
Out of those three key areas the one that probably
concerns me the most in the current media and
technology environment is the last one: that children
must be adequately protected from material likely to
harm or disturb them. We now have access to things
like YouTube, which has more than 1 billion users.
Statistics it provides show that the number of hours that
people watch YouTube per month is up 50 per cent
year on year, so there is staggering growth in the time
that people are watching videos online. Three hundred
hours of video are uploaded every minute on YouTube
and 60 per cent of the views of a video come from
outside its home country. This is again a very clear
indication that there is a problem around trying to
classify a lot of material when the majority of videos
uploaded are viewed by people in another country. You
have this global movement of media content and there
is really no way anymore that governments can control
their classification or are able to provide information to
people on each video or image. Also, half of YouTube
videos are viewed on mobile devices.
That takes me to the point I raised earlier about children
and protecting them from inappropriate material.
Children now have access to material through mobile
devices, online and in homes through wi-fi and it has
become very difficult for parents to be able to safeguard
their children, at a young age in particular, from
inappropriate material. There is now a role not just for a
classification system but for government, preferably at
the national level, to take a leadership role in providing
parents in particular with the information, knowledge
and tools to better protect their children from
inappropriate material. That might be through better
information about how to apply settings to various
applications; it might be about the sorts of filters that
are available to help protect children from inappropriate
material; or it might just be educating children and
families in particular about safe ways to use the internet
and different websites. The days when parents could
completely control what their children were exposed to
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are, I fear, gone, so it is very important that tools are
provided to parents and that there is a government
organisation that is able to help parents with that.
The obvious body to take up that role is the Australian
Communications and Media Authority. It does some of
that work but I think it needs to do a lot more. It needs
to pick up this issue and run with it or I fear we will
have many more children exposed to inappropriate,
offensive, violent and explicit material. As I said
before, the member for Eltham provided some great
examples of why you do not want your children
exposed to some of that material.
Unfortunately the Australian Communications and
Media Authority is under greater stress than ever
before. As opposed to having extra resources to provide
better service to the Australian community, it has
experienced funding cuts, like a lot of government
agencies, by the federal Liberal government over the
last few years — $3.3 million over four years has been
cut from the authority. It is also losing over 30 staff so
it is very difficult for it to do the sort of work we would
want it to do — providing people with better
information about how to protect their children from
the sort of material that can be found online.
As I said, this bill makes some great changes to the
classification system. It is a worthy system and one that
it is good to see all members of this house support, but
there is a huge area that is left unclassified — a huge
part of media consumption in people’s homes in
particular is left completely unclassified. I think it is
important that people are made aware of how to better
protect their children from some of the material they do
not want them to see, so I commend this bill to the
house.
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for Women) — I am
very pleased to have made it here to talk in support of
the bill before the house, the Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2015. This bill seeks to
improve the operation of the national classification
scheme and is based on cooperation between states and
territories, designed to help consumers and parents in
particular to be informed about publications, films and
games. This will enable all of us, parents in particular,
to make informed choices about the kind of material
that we want to watch and we want our children to
watch and the kind of material we want to avoid.
The amendments that are being made in the bill follow
a report by the Australian Law Reform Commission
entitled Classification — Content Regulation and
Convergent Media that was tabled in the

LOCAL GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (ENVIRONMENTAL UPGRADE AGREEMENTS) BILL 2015
2478

ASSEMBLY

commonwealth Parliament in March 2012. It contained
57 recommendations and six of those recommendations
were agreed to by the classification ministers around
Australia. Of these six recommendations, three require
consequential amendments to Victorian legislation,
specifically to broaden the scope of existing exempt
film categories and amend the exemption arrangements
for festivals and cultural institutions; to enable certain
content to be classified using classification tools; and to
expand the exceptions to the modifications rule so that
films and computer games, which are subject to certain
types of modifications, do not require classification
again.
Clearly the classification of material is important to
help consumers, and parents in particular, to get
guidance about publications, films and games. It is
done of course in the context of the very fast paced and
improving technologies that happen around us and the
global availability of media content. In short, we are
trying to keep pace with what is happening around the
world in this space. I welcome the federal government’s
moves to trial the use of the International Age Rating
Coalition tool for classifying mobile and online games.
Again this will help parents to be better informed about
what their kids are choosing to download.
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government’s moves in this space, I also encourage it to
take up what I believe is an important responsibility in
respect of online advertising and to apply the same
principles that are being applied to gaming and films to
online advertising, because things have got well and
truly out of control with respect to what is happening
online. I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HENNESSY
(Minister for Health).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (ENVIRONMENTAL
UPGRADE AGREEMENTS) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 June; motion of
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy and
Resources).

However, I take this opportunity to highlight what I
believe to be another glaring gap which the federal
government needs to act upon. It specifically concerns
online advertising. I know that advertising is a
self-regulated area, but with respect to online
advertising, it has become a bit like the wild west with
respect to the kinds of material that are appearing
online. In particular the portrayal of women in online
advertising is particularly disturbing and troubling to
me as well as to a great many other engaged individuals
and stakeholders. The Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation has consistently raised concerns over how
large gaming companies are choosing to advertise their
product using some very demeaning, disturbing images
and portrayals of women.

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise to speak on the Local Government Legislation
Amendment (Environmental Upgrade Agreements) Bill
2015. I say at the outset that the opposition will be
supporting the bill, and the reason we are supporting it
is because it was our bill. There was an extensive
amount of work that was done by the previous
government on what fundamentally was, and is, a very
good idea. The bill enables lenders of funds to provide
loans for the upgrade of a building and recoup the
money through the council via a property charge levied
through the rates system. It amends the Local
Government Act 1989 to enable all Victorian councils
to enter into environmental upgrade agreements (EUA)
instead of the agreements being confined to the City of
Melbourne. This bill removes the provisions in the City
of Melbourne Act 2011 as the City of Melbourne will
now be covered by the amendments to the Local
Government Act 1989.

If we accept the notion that when it comes to films and
games there is clearly a role for the federal government
to play, then surely, given how damaging this kind of
material is — and research tells us it clearly is
damaging material — the federal government also has a
role to play with respect to online advertising, because
some of the material that has been brought to my
attention clearly does not support the notion that
women are portrayed in a respectful way. Some of the
companies that are doing it are world renowned, but
when it comes to online advertising they appear to
believe there are no rules with respect to how women
are portrayed. While I welcome the federal

The bill amends the Local Government Act of 1989 to
enable Victorian councils to enter into EUAs to
upgrade existing non-residential buildings on rateable
land. These agreements can be used to fund works that
improve the energy, water, environmental efficiency
and sustainability of the building. The bill also provides
a number of associated requirements for the
environmental upgrade agreements, such as a
requirement to notify existing mortgagees of the
creation of an EUA. Under the bill councils are not
required to offer EUAs. In this particular instance
council is the vehicle to allow the EUAs to take place.
Further, the council is not liable for an EUA loan; it is
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merely the body that collects the repayments via a
property charge levied through the rates system.
Under the environmental upgrade agreements, a lender
provides finance to the building owner for the upgrades,
and the local council collects the repayments in a
property charge levied through the rate system. Council
then passes on these payments to the lender, minus any
administration costs. The mechanism provides a greater
level of security for lenders because the EUA charges,
similar to council rates, are a first charge on the land
and take priority over all other mortgages, charges on
and interest in the land. This allows lenders to offer
more competitive loan terms to the business
undertaking the upgrades.
The reason that the opposition is supporting the bill is
because it was passed by the former Victorian coalition
government in the Legislative Council at the end of
2014 — and the Minister for Planning, who is currently
at the table, should take note, because he was
questioning whose bill it was. Due to the state election
we were not able to introduce it into this place.
There have been two minor changes which do not
change the actual intent of the bill, so it would be quite
unfair for us to then oppose the bill when all of the
work was done by the former government. However,
we do have some concerns and they are more around
the implementation. I will be talking about those and I
hope the government will consider them to ensure that
the scheme is implemented fairly and that we get good
take-up of the scheme through the various councils.
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private sector to be more competitive and employ more
people, and this leads to more sustainable jobs and
industries.
These are the sorts of projects we would like to
encourage. I have the responsibility of being the
shadow Minister for Energy and Resources, and also
the shadow minister for renewables, and these sorts of
projects in which we encourage businesses to take a
positive approach to being more sustainable — and I
know the Minister for Planning at the table is a big
supporter of some of this — are very important. The
member for Morwell, who was the former Minister for
Energy and Resources, was also a strong supporter of
these programs and was there when this bill was first
introduced.
I take the opportunity of presenting to the house some
of the upgrades the City of Melbourne has undertaken
as a result of the fund, because it gives us an
opportunity to look at examples that other councils
could take on board when this new fund is in place. The
bill provides councils throughout Victoria with the
opportunity to offer up this scheme to business owners
in their municipalities. Firstly, in a building at
460 Collins Street, a highly efficient PowerPax chiller
was installed to replace the existing chiller to reduce
energy use. A new controls system was installed to
integrate with the new chiller and controllers were fitted
to existing boxes in the air handling units to reduce
energy consumption from the air-conditioning system.
The retrofit of this 1930s art deco building was the first
environmental upgrade agreement signed under the
City of Melbourne’s 1200 Building Program.

To put this matter into context, in 2011 the City of
Melbourne introduced a scheme, which was effectively
a trial, to encourage many of the owners of commercial
non-residential buildings in the city to upgrade their
buildings. The City of Melbourne has had a total of
$12.6 million in capital expenditure by building owners
invested across five projects since 2011, so these five
projects have allowed upgrades of a number of very
good, substantial buildings in the city which, prior to
the scheme being introduced, were lacking
environmentally, particularly in the energy and
sustainability area.

The project value was $400 000. The building was first
constructed in 1939. These are great buildings, but there
were undoubtedly very different conditions in 1939 to
those we have today. There are 10 floors in this
building and 17 tenants, and the annual saving as a
result of the $400 000 worth of investment is $11 000
annually on their energy bills, and 170 tonnes of CO2.
So this was an opportunity for it to upgrade the building
to achieve more energy efficiency and ultimately to
reduce its power bills.

The projects involved money being lent to the building
owner for the upgrades to occur, and as a result of the
City of Melbourne scheme, since 2011 there have been
energy bill savings of $571 000 annually. That is an
important point to note, because the opposition believes
it is important to encourage the private sector to look at
ways in which it can be more energy efficient, which
will ultimately reduce its bills and lead to lower costs in
transacting and doing business. This then allows the

Another building at 123 Queen Street had a new
380 kilowatt trigeneration system installed to generate
electricity, heating and cooling. Occupancy sensors and
double glazing have also been installed as part of the
retrofit, and it is expected that the upgrade will lift the
building’s National Australian Built Environment
Rating System (NABERS) rating from two stars to four
stars. The 123 Queen Street agreement, signed by the
City of Melbourne, the National Australia Bank, Low
Carbon Australia Limited and the building owner, is the
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first privately funded environmental upgrade agreement
under the 1200 Buildings Program. The project value in
this case was substantially more — $1.3 million. The
building was constructed in the 1960s. It has 15 floors
and 12 tenants, and in this particular instance we have
an annual saving of $180 000 on energy bills, which is
quite substantial when you think about it in terms of the
project value. My maths is not bad on the fly, and that
is about 11 per cent, which is a really good return when
you think that a building owner makes an investment of
$1.3 million and is able to achieve savings of over
10 per cent on energy bills annually, and a saving of
2500 tonnes of CO2 as well.
These projects make economic sense, and that is
important to point out. If they make economic sense,
and at the same time we can reduce carbon emissions,
then we are onto a winner, and that is really what we
should be signalling to industry and to the private
sector — ‘Get on board because these sorts of
opportunities really allow you to save on energy bills’.
The next building — which is just up the road from
460 Collins Street so they obviously saw what was
happening at 460 — is at 470 Collins Street. It is a
15-storey office block in one of Melbourne’s most
sought after business locations and is targeting an
energy cost reduction of 30 per cent, made possible by
the environmental upgrade agreements. A new cooling
tower system will be installed along with two new
efficient condensing boilers. A new building
management system will also be installed to provide
better management of energy consumption. This
agreement was signed between the City of Melbourne,
the National Australia Bank, Low Carbon Australia
Limited and the building owner, and it is the second
privately funded agreement under the 1200 Buildings
Program.
The building owner, the Suleman Group — there you
go, interesting — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I will leave that alone. The
project value was $720 000, the year of construction of
the building itself was 1970 and the number of floors is
15 — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I note that the government
members are all aspiring to have business credentials. I
hope they are able to not only talk up their business
credentials but actually implement them when they
look at introducing this because the proof is in the
pudding. With just about every major project the
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government has had a crack at, it has ruptured the crack
and failed. Everything it has had a go at, from myki to
the desalination plant and the north–south pipeline, has
failed dismally. I welcome the government members
talking up their business credentials, but let them not
just talk about it. Let us not have this government just
talk about its business credentials; let us see the
government actually do something and deliver one
project.
On this side of the house we will be happy if, over the
next four years, the government delivers a project that
is on time and on budget and fulfils what it is intended
to do. We will be watching, and we hope it will be able
to deliver what it seeks to deliver. The proof will be in
the pudding for the port of Melbourne, Melbourne’s rail
link and all those interesting projects. We look forward
to those, and hopefully we will see the Labor Party, for
once in its life, actually deliver a project successfully.
Let us get back to EUAs because I know the planning
minister is excited about them. He was excited about
our initial proposal, and he knew we were onto a good
thing when we introduced this idea. The second bit of
legislation that has been introduced in my area has been
from ideas when we were previously in government, so
I look forward to standing up here one day and talking
about one of the Labor Party’s ideas. I am sure that will
happen eventually because they will run out of using
our ideas, but we will wait. Let us move on because I
want to talk about some of the concerns we have.
Before I move on to that, there are a couple of other
projects I want to mention. The 501 Swanston Street
building, which has 10 tenants, has introduced
$2.5 million for tillers, boilers and a solar farm for
windows, and it has had $80 000 worth of savings. It is
not quite the return on investment that the other projects
have been, but we look forward to seeing where that
goes. The Kings Business Park precinct, which is
80–100 Dorcas Street and 99–111 Coventry Street,
South Melbourne, has a project value of $3.2 million
with 57 tenants, and it has had $257 000 worth of
savings, so that was more successful. Those have been
good projects. I have had the Lord Mayor of
Melbourne, Robert Doyle, write to me to talk up this
particular scheme and say how successful it has
been — and he thanked the former government for the
work it did.
Let me share some of the concerns we have in terms of
the implementation. In the remaining minutes I have, it
is important to ensure that we on this side show our
support for this initiative, which was ours. However, it
is now down to the implementation, and it is very
important that the government address some of the
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concerns. They are concerns that both the Municipal
Association of Victoria and Local Government
Professionals have shared with us in terms of the local
municipal bodies that are responsible for looking after
their members. They have raised a few things that the
government should be looking at in terms of the
implementation.
Firstly, regarding the resourcing of the changes and the
additional work and administration involved in councils
administering the scheme, I note that we have a
proposal to freeze capping rates. In terms of requiring
councils to do a bit more work, we hope that does not
impinge on them as a result.
Regarding the compliance issues, is the EUA a separate
bill or invoice or a charge on the rate notice? These are
some of the concerns the councils have. Is it the intent
to levy the charge for a fixed period, say 5 or 10 years,
with annual repayments? Is there a finite time limit?
Does the definition of a lending body need more rigour
or tightening? Who makes the decision that the
section 181A has been satisfied? Who makes the
decision that the property is being used for a
non-residential purpose, and what does that mean? If in
a particular municipality there is a farm and that farm
wishes to take up some of these EUAs, does that
restricted classification of non-residential allow that
farm to participate in the scheme? In relation to
section 181B, regarding the occupiers or tenants, how
would the charge be broken down as to who contributes
what? What happens if the occupier vacates the
property? In the bill there is talk about the local
government authority not being out of pocket for this
and being the first to be able to recover its investment,
but those are just some of the things that need to be
worked out.
Section 181B(d) stops the council entering into an
agreement if the charges exceed the capital improved
value (CIV). What happens if the payments, including
rate payments, stop and the charges build up over time
and exceed the CIV? Some of the suggestions that have
been made are that it should be made clear that council
rates and charges take priority over EUAs in the
instance of default and that the lender cannot require the
council to sell the property or take legal action to
recover its money. I understand that councils are the
first in line in terms of recovery, but to what extent does
that take place? You would hope, particularly if it is not
a huge sum, that a building would not be sold from
under an organisation without some of these sorts of
issues being worked through.
New section 181D seems quite onerous, especially
subsection (2)(c). How would councils be aware of
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what interest has accrued to the lender? What would
councils do about interest rate changes in the interest
rate declared by councils?
New section 181E provides that a council must use its
best endeavours to recover an environmental upgrade
charge. What does that entail in respect of a council’s
endeavours? It should be made clear in the legislation
that if costs are incurred for debt collection that will be
added to the amount owed under the environmental
upgrade agreement (EUA). They are just some
concerns; the opposition has others. As I said, councils
broadly support this measure. Obviously the City of
Melbourne has had some great success with this
scheme. Some councils would like to see the EUAs
expanded to include all buildings, including private
residences. At the moment that is not possible, but it
has certainly been raised with me.
Councils are concerned that all the risks and
administration costs of pending EUAs may fall to them.
I know that every endeavour has been made to try to
not make that happen but councils are still concerned
about it. The Municipal Association of Victoria and
councils have expressed concern that the administrative
costs of EUAs are likely to be high, and in the
rate-constrained environment they are prohibitive for all
but a few metropolitan councils. Again, that is the issue
with allowing some of the rural and regional councils to
participate in the scheme. Some of the metropolitan
councils might possibly find it easier to participate, but
how do we encourage some of the rural and regional
councils and the owners of some buildings to take up
the scheme?
There is little efficiency and significant duplication with
individual councils each being able to administer and
market the program. Again, we are talking about a
scheme that could be opened up and offered to all
councils, as is the intent of the bill. If we are to open it
to all councils, what does that mean for how councils
can promote this across the board? If a building owner
has a number of buildings in different municipalities,
there might be an opportunity to leverage but how can
we ensure that information is shared across the
municipalities?
I gave the example of the Kings Business Park, which
was at 80–100 Dorcas Street and 99–111 Coventry
Street. Those two separate buildings owned by the
Asian Pacific Group participated as one scheme, as the
group was allowed a dual-site opportunity by the City
of Melbourne. If there are opportunities when the
scheme applies right across the local government
authorities, how can we get leverage from that as part
of the promotion and uptake of the scheme?
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If the state wants the EUAs to become common, the
government will need to look at funding a centralised
administrative body similar to the Sustainable
Melbourne Fund to run and market this program. That
suggestion was made by councils. At the moment we
are finding that councils are really concerned about rate
capping and that a lot of this stuff will be passed over to
them to administer. I know that as part of the collection
of the charges there will be an administration fund, but
if the scheme is to be promoted there would be concern
about whether cost of the promotion of the scheme
would be covered as part of the administration costs of
the scheme.
Even with the Sustainable Melbourne Fund, the City of
Melbourne saw limited uptake of the EUAs. The
success and limitations of that program should be
analysed and fed into the statewide policy framework.
There is bipartisan support for environmental uptake
agreements so that there are important valuable
business upgrades of buildings to ensure we get some
energy efficiency and environmental sustainability,
which is great. It is important that it does not stop just
there. It will be interesting to see how the government
assists municipal councils and local government
authorities to help with the promotion and uptake of
this scheme. We on this side will be watching, given
some of the policy and investment that is coming
through.
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equipment to ensure that they get greater energy
efficiency. Ultimately we need to be able to use
councils to free up some money so that that sort of
thing can be undertaken.
If it is done properly, there is a real opportunity here in
terms of energy efficiency, sustainability, jobs and
growth. When we were in government, we on this side
saw that when we were trialling the scheme with the
City of Melbourne. We opened this up in 2014 by
introducing a bill in the upper house. It is a pity that we
are not still in government to see it through.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The Minister for Planning
agrees with me on that.
Mr Wynne — He does not!
Mr SOUTHWICK — I think he would also agree
that this is good policy. It is good policy but it is all
about the implementation. I know that the Minister for
Planning would like to give me an extension of time,
but I will not need that. It is important that we get this
right. Far too many times we have seen this government
coming up with an idea, or stealing one, but not being
very good at implementing it. We on this side will be
looking forward to the implementation of this measure.
Mr Nardella interjected.

The government has announced a New Energy Jobs
Fund of $200 million-odd. I would have thought that
that was a great opportunity to look at some of this sort
of stuff. We will be looking to see what will be invested
to ensure that we get the sort of uptake we need. As I
said, in the last week there has been lots of talk about
rural and regional areas. Suggestions have been made
by government members that there will be another
$200 million — they like that number — for an
agricultural fund, subject to the sale of the port of
Melbourne.
This scheme of environmental upgrades is another
example of what happens. You can see people in the
city taking it up just like that, but we cannot forget our
rural and regional friends; we need to ensure that they
get a fair go as well. I am keen to see what the
government will do to ensure that there is support from
and uptake of this scheme by local councils in rural and
regional areas. Frankly, many of those councils are
struggling and many of them have huge electricity bills.
Earlier I mentioned the farming community. I am sure
some of the people in those businesses would welcome
the opportunity to upgrade their premises. People in the
dairy industry are big users of power, and they would
welcome the opportunity to upgrade their plant and

Mr SOUTHWICK — I am sure that the member
for Melton, who is interjecting, agrees with his local
council. I am sure that the municipal authorities will
want to work with this government. I hope that
members of the government take the time to talk to
their local councils to find out what can be done. We
look forward to seeing how much money the
government will invest in those councils — that is, how
much money will be invested in the scheme to ensure
that we get uptake of it — that it is not just about talk
but that there is actually some implementation.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I rise to
make a contribution to debate on the Local Government
Legislation Amendment (Environmental Upgrade
Agreements) Bill 2015. I have listened carefully to the
member for Caulfield’s contribution, for which he used
his full 30-minute entitlement, and I have to say: what
an extraordinary attempt at revisionism it was. The
member for Caulfield claims that this very important
initiative was an initiative of the former Liberal
government. That is simply not the case; it is untrue.
This was an initiative of the former Labor government.
At the time I had the honour of being the Minister for
Local Government. Let the record show that the
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member for Caulfield in his contribution was wrong,
and that in fact the initial bill, the City of Melbourne
bill, was in fact not only a Labor initiative, but I
introduced the bill and it was passed by the house.
For the member for Caulfield to try in this lame way to
make some claim that this important policy initiative
was an initiative of the former Liberal-Nationals
coalition is simply wrong. The member also claims that
the architecture of the bill we have before us was again
put into the Parliament by the previous government. It
is correct that it was passed by the upper house during
the term of the previous government, but it languished
in the lower house literally for months.
Mr Southwick — It was introduced late in 2014.
Mr WYNNE — The member for Caulfield says that
that is rubbish. In fact the bill sat in this house, and we
were ready to debate it. I approached the then Minister
for Local Government and said that we would be happy
to debate this bill any time the government was ready. I
said that we could truncate the number of speakers,
because we believed the bill was very important. We
believed it was very important that we extend the scope
of this important initiative — again, I reiterate it was a
Labor government initiative — across the broader local
government sector, including the Municipal
Association of Victoria (MAV) and the Victorian Local
Governance Association (VLGA), as the peak bodies
for local government.
Mr Southwick — Have you actually spoken to
them?
Mr WYNNE — The member for Caulfield is
asking me if I have spoken to the MAV. Have I spoken
to the MAV? I wonder whether that was Rob Spence
who was in my office yesterday. I think he is the CEO
of the MAV, as I recall! Do I have any standing in the
local government sector? A little bit. I have a little bit of
form there.
Mr Nardella — The Right Honourable!
Mr WYNNE — Indeed, as my colleague says, the
Right Honourable. I think I might reassume that title.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WYNNE — How regal of me! But the
important point is this: it is a terrific initiative, and it is a
Labor government initiative.
The environmental upgrade agreements are
council-based financing mechanisms that enable
businesses to better access finances for particularly
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important climate change initiatives, like energy, water
and waste reduction upgrades. Specifically they are for
non-residential buildings. The rollout of the program
has been particularly successful at the City of
Melbourne. I acknowledge the Lord Mayor, the Right
Honourable Lord Mayor — Robert Doyle, who has
been — —
Mr Nardella — The best opposition leader we’ve
never had!
Mr WYNNE — Thank you very much. Robert has
been a passionate advocate for this program, not merely
within the City of Melbourne, but he has also sought
further support for the rollout of this program right
across local government.
As the member for Caulfield indicated, under an
environmental upgrade agreement a lender provides the
finance to a building owner and the local council
collects repayments through the rates system. The
council then passes the property charge on to the lender.
It is a very elegant and simple way of garnering both
the support of local government and obviously business
to engage in energy efficiency opportunities.
It is good for business because it lowers cost to it, and it
is good for the environment. It is a win-win for both
parties. It is in that context that I think the elegance of
the scheme is revealed: you have the backing of local
government in effect as the party that provides a very
important level of comfort to the lender. The lender in
this context has come in the form of very significant
lending by major financial institutions, including the
ANZ bank, which funded the program in New South
Wales, and indeed other financial institutions. They
know that when there is long-term low interest lending
for this particular initiative there is the backing in the
first instance of a strong legislative framework and also
the backing of the City of Melbourne itself as an entity.
I know when this program rolls out across local
government more generally there is going to be a very
significant uptake of this initiative going forward.
The member for Caulfield suggested that there were
some concerns about how this program would roll out. I
know that the Minister for Local Government has had
extensive consultation with local government,
particularly with the MAV and the VLGA, where she
enjoys a very strong relationship with respect to this
program. One issue that the member for Caulfield
asked about is the question of resourcing. It is a very
simple proposition: it is an opt-in system. You opt in if
you want.
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Mr Southwick — You have to find out about it first.
You have to know it exists. You have to promote it.
How does one promote it? How does one know that it
exists?
Mr WYNNE — Heaven’s above! The member for
Caulfield is the opposition spokesperson on local
government, is he? No, of course he is not. How would
you know about it? That is why you have peak bodies
called the MAV and VLGA, and do you not reckon
they will be pushing this program out through the
various avenues they have available to them and
through their conferences?
Mr Southwick — You obviously have not spoken
to Rob Spence.
Mr WYNNE — It must have been someone else I
spoke to yesterday. Was this another Rob Spence who
turned up yesterday? Does he have a brother called Rob
Spence? Unbelievable!
There are innumerable opportunities for local
governments to learn about this program. From my
lengthy experience in local government, I know there is
a huge appetite for local governments to want to take
up these initiatives. I know the member for Ivanhoe in
his contribution is going to talk about other initiatives
where local government has led the way, particularly
around energy efficient street lighting and the amazing
work that local government has done in recycling.
Local governments have led the way in standing up and
being responsible citizens in relation to climate change.
This is simply another opportunity for local
governments. I know they will take this up with
alacrity, because it is a terrific scheme that brings
significant benefits particularly to the businesses that
take it up but with very significant environmental
impacts as well.
There is a certain irony in the opposition talking to us
and lecturing us about environmental matters.
Mr Southwick interjected.
Mr WYNNE — The member for Caulfield says,
‘You can’t help yourself’. He spent 10 minutes slagging
us off about various major projects that we undertook.
The simple thing is this: the current federal
government’s position in relation to wind is simply a
disgrace. For it to try to drive out of this state such an
important industry as wind as an alternative source of
power supply to this state means the opposition has no
credibility when it comes to the environmental
argument — no credibility whatsoever. The alternative
federal government’s recent announcements have been
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magnificent when talking about alternative energy
propositions in this state.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a brief contribution to debate on the
Local Government Legislation Amendment
(Environmental Upgrade Agreements) Bill 2015. I am
pleased the minister’s diatribe has ended. We will try to
get a bit of fact into the debate here.
As the member for Caulfield suggested, we are
supporting the bill. The primary objective of this bill is
about amending the Local Government Act 1989. That
will allow Victorian councils to provide environmental
upgrade agreements — EUAs, as they are currently
known — because at the moment only the City of
Melbourne can enable these agreements. This
legislation will relevantly empower all councils in
Victoria, and this bill will remove the provisions in the
City of Melbourne Amendment Act 2011. It is covered
by the amendments to the Local Government Act 1989
as well.
An EUA can be used to fund works that improve
energy, water or environmental efficiency or
sustainability in upgrading existing non-residential
buildings on rateable land. In particular I know that the
Rural City of Wangaratta, the Moira Shire Council and
Alpine Shire Council — that is, the three local councils
we have in the Ovens Valley — are very supportive of
this. It provides significant wins for them. Under this
legislation councils will not be required to offer
environmental upgrade agreements; it just gives them
the power to do so. Importantly, what we are doing is
empowering councils or local government authorities to
be able to do that.
More importantly councils will not be liable for the
environmental upgrade agreement loans. They will
really just be the conduit and collect repayments via
levies and rates. This legislation provides a number of
associated requirements for environmental upgrade
agreements and the need to notify existing mortgages
when creating an EUA. As I say, the local government
authorities in my electorate — that is, the Rural City of
Wangaratta, Moira Shire Council and Alpine Shire
Council — will be beneficiaries.
I turn to look at somewhere like the Alpine Shire
Council, which is an absolute leader in rural shires in
terms of having a very low rate base. It looks for
opportunities wherever it can. Its rateable increase was
only 2.9 per cent, which is quite noteworthy given what
has been happening in other councils. It has taken that
challenge on before rate capping is imposed on it. It has
been very proactive in that space.
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As we head towards the 2016 council elections, this
will be an obstacle that we no longer have to address.
Sustainable projects are important to us all, and this bill
goes a long way to ensuring that they will be
undertaken. The mechanisms provide a greater level of
security for lenders because, similar to council rates, the
EAU charges are a first charge on the land. That takes
priority over all other mortgages, charges and interest
on the land. That allows the lender to offer more
competitive loan terms to businesses undertaking those
upgrades. As we know, money is getting tighter and
tougher to get, particularly in the investment sector.
This will give a lot more confidence to this sector.
In the City of Melbourne a total of $12.6 million in
capital expenditure by building owners has been
invested across five projects since 2011. These projects
have combined annual energy bill savings of $571 000,
so it is quite significant over that three or four-year
period. The bill was passed — as we heard when the
debate went on between the member for Caulfield and
member for Richmond — by the former Victorian
coalition government. The bill did not make it any
further than that due to the election, but a couple of
minor changes have been made to the bill we passed in
this place. The City of Melbourne was consulted and
confirmed that it will not create any problems for its
existing EUA scheme, and the MAV supports the Plan
Melbourne commitment, so it is a supporter as well.
In conclusion, the bill provides important investment
and sustainability opportunities for councils. Regional
councils in particular do not have the rate base of the
metropolitan councils, and they look for any
opportunity to get a leg up and move forward. With
those brief remarks, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a contribution to the debate on the Local Government
Legislation Amendment (Environmental Upgrade
Agreements) Bill 2015. It is interesting to hear former
government members making light of the fact that they
introduced the bill to the Parliament, but of course the
legislation lapsed. If you do not believe in climate
change, you certainly do not profess to be able to
believe in the sorts of advantages that local government
can gain from implementing and having access to these
environmental sustainability loans to drive
improvements in their communities. The previous
government let the bill lapse largely because it was not
interested. If you do not believe in climate change, you
do not really believe in this bill, and it has taken a
Labor government to bring the bill before the house and
to make sure it has stakeholders’ full support to
proceed.
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I will talk in broad terms about energy efficiencies and
savings and what the previous government did in
relation to these matters. I pick up the comments made
by the opposition’s lead spokesperson, the member for
Caulfield, in relation to its record on environmental
sustainability and energy savings and costs. Under the
previous government the disconnection rates increased,
wrongful disconnection rates doubled, average debt
upon entry into hardship programs surged and
affordability cases considered by the Energy and Water
Ombudsman Victoria absolutely rocketed. That was the
record of the previous government.
There was a contribution from a member about the
Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV) and its CEO,
Mr Spence, and this government’s engagement with the
MAV. I will touch on another program of the previous
government in relation to energy efficiency and dealing
with local government and explain why the Andrews
Labor government is absolutely committed in its
consultation processes to seeking the support of
organisations like the MAV in relation to how the
environmental upgrade agreements program works. A
MAV members’ brief in relation to the
2012–13 Victorian budget states:
On the negative side, the government’s —

that is, the previous Liberal government —
decision to cut the green light program will significantly
reduce the capacity of councils to transition to more efficient
street lighting and breaches a key election commitment.

I draw the attention of the house to that statement,
because the member for Caulfield raised concerns
about the government’s level of commitment to these
environmental upgrade agreements. The previous
government let this legislation lapse. A Labor
government has brought it back to the house, improved
it and is making sure it will become law through its
advocacy in government to support local governments
to pick up on the advantages the City of Melbourne has
benefited from because of its access to the
environmental upgrade agreements. Through accessing
this program, the City of Melbourne has initiated seven
projects, with energy bill savings of $571 000 per
annum to businesses in the city of Melbourne. The
previous government refused to expand the program for
other local governments to access. It refused to make
available those savings to businesses across Victoria by
advocating and pursuing this legislation when it was
previously before the house. The previous
government’s record on these matters is clear.
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Returning to the MAV members brief and the
$20 million green light program, the brief states that the
2012–13 budget indicated that:
… the program has been reduced, rather than abolished,
although it is understood that there will be no additional
funding allocations made unless it is renewed in a future
budget.

I recall the then Minister for Local Government,
Jeannette Powell, the former member for Shepparton,
backtracking on providing up to $20 million for
sustainable lighting for local governments to reduce the
cost to ratepayers of running street lighting. The former
government walked away from an election
commitment, just as it did with this legislation when it
walked away from delivering it to the Parliament and
the people of Victoria in order to expand opportunities
for local government.
As a former local government councillor, I know and
understand the value of local governments being able to
work with state governments on environmental
sustainability matters. If you want to drive
improvements in environmental sustainability in
Victoria and put extra expectations on local
government, then you need to give them the tools,
support and incentives to deliver those programs in
their communities. You need to ensure there is value
for them, particularly given a number of other
commitments this government has made. You want to
make sure you are supporting local government to
advocate on behalf of their communities for some
investment and for support and that there is going to be
a return to ratepayers and on investments in relation to
how these programs work.
The cut to the green light program is a good example of
the previous government’s lack of support for
environmental sustainability measures and its lack of
sincerity in delivering on election commitments to local
government. The statement from the member for
Caulfield that an Andrews Labor government may not
be able to deliver on its election commitments on how
this legislation will roll out is false; it does not bear
scrutiny when you look at the record of the previous
government.
I again direct members to 2012–13 budget paper 3,
page 361, which makes it clear that the performance
measures of the previous government were removed in
relation to the street lighting program. Those targets
were abolished because the government was not
choosing to maintain a $20 million program that had
been an election commitment, one of many election
commitments on which the previous government did
not deliver. Again it goes to the heart of the previous
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government’s desire not to meet commitments around
climate change and environmental sustainability and to
local governments to make it easier for them to
advocate and deliver change in local communities that
would improve the environment but also improve the
bottom line of local businesses.
The government has received correspondence from
Robert Doyle, the Lord Mayor of the City of
Melbourne. He indicated his support for the bill when
he said:
Environmental Upgrade Agreements give local governments
the ability to assist their ratepayers to realistically improve the
environmental performance of non-residential buildings.

We should always be looking for opportunities — and
local government is at the coalface around planning
approvals — to drive best practice and neighbourhood
character, and also in relation to how we embed
environmental sustainability in design and architecture
in the community. The Minister for Planning has been a
long-term advocate on these matters and made a very
good contribution in relation to the record of Labor
governments in time and again empowering local
governments to deliver on these changes in the
community and respecting their role as a third tier of
government.
We know there are fiscal constraints but we need to
provide incentives for local government so that they
can drive that change. It is one thing to put the onus on
them, but here was a program that was denied to local
government because the previous Napthine government
chose not to pursue the legislation when it was before
the Parliament. It was left to lapse because the coalition
is not committed to addressing climate change or
environmental sustainability or to empowering local
government to deliver those on the ground with local
communities.
In conclusion, I note that a number of stakeholders
support the EUAs, not only the MAV, which I have
talked about. They include the Property Council of
Australia; the Green Building Council of Australia;
financiers such as the National Australia Bank, the
ANZ and bankmecu; the Clean Energy Finance
Corporation, which is already under attack from those
opposite; the Sustainable Melbourne Fund; and the
New South Wales and South Australian governments.
We know the South Australian government has become
a great beneficiary of the previous Liberal government
in Victoria walking away from wind farms and wind
energy in Victoria. We have seen massive investment
in South Australia’s wind farms and wind energy that
has been lost to Victoria in recent years because of the
practices and planning policies of the previous Baillieu
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and Napthine governments. We are turning that around
in Victoria. We are reclaiming that investment. We are
making it clear that Victoria is open for business and
that it wants to have investment in wind farms, clean
energy and jobs. This legislation is playing a small part
in making sure that as many areas of local government
as possible are given an opportunity to access supports
for local businesses.
Green is clean, but it is also cheap. It provides an
economic return and a benefit. That is the message this
legislation makes very clear. It is about jobs for the
future — jobs that are sustainable and not only for the
environment. The previous government consistently
walked away from this and left investment lagging in
Victoria. The Andrews Labor government is working
assiduously every day to bring that investment back to
the state, to make those connections and to make a
green and sustainable community and economy in
Victoria.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — It will be no
surprise to anyone that the Greens are very happy to
support this bill, the Local Government Legislation
Amendment (Environmental Upgrade Agreements) Bill
2015. The bill, as others have said, extends the
successful environmental upgrade agreement scheme
currently in place in the city of Melbourne to all
councils across the state. I want to start by thanking the
staff and councillors of the City of Melbourne, in
particular Cr Leppert and Cr Oke, for the great work
they have done in sustainability over the last few years.
I know that the City of Melbourne has been a real
leader in this space in a number of ways.
It is good to see that this environmental upgrade
agreement scheme can now be rolled out in other
councils, enabling third-party financiers to provide
loans for owners of non-residential buildings for
sustainability, environmental and energy-efficiency
upgrades that will then be repaid through council rates.
This is exactly the kind of innovative financing
mechanism we should be looking at to support
renewable energy and energy efficiency and to help us
deal with climate change. It obviously has great
benefits for tenants in terms of savings on their bills.
The security in the rate system means that it is easier to
secure finance for these programs and upgrades. It is
good for the environment and good in terms of our
response to climate change.
Non-residential buildings are a good place to start
applying the successful City of Melbourne scheme, but
we also need to be looking at mechanisms that support
individuals and families to upgrade their homes — their
residential buildings. I am hoping this bill is just the
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start of the government’s initiatives in terms of energy
efficiency. We could look at things like three-way
contracts for energy efficiency and retrofits for housing.
I think the Greens’ Victorian solar bank idea, combined
with a Victorian renewable energy target, could really
drive the rollout of renewable energy across Victoria,
from small-scale solar photovoltaic systems through to
big, transformative projects like wind farms and solar
thermal plants.
We need to acknowledge that the single biggest source
of our emissions is our brown coal-fired generators,
particularly Australia’s dirtiest, Hazelwood, which is
located in Victoria. Under this bill energy efficiency
and sustainability upgrades will lead to a further
decrease in demand for electricity in this state, which
will lead to more oversupply of energy in our grid and
in our market. I am hoping this will be further incentive
for the government to implement a proper community
transition plan for the Latrobe Valley and to replace our
dirtiest power stations.
As we know, Hazelwood is already obsolete. There is
already five times more power than Hazelwood
produces oversupplied in our grid. What happens when
councils and buildings start to reduce their energy
needs? It is a really good thing, but when energy use
decreases, we see more oversupply, which means that
there is too much energy in the grid. That leads to
adverse impacts in the market, but it also means that we
can switch off dirty power plants like Hazelwood much
more easily, provided we have a proper community
transition plan in place.
As energy is oversupplied, we will see falling electricity
prices. There is every chance that the owners of plants
like Hazelwood will simply walk away from an
unprofitable and degraded asset. If there were an
accident at the plant — and we are seeing neglect in the
maintenance of the plants at the moment — it may not
be worth repairing, and the owners may simply walk
away, leaving the people of the Latrobe Valley and the
taxpayers of Victoria to clean up the mess. The people
of the Latrobe Valley will be living in a really
dangerous place with a huge hole in the ground that is
prone to fire and pollution.
While it is great that we are seeing initiatives from this
government to reduce energy use, and that is absolutely
what we need, these need to be coupled with switching
off and replacing our dirtiest coal-fired generators;
otherwise we are going to see adverse impacts in the
electricity market. Those impacts will be felt most
keenly by the people of the Latrobe Valley, who live
near those coal-producing plants and mines. That is
something the Greens do not want to see.
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We commend the government on introducing this bill,
and we are really happy to vote for it, but we hope it is
only the start of energy-efficiency measures from this
government and the start of a move towards actually
dealing with climate change in this state, which the
previous government had absolutely no desire to do.
That really needs to start with replacing Hazelwood.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — It is my pleasure
to rise in support of the Local Government Legislation
Amendment (Environmental Upgrade Agreements) Bill
2015. This bill is essentially about helping commercial
building owners to finance energy-efficiency retrofits.
The measures put forward in this bill have been
available in the city of Melbourne since 2011, as we
have heard, and they have been incredibly successful,
delivering substantial savings to local businesses. The
bill before us today allows us to expand the scheme to
all local councils so we can expand these benefits
across the Victorian community.
The Andrews Labor government is committed to
making Victoria a leader in energy efficiency. I know
that that was also a priority of the Bracks and Brumby
Labor governments because I had the pleasure of
working for them. They enjoyed a proud record of
promoting clean energy and energy efficiency, creating
thousands of jobs in the process, and made Victoria a
national leader. Sadly the previous government eroded
this leadership and took us back in time, as
conservatives do, in so many ways. The Minister for
Energy and Resources is a passionate advocate for
transitioning Victoria to an energy-efficient,
low-emissions economy, as indeed are all our ministers.
Her dedication to this cause will ensure Victoria regains
its reputation as a forward-thinking, environmentally
conscious state that genuinely strives to reduce energy
costs for consumers by facilitating cost savings.
Improving the efficiency of Victoria’s infrastructure is
an important part of this equation. This bill facilitates
the improvement of the energy efficiency of
non-residential buildings in particular. It will allow the
commercial sector to reduce ongoing costs and improve
building value, which are important factors in a thriving
business, as we all know. The broader benefits are
important too. The bill will help us reduce greenhouse
gas emissions — and we know that commercial
buildings account for about 10 per cent of Australia’s
total greenhouse emissions, so a reduction here is not
insignificant for our overall efforts.
How does the bill work? Essentially it allows all
councils to offer environmental upgrade agreements
(EUAs). An EUA is a council-based financing
mechanism that enables businesses to more effectively
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access finance for energy, water or waste reduction
upgrades. In terms of the mechanics, under the
agreements a lender provides finance to a building
owner and the local council collect repayments through
the rates system. The council then passes the property
charge on to the lender. The significance of using the
rate system is that the EUA loan is prioritised over
other debts attached to the land, which gives lenders
more security. This allows lenders the flexibility to
offer longer term loans at more affordable rates. The
EUAs only apply to the upgrade of existing
non-residential buildings on rateable land — that is,
land other than Crown land; land owned by a minister,
a council or a public statutory body; land used for
public, charitable, religious or mining purposes; and
land held in trust for memorial of war veterans. The
sorts of retrofitting these agreements would allow
include improving water efficiency, installing on-site
generation, measures that reduce pollution or waste and
improving efficiency in the use of materials, all of
which I think we would agree are positive steps.
This bill differs slightly from the provisions in the City
of Melbourne Act 2001, which governed the original
scheme in the City of Melbourne. The main difference
is that the bill before us today includes strengthened
provisions around council liability and also contains a
guideline-making power for the Minister for Energy
and Resources. Matters such guidelines could provide
for include the works that may be covered under an
EUA or matters for councils to consider before
deciding to offer EUAs, or the guidelines might model
environmental upgrade provisions or address public
reporting by councils.
As we have heard, the bill is similar to a bill put
forward by the previous government last year, a bill that
we supported but that did not pass prior to the election.
It languished and therefore lapsed. As we have heard
from the Minister for Planning, who was a Minister for
Local Government in a previous Labor government, the
initiatives put forward in this bill have Labor origins
that predate the work of the former — conservative —
government. There are some differences between this
bill and the coalition government’s bill pertaining
especially to situations where tenants may be liable to
pay charges under an EUA. The original City of
Melbourne Act could be interpreted as requiring all
tenants to agree to charges unless the building owner
took sole responsibility. This does not reflect the reality,
as some tenants may be subject to a charge with their
consent while others may not be subject to a charge at
all.
This bill does not make the provision of EUAs by
councils compulsory; it merely leaves it open to them.
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It is for councils to decide whether this scheme would
work for them, and I hope most councils would
embrace the spirit of energy efficiency and the savings
it would bring to business. This is a sensible bill that
facilitates important environmental outcomes as well as
cost savings for business. It is fitting that this
government should pass a bill that addresses
affordability issues, especially after four years of horror
under the previous government. It was four years of
increasing consumer hardship, increasing disconnection
rates, increasing rates of wrongful disconnection and
growing debt levels upon entry into the hardship
program. They were also years which saw an increase
in the number of affordability cases considered by the
energy and water ombudsman. They are not exactly the
achievements of a government committed to decreasing
energy costs, something opposition members
campaigned on in 2010.
This government recognises the economic importance
of improving energy efficiency for businesses and
households. We have saved the Victorian energy
efficiency target scheme from the coalition’s cuts. It is a
scheme that supports thousands of jobs, reduces energy
bills and reduces greenhouse emissions. Indeed we will
work to strengthen it. That is what this government
does; it takes pride in the achievements of our Labor
predecessors and understands where the future is. We
do not look to the past; we look to the future. We are
committed to building a future for the next generation
and preserving what we can for future generations.
Energy efficiency is vital for a productive economy and
mitigates demands on our network. Simply, it makes
sense. I am proud to be part of a government that is
committed to restoring the state’s environmental
credentials, preserving the things we hold dear for
future generations and assisting customers along the
way — and why not? I am glad to see that the Lord
Mayor of Melbourne, Robert Doyle, has lent his
support to this bill. It is always nice to see people on the
other side of politics backing what we do. It gives me
tremendous pleasure. On that note, I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I wish to
make a brief contribution to the debate on the Local
Government Legislation Amendment (Environmental
Upgrade Agreements) Bill 2015. I welcome the fact
that this government has introduced this bill, and I
support the contributions that have been made by
coalition members, particularly the comments made by
the member for Caulfield. Clearly the important work
on environmental upgrade agreements that is reflected
in this bill is significant. As a former local government
councillor, I know firsthand the work that is involved in
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a range of environmental projects that affect local
communities, and I would like to take this opportunity
to talk about some of the work that has been happening
in my own community of Ferntree Gully and the work
that has been done by the City of Knox with respect to
important environmental upgrades within that
community.
After the 2010 election the incoming coalition
government made a funding contribution to projects
which were providing important environmental
upgrades — namely, works along Blind Creek. I would
like to place on the record recognition of the hard work
that has been done by Friends of Koolunga Reserve as
well as by the Friends of Blind Creek Billabong. When
in government we were very pleased to provide a
$50 000 contribution to both organisations. As a
consequence of those contributions, of the work of the
environmental staff of the Knox City Council and of the
work of the volunteers, along with the collaboration of
Melbourne Water, important upgrades occurred
affecting the health of that creek.
Very importantly, the work of Friends of Koolunga
Reserve — of Kath Loxton and her team — saw the
removal of the tradescantia weed, more commonly
known as trad plant. We were able to fund a program
that meant that over a sustained period of time — over
successive seasons — work could be done resulting in
the removal of that weed infestation from the creek bed.
We have seen planting in, and more importantly the
return of native plants to, the creek bed, which has been
a fantastic outcome for that community.
Equally the Friends of Blind Creek Billabong have
done some important work clearing out weed areas, and
I was very pleased to assist them in the planting of a
range of native plants. We were able to improve an area
that was once weed infested. It is now a fantastic
resource for that local community — one that is
embraced by the local community and one that sees a
lot of people taking ownership of their local park
because of the environmental benefits.
I understand the work that is done by local government,
and I appreciate the work that is done by my local
community and by Knox City Council. It is imperative
that we all work collaboratively with local government
to ensure that we bring about important environmental
upgrades for our local communities.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is great to be able to
get up this evening to speak on the Local Government
Legislation Amendment (Environmental Upgrade
Agreements) Bill 2015. As I have had the chance to say
previously in this house, energy policy is something
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that my constituents in the electorate of Macedon care
very deeply about. I know they will be pleased to see
this bill come before the house, and indeed they will be
wishing it a swift passage through both houses.
This is a common-sense piece of legislation.
Unfortunately this is an area that lapsed under the
previous government because as we have already
heard, and as the Minister for Planning noted, when we
think about the previous government and its
commitment to either renewable energy or energy
policy, we find it was severely lacking. What a contrast
with the Andrews Labor government and its Minister
for Energy and Resources, who has been extremely
active in bringing a range of legislation to the house and
who has been active in my own electorate. I will talk
more about that a bit later.
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Extending EUAs across Victoria is recommended
because the same financing barriers for environmental
upgrades exist outside the city of Melbourne. There is
no reason to restrict EUAs to the city of Melbourne. I
will be delighted to take the time to speak with the five
councils in my electorate about the benefits that EUAs
offer and the ways in which they can be promoted in
my local community.

I want to talk members of the house through what this
bill enables. An environmental upgrade agreement
(EUA) is a council-based funding mechanism that will
enable businesses to better access finance for energy,
water or waste reduction upgrades to non-residential
buildings. Under an EUA, a lender provides finance to
a building owner, and the local council collects
repayments through the rates system. The council then
passes the property charge on to the lender.

I want to talk a little more broadly about energy policy.
I note that the former coalition government failed at
every step to put energy consumers at the forefront of
its thinking. It let energy consumers down at every turn.
We had a government that did not care about cutting
energy costs for consumers, and under that government
disconnection rates increased, wrongful disconnection
rates doubled, the average debt upon entry into the
hardship program surged and the number of
affordability cases considered by the energy and water
ombudsman of Victoria skyrocketed. We had a
government that had no regard for the costs of energy
to consumers, the hardship associated with those costs
or indeed the greenhouse gas and climate change
effects of its energy policy. We had a government that
had its head in the sand when it came to both the
affordability of our utilities and the climate change
impacts of them.

The use of the council rates system means that an EUA
loan is prioritised over other debts attached to the land
if there is a loan default. This gives lenders more
security, allowing them to offer long-term loans at low
interest rates. EUAs may be used for the upgrade of
existing non-residential buildings on rateable land
across Victoria, and EUAs may be used for works that
improve the energy, water or environmental efficiency
or sustainability of a building. For example, this could
include improving water efficiency, installing on-site
energy generation, reducing pollution or waste, or
improving the efficiency of the use of materials. All of
these things are very sensible. This is a common-sense
bill and one I hope has a speedy passage.

One thing that is really important about this bill is that it
is one of many pieces of legislation that the energy
minister is bringing to the house that reflect the
aspirations of the Andrews Labor government, a
government that is serious about both climate change
and reducing the cost of utilities. This government is
reflecting the real concerns of our communities,
concerns that are raised with me every day. It is
fantastic to have an energy minister who is working
hard on both these fronts and reflecting the aspirations
of this government and the Victorian people. Our
energy minister is taking a holistic and active approach
to her portfolio. What a contrast to the previous
government, which failed at every step of the way.

The benefits of extending EUAs across Victoria are
many. Amongst those benefits, the upgrading of
buildings for greater energy, water and waste efficiency
is a cost-effective way for businesses to reduce ongoing
costs and improve building value. EUAs can help
businesses obtain longer term, lower interest loans for
environmental upgrades than are available under
non-EUA finance. This is because the council’s rating
powers mean that an EUA charge is a first charge on
the land, giving the lender greater security. The
availability of EUAs can therefore help businesses
reduce their costs by improving building efficiency.

We heard at great length from the member for
Caulfield. It is with some amusement that I note that the
member’s Twitter profile picture features him in front
of a wind farm. We all know that it was those opposite
who did everything in their power to kill off the wind
energy industry in this state. At every step of the way
they introduced draconian antiwind laws that meant that
those in my own electorate, including the people of
Woodend, who aspired to build a community wind
farm were stopped dead in their tracks.
Let there be no mistake: when it comes to climate
change and renewable energy, those opposite will deny
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climate change. They have no interest in investing in
renewable energy. We have seen that in the way in
which they tried to get rid of the Victorian energy
efficiency target (VEET), a scheme that supports
thousands of jobs across the state, reduces energy bills
and creates benefits from avoided greenhouse gas
emissions. But what did those opposite want to do?
They wanted to get rid of the VEET scheme.
It is great to see that members of the opposition are
supporting this bill that, as we have learnt, had its
foundations in the previous Labor government; it is
good to see that they are not getting in the way of this
bill. But let there be no mistake, those opposite need to
be dragged kicking and screaming to support
environmental policy, a progressive energy policy or
recognising climate change. As I said, on behalf of my
electorate I wish this bill a speedy passage. I think it is
an excellent bill, and I look forward to speaking to local
government in my electorate about the bill, which is
soon to be an act. On that note I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise with great pleasure to
speak on the Local Government Legislation
Amendment (Environmental Upgrade Agreements) Bill
2015. This is good legislation. Why is this good
legislation? Because it is creative legislation.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms WARD — That is exactly right. It is
progressive; it is Labor legislation. Let that be very
clear — this is Labor’s legislation. This is legislation
that has Labor’s hand prints all over it. This is the kind
of legislation that Labor loves to create. It is creative, it
is innovative, it thinks outside the square. It comes up
with innovative solutions to serious problems. This is
what we do; this is what Labor does. We do not just sit
idly on our hands like the previous government without
any ambition or desire to achieve real outcomes. We do
not let legislation just lie idle because nobody can be
bothered to push it forward. That is not our style. We
are here to get things done, and we are getting on with
it. Let me be very clear. The Andrews government
accepts that the science on climate change is clear. We
accept that it is real, and it is the responsibility of
governments to take action to reduce our carbon
footprint. It is very simple — it is real and we need to
act.
There is a responsibility on government to do all that it
can to reduce pollution overall, and that is what this
legislation will do. This legislation builds on the
creative legislation that we developed five years ago. It
allows for the extension of the environmental upgrade
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agreement (EUA), which has the potential to be of great
benefit to my community and to the municipalities of
Banyule and Nillumbik.
As many people in this house know, my electorate is at
the start of the green wedge; it is right on my doorstep.
The environment is important to the people who live in
my community, both in Banyule and in Nillumbik.
Why is it important? Because we want to preserve our
environment. We want to live in a clean state and
importantly — and this is something that is also
passionately believed by the people in my electorate —
we want jobs. We want a sustainable economy; we
want innovation; we want to move forward. These are
the things that matter to the people in my community,
and they are things that matter to Victorians more
broadly.
We want legislation that helps us build for the future.
We want legislation that invests in communities, that
helps communities to create the best environments they
can. This legislation not only allows Victorians to
continue to clean up our state, especially after the mess
that was created in the last four years — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms WARD — They did something; they just made
a mess. When you do nothing for four years, that is
exactly what happens — the rubbish piles up. And what
happens then? A Labor government has to come in and
clean it up. Cleaning it up is exactly what we are doing.
We are getting on with it. This legislation not only
allows Victorians to clean up our state; it also allows
building owners and tenants who participate in this
scheme to reduce their own costs in areas such as water,
energy and waste. It is a win-win situation.
I know that this legislation will be of great interest to
those who live in Eltham. We care about the
environment, we care about the economy and we care
about jobs. It ticks a lot of boxes. It helps our state
become a lot cleaner. It allows owners and tenants to
save on energy costs, and it has the potential to create
new jobs as the environmental upgrade agreement
(EUA) model is taken up across all Victorian
municipalities. This is what Labor wants; this is what
Labor will create. We want new jobs.
I am pleased that members of the coalition are
supporting this legislation. It is great that they had this
bill last year that just floundered and sat. They were so
lethargic that they could not get this bill through.
Mr Nardella — They were hopeless.
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Ms WARD — Absolutely hopeless. The member
for Melton is absolutely right. It is unfortunate that they
lacked the energy to get this bill through before the last
election — pun absolutely intended, member for
Macedon. I hope it is not a sign that they share the
climate change views of our Prime Minister. I am sure
everyone in this place is familiar with the Prime
Minister’s very firm and what I believe to be incorrect
statement in 2010 that:
The climate change argument is absolute crap.

In his book titled Battlelines, the Prime Minister said:
Whether humans have had a significant impact on the climate
as a whole is much less clear. Climate change is a relatively
new political issue, but it has been happening since the earth’s
beginning.

Bless him! I shake my head at the Prime Minister and
his inability to see a positive future for our country. I
really do. In contrast, the leader of the federal
opposition not only recognises that climate change is
real, as Prime Minister he will address this crucial issue
and has pledged that under a Shorten Labor
government, renewable energy is to generate 50 per
cent of Australia’s electricity by 2030. This is in stark
contrast to the views of the current Prime Minister.
What has the current Prime Minister got? He has got
his Direct Action. What we are seeing in fact is very
little action at all. What we are seeing is bad policy. We
are seeing bad, lazy policy. What we are seeing with
Direct Action is that to all intents and purposes it just
seems to be there to support his big business mates
rather than address climate change or, just as
importantly, create new jobs.
What we see, to quote the Climate Change Authority, is
that the large payments made to companies under the
direction action model to reduce their emissions ‘might
have occurred anyway’. This means that a
manufacturer could install energy-efficient equipment
into their building — which of course would save the
manufacturer energy costs — and receive funds to do
so when more than likely this would have occurred
anyway without this payment.
The chief executive of the Climate Institute of
Australia, John Connor, has said:
The highest level of scrutiny should be [applied] when we are
using taxpayer funds …

He went on to say that what was lacking was:
… a framework that has the polluters taking responsibility
and puts broad limits on carbon pollution.
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An example of this which was cited by the ABC is
LMS Energy, which was paid more than $100 million
for landfill gas projects, when at least 25 out of 28 of
the projects were already established and some had
been operating for more than a decade. Direct action
appears to be, as my beloved nanna would say, money
for jam — not money for action, but money for jam.
The Andrews government takes a different approach.
We have established the $20 million New Energy Jobs
Fund. We are investing in clean energy, in our
community and in jobs, because we know where the
jobs of the future are and they are the jobs that we are
interested in creating. That is what is great about this
legislation. It is another creative, innovative policy that
Labor created that will not only help reduce carbon
emissions and pollution but will also help create jobs.
Make no mistake, as opposition members have also
said, people will take this up. People will be
enthusiastic about this policy. They will want to buy in
and be a part of it because it will save them money and
it will create jobs.
The Andrews government has called on Victorians to
contribute to the conversation around addressing the
damaging effects of climate change and submit their
thoughts to the review of the Victorian Climate Change
Act 2010. We want to engage with people. We want
their ideas and their participation. We have reduced the
crippling 2 kilometre household veto for proposed wind
turbine development to 1 kilometre from a dwelling.
We are supporting solar farms and have invested
$200 000 to help the township of Newstead to become
fully powered by renewable energy. We are getting on
with that. We have so many things happening, and it is
fantastic. It is amazing what we have achieved in just
eight months compared to what those opposite did not
achieve and could not achieve in four long barren years.
Our policies show a very different approach to that of
both state and federal coalition members — to those
opposite and those in Canberra. They have no real
commitment to climate change and no real commitment
to jobs. This is why we are also seeing this conversation
around penalty rates. They have no commitment to jobs
and no commitment to a decent wage. Those people do
not care how average workers get by, they do not care
how jobs are created, and they are not as interested in
the economy as they make out to be. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on an important piece of environmental
legislation before the house, the Local Government
Legislation Amendment (Environmental Upgrade
Agreements) Bill 2015.
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I checked the speaking list before I started, and I am
really pleased because I am the last speaker. I was quite
fascinated by the member for Melbourne’s
contribution. Here is an important piece of
environmental legislation, which will significantly
reduce greenhouse gas emissions. As the lead speaker
for the Greens, the member for Melbourne was
allocated 20 minutes, but she could not speak for more
than 5 minutes. As far as I can gather, the member for
Prahran chose not to speak at all on an important piece
of environmental legislation which will reduce
greenhouse gas emissions in this state. Those members
are a pair of dilettantes. The French army would show
more fight than these people. They come in, they talk
the talk but they do not go into battle for their
constituents or the issues that they say they care about.
It is a bit like a former trade union secretary debating
WorkChoices who either does not show up for the
debate or uses 25 per cent of their allotted time to
speak. What a joke! The member for Melbourne talked
about heading towards oversupply and that she hoped
the state government might intervene and shut down the
power stations. I am not sure if the member for
Melbourne ever studied economics, but if there is a
private operator that is going broke and losing money it
will not wait for the Treasurer of Victoria to call and
ask if they want a bit of intervention to shut them down.
They will shut themselves down. That is how it works.
However, I will give the member for Melbourne credit.
It was the first time I actually heard her say that she
wants to talk about the community in the Latrobe
Valley not being left behind. For the last five years all I
have ever heard from the Greens, in this place or the
other place, is ‘Shut down Hazelwood!’, with no
thought about the community. There is no thought
given to a smooth transition or a soft landing. It is just a
sudden break, and they do not care about the
community. They have never cared before, but now
they are showing some level of interest. ‘Shut
Hazelwood. Just shut it. Shut it down. Forget the jobs’.
We had a plan in 2010 to close Hazelwood in a smooth
and orderly fashion to make sure those communities
were not left behind and that was shouted down by the
Greens. They did not care. They were not interested. It
is an absolute joke that now they purport to show some
level of interest. Neither of the Greens speakers could
speak for the allotted time on this debate. It is an
absolute joke.
I now turn to the bill. This bill is an important piece of
legislation because it is a three-way agreement between
local councils, the owners of non-residential buildings
and lenders. It is important that local government has a
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say in this. When I look at the three tiers of
government, I sometimes think the federal government
is a bit like the brain in the human body. It has great
policy ideas but no great ability to actually do the heavy
lifting and implement the ideas. State governments are
a bit like the limbs. They have some nerve cells, they
are good at moving a bit but they are not quite as
nimble or dexterous as local government. Local
government is a bit like a fingertip. Local councils are
very good at that sort of granular stuff at work, but they
are probably not that strong on policy.
The great thing about this legislation is that it is trying
to harness local government so that we can look at
making substantial changes in terms of energy, water,
environmental efficiency and sustainability on a
rateable property. There are some businesses out there
that have done this stuff already.
I know that when we were in the drought period
Bunnings recognised the fact that it had a large nursery
and it needed to supply its nursery with potable water. It
had the balance sheet and the cash flow, and it made
sure that it collected all the rainwater that fell off the
roof, stored it and watered its gardens with it, which
was great. When you have that capacity and ability, and
you have the cash flow and the balance sheet, that is
great and you can do that sort of stuff, but not all
businesses are able to do that. This mechanism is
important because it allows those businesses which
might be cash flow poor or might not be asset rich or
have a strong balance sheet to be able to access this
mechanism.
The important mechanism in what is being proposed in
this bill is that repayments are collected by local
councils and, in terms of the banks that are funding
these sorts of initiatives, it puts it at the front of the
queue if there is a default. Why is that important? We
all know the difference between debt and equity. With
debt, you have the certainty that you are going to be
paid and therefore you can charge a lower rate of
interest. If we look at mezzanine finance or equity
participants, they obviously want a higher rate because
there is a high level of risk. Effectively this legislation
will de-risk this mechanism and that will ensure that
lower rates of interest can be provided to provide
competition, and that is what we want. We want a
situation where there is contestability in the market to
find market-based solutions, and to find innovative
financial products and offerings. That goes for both the
private sector and the non-government organisation
sector.
I have had a lot to do with Adam Mooney, CEO, Good
Shepherd Microfinance. That firm has come up with a
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lot of really smart, innovative financial solutions, be it a
no-interest loan scheme or a step-up low interest loan
scheme — again, those are innovative financial
solutions to provide to the market that are contestable,
so that you are not going down the route where there
are the old, staid, conservative banks that give bonuses
to the employees who can say, ‘I knocked back 100 per
cent of all the loan applications this month, Boss. I am
protecting your money, I am not lending anything’, or
the Flash Harry pawnbrokers down on the high street.
We want to have that level of innovation and
thoughtfulness, so that we can look at trying to find
those market-based solutions.

The important thing about this legislation is that we are
looking at a market-based solution that is going to
improve the capital value of properties. Owners of
properties will be able to ensure that they can bring up
to standard their capital stock and make sure that there
are levels of improvement as well as being far more
environmentally efficient and effective than has been
the case in the past. Providing these sorts of options is
the best way forward, and market-based solutions for
these sorts of questions are infinitely better than
governments seeking to impose a solution without any
real thought about or regard for the requirements of the
community or the interests of users.

It is also important that the bill provides tenants with
consent to contribute to the repayment of the upgrade
charge. Consent is really important because when you
are in business on your own, you need to make sure that
you are not responsible for the capital improvement that
the landlords will accrue and will be able to transfer
when they sell their property. You do not want to pay
for that if you are not going to get any upside from it, so
we need to make sure there is some degree of consent.
Obviously it makes a lot of sense if we are talking
about reduced utility bills or a reduction in water usage.
That stuff is then important.

Frankly, we are looking towards a brave new world, we
are looking towards a future where we are going to see
a level of far more sustainable energy usage. There was
a report in the newspaper last weekend saying that a
battery pack at the moment costs $40 000, and I
remember when PV panels were similarly highly priced
and there was difficulty in terms of the uptake because
of the impositions. As we see the reduction in cost for
these products, as we find innovative financial solutions
that we can bring to bear, we will have a far more
sustainable environmental footprint. This bill is an
important first step, and for those reasons I commend
the bill to the house.

This bill is really important and it is also really
important to think about, in a broader context, how this
can be applied elsewhere. The Greens, for example,
made no contribution in relation to talking about the
Yarra River. One of the great problems of the Yarra
River is the fact that there are old septic tanks that line
the river up around places like Hawthorn and Kew,
which often overflow and then impact on the health of
the river. If we can look at trying to find ways in which
we can rehabilitate those sites so that there is not that
level of waste, that is important.
We are moving towards a future where the reality is
that the strain and the pressure on our grid will reduce.
We are far more energy-efficient than we were in
2008–09 despite the fact that we have been growing at
1500 people per week, every week, for the last
15 years. Our population is growing and our energy
usage is declining. Our energy use is declining because
we are becoming far more energy-efficient, but we are
also adopting new technologies like photovoltaic (PV)
panels. The reality is that the next chapter in this
journey will be when we start having battery packs on
the side of our houses, and then the draw down on the
grid will fall even further. There will be a situation
where we can anticipate that although our population
will continue to grow, our energy usage will flat line or
decline. That is an important step and it is a very good
thing.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SPENCE
(Yuroke).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

ALCOA (PORTLAND ALUMINIUM
SMELTER) (AMENDMENT) ACT
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Received from Council.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I move:
That this bill be now read a first time.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 38
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr

Napthine, Dr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Wednesday, 5 August 2015
Hibbins, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Mulder, Mr

ASSEMBLY
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Noes, 44
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Howard, Mr
Kairouz, Ms

Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Motion defeated.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 June; motion of
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Road Safety
Amendment Bill 2015 is a bill to amend the Road
Safety Act 1986 in two main respects. Firstly, it will
allow Victoria Police to require a blood test from a
driver or other person in charge of a motor vehicle
where the vehicle is involved in a fatality or serious
injury collision, to enable that blood test to be analysed
for the presence of drugs. The second area is a number
of miscellaneous amendments to approve the operation
of part 6A of the Road Safety Act 1986 in relation to
the hoon driving regime.
In introducing the bill the Minister for Police grounded
it by reference to the government’s Ice Action Plan.
That is a document that sets out to address what is
obviously a very serious social issue, one that is
regarded as such by all sides of the chamber. I have to
say that the Ice Action Plan itself is not a strong
document, to say the least, and it is becoming
increasingly concerning that the government is proving
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to be quite slow in bringing forward measures even for
the limited actions set out in that plan.
I refer in particular to an aspect of the plan that the
government made a lot of prior to the election — what
it refers to as tough new laws to stop dealers. It
promised that new laws would be introduced to target
people who deal ice to schoolchildren around school
premises, to deal with publication instructions for how
to make ice, allowing premises to be used as
clandestine drug labs and using violence or threats to
force another person to deal in ice.
The problem with all those measures in terms of the
conduct to which they relate is that they largely
replicate the existing law anyway. While they seek to
establish higher maximum sentences, having higher
maximum sentences alone will have very little effect
when the courts customarily hand down penalties very
far below the maximums for offences of this nature.
There is already a maximum sentence of life for
trafficking large commercial quantities of drugs, but
most people would consider it regrettable that not many
sentences for that heinous crime are handed out that go
anywhere near that level of gravity. That is one of the
reasons the previous government introduced the
baseline sentencing regime, which sought to tackle the
average or median sentence that was applied to serious
offences, including trafficking a large commercial
quantity of drugs, not just address the maximum
penalty. Our baseline sentencing regime effectively
doubles the median sentence applicable to that offence
from 7 years to 14 years.
We are concerned that these new offences that the now
Premier announced with such a flourish prior to the
election will be ineffectual in tackling dealing in ice. To
make matters worse, these measures upon which the
now government placed such emphasis prior to the
election have still not reached the house. I know there
are often matters that can arise in the drafting of such
legislation that can cause delays in terms of getting the
detail right, but nonetheless a considerable number of
months have now passed and the responsible minister,
who I assume will be the Attorney-General, has still not
brought that legislation to the house. We are keen to see
that legislation come before the Parliament, together
with any other measures that the government proposes
to introduce to strengthen the law in that area.
In relation to the measures in this bill that seek to
strengthen the road safety regime, there has been a long
and valuable tradition in this state of general bipartisan
support for road safety measures. This has endured for
many years, and it has been very successful in making
Victoria one of the leaders in introducing road safety
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measures, even at an international level. Certainly there
is no question of the sincerity of the current government
in seeking to combat the road toll. Without questioning
the bona fides of the government’s intentions, it is
nonetheless appropriate to scrutinise measures that are
brought before the Parliament and, where appropriate,
to raise questions and concerns about the effectiveness
of the measures that are put before the house, whether
by this government or any other government.
There are a range of concerns that we have about the
bill before the house — not only the drafting of some of
the measures that are in it but also some of the
measures that have been omitted from it. I hope those
concerns can be explored and addressed during the
course of the debate in this house. As I indicated in the
debate on the government business program, our view
is that this is a bill that would greatly benefit from
consideration in detail, and we hope that that
consideration in detail will occur. However, if our
concerns cannot be resolved in this house, certainly the
opposition will consider moving amendments in the
Legislative Council to address any matters that may
remain unresolved.
Let me turn first to the issue of the omission from this
bill of a reference that specifies that heroin is a
prescribed illicit drug with the consequence that it
would be subject to saliva swab testing, otherwise
known as oral fluid testing. This is a measure that was
in a bill which was brought to the Parliament under the
previous government and to which this bill is in many
respects very similar. However, while the measure was
in the bill brought to the house by the previous
government, it is not in the current bill. That omission
is of concern to the opposition. We have heard no
adequate explanation so far as to why it has been
omitted, and we are very keen to see if the government
can explain to the house and to the community why this
provision has been amended. The consequence of the
omission is that heroin is not included among the drugs
that are subject to testing by random swab tests, and
heroin is of course a very pernicious and destructive
drug. We are struggling to see the reason why it should
not be included.
There have been tragic cases in which people have been
killed in circumstances where there was at least a very
strong suspicion that heroin was involved. I refer in
particular to a case involving a couple killed by a
speeding driver who ran a red light in Carlton, which
was the subject of a number of media reports. An AAP
report of 19 May 2014 states:

Wednesday, 5 August 2015

Fernando Marino, 33, and Karen McGovern, 31, were hit as
they crossed a road in Carlton’s restaurant district in August
2011, leaving their two young children orphans.
…
The couple, from Albion Park in NSW, were on a weekend
trip to Melbourne to watch Ms McGovern’s beloved AFL
team, the Sydney Swans, play at the MCG when they were
killed.

The article goes on to say that the driver:
… pleaded guilty to two counts of dangerous driving causing
death.
She was travelling 65 kilometres per hour in a
50-kilometre-per-hour speed zone, and the traffic light had
been red for 6 seconds when she drove through the
intersection and hit the couple.

While it was never established that this was the case,
my recollection is that the driver concerned had had a
history of heroin use and there was very strong concern
that she may have been under the influence of heroin at
the time of this accident. That was not able to be
established, and that is a demonstration of some of the
tragic consequences that can flow from people who
drive under the influence of heroin. It is also a
demonstration of the case for ensuring that heroin is
included among the drugs that are subject to swab
testing.
As far as the opposition has been able to establish, there
is no technical reason why that cannot occur. Certainly
if one examines the websites of manufacturers of such
products, one can find reference to swab products that
are available that will test for a range of drugs. At
present only a limited range of drugs are subject to
testing in Victoria, and those are drugs such as
cannabis, methamphetamines and ecstasy. Heroin is not
amongst them. Given that there appears to be no
technological reason why the swab testing regime could
not include heroin, one needs to ask: why not? Is it a
question of cost or logistics or is there some other factor
that needs to be put on the table to establish a reason?
This is something we believe the government needs to
address during the course of this debate. As I indicated,
this measure was in the bill that was brought to the
Parliament under the previous government and the
previous minister committed to it, but we have had no
good explanation as to why it has been omitted from
this bill.
The provisions that are in the bill, which in many
respects but not in some crucial respects parallel what
was in the bill brought to the Parliament by the previous
government, make provision for the person who is the
driver or in charge of a motor vehicle that is involved in
an accident that has resulted in death or serious injury
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to be required to undergo a blood test. Then that test
will be analysed and can be used in evidence in relevant
cases. In introducing the bill the minister referred to a
particular tragic case that had been the catalyst for the
legislation introduced by the previous government. The
minister also cited this case in relation to this
legislation.
The case relates to a driver by the name of Aaron
Sandner, who ran a red light and killed a passenger in
another car at Docklands last year. I quote extracts from
a report in the Age of 22 September 2014 titled ‘Killer
driver Aaron Sandner had 50 grams of ice in car, court
hears’:
The court heard that Cory Jach, 36, and his partner and
passenger Tien Le, 34, had stopped at a red light to turn right
at the intersection of Footscray Road and Waterfront Way.
In a summary of the evidence, Mr Jach started to turn right
through the intersection when he heard Ms Le ‘gasp’ and he
saw Sandner’s car’s bull bar collide with the front passenger
side of his car.
…
Ms Le, an ANZ IT designer, died at the scene. Two
passengers in Sandner’s car fled the crash scene and have not
been located, while he was arrested.
Police found 49.4 grams of a crystal substance later found to
be methylamphetamine in the car and also a small set of
electronic scales and a smoking pipe.
A test indicated there was no alcohol in his system, while later
at a police station a preliminary oral fluid test indicated the
presence of illicit drugs which were then analysed and
indicated the presence of methylamphetamine and
amphetamine.

However, Mr Sandner apparently refused to allow a
blood test to be undertaken, and it was believed at the
time that he could not be compelled to do so. Again,
this is an indication, if any indication is needed, of the
terribly tragic consequences that follow when people
under the influence of ice drive a motor vehicle. There
is no question about the merits of what this measure
seeks to achieve, but again there have been some
changes between the bill brought before the Parliament
and the bill that was introduced previously. The
opposition is concerned about some of those changes
and is keen to get an explanation from the government
as to why they have occurred.
The first point to make is that in the bill before the
house it is no longer mandatory for such blood samples
to be taken in all cases of collisions that involve death
or serious injury. In the bill in the previous Parliament,
where a police officer attended the scene and believed a
person who had been driving a vehicle had been
involved in a collision and was not otherwise subject to
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a test — for example, if they had been injured and
taken to hospital, then of course they would be tested,
but not if they were uninjured — then it was obligatory
for the relevant police officer to require a test to take
place.
Under the bill before the house it is proposed simply
that a police officer may require any person who the
police officer reasonably believes was or may have
been driving or in charge of a motor vehicle involved in
the accident at the time of the accident to allow a
sample to be taken. We have had no explanation as to
why we have gone from ‘must’ in the previous bill to
‘may’ in the current bill. The ability to emphasise that
such testing is mandatory in all cases would seem to be
a very strong way to drive home to the community the
gravity of such conduct and the certainty of the
consequences that would follow. We are keen to hear
the government’s explanation as to why that mandatory
requirement in all cases has been omitted.
There has also been an omission of reference to urine
samples from the current bill, which was present in the
previous bill. It is not clear why that has been omitted,
but again we believe the community and the house
would benefit from an explanation as to why it has been
omitted.
Another aspect that needs to be addressed in the course
of considering this provision is how the current
impairment testing regime is operating or not operating,
and the circumstances in which that test could
potentially be used more widely when police suspect
that a person is under the influence of drugs. This
amendment addresses the situation where there has
been a death or serious injury. On my reading of them,
the existing provisions in the act allow police to require
an impairment test if they believe any driver has been
driving under the influence of drugs and then, if the
impairment test seems to confirm that, to require a
blood test to be taken.
It would be helpful in assessing the context of this
measure to understand the current practice of Victoria
Police in relation to using such impairment tests, how
effective and how usable they find them, or whether
there are difficulties in police using impairment tests to
assess motorists who they suspect might be driving
under the influence of drugs.
The other aspect that may deserve further consideration
is the penalties in the bill for those who refuse to give
blood samples and whether they are adequate for that
purpose. In this respect this bill is the same as the
previous legislation, and it may be that those penalties
are satisfactory, but on the face of it the penalties for
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refusing a test would seem to be those currently set out
in section 49 of the principal act.
The other aspect of penalties is: what are the
consequences if a compulsory blood test shows the
presence of heroin but the level of heroin, or indeed of
any other drug, is not necessarily high enough to
establish the charge of culpable driving? Are the
penalties for that adequate? As I said, this aspect of the
bill is important to ensure that where there is a death or
serious injury there is a clear and straightforward way a
blood sample can be taken. It is in the interest of all
members of this house to ensure that those provisions
are made as effective as possible.
Finally, I have a few comments on the hoon driving
provisions in the bill. There are three aspects. The first
is to amend the specification of the costs of impounding
and dealing with a hoon driver’s vehicle that may be
recovered from the driver concerned and to expand the
definition of designated costs to include administrative
costs, including the cost of corporate support services
incurred in relation to the impoundment or
immobilisation of the vehicle in relation to various
other matters. It is a worthwhile objective to ensure that
hoon drivers pay the full costs that they inflict on the
community through the impoundment of their vehicles.
Again, tackling hoon driving is something that has
enjoyed bipartisan support. The previous Labor
government introduced measures in this area, as did the
coalition government, and this measure seeks to build
on those. There may be a legislative drafting issue as to
whether something needs to be said explicitly about the
apportioning of overhead costs, and the minister may
have something to say about that, but ensuring that
administrative costs are included is worthwhile.
The bill also extends the surrender notice period of
42 days — there are a range of offences to which that
notice period applies. The drafting of the legislation is a
bit convoluted, but it appears to extend it from
prescribed camera-detected offences to other offences
detected through prescribed processes and be designed
to ensure that all operator onus offences are covered.
The final aspect that may deserve further consideration
concerns the rearranging of the wording of provisions
when courts are not permitted to decline to make an
impoundment, mobilisation or forfeiture order on the
grounds of exceptional hardship. The minister’s
second-reading speech implies that those provisions are
being tightened by the bill. On my reading they simply
rearrange for greater clarity the existing provisions in
the principal act; they make an improvement to avoid
ambiguity but they do not alter the substance of those
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provisions. Certainly the opposition has no objection to
the objectives of any of those hoon driving measures in
the bill. What we are keen to ensure is that they operate
as intended and as effectively as they can.
In conclusion, the opposition does not oppose the bill.
However, we believe that there are a number of
significant questions that need to be answered by the
government, in particular why the heroin testing
provisions in the bill introduced under the previous
government have been omitted, why the testing regime
for death and serious injury accident cases is no longer
mandatory in all cases and also why it has been refined
from both urine and blood samples to blood samples
only. We look forward to the government’s response on
these issues to ensure that the best possible bill is
passed by the Parliament.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — It is a pleasure to speak about the Road
Safety Amendment Bill 2015 as the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. The bill will certainly improve road
safety across Victoria, including by providing a better
testing regime for people who seek to drink and drive.
A couple of comments have been made in the media in
relation to the capacity, or otherwise, of testing for
opiates to be undertaken under the legislation. Let me
be very clear. We have worked with both VicRoads and
Victoria Police. Inspector Boorman, the head of road
policing command, talked about the bill on 3AW on
Friday, 31 July. Neil Mitchell queried whether the bill
spelt out the capacity to test for opiates in blood testing.
Inspector Boorman: No. The actual amending bill doesn’t
specify that, but if you read the Road Safety Act, part 5 in its
entire context, we are able to analyse those blood samples
taken under these provisions for a broad range of substances,
in addition to alcohol.
Neil Mitchell: Well, with due respect to the politicians, I will
leave them all out of it. You will know better than anybody,
does this mean under the new legislation, as you see it, if a
person is involved in a serious crash or fatality and they are
not injured, they can now be blood tested for everything you
want to blood test for.
Inspector Boorman: That’s right.

Victoria Police, VicRoads and all those involved in
establishing the legislation were clear that police are
able to undertake blood tests for that particular purpose.
From what I understand, the issue in relation to oral
testing for heroin is the technical potential for legal
drugs to be picked up, which may include codeine and
the like. An assessment was made that to be certain
there was a need to do such testing through blood
testing in order not to have potential samples which
would identify legal drugs like codeine and so forth. An
assessment was made that the best way of doing this
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was to do a proper blood test to elicit the information
we need.
As I said, the bill is very important for Victorians, and it
is in line with our road safety policies. At the moment
we are renewing our road safety strategy; we are very
much looking to reduce the road toll to below 200 by
2020. In many ways it is a big ask, and it is very much
something that we need the community to buy into.
Over the last 30 years governments of all persuasions
have done a marvellous job of convincing the
community of the importance of not driving while
drunk or drug affected, and to some extent they have
demonised those practices. It is a credit to all those
involved, including many Liberal governments along
the way.
We need to now move beyond that to look at
demonising those who speed on our roads to ensure that
we can bring down the road toll. We also need to
engage communities with why we want to enforce
speed reductions in a particular area above somewhere
else to ensure that communities buy into that
proposition. You find that drivers tend to make their
assessments of road conditions and the surrounding
environments and drive according to those conditions.
What we need to do is get the community to buy into
why it is important to abide by the speed limit where,
for example, there is a 40-kilometre-per-hour speed
limit and the conditions look as if you could drive at
60 kilometres per hour. That might be because there is a
school nearby or the like. This bill does start adding
to — —
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Illoura Early Childhood Intervention Services
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I wish to
raise a matter with the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing. I ask that the minister take action to ensure
that families and children who currently attend Illoura
Early Childhood Intervention Services continue to
receive the same level of service and care if in fact the
centre is closed by its current proprietor, the Knox City
Council. I must say at this juncture that I have spoken
to the minister and there may well be a requirement for
this matter to also be dealt with by the Minister for
Education. But initially I am raising the matter with the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing.
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The fact that Knox City Council is currently
considering the closure of the centre is causing great
angst for many people in my local community.
Illoura — which is an Aboriginal word meaning ‘happy
place’ — was established in 1977 by a group of parents
who wanted to provide their children with an
opportunity to play, to share and to be together and give
themselves time to talk with and support each other.
Although the service was initially provided in halls, it
very quickly moved to Illoura House on Dorset Road,
which is now in my electorate of Ferntree Gully. The
house was provided for the exclusive use of the service
by Knox City Council and opened in 1980. In 1986
Knox City Council took over as the employer of the
organisation, employing quality multidisciplinary,
professional staff. Since 2003 an increase in services
has been undertaken. Over 4000 Knox families have
participated in programs provided by Illoura. It supports
not just children with additional needs but the whole
family.
The challenge is that currently Knox City Council
receives about $800 000 in federal and state funding.
With the implementation of the national disability
insurance scheme (NDIS), the council will no longer
receive this block funding, given that parents will have
the opportunity to choose which provider they use. In
addition to that, the council currently tops up the
service with an additional $550 000. The problem the
council has identified is that under the national
anticompetition policy, it will be unable to provide this
additional funding, as it is anticompetitive. As we
know, the NDIS was meant to provide greater support
for families, not less.
Firstly, it is imperative that the government provide
clarity to the council as to whether or not the council
has the capacity to offer additional funding or whether
it is in fact a breach of the anticompetition policy.
Secondly, I ask: if Knox council divests itself of the
service, will families still receive the same level of
assistance and care that is currently received through
Illoura services?

Eltham ambulance station
Ms WARD (Eltham) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Ambulance Services. The action I
seek is that the minister seriously consider the Eltham
ambulance station when deciding how to distribute the
$20 million allocated to upgrade ambulance stations
throughout Victoria. The Eltham ambulance station is
located on a busy intersection in Montmorency that is
often quite noisy. Having visited the Eltham ambulance
station, I am aware of the urgent need to rebuild it. The
building is old and lacks adequate facilities for
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paramedics. There are a number of urgent issues that
need addressing, including repairs to the ceiling and
windows and heating and lighting problems.
Our local paramedics provide a great service and
deserve an extensive upgrade to their current outdated
facilities. The paramedics are highly respected for their
hard work within the local community. Through
conversations with residents and a local petition, I am
assured of the widespread community support for an
upgrade that will benefit both paramedics and the
public. Over 600 signatures have been collected on a
petition I created in support of an upgrade to the Eltham
ambulance station, demonstrating the demand for such
action. I urge the minister to prioritise the needs of the
Eltham ambulance station and commit funds to enable
a rebuild or redevelopment of this facility.

Sunbury Community Health Centre
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Health, and the action I seek is
that the minister visit the Sunbury Community Health
Centre to discuss how new funding for dental services
will ensure the best possible treatment for patients. I am
not sure how many members are aware that this week is
Dental Health Week. Good oral health is absolutely
vital to an individual’s general health and their overall
sense of wellbeing and self-esteem, and I know how
important it is that people in my electorate have access
to public dental clinics. I would like to congratulate the
Minister for Health on her announcement earlier this
week of $3.7 million to upgrade equipment at more
than 40 public dental health clinics across the state. It is
a fantastic announcement. Equipment like sterilisers
ensure that re-usable equipment can be considered safe
from cross-contamination.
Sunbury Community Health service is a not-for-profit
community health organisation that provides a range of
services that respond to the needs of Sunbury and the
surrounding communities. It does wonderful work in
supporting the people of my electorate, and I call on the
Minister for Health to visit the Sunbury Community
Health Centre with me to see the results of this funding
for the dental service.

Eildon electorate roads
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise with a request for
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. I would like
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety to visit Yea and
Molesworth to see firsthand how the change in driving
conditions is affecting locals, including the emergency
services. The minister will be well aware of the issues
with this stretch of road between Yea and Molesworth,
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which are about road safety. I have no doubt that he has
been briefed on the high level of accidents and
fatalities, their causes and the excellent condition of the
road.
To remind the minister, 8 people have been killed and
13 injured in 11 crashes in the last five years. The road
itself is in very good condition. It is possibly the best
stretch of road between Yea and Mansfield, and it has
eastbound and westbound overtaking lanes.
There has been some action to date regarding this; there
has been a reduction in the speed limit from 100 to
80 kilometres an hour. This has provoked an enormous
reaction from locals and visitors alike, and many people
have raised the matter with me, both formally and
informally. New signage has been installed in that area,
emphasising the crash zone as well as the speed limit
reduction. News that wire rope barriers would be
installed along what I believe is a 10-kilometre stretch
also became apparent through the media and through
some briefings that people had had with VicRoads.
VicRoads had a number of drop-in sessions — one in
Yea, one in Alexandra and one in Mansfield. I attended
all of them. The session in Mansfield was held on a
Saturday morning, and it was not as well attended as
the others. I know that there was footy in Shepparton
that day, and a lot of people were away. Also Mansfield
is a tourist town, and that was the middle of the snow
season, so it possibly was not the best time. I want to
congratulate the VicRoads staff at the drop-in sessions,
because it is not always easy when they come up
against so much angst.
It was confirmed that VicRoads was looking at the
installation of wire rope barriers down the middle of the
road. New information surfaced about road widening
and indicating that the barriers would have breaks in
them at local roads and property entry points — house
or farm gates. The VicRoads staff were open to
suggestions, though it seemed very clear that VicRoads
had made up its mind.
There is still a lot of concern that these measures are not
addressing driver behaviour — reportedly fatigue,
distraction, speed and inexperience — which in the
main is the cause of the accidents. The point was also
made that this is going to be an $18 million to
$20 million project, which seems an extraordinarily
high figure. The proposed centre wire barriers have
been put in place in Sweden and New Zealand. I
believe there is one in South Australia, but this is very
new for Victoria.
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I urge the point that the minister needs to come to Yea,
to drive that stretch of road, to understand the safety
initiatives and to meet with locals, including the
emergency services personnel, to understand their
concerns. This is a big concern for so many people in
the Mansfield and Murrindindi shires, who are worried
about the speed limits on this road.

Pascoe Vale South Primary School
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I appreciate
the opportunity to raise a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Education. The action I seek is that the
minister visit the Pascoe Vale South Primary School,
meet with the principal and school council
representatives and consult with them and discuss
issues confronting their school community.
Pascoe Vale South Primary School is a vibrant school
with 330 students from diverse backgrounds. In
addition the school boasts an energetic and dedicated
parent community whose members work tirelessly to
raise funds to improve the school’s facilities. Schools
throughout the Pascoe Vale district have experienced
significant growth in enrolments in recent years, a trend
that is forecast to continue over the coming years.
Pascoe Vale South school, with its large grounds, has
the ability to accommodate additional growth in student
enrolments. Any growth in the school’s student
population, however, will only be sustainable if it
coincides with a considerable investment in the
school’s infrastructure and facilities. The current state
of the school’s facilities restricts the ability of teachers
to deliver the curriculum and to maximise learning
outcomes for students.
The education department’s 2012 condition report
deemed that 71 per cent of the school’s assets were in
need of maintenance or repair. As we know, under the
previous government, schools in need were left to rot.
The school has received no significant state government
funding since it was constructed in the 1950s. That is
not good enough. As a result of the condition of the
school, approximately 33 per cent of the school’s
ongoing costs are absorbed in the maintenance of
current infrastructure and buildings, which is
unsustainable.
As we saw with so many schools over the four years of
inaction and wasted time under the coalition
government, Pascoe Vale South Primary School was
forgotten by that government. It would be greatly
appreciated if the Minister for Education could tour this
school and meet with members of the Pascoe Vale
South school community to hear their concerns and
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ideas for sustainable solutions to address the school’s
increase in population.

Murray-Darling Basin plan
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Agriculture. The specific
action I seek is the immediate commencement of an
independent study of the impacts of the Murray-Darling
Basin plan implementation to date. The
Goulburn-Murray irrigation district is regarded as the
food bowl of Victoria. It has a $1.8 billion irrigation
modernisation project underway to strengthen
agricultural productivity in the region, but the region
has lost over one-third of its water from productive use
because of the basin plan.
The commonwealth government’s agricultural white
paper commits to developing irrigation in northern
Australia and funding dams. At the same time the
commonwealth is drying off Victorian irrigation areas
that have productive land, existing modernised
irrigation infrastructure and a capable food-processing
industry. That makes no sense. The commonwealth
claims the basin plan has certainty for agriculture, but
the opposite is the case. Uncertainty has been created
by the commonwealth’s commitment to provide an
additional 450 gigalitres of water for the environment.
This could further reduce irrigation deliveries in the
Goulburn-Murray irrigation district by an amount in the
order of up to 200 gigalitres. That would be a major
blow for the region’s jobs and productivity.
At a time when we are being told that there are great
opportunities for growing our food exports, this is being
put at risk because further water could be taken from
productive use. My constituents are well aware of the
adverse socio-economic impact that many aspects of
water reform has had on our district. Indeed a meeting
of over 1000 people last month at Barham, on the
Murray River, provided an opportunity for those in
attendance to articulate their particular concerns in
relation to losses of population, services, jobs and
productivity in their local communities. Given that the
commonwealth has said it will not take more water
where an adverse socio-economic outcome will occur,
it is essential that Victoria gathers the necessary
evidence and information now to fight off any further
incursions.

Dandenong ambulance station
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Ambulance
Services. I ask that the minister take action to upgrade
the facilities at the Dandenong ambulance station. The
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Dandenong ambulance branch is one of the busiest in
the state, yet our dedicated paramedics are working out
of a facility that is over 50 years old. The building lacks
basic amenities and is in a poor state of repair. It has
long passed its use-by date and poses an occupational
health and safety risk for the many dedicated men and
women who spend their working hours there. With this
in mind I call on the minister to take action to upgrade
the Dandenong ambulance station.
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Victorian renewable energy target
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Energy and Resources.
The action I seek is that she advise the house of what
economic modelling has been done around introducing
a Victorian renewable energy target into Victoria and
what extra costs this will impose on Victorian
households and businesses.

The Andrews Labor government was elected with a
firm commitment to bring an end to the ambulance
crisis. It is great to be part of a team that wants to work
with paramedics, not against them, to bring an end to
the chaos left behind by the Liberals and to treat our
paramedics with the respect they deserve. This process
started with ending the war on paramedics by referring
their pay case to an independent umpire. Another
important step in fixing the problem is to ensure that
ambulance officers and the many volunteers who help
support the service have safe, modern and adequate
facilities to work from. That is why the government
committed $40 million in the recent budget to upgrade
ambulance branches and equipment.

We on this side support the federal renewable energy
target, and we were happy to see the federal
government and opposition agree on a new target to
2020. Rather than supporting that target, getting on with
it and encouraging more investment in renewables in
Victoria, the Victorian Labor government is looking at
introducing more uncertainty with its discussion around
creating a separate Victorian target on top of the federal
one.

This government understands how vital it is to keep
emergency services facilities maintained to the highest
standards; it is a part of ensuring that Victorians are
provided with high-quality, efficient care. Paramedics
undertake some of the most difficult work in our
community. These men and women respond to and
treat all types of medical and trauma emergencies. Each
day they are presented with difficult situations that
challenge them and can cause great distress. Risks of
occupational health and safety and inadequate
amenities should be the last thing on the minds of
workers who deliver such a vital service to the people
of Dandenong and surrounding suburbs.

We are seeing an escalation of energy prices. A recent
ANZ report suggested gas prices would double over the
next three years. On average $1000 has been loaded
onto household bills to pay for smart meters, which we
have yet to see the benefits of. Labor undercosted the
smart meter program by over $415 million. It would be
fair to say that we have more questions than answers
when it comes to a Victorian renewable energy target,
which would introduce another layer of bureaucracy,
another tax and another scheme.

Dandenong can proudly claim to be Melbourne’s
second city. It is busy and thriving, and with its size and
projected growth comes a need for improved,
state-of-the-art emergency services facilities. The
Andrews Labor government went to the election
promising to deliver better care to Victorians, and it
committed to upgrading ambulance stations, vehicles
and equipment.
With this in mind, I call on the Minister for Ambulance
Services to upgrade the facilities at the Dandenong
ambulance branch and continue the great work in
respecting our paramedics.

It was interesting to see federal Labor come out with a
2030 target of 50 per cent renewables at its recent
national conference and then soon after back away from
that fixed target, making it an aspirational target.

How will the Andrews government deliver on its
election commitment of 100 000 new jobs when it is
imposing another cost on business? Since Labor came
to government over eight months ago, we have seen
14 400 jobs in regional Victoria disappear. Will those
on low incomes who use more energy be more
vulnerable to price increases? We have seen 38 per cent
of customers participating in hardship programs. Will
that number increase under a Victorian renewable
energy target? Victoria has always had a competitive
advantage — it has had the cheapest energy in
Australia. Now, with an extra tax, it will be the state
with the most expensive energy.
What will this do to the industry? Will we see industry
locate to other states? What will this do to householders
already struggling to pay their bills? What will this do
to conventional power stations in Gippsland? Will
some power stations need to close, and if so, which
ones and when? Can the minister come clean and not
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just talk about clean energy, but tell us what she plans
to do and who will be paying for it?

Mernda police station
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Police. The action I seek is
that he visit the Mernda and Doreen community to
update it on the progress of the Andrews Labor
government’s election commitment to build a police
station to serve this rapidly growing community. This
community’s pleas to the previous government to
provide it with a police station fell on deaf ears, and this
is a community that doubled in population between
2011 and 2014. It is now around the size of the city of
Greater Shepparton. During this period community
representatives raised this issue with the previous
government, and the previous Minister for Police and
Emergency Services refused to meet with the
community and visit it to observe the problems and
listen to people’s concerns.
The community was concerned about its postcode
being in the top five in the state for numbers of
burglaries. Sadly, there has also been a huge increase in
reports of family violence in the area, and evidence
from local police indicates that incidents of family
violence were more likely to be serious in the area.
Furthermore, it seems that because women were aware
of how far away the police were, they were not
reporting lower level type offences. There has also been
a significant problem with hoon driving in the area.
I have been concerned to see that despite early support
from Whittlesea City Council, Liberal councillors in the
north ward have now withdrawn support for a police
station in Mernda and seem to be pushing for a larger
facility in South Morang. I am not for changing. I am
still standing up for Mernda and Doreen, because this
community has doubled in size since 2011 and 2014.
As an elected representative for this area, I will deliver
on commitments I have made. I will not backtrack as
the Liberal councillors are doing, particularly
Cr Christine Stow. I am also concerned that a Mernda
residents group is also favouring a police station in
South Morang.
I want to congratulate Tom Joseph, a Mernda resident
who has been tireless in his advocacy for a police
station for Mernda. It has been a great pleasure for me
to work with Tom. He is a former member of the
Liberal Party, and he revoked his membership of the
party due to his disgust with its lack of action on this
issue.
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I stand strong with the Mernda community. I urge the
Minister for Police to come out and talk members of the
community through the rollout and provide an
indication of when this police station will be delivered.

Gippsland South electorate schools
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I thank
everyone for their forbearance and for their interest in
my welfare in being here tonight. I am pleased to have
got here on time for the adjournment. My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Education. The action I
seek is that he visit the Korumburra and Leongatha
secondary colleges in my electorate of Gippsland
South, both of which are in need of assistance. Indeed
both schools are in need of further assistance.
Korumburra Secondary College is probably the last
school in South Gippsland, other than Wonthaggi, to
need an upgrade. The previous coalition government
provided $5.6 million in last year’s budget to begin that
upgrade and do the planning works. We made a further
election commitment of $9 million, but unfortunately
there has been nothing in the budget this year for
Korumburra Secondary College. I have written to the
minister urging him to fund this particular school, but I
am now asking that he visit Korumburra.
While he is there he can go across to Leongatha
Secondary College. Leongatha has been substantially
rebuilt. The secondary college, a primary school and a
specialist school — the South Gippsland Specialist
School — are now all on one site. The previous
government provided $10 million for an upgrade of the
Leongatha Secondary College. However, the job was
not quite finished. We committed a further
$1.25 million to finish stage 3, and whilst the school is
realistic about the prospects of getting that in the short
term, the government certainly does need to provide the
additional funds.
I have had discussions with the minister about these
matters. I know he has been focused on delivering
election commitments, but it is important that these two
schools get additional assistance to finish these projects.
Korumburra in particular is quite an outdated school.
Most of the buildings date back to the 1950s. A full
funding arrangement in next year’s budget would allow
the school to do a full master plan overview and ensure
that it not only rebuilds the important buildings but
realigns the pick-up and drop-off and bus areas at the
school.
These are both very important projects. I have also
spoken and written to the minister about Yarram
Primary School. He could certainly come to Yarram

ADJOURNMENT
2504

ASSEMBLY

Primary School and see that as well. That is another
important one, where the design and development
works are underway. I am hopeful that it will be ready
for consideration for next year’s budget. I would be
pleased if the minister could come and visit these
schools at his earliest convenience to ensure that we can
get them in the budget for next year.
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this issue. I know they had been trying to secure a
meeting with the previous police minister but were
unsuccessful for reasons unknown. As the member
said, given that it is a rapidly growing area in
Melbourne’s north and there are concerns around
particular areas of crime, it seemed like a reasonable
thing to do, but for reasons unknown the previous
government did not bother.

Responses
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I thank
the members for Eltham and Dandenong for their
advocacy regarding ambulance upgrades in their
electorates. Our government has committed $20 million
towards upgrading some ambulance branches. We are
currently working through the capital priorities. I will
be informed by their advocacy as well as the
infrastructure and capital advice provided by
Ambulance Victoria in terms of the allocation. We will
be making announcements in the not-too-distant future.
I thank the members for highlighting the needs of their
local ambulance stations.
I also thank the member for Sunbury for his advocacy
in regard to access to public dental services in his
electorate. Accessing public dental services is a great
challenge in our health system right across the country.
Victoria does not go it alone when it comes to this
particular challenge. When it comes to public dental
services, we need to put on the record the fact that the
Abbott Liberal government made a commitment that it
would invest $220 million in Victoria. It has broken
that promise and reduced it to $38 million. This means
a great challenge for public dental services. The
Andrews Labor government is putting up its fair share.
It has made a significant commitment of over
$209 million to invest in public dental services. That
will largely go to service provision, but there will be
some capital upgrade as well.
I thank the member for Sunbury for his advocacy. I
would be absolutely delighted to visit the Sunbury
Community Health Service and talk to its
representatives about their public dental needs. I look
forward to working with that community to make sure
that we provide better access to more public dental
services where we can.
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I am always
delighted to respond to the member for Yan Yean,
particularly in relation to the issue of the police station
that she has so strongly advocated for over a long
period of time in the Mernda-Doreen community. I
remember visiting with the member last year and
meeting with Tom Joseph and other representatives of
the community as well as the local council to discuss

We listened to that community and certainly listened to
the local member, and in the lead-up to the last election
we made a very firm commitment that we would build
a new police station in the Mernda-Doreen community
if we were elected. That is exactly what happened. Our
first budget provided the funding to acquire land and
construct a new police station in Mernda-Doreen.
I look forward to visiting the member’s electorate and
to meeting with whomever the member suggests I
should meet with to update them on progress towards
fulfilling our election commitment, a commitment that
we have funded in our first budget. I thank the member
for raising this issue tonight.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — The member
for Ferntree Gully raised a matter for the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing regarding residents of
the Illoura Early Childhood Intervention Services
facility receiving the same level of service if that
facility is closed by the City of Knox, and I will pass
that on to the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing.
The member for Eildon asked that the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety visit the Yea and Molesworth
communities to see the change in driving conditions as
a consequence of the reduction in the speed limit from
100 kilometres per hour to 80 kilometres per hour. I
will pass that matter on to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. I am sure that the member is aware that
there is strong evidence of lives being saved by speed
limit reductions and indeed by wire rope barriers, but I
will pass that matter on to the minister.
The member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter for the
Minister for Education asking that he visit Pascoe Vale
South Primary School and meet with the principal and
school council. I will pass that on.
The member for Shepparton raised a matter for the
Minister for Agriculture seeking that she commence an
independent study into the Murray-Darling Basin plan’s
implementation to date, and I will pass that on to the
minister.
The member for Caulfield raised a matter for the
Minister for Energy and Resources which appeared to
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contain 30 to 50 questions but particularly asked that
the minister advise the house of any economic
modelling in regard to a Victorian renewable energy
target. I will pass that on to the minister.
The member for Gippsland South asked the Minister
for Education to visit Korumburra and Leongatha
secondary colleges, and I will pass that on to the
Minister for Education.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.29 p.m.
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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:

Horsham bypass
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This is a signed petition from residents of the district of
Lowan which are against the proposed Western Highway
bypass route B2 and would prefer the option 2 route.
The petitioners therefore call on the Andrews Labor
government to include option 2 in the VicRoads Western
Highway (Horsham) bypass planning study.
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the existing height controls within the Port Phillip planning
scheme for this block and convert them from discretionary to
mandatory controls.

By Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (325 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Nepean be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Lowan be considered next day on
motion of Ms KEALY (Lowan).

FAMILY AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
Abuse in disability services

By Ms KEALY (Lowan) (40 signatures).

Jetty Road, Rosebud
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the electorate of Nepean points
out to the house the extremely dangerous traffic conditions at
the intersection of Jetty Road, Rosebud, and the terminus of
the Mornington Peninsula Freeway.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria, in accordance with the VicRoads Point
Nepean Road Study, urgently approve funding for the Jetty
Road overpass in order to relieve the congestion on local
roads at the current terminus of the Mornington Peninsula
Freeway.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (446 signatures).

Port Phillip planning scheme
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of people who own or reside in apartments or
work in buildings located within the block bounded by
St Kilda Road, Beatrice Street, Queens Lane and Lorne
Street, Melbourne, draws to the attention of the house that
amendment C107 to the Port Phillip planning scheme
proposes the introduction of new provisions into the planning
scheme that enable taller buildings with no height limits. The
proposed provisions will exacerbate the already severe traffic
congestion within the block and will have a negative impact
on the quality of life of residents and workers and is contrary
to securing a pleasant, efficient and safe living and working
environment.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria support a change to amendment C107
to the Port Phillip planning scheme to replace the proposed
discretionary controls with mandatory height controls that set
a maximum height limit of 30 metres for buildings fronting
Queens Road, and 45 metres for buildings fronting St Kilda
Road within the block bounded to the north by Beatrice Street
and to the south by Lorne Street. These height limits maintain

Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) presented interim
report, together with appendices and transcripts of
evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that interim report and appendices be
published.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday,
18 August 2015.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Kokoda trek
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I recently had the
opportunity to walk the Kokoda Track, along with the
members for Gippsland East and Narracan. This is
something I have always wanted to do. The walk was a
deeply moving experience, in addition to being
physically and mentally tough. More importantly,
remembering those young soldiers who walked before
me, of whom 625 lost their lives, made my challenge as
much emotional as it was physical. The Kokoda Trail
experience will stay with me forever, and I strongly
encourage those who have not walked it before to take
part in this very important part of Australia’s history.
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I would like to thank Bernie Rowell, our Adventure
Kokoda leader, along with Charlie Lynn, who has done
a great job in giving back to the Papua New Guineans
in the work he has done over the years and ensuring
that the lives of Papua New Guineans are made the
fullest they can be.

HammondCare Caulfield
Mr SOUTHWICK — I recently had the pleasure of
meeting with the Victorian manager of HammondCare,
David Martin, and the Glen Eira Historical Society
regarding the plans for the new HammondCare
Caulfield dementia-specific village. It will be a great
new addition to aged care and health care in our area.
I understand that HammondCare is committed to
recognising the rich history of Montgomery House. The
new facility’s design will pay tribute to the site’s
history of caring for soldiers who fought in World
War I and the work of the local community and the Red
Cross in supporting those who returned, particularly the
nurses and the great work they did over the years in
assisting our soldiers. I thank HammondCare for its
work in making sure they are recognised.

Portarlington pier
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — On Friday, 24 July, I had the
pleasure of opening the new $3 million Portarlington
pier, which is the start of the $15 million Portarlington
safe harbour development. Over the next 18 months the
harbour will be upgraded with more facilities to grow
the aquaculture industry in the region, including
mussels, oysters and scallops. The potential is
enormous. This has been a G21 Geelong Regional
Alliance priority, so its potential is not just for the local
community of Portarlington or the Bellarine Peninsula
but for the whole region.
The harbour will also be upgraded to provide the
infrastructure for a future potential commuter ferry to
Melbourne. This has been a long-held desire of the
local community. I thank those community members I
have worked with over the last eight years to get this
project up and running. In particular I want to
acknowledge Lindsay Ellis, the local councillor, Geoff
Henderson and John Rae.

Anthony Mangelsdorf
Ms NEVILLE — I also take this opportunity to
congratulate Barwon Heads resident Anthony
Mangelsdorf, who was recently awarded the
Environmental and Sustainability Educator of the Year
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Award. He was recognised for his skill of teaching in a
way that makes learning about the environment fun for
people of any age and also for his work within the
community. I am well aware of the environmental work
and leadership Anthony provides in Barwon Heads and
the local community. It is certainly fortunate that we
have him as one of our local residents who is making
such a difference to local community members,
schoolchildren and the environment. Well done,
Anthony.

Level crossings
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Andrews Labor
government looks set to mess up yet another Liberal
government project. This time it is the Blackburn Road
level crossing removal, a project that Labor opposed
when last in office. First Labor delayed the tender
process that was due to be completed in April — and it
still has not signed a contract with the preferred
contractor — and now Labor is showing all the signs
that its so-called community consultation will be a
sham. There are key issues for the project that still need
to be sorted out, such as the design for the underpass,
the bike path route and the traffic light arrangements at
Blackburn Road, yet Labor has refused to engage.
It is not good enough to tell the community in a few
weeks time what has already been decided. Instead the
government needs to listen and respond to what locals
have to say before it finalises a design. Getting these
details right will make all the difference between a great
outcome and an outcome that leaves the community
with nagging problems for years to come.

Box Hill transport interchange
Mr CLARK — The Box Hill transport interchange
is a project on which the Andrews government is all
talk and no action. Prior to the election Labor tried to
piggyback on my initiatives by promising to form a
ministerial advisory group. After the election, despite
the Minister for Public Transport’s claim three months
ago that an announcement would be made shortly about
this group, still nothing has happened. It is clear that the
Andrews Labor government is continuing to treat
eastern suburbs residents as second-class citizens, just
as it did with the east–west link.

Gerard FitzGerald
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — I had a great time on
Sunday with the lovely Mark O’Brien at the North
Ballarat Football Club, where the Ballarat Roosters
defeated the Northern Blues 137-25. Members in this
chamber have heard me talk before about the
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redevelopment of the Eureka precinct — an exciting
project that will bring AFL to Ballarat and support local
footy, netball, cricket, athletics and basketball. But
today I want to talk about a great man and a friend and
a great supporter of that project — Gerard ‘Fitzy’
FitzGerald.

holidays — Easter Sunday and Bad Friday — but it
made the situation even worse by introducing it without
consultation or notice. This policy not only hurts
businesses but also does serious damage to employees,
consumers and the economy at a time of rising
unemployment.

Fitzy is currently the head coach of the Roosters, and
his contract finishes at the end of this season. Here are
just a few of his achievements in his coaching career,
which spans 34 years: he was a VFL coach for
17 years, 15 of them for North Ballarat; he holds the
record for coaching the most senior games in Victorian
Football Association and Victorian Football League
(VFL) history; he took the Roosters to their first-ever
VFL premiership; and he has been VFL coach of the
year four times. But to me his greatest achievement is
his relationship with the players and their families. He
sincerely and truly cares about all his players and looks
out for their total wellbeing, not just their physical
wellbeing.

Then there was the former Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade, who was unfortunately out of his
depth, and who had no business experience or plan for
Victoria’s businesses. His first act as minister was to
impose two huge new costs on Victoria’s small
business community. We have to feel sympathy for him
though, as his job was made all the harder by being
forced by his Premier to implement a policy that was
payback to the Premier’s union masters at the same
time as it blatantly attacked the businesses the minister
was supposed to be looking after. Then after leading a
breakaway from the Deputy Premier’s faction, the
minister became the victim of Labor payback.

Federal health funding
Fitzy, I wish you well in whatever the future holds, and
I would like to thank you for everything that you have
done, not just for Ballarat North and the Roosters, but
for the community of Ballarat. You love Ballarat and
are one of our fiercest advocates. You have helped
countless young men and have been an exceptional role
model to them. There are many men who are doing
great things as a result of the care that you took and the
example that you set. Thank you, Fitzy, for everything
you have done. I wish you, your wife Loretta and your
family all the best for the future.

Small Business Festival Victoria
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I would like to
commend sponsors and small businesses across the
state for participating in this month’s Small Business
Festival Victoria. The festival provides information to
people who are starting or growing a business and gives
business operators the opportunity to learn practical
new skills and access new ideas to help boost their
productivity and competitiveness. Festival events are
being held across metropolitan and rural and regional
areas of Victoria from 1 to 31 August.
Small business is the engine room of our economy and
so important to jobs, families and the prosperity of our
community. However, for the hardworking small
business people of Victoria the election of the Andrews
government last November has been a great
disappointment. For example, in just one area, the
Andrews Labor government has scored a very
regrettable double. Not only did it commit to a very bad
antibusiness policy of introducing two new public

Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — Recently I
raised in Parliament a matter for the Minister for Health
regarding the federal government’s decision to cut
funding for those suffering from inborn errors of
metabolism, which provides vital assistance by
supporting individuals suffering from rare genetic
disorders and their families to access specialised foods.
Thankfully the federal government came to its senses
and yesterday announced that it will maintain that
funding. It reversed the decision after 900 families
banded together and campaigned to have that vital
funding maintained.
I want to thank Cathy Ticknas, who first brought this to
my attention and shared these issues with me. It is clear
that the federal government did not expect the
overwhelming backlash from these some 900 families.
They banded together and showed the community, and
more importantly the federal government, just how vital
this funding is, and it will continue.

Federal emergency relief funding
Mr RICHARDSON — We have another campaign
on our doorstep now. It is about the federal
government’s decision to cut vital emergency relief
funding to some community services not only in my
electorate but across Victoria. Emergency relief funding
is vital for vulnerable families — people doing it tough.
It might be that an organisation can provide a food
voucher, which makes all the difference in the month.
The federal Assistant Minister for Social Services,
Senator Mitch Fifield, who is based in Mentone, has
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heard from these community organisations, the
Mentone Community Assistance & Information Bureau
and the Chelsea Benevolent Society, which will have to
consider closing their doors because of the funding cut.
I call on the federal government to reconsider this
decision. We are not going anywhere.

Western Victoria rail services
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I recently attended public
transport review forums in Horsham and Hamilton. The
review was a commitment by the previous coalition
government in recognition of the need to improve
public transport connections across western Victoria. I
thank all community members for their valuable and
considered contributions to the review, and I look
forward to seeing the recommendations arising from it.
It is essential that Labor listen to the local people and
deliver the required funding to improve public transport
access and services across western Victoria.

Edenhope & District Memorial Hospital
Ms KEALY — I recently met Kevin Mills, the
newly appointed CEO of the Edenhope hospital. This
hospital provides excellent health care to the local
community, achieved through its highly skilled and
professional staff and local supporters. The Edenhope
hospital is in need of redevelopment, with particular
focus on building a new aged-care facility. I urge the
Labor government to deliver much-needed funding for
this important project.

Dunmunkle Health Services
Ms KEALY — I raise concerns expressed to me by
the Minyip, Murtoa and Rupanyup communities,
Dunmunkle Health Services and other health services
within the Wimmera Southern Mallee Health Alliance
regarding the future governance and service delivery
model of Dunmunkle Health Services. The process
adopted to review the model must ensure the best
outcome for the community. I urge the Labor
government to assist to resolve this matter as soon as
possible.

Steph Meyer
Ms KEALY — Congratulations to Steph Meyer of
D’Coco Hair Studio in Horsham on her outstanding
achievement in winning first place in the beautiful
brides section of the 2015 Hair & Beauty Industry
Association’s Australian hairdressing championships. It
is great to see a local woman representing our region at
a national level and achieving such great success. Well
done, Steph.
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Level crossings
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — The Andrews Labor
government is getting on with the job of removing level
crossings in the Bentleigh electorate. In just eight
months we have established the Level Crossing
Removal Authority, allocated the funds in the budget,
signed the contracts and completed early works. Full
construction begins later this year.
Consultation is key to the successful delivery of these
projects, and I was pleased that last week 500 local
residents packed the McKinnon Secondary College hall
to hear from the Level Crossing Removal Authority
and give their feedback. After four long, dark, wasted
years under the previous government, the Andrews
government is removing level crossings at Centre Road,
McKinnon Road and North Road. Local residents are
delighted by this and very much appreciated the
opportunity to participate in the consultation last week.
The only people unhappy about this consultation are
those opposite. Several members of the opposition got a
bit hot under the collar about this meeting and are
highly critical of community consultation. The member
for Caulfield, who is in the chamber, has been one of
the most vocal opponents of consultation on level
crossing removal works. I am not surprised by this,
given the strange place the member finds himself in.
The member for Caulfield recently held a meeting in
protest against the Matthew Guy residential zones. The
flyer for the meeting opened with, ‘Do you have
concerns about local overdevelopment, such as
apartments or multistorey buildings, in Glen Eira and
Port Phillip or questions about planning laws?’. It might
as well have read: ‘Come and tell us how bad we were
in government’. We know how bad they were — that’s
why they are on that side of the house.

Point Nepean development
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I would like to raise the
issue of the Labor government’s cancellation of a very
important tourism contract, and that is the contract at
Point Nepean, which was meant to have been a
$100 million investment. We now see another broken
contract by the Labor government. This will have a
significant impact on investor confidence overall in
Victoria and a significant impact on tourism. I refer to a
press release issued by the Victorian Tourism Industry
Council on 2 July this year, headed ‘Tourism
disappointed by shelving of Point Nepean project’. The
press release reads:
The state government has turned its back on this Point
Nepean development, which has the potential to diminish
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private sector confidence in investing in Victorian tourism
projects.
Our industry saw this as a litmus test for future developments
and there is now concern regarding investment in innovative,
job creating new tourism projects in Victoria.

The irony of this cancellation is that the previous
federal Labor government put enormous pressure on
the states through tourism ministers councils to allow
long-term investment in national parks. What we have
seen by this cancellation is state Labor being
ideological, pandering to the Greens, and flying in the
face of what the previous federal Labor government
wanted, which was some sensible tourism investments
in national parks.

Albert and Maree Rizk
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — On Saturday, 24 July, I
attended a touching day at the Sunbury Lions Football
Netball Club for the first annual memorial match for
Albert and Maree Rizk. Well-known and loved
Sunbury locals, Albert and Maree tragically lost their
lives in the MH17 plane disaster on 17 July last year,
along with 38 other Australians and 298 people from all
across the world. Their children, James and Vanessa
Rizk, showed a great deal of bravery and heart in
speaking on the day, and should be immensely proud of
the courage they have shown. As a former Sunbury
Lions player for many years, I know how much the
club supports its players and the local community, and
this day was no exception.
I would especially like to acknowledge the club
president, Jack Ogilvie, who organised the day but was
unfortunately unable to attend, due to poor health. Jack
is a former mayor and current councillor and
well-known Sunbury local, and I wish him all the best
as he recovers from his stroke. I would also like to
acknowledge the club vice-president, Hedley Duhau,
and committee members from both the junior and
senior sides. The entire day was well organised with a
great deal of thought, care and respect, and I thank
Sunbury Lions Football Netball Club for having Jas and
I along.

Ettore Luciano
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I wish to
acknowledge the recent passing of Ferntree Gully
resident Ettore Luciano. Mr Luciano moved from Italy
to Australia as a 16-year-old to make a better life after
World War II. Ettore and his wife, Speranza,
established their brussels sprout farm on Napoleon
Road in Ferntree Gully. He played a pivotal role at the
Footscray fruit and vegetable market. He was also a
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proud supporter of the Knox Italian Community Club.
Vale, Ettore Luciano.

Cheryl Sampson
Mr WAKELING — On behalf of the Ferntree
Gully community, I would like to take this opportunity
to congratulate Cheryl Sampson on her appointment as
principal of Mountain Gate Primary School. Cheryl is
well known to the school community, having served as
assistant principal, and I know that she will be able to
build on the great work of former principal Leigh
Baker.

Knox Park Primary School
Mr WAKELING — At the last state election the
coalition committed $457 000 to upgrade Knox Park
Primary School. This important upgrade was not
matched by the state Labor government, and I have
raised this issue in Parliament. The minister and his
response provided no comfort to the community by his
not being willing to fund the project. The campaign to
reverse this government’s inaction will continue.

High Street Road, Wantirna South
Mr WAKELING — It was pleasing to see progress
on the $16 million duplication of High Street Road
between Stud Road and the Burwood Highway. This
project was funded by the former coalition government
and has been welcomed by the Knox community. By
contrast, the current Labor government has not
committed to delivering any significant road funding to
my community.

Eastern suburbs school leaders
Mr WAKELING — Finally, I would like to
congratulate student leaders from Rowville Secondary
College; Wantirna College; Fairhills High School;
St Joseph’s College, Waverley Christian College and
Scoresby Secondary College for attending the latest
youth council meeting. A great discussion was held
with the member for Rowville, and the member for
Croydon, who is also the shadow Minister for Public
Transport, on a range of issues within his portfolio.

Thornbury Primary School
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for Women) — On
Sunday, 2 August, I joined past and present students,
parents, teachers and staff of Thornbury Primary
School to celebrate the 100th anniversary of the school.
Grandchildren of founding principal James Owen
Hughes also attended to take part in the celebrations
and view the historical material on display at the
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school. The large turnout of friends and supporters of
the school and this very important anniversary bodes
well for the future of Thornbury primary. The school is
unique in many ways. For example, it is one of only a
handful of schools in Victoria that provides a Steiner
program in a publicly-funded school. But on Sunday
the celebrations centred on the school’s connection with
its large Aboriginal student population and its continual
celebration and recognition of the values of the
Aboriginal culture. Thornbury Primary School is the
only school in Melbourne teaching an Aboriginal
language in the primary school setting. Students learn
Woiwurrung, the language of the Wurundjeri people,
and it embeds language in the entire learning
experience.
Thornbury Primary School has faced many challenges
in the last 100 years. Its population grew to over
1200 students after World War I, and after World War
II, 80 per cent of students were from migrant families.
It has faced teacher shortages and the inevitable strain
on facilities, particularly when state Labor governments
failed to prioritise state education, unlike our state
Labor government, which will continue to work with
Thornbury Primary School to ensure that it delivers the
best educational opportunities for its students.

Kew electorate constituent disability funding
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — I rise to address an issue
affecting Lara Sticca of North Balwyn in my electorate.
Lara has significant vision and hearing impairments as
a result of bilateral retinoblastoma. Lara requires
additional assistance to account for her disability.
Lara’s mother Rose believes her daughter is currently
entitled to only $1200 per annum for a visiting teacher
to assist her daughter to learn. In addition, parents like
Rose encounter significant difficulties in not only
applying for additional funding but also receiving
information about what options they have to choose
from, all of which are presently far below the
demanding educational needs for her daughter.
I have encountered significant delay from the office of
the Minister for Education throughout my efforts in
helping the Sticca family elucidate exactly what
funding students can access. I wrote to the minister’s
office on 19 June, but I received no reply. I have
pursued this matter with his office on numerous
occasions, including on 22 July and 30 July. Obviously
the Minister for Education has been somewhat
preoccupied in trying to save his own job over recent
weeks. We understand that, but at the same time we
also want him to do his day job, which he is currently
not doing particularly well.
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I noticed this morning’s Herald Sun reports that when
the right faction of the Labor Party met on Friday, the
poor old education minister was not invited. Poor
fellow, I felt a little bit sorry for him.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — You are right, I did not. It is heart
warming to see that the right has reunited. As I have
said in this place many times, the left is running Labor,
and you cannot let these crazy lefties run the place for
ever.

China study tour
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — In July I took part in
a study tour delegation hosted by the Australia China
Business Council (ACBC) and Huawei Australia. We
visited Shenzhen, Guangzhou, Shanghai and Hong
Kong led by ACBC president and former Premier John
Brumby. Colleagues on our delegation included Dr Jim
Chalmers, the federal member for Rankin and
parliamentary secretary to the federal Leader of the
Opposition; Stephen Jones, federal member for
Throsby and federal shadow assistant Minister for
Health; Anthony Chisholm, federal Labor Senate
candidate for Queensland; and Madeleine Ogilvie,
Tasmanian state member for Denison and shadow
minister for Information Technology and Innovation.
China is Australia’s largest trading partner. Last year
trade between our two countries was in excess of
$150 billion. The recently signed China-Australia free
trade agreement will see our economic and cultural
bonds grow and strengthen in the years ahead. Huawei
is a global leader in providing next generation
telecommunications network solutions. Its Australian
base opened in 2004 and has expanded to over
600 employees. Huawei’s products and solutions are
deployed by 45 of the world’s top
50 telecommunications operators and it serves one-third
of the world’s communications requirements. Indeed,
50 per cent of Victorians use a Huawei product.
The Andrews Labor government recognises the
significant opportunities to secure trade and jobs
investment with China. We are recasting our China
strategy, and Premier Andrews will visit the country
later this year to open an additional Victorian
government business office in western China. Our
delegation was pleased to meet with Treasurer Pallas in
Shanghai as part of our visit to Huawei’s research and
development centre. The Treasurer also understands the
significant opportunities for Victoria in China and the
technological benefits to Victorians of having Huawei’s
products and know-how in Melbourne.
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I also thank ACBC chief executive Martine Letts and
Huawei Australia’s Brent Hooley and Riana Chen for
accompanying the delegation and ensuring that we
expanded our knowledge and appreciation of the
Australia-China trade relationship.

Mount Eliza land rezoning
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I rise this morning
to call on the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water to investigate the actions of South
East Water in seeking to rezone and sell company land
on the corner of Kanya Road and Barmah Street in
Mount Eliza. Originally subdivided as part of the initial
planning for it, the land was never developed for
housing and was acquired by the then State Rivers and
Water Supply Commission from Sir Reginald Ansett
more than 50 years ago. I have referred previously in
this chamber to the circumstances of this acquisition
and the role played by the late Alan Hunt.
The 2.8-hectare piece of land was the site of a supply
reservoir until 1999, when it was decommissioned.
Largely untouched by humans in the intervening
16 years, the land has become a haven for wildlife in
the midst of this urban area. Local residents have
advised me that the site is now home to at least
61 separate species, including the endangered
grey-headed flying fox.
South East Water last year lodged a planning
application seeking to rezone the land as a residential
area in order to dispose of the property for housing
development. The shire advertised the application at
Christmas and a planning panel has recently
recommended that the rezoning proceed. While the
neighbourhood concerned is close to Port Phillip Bay
and the green wedge, it is very poorly served in terms
of open space. If the land is lost to housing, this
circumstance will be severely exacerbated. Minister
Neville, as the minister responsible for the environment
and water, will surely appreciate the importance of this
parcel and the role it plays in supporting local wildlife,
particularly endangered species. I call on the minister to
use her authority to require South East Water to
withdraw the planning application and transfer the land
to the Shire of Mornington Peninsula for a nominal
amount.

Family violence
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I recently
had the great honour of launching a Say No to Family
Violence awareness campaign at Kambrya College
with the Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence. The minister joined with me, principal
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Michael Muscat, students and local community
organisations to make a stand against these appalling
acts of violence that are sadly all too common.
The City of Casey has the highest reported incidence of
family violence in Victoria, with 3759 incidents in the
past 12 months alone. Our campaign will seek to not
only raise awareness of the devastating impact family
violence has on our community, but also help put an
end to the harm caused by these terrible acts of
violence. Kambrya College was the first of many to
unveil its very own Say No to Family Violence
campaign banner. The college did an exceptional job,
and I was so pleased to hear that during the design,
students and their arts teacher, Debbie Russo, spoke
openly and honestly about this important issue. The
school’s wonderful principal, Michael Muscat, also
spoke at the launch and said:
Family violence in our community casts a very long shadow,
especially on women and youth. We must stand united and
reject it in all its forms.

Thank you, Michael, and student leaders Brooke Smith,
Callum Sweet and Alex Clarke, who were our fantastic
hosts. We were all so very touched by the beautiful
musical tribute to victims of family violence performed
by students. Well done to Eden Fernandes, Lauren
Murrant, Sara Heitmann and Adrian Viol for their
spine-tingling performances — and a few tears too. I
am so very proud and honoured to be able to work with
such a wonderful local school. Their passion, care and
dedication to our campaign has been inspiring, and I
know that together we can, and will, make a difference
within our community. It is only the beginning, but as I
speak many more are joining our campaign, putting
their hands up and saying no to family violence.

Nichols Point school buildings
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — For a number of months
now the community of Nichols Point has been fighting
to save the old Nichols Point Primary School building
and rotunda from demolition by the Department of
Education and Training. Despite a letter-writing
campaign, multiple phone calls and a community
meeting with department representatives, they have
been unable to save the buildings as yet. Their passion
and commitment to this cause is to be commended. I
am humbled by their resilience as they take knock after
knock but continue to fight for buildings that are of
great significance to our region and its community.

Mallee Almond Blossom Festival
Mr CRISP — It is that time of the year again, and I
will be travelling to Robinvale, which will be hosting
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the Mallee Almond Blossom Festival. This will be the
eighth year of the festival, and it is being held on the
greens of the Robinvale Golf Club, with buses shuttling
enthusiasts to the orchards. This is a wonderful event
that brings thousands of people to Robinvale. It is a
unique event, and I congratulate all those involved.

Merbein Great Australian Vanilla Slice
Triumph
Mr CRISP — On the day before Merbein will host
the Great Australian Vanilla Slice Triumph. The cooks
are baking at Merbein, which is set to host the
competition for the fourth year. It is a magnificent
event, with people travelling from all over Victoria to
compete. This year’s ambassador is Fast Ed of Better
Homes and Gardens fame, and I am sure he will be
overwhelmed by the quality of the offerings that he will
be judging. I will be judging again this year. I pay
tribute to all those involved, and I am sure the weather
will be a little brighter than last year.

Mallee Machinery Field Days
Mr CRISP — On the matter of weather, yesterday I
spent the day at the Mallee Machinery Field Days. I
congratulate all those involved and also — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

TAFE funding
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I rise to speak
about this government’s sincere commitment to the
TAFE sector and the benefits that will flow from
increased funding to higher education in my
community. In late June it was fantastic to welcome the
Premier and the Minister for Training and Skills to
Holmesglen TAFE’s Chadstone campus to announce a
$1.4 million commitment to get 300 people skilled up
for jobs in Melbourne’s south-east. This is part of the
$50 million TAFE Back to Work Fund to help create
100 000 jobs across Victoria. The May budget also
provided a much-needed $350 million boost to the
TAFE system.
A week earlier I was also pleased to join the minister
and the member for Bentleigh at Holmesglen’s
Moorabbin campus for the announcement of
$4.17 million to assist retrenched electrical workers and
support the construction industry. As I said at the time,
our economy has strong opportunities ahead, and we
are making sure the kids of our region have the skills
they need to take advantage of them. I congratulate the
Premier and the Minister for Training and Skills for
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their hard work and dedication in restoring funding to
grow the TAFE sector again, following the terrible cuts
of the previous government.

Member for Bentleigh
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I call on the
Premier to discipline the member for Bentleigh for his
disgraceful behaviour in advertising a level crossing
removal information session using government funds to
promote himself and his cause. I particularly question
where the email addresses of constituents in Bentleigh
will end up. Will they receive Labor Party information?
These level crossing removal information sessions are
meant to be run by the Level Crossing Removal
Authority, which is supposedly independent.
This is a disgrace to the Labor Party, and it is absolutely
disgraceful behaviour by the member for Bentleigh. He
has utilised this opportunity for his own political gain.
What will happen with the information that was
collected? I think all constituents of Bentleigh would be
very concerned. They provided their information with
the singular intention of ensuring the wellbeing of their
area. They want to receive the right information. This is
an absolute disgrace to the member for Bentleigh. It is
overreaching at very best. One would have to question
what this information is going to be used for, and I ask
the Premier to investigate this absolutely absurd and
ridiculous action of the member for Bentleigh.

Aboriginal Justice Forum
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — The Age newspaper
editorial yesterday said:
Over the past week through the treatment of Adam Goodes,
Australia has once again had to look into the mirror. It is not a
soft-edged sepia-toned portrait. There are flaws in the glass,
which only honesty and a commitment to integrity can repair.

On 23 July I had the honour of representing the
Victorian government at the 42nd Aboriginal Justice
Forum (AJF) — possibly my most important meeting
since becoming the Parliamentary Secretary for Justice
last December. This was a very important meeting.
Reconciliation between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal
Victorians is a critical and ongoing process that requires
deep commitment and respect.
I wanted to give the AJF the respect it deserved, so I
arrived a day early for meetings with Koori leaders. A
highlight was meeting with Rudy Kirby, CEO of
Mallee District Aboriginal Services, and hearing about
the great work the organisation is doing in investing
upstream, with the biggest priorities being children
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from conception to four years of age and then up to
eight years of age. Mr Kirby has said:
We know that, if we can invest there, we can change the next
generation.
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Government business continued
General business
Thursdays (and Fridays)

The night before the forum I attended the Koori Caucus
for dinner, and the following day the official AJF
commenced in Mildura on the land of the Latje Latje
and their nearest neighbours, the Barkindji people, with
a welcome to country from Aunty Janine Wilson.

Formal business

It was apparent to me that a significant amount of work
goes into preparing for the quarterly AJF. I
acknowledge the commitment of the Koori Caucus
members, who work with the Department of Justice and
Regulation’s Koori justice unit to coordinate these
critical partnership events. I thank the Loddon Mallee
Regional Aboriginal Justice Advisory Committee for
hosting the forum. In particular I thank the committee
chair, Aunty Jemmes Handy, and the deputy chair,
Mr John Mitchell. I would also like to thank — —

Government business continued

Statements by members
Government business
Question time (11.00 am)

General business.
(4) So much of standing orders 38 and 39 be
suspended so as to enable:
(a) at 2.00 pm on Wednesday, unless a division is
taking place, the Chair interrupts the business
before the house and the bells are then rung
for one minute;
(b) if a division is taking place at 2.00 pm:

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The time for members to make statements has ended.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Sessional orders
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the following changes to sessional orders be adopted, to
come into operation from the beginning of the next sitting
week:
(1) Sessional order 17(3) be omitted and the following new
sessional order 17(3) and (4) be inserted in its place —
‘(3) So much of standing orders 36, 38, 39 and 41 be
suspended so as to enable the following order of
business on:
Wednesdays
Formal business
Disallowance motions
Statements by members
Statements on parliamentary committee
reports
Government business
Question time (11.00 am)
Government business continued
Matter of public importance or grievance
debate (2.00 pm)

(i)

it will be completed without interruption
and result announced;

(ii) if the division is on a closure motion,
and the motion is agreed to, the question
or questions then required to be put to
close the issue before the house will also
be dealt with;
(iii) business is then interrupted following
the procedure in sub-paragraph (a);
(c) the Chair announces the grievance debate or
matter of public of importance, whichever the
case may be.
(d) any business under discussion and not
completed at the interruption will be resumed
immediately at the end of the grievance
debate or matter of public importance,
whichever the case may be, and any member
speaking at the time of the interruption may
then continue his or her speech.’
(2) In sessional order 17(4), omit ‘4’ and insert ‘5’.

I am sure the house will appreciate it if I do not go
through and re-read that notice of motion. It is there in
the hands of all members in the form of today’s notice
paper. I will move straight to making a short
contribution as to what sits behind this motion.
As members will recall, earlier this year, in the first full
sitting week of this Parliament, the Andrews Labor
government introduced a range of changes to the
sessional orders. Some of the changes were about
fulfilling election commitments we made in relation to
modernising the Parliament, improving the practice of
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the Parliament, abolishing Dorothy Dixers and making
the Parliament more accountable and a place that once
again Victorians can be proud of.
I was very pleased to move those sessional orders. It
was a little disappointing that those opposite did not
support those sessional order changes at the time, but I
note from having had the chance to re-read some of the
contributions of those opposite that they were a little
less opposed to some parts than others, which brings
me to the issue of changes to the sitting hours of this
place.
One of the significant changes we made through those
changes to sessional orders was to bring in what can be
colloquially described as more family-friendly sitting
hours for this chamber. It is something that has been
talked about for a long time. It is something that the
member for Brighton and I spent a fair bit of time on in
the previous Parliament, and I know it is something that
she has worked on very hard for a number of years. It
was certainly an aspiration that was shared by many
people on all sides of Parliament. We love our job and
we love being in Parliament, but we love our families, I
hope, a little bit more. And we want to spend more time
with our families than we do with each other, as much
as I love all of my colleagues.
Mr Walsh — All of them?
Ms ALLAN — All of them! Even some of you
guys, Walshy.
By making some significant changes to sessional
orders, the Andrews Labor government took the
opportunity to also modernise the sitting hours of the
Parliament. I refer again to the work done previously by
the member for Brighton, and I think the member for
Murray Plains was also involved in those discussions.
Other parliaments around the country have done this.
Other parliaments have been able to change their sitting
hours to have a more civilised conclusion to the day to
make sure that we are back the next day fresh and ready
to go the next round. As part of those changes we are
now adjourning at 7 o’clock on a Tuesday and a
Wednesday night, at 5 o’clock on a Thursday night and
starting a bit earlier on a Tuesday at 12.00 p.m.
When we put the new sitting hours together a decision
was taken to not have a lunchbreak. I note at this point
that breaking for lunch is not something that is written
into the standing orders or the sessional orders. It is a
convention of the house that by the agreement of the
house the house breaks for lunch. As part of those
changes, we did not make allowance for the provision
of a lunchbreak. This was a bit of a feature of the debate
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when we discussed this in the Parliament last time. I
know the member for Caulfield was exercised on this
point and made some contributions on the matter. I also
note that when we discussed lunchbreaks the manager
of opposition business was quite generous in his
contribution when he talked about giving these sitting
hours a go and seeing how they turned out.
The house has given it a good six months or so to see
how these sitting hours have worked, and a number of
members of Parliament have raised with me, with the
Premier, with the Presiding Officers and with each
other some of the challenges of not having that
provision for a lunchbreak. I know that has been a
particular issue for the Presiding Officers because they
are the ones who sign off on requests for events to be
held in Queen’s Hall. The practice is that events are not
held in Queen’s Hall while either chamber is in session,
so our being pretty much in continuous session during
the course of the day has meant that a number of events
that have traditionally been held in Queen’s Hall during
the lunchbreaks have not been able to be
accommodated.
If we want to be a Parliament that reaches out to the
community and welcomes it into this place — because
indeed the Parliament is their place — this is an issue
and it has been a restriction on those activities.
Certainly I think we all agree — I am not going to say
the Andrews Labor government believes this because I
think we all believe this — that Parliament is here to
serve the people and its sitting hours should allow for
either formal events or for individual members of
Parliament to host community groups and visitors. I
know that over the years many regional MPs have had
a bit of a shindig in Queen’s Hall where we have
brought down our local councils and local producers
and dazzled our colleagues with just how wonderful our
region is. They have been great experiences.
We listened carefully to the views of colleagues on all
sides, the views of the Presiding Officers and the views
of community groups and also looked at the effect of
not having a formal lunchbreak on parliamentary staff;
I think particularly for Hansard it provides a few extra
challenges. Having listened very carefully to those
views we are coming today to the house with a motion
to amend the sessional orders to make provision for that
lunchbreak to occur again on a Wednesday and a
Thursday.
It is a very long notice of motion that I have moved
today, but really it boils down to making changes to
allow for the bells to be rung on a Wednesday. There
are provisions in the motion that allow for a situation
where there is a division or a closure motion going on
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at the time for the lunchbreak and it provides for those
matters to be concluded. The other key change to
accommodate the lunchbreak is the shifting of the
matter of public importance or grievance debate,
whichever is due in the particular week, to commence
at 2 o’clock of a Wednesday.
As I said, the provision of a lunchbreak is a convention
in this place. It is not formally provided for in the
standing or sessional orders or that there should be a
lunchbreak between 1 o’clock and 2 o’clock of a
Wednesday and Thursday. The proposed sessional
orders changes make provision for the bells to be rung,
and I understand from the clerks that their intent is to
ring the bells at 2 o’clock on both Wednesdays and
Thursdays, in a similar way to the way we now have
the bells ring at 11 o’clock of a Wednesday and
Thursday to remind us to not miss the fun of question
time, which occurs at that time every day. The bells will
ring at 2 o’clock to have members gather back together
for the recommencement of debate.
This proposal is a good example of where we have
made some changes, we have given them a go for a
period of time, we have listened to people on all sides,
and then based on that feedback we have responded
accordingly. I am very pleased to demonstrate to the
house that we are a government that is interested in
continuous improvement. I am very pleased to say that
I am personally interested in continuously improving
the practices of the house.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Ms ALLAN — I appreciate that advice from the
member for Murray Plains. I appreciate that he has a
few years on me and can give that wise counsel across
the chamber. I hope that members opposite support
these changes, as they have been brought about, as I
said, because we have listened to the views of people
on all sides of the house about the sitting hours in
particular.
I also wish to make a brief comment on how this affects
the number of hours available for debate. When the
sessional orders were introduced at the start of the year
we actually increased by two the number of hours
available for debate compared what was available to the
last Parliament, the Parliament before that and the
Parliament before that. These changes take the number
of hours available for debate back to what was the
practice in the previous Parliament and the one before
that, so there is still going to be significant time for
debate.
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The other changes we made to the sessional orders do
not go to the issues we are considering today, but they
have made the government more accountable to this
chamber. They have opened up more opportunities for
the opposition, whether by way of the introduction of
supplementary questions or otherwise. These are big
changes for this place. Our friends in the upper house
will say that they are not so big changes — they have
been doing it like that for a while — but the changes
have provided more opportunities to members in this
place.
As I said, this is part of wanting to continuously
improve the practices of this house and is the result of
our listening carefully to the views of people and the
views of the community. Particularly given that there
have been some challenges for the Presiding Officers
and community groups in holding events in Queen’s
Hall while Parliament has been sitting, I really hope
that the opposition supports these changes, because as
much as they provide for a lunchbreak for us and for
some of the parliamentary staff — they may or may not
get a lunchbreak, depending on how busy they are — it
will mean that we can gather together in Queen’s Hall
with people from the community, whether they be
representatives of Koori groups, multicultural groups or
regional areas, as I mentioned before.
Queen’s Hall is a great space for community groups to
come together to demonstrate to members of
Parliament what they are doing, and that has been a key
driver for the making of these changes — to once again
see that activity happen in Queen’s Hall. I hope that
those opposite, members of other political parties and
Independents support these changes to the sessional
orders.
There is another motion standing in my name to refer
some broader issues around standing orders to the
Standing Orders Committee. I will make a brief
contribution on that in a moment, but they are linked.
We are committed to having a broader look at this issue
and a number of other things through the formal
practices of the Standing Orders Committee, which I
think is very appropriate. Again we have all colours
represented on that Standing Orders Committee. It will
provide its report to this house on how we can work
together to continuously improve what we do in this
place to make sure that we have family-friendly sitting
hours, that we can reach out and involve community
groups in what we do in here and that we are always
improving how we perform in this chamber.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — There has been one key
word missing from the contribution of the Leader of the
House today, and that word is ‘sorry’. There has been
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no apology from the Leader of the House to those
coalition MPs who raised concerns about exactly what
the Leader of the House is seeking to address today but
who were abused and denigrated for doing so. It is clear
that humble pie needs to be the first item on the lunch
menu for the Leader of the House when the house next
sits. She has had to eat her words today, but a good
meal of humble pie is needed to finish the process.
Today we have arrived at the outcome of how the
Leader of the House and the government go about
doing things. They have refused to heed warnings, they
have refused to consult, they have refused to work
through the consequences of their actions — and the
staff of our Parliament have paid the price, as has the
ability of the community to engage with the Parliament.
Yet those opposite had the nerve to abuse, denigrate
and ridicule those on this side of the house who raised
warnings about the very matters that the government
has belatedly had to respond to. The government has
had to say, ‘Okay, we accept it, we admit it, we got it
wrong’ — —
Mr Donnellan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The Minister for Roads and Road Safety!
Mr CLARK — ‘Those concerns were justified’.
Mr Donnellan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The Minister for Roads and Road Safety will cease
interjecting.
Mr CLARK — The members on this side who
raised concerns were pointing specifically to those
threats and those problems that have been shown to be
justified, in particular for the staff who serve this house
and this Parliament so well.
The Minister for Roads and Road Safety interjects. He
is one of the biggest culprits. I hope he is going to get
up and apologise because he is the one who told the
house that lunch and dinner were for wimps. ‘Lunch
and dinner were for wimps’ is what he said, so I will be
very interested to see what he has to say today.
Mr Donnellan — Lunch! Lunch! Lunch!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
Remarks will be addressed through the Chair, and the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety will cease
interjecting.

Thursday, 6 August 2015

Mr CLARK — Of course, this is just one of a long
list of failures in the new sessional orders the
government has introduced. It talked big in opposition
and failed to deliver in government. It promised to end
Dorothy Dixers, but instead we have Dorothy Dixers
without the questions. It promised that ministers would
be forced to answer questions, and we have seen how
few questions they actually answer. It promised to
make consideration in detail a standard feature of bills
in the Assembly, and yet week after week the
government refuses to let bills be considered in detail. It
promised more rigorous budget hearings at the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC), and
instead we had the most disgraceful filibustering by
government members at PAEC that I have seen in
27 years in this Parliament.
But it is not just failure on these big-picture promises
that is striking, it is the repeated failures and
disorganisation in the day-to-day running of the house
that have been also striking. The government cannot
even get its flow of bills into the house correct. It
struggles to work out how long it wants to adjourn
debate on bills. Its members often need reminding
about when they need to stand up, even to move
procedural motions or to give notices of motion. Yet
the government has the nerve to criticise members on
this side of the house when they make sensible points
trying to contribute to the better operation of this
Parliament on behalf of the community.
You can put up with arrogance if it is accompanied by
ability. You can put up with incompetence if it is
accompanied by humility. But what is hard for anyone
to stomach is arrogant incompetence, and that is what
we are having to suffer from the government that is in
power today. If Labor cannot even run itself, if it cannot
run the Parliament, how can it run the state? If the
Leader of the House cannot even get sessional orders
right, how can she as the Minister for Public Transport
be expected to write a train timetable? If she cannot get
the sessional orders right, no wonder the regional rail
link timetable is in such disarray. Even with the
changes that are being made today, there has been no
consultation.
Mr Pearson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The member for Essendon will cease interjecting!
Mr CLARK — You would have thought the Leader
of the House and the government would have learnt
their lesson, approached the opposition and other
non-government members about what the options were
and tried to reach an agreed solution. But again there
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has been no consultation: there has been a unilateral
decision to solve the problem by cutting the sitting
hours.
That is certainly one way of solving the problem, but it
also has the consequence of reducing scrutiny of the
government by the Parliament. Perhaps, given the
exposure the government has suffered in this house for
its actions and its inactions, reducing the time that the
government is exposed to scrutiny in the Parliament is
something the government is very pleased and happy to
be able to achieve.
We in the opposition are not going to oppose these
changes to sessional orders.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
Government members will come to order!

2519

When we look back at the debate on the changes to the
sessional orders that the Andrews government brought
in after the last election, we see there have been a range
of changes to the operation of Parliament. We have
dragged the operation of the house into the modern era,
with family-friendly hours which allow members to get
home to their families at a reasonable hour to at least
see their kids. To be fair, for regional members who
stay in Melbourne and who might not go home on a
sitting night to see their families, or for those who live
in the inner city and who can get home quickly anyway,
it might not be a big issue. But for those of us who live
in the outer suburbs it is quite an important point,
because we are able to get home to see the kids before
they go to bed. That has been a sensible change. Those
people who sometimes, for work reasons, cannot go
home to their families are able to go out to a
community function or to engage with their local
electorate, so I think that is a good part of the changes
to sessional orders.

Mr CLARK — We are not prepared to allow
Labor’s incompetence to continue to take its toll on the
hardworking and dedicated staff who support this
Parliament and this chamber. But anyone with an
interest in how the government and the Parliament of
Victoria operate should take note of the arrogant
incompetence with which this matter has been handled
by the government and should realise what Victoria is
exposed to in having the same arrogant incompetence
permeating all aspects of government in Victoria.

The question time changes have been ridiculed by those
opposite. Effectively they get an extra five questions
through supplementary questions. Their political failure
to utilise that opportunity properly somehow seems to
be the fault of this side of the house, even though we
have given them the opportunity to raise so many more
questions. The fact that opposition members have been
so impotent in question time is for some reason our
fault.

Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is great to see the
interest with which this debate is being followed by
those opposite. In this sitting week I do not think I have
seen as many of those opposite run into the chamber for
a debate on any other issue as I have seen run in for the
great lunch debate. There is nothing more important
than lunch for those opposite.

I think the changes to the sessional orders have worked
really well. The Leader of the House has indicated that
there is a motion on the notice paper to be debated after
this one for the Standing Orders Committee to have a
look at the sessional orders and the operation of the
house, and I think that is sensible. Many members from
both sides of the house have spoken to me about the
need for a break during the day, and — —

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Watt — Name them!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
Opposition members will come to order!
Mr BROOKS — They must be hungry, Acting
Speaker.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
Perhaps it might help if you did not goad them.
Mr BROOKS — The manager of opposition
business said he is prepared to put up with arrogance
and incompetence, and I think after the last four years
of government this side of the house already knows
that.

Mr BROOKS — I will not name them all, but let us
just say it is bipartisan in nature.
On a serious note, in the previous Parliament one of the
values of having an hour’s break during the day was the
ability to have meetings and briefings. From time to
time I attended briefings by the Auditor-General in the
Federation Room. It was a very valuable opportunity to
be briefed on important matters concerning Victorian
taxpayers over a glass of orange juice and some
sandwiches. Not all members attended those briefings,
but from time to time members would. There are other
important meetings and briefings during the sitting
week as well. The other reason that there is value in
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having a break during the day is the opportunity it
provides to engage with community groups. The
Leader of the House mentioned that there is an
opportunity for groups to come into Queen’s Hall to
expose members of Parliament here to some of the
great things that are happening around our community.
As the previous speaker said, there will be no reduction
in sitting hours compared to what happened in the
previous Parliament, so this is a very sensible move,
particularly given there will be a more fulsome look at
the sessional orders, the standing orders and the
operation of this house by the Standing Orders
Committee. I commend the motion to the house.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on this motion. I start by
suggesting to the Leader of the House, after the
appalling contribution from the member for Bundoora,
that the government might like to go out into the
vestibule of the Parliament and read what is written in
the circle on the floor. It says:
Where no counsel is the people fall; but in the multitude of
counsellors there is safety.

This Parliament is supposed to work together, look at
things and make value judgements about what should
happen. What has been lost in this debate is the fact that
previously a lot of work has gone into trying to
modernise sessional orders over a number of
parliaments. If we go back to Speaker Madigan’s time,
there was a working group that the member for
Brighton and I were part of. I think the member for
Bendigo East was on it as well. The government of the
day chose not to do anything. There was a working
group in the last Parliament, and again those three
people were on it, and the opposition chose not to
support the government in making some changes at that
time.
We are now making changes again. They have been
done out of the blue without any discussion with the
other people in the house and particularly without any
discussion or thought for the staff who run this place.
An honourable member — Arrogant.
Mr WALSH — Yes, arrogant. The two speakers on
the other side displayed arrogance, particularly the
member for Bundoora, who talked only about his
lunchtime and his meetings and what he wants to do.
He did not spare a thought for or even mention the staff
who run this place. This place functions because of the
people behind the scenes and those who sit at the clerks
table who have missed out badly because of the
changes brought in in haste at the start of this
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Parliament. They are the ones who have suffered. It is
not about the member for Bundoora’s lunch or whether
he has caviar, chicken sandwiches or whatever; it is
actually about the people in here who do the work and
make this place function.
I point out to the member for Bundoora that he could
show a bit of humility, as the manager of opposition
business said. A bit of humility for the people who
work in here would be good. The government purports
to represent the workers of this state, and yet it has done
nothing but slag them off and make disparaging
comments. That is the way the member for Bundoora
treated this debate, and it is a bloody disgrace.
I suggest to the Leader of the House that in talking
about continuous improvement it is very easy to
improve when you are starting from a very low base.
As the Leader of the House, I think she has a lot to
learn. If we think back to other leaders of the house, we
recognise that they had a greater ability to work with
both sides of the house to get the house to function
better. The house functions best on behalf of the people
who sent us here if everyone works together rather than
arbitrary decisions being made, and that is the
important thing here. I note we are going to debate the
next motion in relation to a reference to the Standing
Orders Committee for further examination of the issues.
Why was that not done right at the start, before the
changes were made?
There is a lot of room for continuous improvement.
There has been a lot of rewriting of history from the
other side — even though the history is only six months
old — and talk about how these changes will
supposedly improve things in the future. If those on the
other side of the house actually believe that Dorothy
Dixers have been removed, they are absolutely
delusional, because they have not been removed. If you
ask anyone in the press gallery, you will learn that they
do not think Dorothy Dixers have been removed.
Ministers statements are just a chance for a minister to
get up for a 2-minute rant in between each question. It
is just a rant; it is boring. As we have seen in some
rulings from the Chair, it is no longer about new
government initiatives; it is just about whatever they on
that side of the house want to rant about. They are
delusional if they think Dorothy Dixers have been
removed. Ministers statements are not doing what they
were intended to do; they have drifted into being rants.
The Leader of the House made comments about
Queen’s Hall being available for functions and so on.
We pointed out those concerns in the debate about this
issue earlier this year. Queen’s Hall is something we

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Thursday, 6 August 2015

ASSEMBLY

should be using as much as we can. The more people
who come to Parliament House and see how we work
and what goes on, the better for the democracy of the
state. As the Leader of the House said, many MPs have
used Queen’s Hall for community and industry groups
to have functions in. I remember having representatives
of the timber industry come in for a fantastic event.
They brought their furniture — all the things they make
and that sort of stuff. I know members on the other side
of the house do not like the timber industry — they
would like to shut it down — but it was an opportunity
for the industry to show both sides of the house the
fantastic industry it is in this state.
While we are in the process of continuous
improvement, there is an opportunity for the Leader of
the House to look at sitting days. The other major
problem we have this year, because things were done in
haste at the start of this term of the Parliament, is that
this house will be sitting on Remembrance Day. It is an
absolute disgrace.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — No, we did not.
I suggest that if the Leader of the House wants to not
just talk about continuous improvement but actually do
something about it, she might like to re-examine the
sitting days for this year so that we are not sitting on
Remembrance Day. I remember that in a previous
Parliament when the Labor Party was in government it
made some changes to start Parliament a little bit later
so members could go to Remembrance Day services in
their electorates. That was fine for city MPs, but when
you live 4 hours away from Parliament House it is
pretty hard to go to home for a local Remembrance Day
service and get back here for a slightly later start. While
we are talking about continuous improvement, one of
the first jobs for the Standing Orders Committee might
be to look at how we can change those sitting days so
that we can all have an opportunity to attend
Remembrance Day services in our electorates.
As the manager of opposition business said, we will not
be opposing these changes, but reinforce the point that
the things that are now being said are what we said
would happen. It would be good to have an apology
from the Leader of the House. It would be good to have
an acknowledgement that what people on this side said
was right, rather than the comments of abuse that have
come from the other side of the house about lunchtimes
and so on. As I said, the lunchbreak is very much about
the people who work here. It is not about us. We can go
out and have lunch if we want to; they cannot. They are
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stuck in here running the place. With that, I finish my
contribution.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — At last we have seen
some fire in the belly of those opposite. Here is a debate
they want to enter into with gusto. They are hungry to
enter this debate. Where are they when we talk of issues
of real substance, when we talk about education,
infrastructure and jobs? Look at all of them here today.
Where are they when we are talking about the real
issues of substance? We are lucky to have a handful of
them in here — they are not interested — but if we are
talking about something that impacts themselves and
their own bellies, they are all here.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
Members on my left!
Ms THOMAS — Not only that, the way they are
behaving during this debate is reminiscent of the way
we saw debates conducted in this house under the
previous, failed Baillieu-Napthine regime. I was not
here for that period of so-called government, and I
count myself lucky for that, but I saw enough reported
in the media to know that under the previous
Napthine-Baillieu regime we had a completely
dysfunctional Parliament.
I commend the Leader of the House for bringing this
motion to the house today and for the efforts she has
been making in her position as Leader of the House to
bring this institution into modern times and to recognise
that there are people within this house who work very
long hours as it is and make enormous personal
sacrifices.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms THOMAS — I extend that sentiment to those
on the other side of the house. I know that some of
them do work hard and many of them have family
responsibilities. I commend the Leader of the House for
attempting to institute some reasonable sitting hours in
this place so that people can manage not only their
parliamentary responsibilities and their electorate
responsibilities but their family responsibilities as well.
In reflecting on the impact that not having a lunchbreak
has had, I must say that I am glad to see that some
changes are being made. This is important for me
because it will give me an opportunity to meet with my
colleagues in the other place, specifically Steve Herbert,
the Minister for Training and Skills, and Jaclyn Symes,
who are very fine members for Northern Victoria
Region. I will be able to discuss with them further
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concerns about my electorate and those of my
constituents.
Ms Ward interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The member for Eltham will cease interjecting.
Mr Watt interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
As will the member for Burwood.
Ms THOMAS — It is terrific that we have a Leader
of the House who is prepared to reflect on where
changes might need to be made and look to
reintroducing the lunchbreak. I think that is fantastic
and I commend it to the house.
I might say also that I believe that the opportunity for
this house to adjourn on Tuesdays and Wednesdays at
7.00 p.m. and indeed on Thursdays at 5.00 p.m. has
been welcomed by all of us in this house.
Ms Ward interjected.
Ms THOMAS — As the member for Eltham points
out, it makes it a more modern workplace. While, as I
have said, I did not work under the previous regime
because I was not a member of the house, I agree with
something that the Premier has noted in the past — that
is, that the degree to which any work done in this place
past 8.00 p.m. is of any use to the people of Victoria is
highly dubious. As we have discussed, having the
house adjourn at a reasonable time gives MPs an
opportunity to either attend events in their electorate or
indeed spend valuable time with their families in the
evening, which is very important. Modernising the
work practices of this place is a work in progress.
Mr Watt interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The member for Burwood is warned.
Ms THOMAS — Continuing to seek to modernise
the work practices of this house is a work in progress.
For the benefit of not just the people who work in this
house but for all those people members represent, it is
important that this be a well-functioning Parliament.
I turn to the changes that have been made with the
abolition of Dorothy Dixers and the introduction of
constituency questions. I have found constituency
questions to be a very valuable way of accessing from
ministers information of immediate value to my
constituents. I have used constituency questions to
bring to the attention of ministers particular issues in
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my electorate. I can take the responses directly to my
constituents. I have found the introduction of
constituency questions to be terrific. I might say that I
have also found that ministers statements are a very
valuable way to stay on top of new government
initiatives. I am sure many members look forward, as I
do, to hearing ministers statements. I certainly know
that members on this side do. I know that the ministers
put a great deal of effort into preparing those
statements. It is important that ministers be able to
present to this house new and interesting developments
in their portfolios, so I consider the introduction of
ministers statements a significant and very welcome
reform.
In the first six months or so of the Andrews Labor
government we have seen a Parliament that is more
efficient and more transparent and one that has been
more focused on delivering for the people of Victoria.
That is in complete contrast to what happened in the
four years of the previous Parliament under the
absolutely dysfunctional, Shaw-led coalition
government, which we had cause to reflect on
yesterday. The member for Melton asked us to reflect
on what was built in the previous four years by — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order! I
call the member back to the motion.
Ms THOMAS — I just wanted to make the point
that reform of the Parliament is ongoing business and
that over the past four years under the previous
government we saw no changes made to the operation
of this house that were in the interests of the Victorian
people. Again, I commend the Leader of the House on
the way she is focused on trying to improve the conduct
of business in this house. On that note, I commend this
motion to the house.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a contribution to the debate on the sessional orders. I
note in particular some of the comments on these
matters made by the Leader of The Nationals. In my
electorate of Ivanhoe, Viewbank College in particular
welcomes the changes to the sessional orders proposed
by the government. People at the college welcome that
because in many years past members of the Viewbank
College orchestra have been able to come here and
bring family, friends and supporters into Queen’s Hall,
where they have displayed their skills as great
musicians and have promoted the college. That college
has received from the Andrews Labor government
some $11.5 million for redevelopment, including a new
performing arts centre. I know that people at the college
will welcome the opportunity to return to Queen’s Hall
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and to see a functioning and operating Parliament after
the hours are pushed out.
We should encourage people from the community to
come here to see the Parliament at work and at its best.
It is important that it does not look like the place has
finished up for the day when people come here. That is
something we have lost through the operation of the
sessional orders during the past six months.
The Victorian School of Languages, which was my
employer before I came to Parliament in 2010, was here
just last night celebrating its 80th anniversary. When
the Parliament is active and there is a dinner break,
there is an opportunity for community groups to come
in. People want to meet their elected representatives.
They want to meet members of the government and
members of the opposition, and they want have an
opportunity to collaborate, discuss issues and learn
more about the operation of the Parliament and the
people who work here.
The Victorian School of Languages and Viewbank
College are a couple of organisations in my community
that have made use of the Parliament, taking the
opportunity to celebrate what they do, display their
wares and skills, and educate many legislators about the
great work they do in the community. If we make
changes that do not allow for the full benefit of what
those community groups have to offer, those
opportunities can be lost. The new changes that are
proposed provide a great opportunity for members of
Parliament to again encourage local groups to be part of
and engage with the Parliament.
I also want to comment on a point made by the Leader
of The Nationals with regard to Parliament sitting on
Remembrance Day. I take these matters very seriously,
and they should be cause for reflection by this house.
The Simpson Barracks in Yallambie, which is a very
significant operation for defence force personnel, is
located in my electorate of Ivanhoe. Prior to the
changes in electoral boundaries it was in the electorate
of the member for Bundoora, who advocated for it well.
An older hospital in my electorate that continues to
provide great care is the Heidelberg Repatriation
Hospital. Along with the member for Eltham, the
member for Bundoora and the federal member for
Jagajaga, I go there to support the community and
reflect on the sacrifices people made in the past and the
sacrifices that have been made in the ongoing support
of veterans in our community.
Those remembrance services are very significant. They
attract many hundreds of people to the Heidelberg
Repatriation Hospital every year. If members are
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unable to participate in those services because of sitting
arrangements, that is something that this house should
reflect on. I take that on board, and I acknowledge the
seriousness with which the Leader of The Nationals has
raised it. That is something this house needs to reflect
on.
The Andrews Labor government has demonstrated on
all occasions a willingness to listen to the community
and to listen to colleagues in this Parliament. That is
why we were successful in the 2014 election. We took
a package of measures, policies and commitments to
the election that reflected the aspirations of the
Victorian community and its needs and desires, and its
expectations of elected government. It is only by
listening and making sure you are operating in the best
interests of the community you serve that you will
provide good government. There is nothing wrong with
a government being prepared to test boundaries,
challenge the community, lead and take the
opportunities that arise; nor is there anything wrong
with that government reflecting on and working out
how it can recast, retune and make sure it continues to
push those boundaries and achieve.
As the previous government would well know, if you
do not do anything, you certainly do not make any
mistakes. The Victorian community decided that they
expect something better. They expect something more.
They expect leadership. They expect a government that
has vision and a government that seeks to deliver, and
they do not want to be stuck in a morass of nothing.
That is what we had for four years. The Victorian
community rejected that, and I do not see any reason
why the government should shy away from having a
debate and discussion about the way in which we have
sought to test and pursue the way this house operates.
There have been many examples that have worked
extremely well. We will continue to tweak and change
the way in which democracy can best serve the people
of Victoria through this house with the support of
members of this place. I note that former Premier Ted
Baillieu said:
I believe the standing orders should be changed … there
should be widespread reform of Parliament in order to engage
the community and in order for our democracy to work
effectively.

Nothing was done in that time. Mr Baillieu went on to
say:
I think any visitor to Parliament now would know that
Dorothy Dixers are really a waste of time and they will know
that ministers never answer [questions].

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
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Again, nothing was done in relation to reform or
change in this place. If that is the way governments are
to be judged, then the previous government — the
current opposition — stands condemned for its lack of
action in dealing with the way democracy operates in
this house and the way this place and its legislators go
about conducting their business.

Simpson Army Barracks in Yallambie or the
Heidelberg Repatriation Hospital in my electorate. I
will certainly be making that point here in the
Parliament when we sit on 11 November. I commend
the changes proposed by the Leader of the House to the
Parliament, and I acknowledge the support they have
from the opposition.

As I said, I will welcome the opportunity to invite the
many community organisations and local schools in my
electorate to participate, to show their wares and the
work they do, to demonstrate their talents and to engage
not only with legislators but also with many other
people in the community in this house of democracy.
They should have the opportunity in Queen’s Hall,
Strangers Corridor and the many other places in the
Parliament to meet and collaborate with legislators in
this place. There are many opportunities across this
house and across the Legislative Council to welcome
organisations and groups to the Parliament in a
bipartisan way. We do that all the time, not just on
sitting days.

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I am very
pleased to speak on the motion before the house,
because I have been a long-time supporter of the reform
of some of the procedures and operations of the
Parliament. After the shambolic experience of the
previous four years under the dysfunctional Baillieu
and Napthine governments, it was apparent to the
community and to parliamentarians that we needed
some modernisation and reform in this house. I think
that the government made it known to everybody
during the election campaign that Labor was about
reforming and modernising this Parliament. I agree that
the community is looking for higher standards from us
as parliamentarians and for the Parliament to be more
reflective of the way a modern government should
operate in a thriving society.

When the Parliament is not in operation and we miss
those opportunities to collaborate with community
organisations in our electorates and to show them the
workings of the Parliament, we have lost something.
People work during the day, and the Parliament has
different hours to them. There should be opportunities
for the Premier, the Leader of the Opposition and other
members of the legislature to welcome groups and to
speak at functions and events in Queen’s Hall and other
places in the Parliament. When members can do that
while Parliament is in operation, the atmosphere here is
much different.
These changes to the sessional orders allow more
opportunities for that to happen, and I think all
members will welcome that. The changes are also
useful in trying to coordinate with the Legislative
Council. I, for one, think it is important that there are
more opportunities for members in this place to be able
to collaborate and discuss matters with members of the
Council through a better coordination of the way the
sitting hours operate. I think that is fair and reasonable.
I finish my remarks by noting the comments the Leader
of The Nationals made about Remembrance Day. I
think they were salient points. I take them seriously, as
I am sure the government will when it comes to
reflecting upon the operation of this place on
Remembrance Day and how we might seek to
acknowledge those matters should the Parliament sit on
that day, as it has agreed to do. I regret in advance not
having the opportunity to spend time on that day
reflecting with members of my community at either the

I have often wondered why the Leader of the
Opposition comes into this house so angrily at question
time. I have been trying to work out what makes him so
angry. Maybe it is because he has not had breakfast, so
I think he should have the opportunity to have lunch.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to welcome to the
house Mr Nick Kotsiras, the former Minister for
Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship, former Minister
for Energy and Resources and former member for
Bulleen. Mr Kotsiras, you are welcome.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Refusal to answer question
The SPEAKER — Order! Yesterday the member
for Box Hill raised a point of order concerning a ruling
I had given in the house last Tuesday during question
time and requested that I review my ruling and the
circumstances that occurred in the house that day. I
have now had the opportunity to review the Hansard
record and to consider the issues raised by the member
for Box Hill in his point of order.
Last Tuesday the member for South Barwon asked the
following supplementary question:
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Can the minister confirm that the only way the Armstrong
Creek west community can get the school it was promised
will be to go through the minister’s boss, the Shop,
Distributive and Allied Employees Association chief,
Michael Donovan?

The Minister for Education responded:
That supplementary question is a poor reflection of the
representation by the local member. It is a completely
irrelevant, pathetic question that does not deserve an answer.

On reflecting on the substance of the supplementary
question it appears the first part relates to government
business, but the second part is frivolous and in
hindsight should have been ruled out of order by the
Chair at the time. In hindsight I believe the
inappropriateness of the question attracted the answer
given by the minister, and as a consequence I am
comfortable with my original ruling given to the house.
The member for Box Hill points out that it has been the
existing practice of this house for ministers to refuse to
answer a question. The matter the member for Box Hill
raises for consideration is whether the new sessional
orders now prevent a minister from refusing to answer a
question.
Let me first turn to the wording of the sessional orders.
Sessional order 11(2) provides the Speaker with the
power to determine whether an answer to a substantive
or supplementary question is not responsive. The
wording is interesting. The Speaker is empowered to
determine the responsiveness of an answer, but not
whether the question has actually been answered.
I am required to provide a deal of judgement in
determining responsiveness. I am not of the view that
the new sessional orders actually prevent a minister
from directly refusing to provide an answer. As is stated
in Parliamentary Practice in New Zealand:
A minister’s response to a question that he or she does not
intend to answer it is in fact a reply …

Based on this notion it is my view that a direct refusal
to provide an answer can be seen as being responsive.
Checking the practices of other Westminster
jurisdictions, there are many reasons why a minister
may to refuse to provide an answer, such as the
frivolous nature of the question or that the public
interest would be imperilled by the giving of the
information sought. Refusing to answer a question is a
fairly rare action and I would expect that to remain so. I
am sure the house would find it completely
unsatisfactory if a minister tried to avoid their scrutiny
obligations to the house by continually refusing to
answer questions. No doubt in those circumstances a
minister’s credibility would be questioned.
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ABSENCE OF MINISTERS
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I rise to inform the
house that the Minister for Health will be absent from
question time today. The Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing will answer in her place. Further,
the Minister for Local Government, Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs and Minister for Industrial Relations
will also be absent from question time. The Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water will answer
questions in her place.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. Noting that the
minister’s press release dated 3 August states that the
$200 million Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund
is only for projects that ‘wholly benefit’ the agriculture
sector, I ask: how does investment in the Avalon Road
overpass on the Geelong Road wholly benefit the
agriculture sector?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I thank the Leader of The Nationals for his
question. I guess we go back to that idea talked about
yesterday, that somehow or other the agricultural sector
is going to use helicopters to get its produce to the port,
that it does not use bridges to actually get to the port.
What the agricultural sector and the freight sector have
asked us to do is look at policies which focus on
productivity — not pork, not barrel but productivity. So
it is looking at delivering produce to the market. That
includes putting that produce in trucks and getting it in,
the first and the last mile, and that is very much what
the Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) asked us to
look at: to look at the first and the last mile and to look
at bridges which deliver that produce to the port. I
would have thought that the Leader of The Nationals
would be very supportive of this proposition, like his
former colleagues in the VFF.
Mr Walsh interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals.
Mr DONNELLAN — Unfortunately we have the
typical juvenile games going on by The Nationals, who
do very little for their own constituency. Whether it be
the Tyers Road bridge in Traralgon or whether it be the
dredge at Lakes Entrance, this is a government that gets
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on with delivering productivity-enhancing
infrastructure for the sector, and we make no apologies
about it.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Given that the
Avalon Road overpass is not the main access to Avalon
Airport, it does not go to the port of Geelong, the
township of Lara is to the north and the main use to the
south is an inoperative saltworks, can the minister
explain exactly what agricultural industries could use
B-triple trucks that weigh 85 tonnes on this bridge?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — As the Leader of The Nationals would be
aware, there is a range of projects that we are putting
forward in relation to strengthening bridges, and we
make no apologies. I understand that there may be
potential uses, like fertiliser, which might go over that
bridge. Obviously in the member’s previous practices,
in the work he did, there was no fertiliser, maybe,
required for growing tomatoes. But I would have
thought the community would consider fertiliser
necessary for the agricultural sector.

Thursday, 6 August 2015

things — the fact that we come from so many different
parts of the world and are united as one; the fact that we
are respectful and inclusive; the fact that we are the
multicultural capital of our nation, the sports capital of
our nation and the progressive capital of our nation. All
of those things should be a source of great pride.
I am sure that we will see at that great stadium — the
best in regional Australia — the best of our state and
the best of our game. That will be a great support not
only to Adam Goodes but to Aboriginal men and
women across this great nation.

Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is
again to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. In his
3 August press release he stated that the Agriculture
Infrastructure and Jobs Fund will:
… go towards projects such as road improvements to improve
access … between the port of Geelong and the port of
Melbourne.

I ask: given the minister has made this claim, what
agricultural freight is moved by road between the port
of Geelong and the port of Melbourne?

Ministers statements: AFL multicultural round
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am very pleased to
say that all of us in this state are very proud of our
diversity and our community harmony, and I do not
think there is any other sport that brings us together as a
state and as individual communities together as one
more than AFL football. That is why I am very proud
that our government is a partner in the AFL’s
multicultural round this week, with the theme of Many
Cultures, One Game.
I am very glad that it is multicultural round this week
because it is about time that we reaffirmed some things
about our culture and our values in this state. The
booing of Adam Goodes is wrong, plain and simple.
Many of those who boo Adam Goodes do so because
they have no respect for him as an Aboriginal man, and
that is shameful — absolutely shameful. My message to
all of those who will attend the great Simonds Stadium
this weekend is that if the person next to you or near
you is booing Adam Goodes, tell them it is wrong. Tell
them it is not in the spirit of our game and tell them it is
not in the spirit of our state and our nation. Do that,
because to do that would be showing real leadership.
This week marks the multicultural round, and as a
government and as a community we are proud to be a
partner in that round for the celebration of diversity.
Diversity is our richest asset and our most precious of

Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I thank the Leader of The Nationals for his
question. As I have previously indicated in the house, I
have had VicRoads doing extensive work in relation to
our major freight routes across the whole of the state.
At the end of the day the various bridges across this
network, whether it be the Goulburn Valley Highway,
whether it be the Princes Highway or whether it be the
M1 or many others — —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question was very specific around what
agricultural freight is moved from the port of Geelong
to the port of Melbourne, and I ask you to bring the
minister back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order at this point. The minister has provided some
context. The minister has 2 minutes and 24 seconds
until time.
Mr DONNELLAN — It is rather strange that I
would be providing a lesson in what type of agricultural
produce comes down to the port of Melbourne to the
former leader of the Victorian Farmers Federation
(VFF), but two-thirds of our agricultural products come
from the north and the west of Victoria. How do they
get here? They certainly do not come by chopper. They
do not fly in like the federal member for Mackellar,
Bronwyn Bishop; they actually have to come in a truck.
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Let us be very honest. This ridiculous proposition that
somehow or other the agricultural freight is going to
miss the Princes Highway, miss the Western Highway,
or some other suggestion, is absolutely juvenile.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, I raise
the same point on relevance. The minister is not
addressing the question that was asked, and I ask you to
bring him back to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will come
back to answering the question. The minister has now
concluded.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My supplementary
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Why does the minister not just admit that the
Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund is simply
Labor government spin and that there is in fact zero
money for farmers?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I thank the Leader of The Nationals for his
question. He is wrong. There is a bit of sooky la-la
going on here.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
continue and respond to the supplementary question.
Mr DONNELLAN — I have got a funny feeling
that the two people in front of me are a little bit upset
with the VFF for supporting the proposition. I have got
a funny feeling that there is a little bit of sooky la-la
going on and they just do not like this fund because the
VFF has come out and fully supported it. The VFF
thinks it is a great idea.
Obviously it is a bit hard to reach back into an
institution that for many years you thought you might
have owned, but what the VFF has said is that it wants
us to focus on infrastructure which drives productivity.
That is what this fund does. Whether it be the VFF,
whether it be the Victorian Transport Association or the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry, they all support the proposition.

Ministers statements: major events
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I rise to update the house on new initiatives
that will create jobs and boost Victoria’s economy.
Major events are a key part of Victoria’s economy, and
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the Andrews Labor government will make them even
stronger.
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister appears to be angry and agitated, and so as to
not create a scene, can we assure the minister that he is
on table 1?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is
disappointed with the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
for raising a very frivolous point of order.
Mr EREN — Under the previous Liberal
government Melbourne lost its title as the sporting
capital of the world, and our government is working
hard to put us back on track. Major events employ
Victorians, stimulate our regions and keep our cafes,
bars, restaurants and hotels full. The recently completed
Victorian visitor economy review will set a path for
even greater success, and we will be making some very
significant announcements on this in coming days.
It was my pleasure to announce recently that the
Andrews Labor government has secured the successful
International Champions Cup (ICC) football event for
another three years. This event saw a record attendance
for soccer at the MCG and joined other record
audiences for the ICC Cricket World Cup and National
Rugby League State of Origin matches this year. The
ICC Cricket World Cup 2015 was an outstanding
success for Victoria, with PricewaterhouseCoopers
reporting direct expenditure of $410 million and
2790 full-time equivalent jobs. The ICC soccer
tournament contributed tens of millions to Victoria’s
economy and created hundreds of jobs.
This year an additional $80 million was allocated to
attracting major events — this is further evidence of our
government’s commitment to this vital sector — and
$210 million was allocated for the expansion of the
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre.
Regional Victoria also benefits from events. We are
working right now on securing some more exceptional
exhibitions for venues like the Bendigo Art Gallery,
again boosting our regional Victorian economy.
I conclude by saying that this government recognises
the importance of events to Victoria — to all of
Victoria. That is why I was very pleased to announce
$275 000 in new funding to support Tourism Greater
Geelong and the Bellarine to attract those vital dollars
for regional Victoria.

Port of Melbourne lease
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. In 2007 as Minister for Ports he stated:
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An upgraded port of Hastings will boost the Westernport
region, providing thousands of jobs, millions of dollars in
household income, more than $1 billion worth of economic
spin-offs, and would create 4200 new jobs in the Mornington
Peninsula alone.

The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Malvern. Government members will allow the
Treasurer to respond to a supplementary question as put
by the member for Malvern.

Then in 2014 he supported a new port at Bay West, and
the Premier promised it would bring ‘jobs, jobs and
more jobs’. I ask the Treasurer: why has he abandoned
his own job-generating, billion dollar economic port
plan in order to lock up the port of Melbourne in a
private monopoly for the next 70 years?

Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — When his mouth
moves, Speaker, he clearly is not listening to the words
that are coming out because he would die of
embarrassment if he heard himself speaking. The
outrage in his voice! The man who signed the side
letter, but who did not tell the Victorian people, has the
audacity to come into this place and talk about
credibility. The man who is threadbare of credibility.
The man who put the state’s reputation at risk. The man
who tried to undermine the democratic vote of this
state.

Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question. I have to tell you, Speaker, I
genuinely want to thank him for his question. Old
Whack-A-Mole is back at it again. Batter up! Let us be
very clear about this. In 2007 there was a port strategy
released that effectively outlined what the future use of
the port of Hastings would be. I was ports minister back
then. It was a good plan, but of course you have to
listen and amend your plans.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Rowville and the member for Malvern.
Mr PALLAS — Here we go. The font of all
wisdom! The only plans chiselled in granite are on their
tombstones — their political tombstones. Let us be
clear: in 2010 the people of Victoria put us into
opposition and we listened to the people of Victoria.
We reviewed our policies.
We had a conversation, and the outcome of which was
to be very clear that we needed to have an independent
planning process underpinning the long-term needs of
the port. Why is that? It is because industry has told us
that two-thirds of their sunk investment is effectively on
the western side of the city and that the cost of
developing Hastings would be disproportionately large.
So we listened. We said an independent planning
process would be put in place, and it will. Legislation is
already in this place. Benjamin Franklin once said, ‘We
are all born ignorant, but some people work hard at
stupid’. He was talking about them.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — The Treasurer has
backflipped on the port of Hastings, he has backflipped
on a Bay West port, he has a $7 billion funding gap for
Metro rail and he has cut the infrastructure budget by
24 per cent. How can Victorians believe a single word
he says about building new infrastructure?
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer is to
continue, the Treasurer is to be heard in silence, and the
Treasurer is to come back to the question.
Mr PALLAS — The member for Malvern made it
his cause in life to make the member for Rowville look
good.

Ministers statements: Masterpieces from the
Hermitage
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Creative Industries) — I
rise to share with the house some exciting new
information regarding the success of the current
Melbourne Winter Masterpieces series at the National
Gallery of Victoria, in particular Catherine the Great’s
Masterpieces from the Hermitage collection, which
commenced last week and was opened by the Premier.
It is the latest in a series of the winter masterpieces
collections, which was of course initiated under the
Bracks government in 2004 and has seen 4.7 million
visitors since that time, delivering $380 million in net
economic benefit to the state of Victoria.
It is interesting to note that since last week’s launch,
just last weekend, some 5200 people attended the
National Gallery of Victoria to look at this brilliant
exhibition on that one weekend alone. And why would
they not? This is the first time that some of these
priceless works of the Russian Hermitage collection
have left that country since they were acquired by
Catherine the Great.
Catherine the Great established the Hermitage museum
in 1764, and since then its collection has grown to be
one of the largest and most prestigious collections in
the world. It would seem odd that some Victorians
would take exception to the success of this exhibition. I
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would just point out that one Victorian, who carps from
the sidelines, mentioned that:
Given the history associated with Catherine the Great, I
wouldn’t have thought it was the most appropriate exhibit to
be spruiking at this time.

Of course many Victorians take a contrary view, and I
would ask that the Leader of the Opposition reflect on
those ill-advised comments.

Political donations
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — My question is to the
Premier. During the winter recess there were a number
of serious allegations and very serious issues arising
relating to political donations. The federal Labor leader
said:
The current system just isn’t good enough … the most
immediate and best way to restore confidence in our political
system is to enhance transparency and improve disclosure
arrangements.

Does the Premier agree with his federal counterpart,
and will the Premier now commit to working with this
Parliament to reform Victoria’s weak political
donations laws?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
for Prahran for his question in relation to transparency.
Whilst the issue he raises, I am sure, is raised in an
earnest way and in a serious way, I must say to the
member for Prahran that it is very difficult to be
lectured on transparency and integrity from people who
come from a political party who have a state conference
that no-one can go to, have a rulebook that no-one can
read and received the biggest ever donation in
Australian political history and did not properly declare
it. This government has made commitments in relation
to integrity and transparency, and all will be honoured
in full.
Honourable members interjecting.
Supplementary question
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I have a supplementary
question to the Premier. I appreciate that the
government has plans and made election commitments
towards transparency and integrity, but given this new
information — these new allegations regarding
organised crime, conflicts of interests and influence
buying — does that not require a new approach from
the government?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am not entirely
certain that there was a question there, but in any event,
we thank the member for his members statement. I will
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make the point very clearly that I am grateful that he
says he appreciates the commitments the government
has made, and he asked for a different approach. I
would say to the member for Prahran and to all
honourable members that the government getting on
with and delivering on each and every one of the
commitments we made is a different approach.
There is yet again another different approach, and that
would be to sit on the sidelines as a commentator. That
is not something I am interested in. Instead we are very
proud and honoured to have formed government in this
state, and we will deliver each and every day on the
commitments we made at the election. Nothing is more
important than delivering — not just talking about it but
actually delivering — on those commitments in terms
of transparency, openness and the raft of other
commitments we made. The new approach is getting on
and delivering.

Ministers statements: country racing
Mr PAKULA (Minister for Racing) — I am
pleased to inform the house of Country Racing
Victoria’s new campaign, with the support of the
Andrews Labor government through a $1.5 million
contribution from the Victorian Racing Industry Fund
(VRIF). The country racing ‘It’s got it all’ campaign is
about highlighting and demonstrating the best of
Victorian country food and wine, with a trip to the races
at the very heart of it.
Country racing is the backbone of our racing industry.
Seventy-five per cent of all our racing takes place in
regional Victoria, and it has a major economic impact
on our regions. A number of the country’s top trainers,
whether they be Darren Weir at Ballarat or David
Hayes at Euroa, train out of our country racecourse
stables. The regional racing industry contributes
$940 million to our economy and sustains almost
10 000 full-time jobs, and it has a massive tourism
impact. During the 2013–14 season almost
500 000 people attended country meetings, and we
want to back the campaign by Country Racing Victoria
to get people back to country racing, to enjoy all the
very best that our regions have to offer and to enjoy a
day out at the races.
We are absolutely committed to a strong racing
industry. That is why we have reacted so strongly to the
greyhound industry reports and implemented major
change there, why we have audited Harness Racing
Victoria and are implementing major change there and
why we have Paul Bittar devising a new integrity
system for our three racing codes.
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We want to work to ensure that our racing industry
remains the best in Australia and that people from all
over our state, our nation and the world come and enjoy
Victorian racing, and this great campaign by Country
Racing Victoria, with support from the VRIF, will help
to do just that.

Ministerial office capability review
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. In the interests of proper
process, I ask when the Premier will now publicly
release the government’s final formal response to the
recommendations and findings made to him by Chris
Eccles and Peter Allen.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. A formal response has
not yet been formulated. When it is, it will be made
public. In fact I will be more than pleased to announce
it.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Noting that
the Premier told the house that Mr Eccles would
conduct an independent investigation held against the
highest standards and that he has recommended
according to those standards that all ministerial offices
be subject to a capability review, I ask: will the Premier
now commit to a capability review both for his and the
Deputy Premier’s office in the same way he examined
the capability and capacity of the office of the former
minister Adem Somyurek?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. As I made clear in the
answer to the substantive question, when a response has
been determined then we will be happy to — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — I was asked about a formal
response, so when a formal response has been
formulated I will be happy to make that public. I would
just again, for the benefit of the Leader of the
Opposition, make it very clear that nobody on this side
of the house is taking lectures on capability from those
who were rejected by the people of this state because
they could not keep their promises or deliver for
Victoria.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, in relation
to relevance, the Premier has previously said in answers
on this topic that they will be conducted against the
highest of standards. I ask you to bring him back to the
question, which was straightforward and related to the
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highest of standards about when he will bring a
capability review into his —
Mr Merlino interjected.
Mr Guy — and the very vocal Deputy Premier’s
office, because he is the man with something to hide.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will resume his seat. I do not uphold the
point of order. The Premier was being responsive. The
Premier, to continue.
Mr ANDREWS — I again make it very clear that
we will not take lectures from the Leader of the
Opposition on capability or competence or, as he has
just invited me to do, take advice from this fellow on
transparency. How is Miley Cyrus going? How is
Ventnor going? How are your deals done around
kitchen tables going?
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will allow the Premier to continue. The
Premier has concluded.

Ministers statements: Homesafe
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
very pleased to make a new announcement regarding
public transport and delivering on one of the
government’s key public transport commitments,
Homesafe. We have heard a number of examples today
of why Melbourne is consistently rated as one of the
world’s most livable cities. Whether you are interested
in racing or sport or coming here to visit the galleries in
Melbourne or in regional Victoria, we have a great city
and a great state.
Just as those opposite walked out on public transport
when they were in government, they are walking out on
hearing about how the Andrews Labor government is
going to expand public transport by delivering on our
commitment to Homesafe — bringing 24-hour public
transport to our city and our state on weekends from
1 January 2016. Whether they are coming into the city
for a night out or whether they work in our hospitality
industry or at one of our major hospitals, where they
work around the clock supporting our community, this
will mean that people can get home more safely around
the clock on weekends.
I am pleased to announce today that, as of 1 January
2016, when the trial begins, trains will be departing
from Flinders Street Station every 60 minutes across all
lines. Trams will also be departing every 30 minutes on
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six key routes — trams 19, 67, 75, 86, 96 and 109. This
means that important areas such as St Kilda, Sydney
Road and Port Melbourne will be serviced as well. For
regional communities there will be coach services to
Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong and Traralgon, departing
Southern Cross station at 2.00 a.m. A world-class city
deserves a world-class public transport system, and that
is what we are focused on delivering.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Caulfield electorate
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — (Question 394)
My question is to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. The North Road, Ormond, level crossing
removal is a vital project for my electorate of Caulfield
which was announced and fully funded by the former
coalition government in 2014. Local residents are
concerned about the future of the Dorothy Avenue rail
underpass, which may be removed as part of the North
Road level grade separation, as it enables commuters to
travel east–west through their neighbourhood and to
two nearby schools.
I note the sham consultation process run by the member
for Bentleigh, which did not allow many to attend the
Dorothy Avenue meeting to talk about their concerns.
We have certainly had a lack of consultation and
transparency, with the only consultation run by the
member for Bentleigh, which was an absolute sham. I
ask: could the minister provide advice on whether the
Dorothy Avenue rail underpass will remain or be
removed as part of the North Road, Ormond, level
crossing removal?

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (Question 395) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Local
Government. Can the minister inform me about
measures the government is taking to help increase
female participation in local government? Women
comprise over 50 per cent of the Victorian population,
yet they are significantly under-represented in the
Victorian local government sector, with less than 35 per
cent of councillors and only 16 per cent of chief
executive officers being female.
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being taken to assist in increasing female participation
in this important sector.

Mildura electorate
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — (Question 396) My
question is to the Minister for Education on behalf of
Mrs Amanda Gowty, Mr Jim Gowty and Mr Jason
Modica. In mid-June it came to the attention of
residents at Nichols Point that the old Nichols Point
Primary School and rotunda were to be demolished.
These buildings are of significance to the community
and have a local heritage listing. No consultation was
undertaken with either the Mildura Rural City Council
or residents to establish whether an alternative purpose
could be found for the site prior to demolition being
commissioned. I ask: will the minister intervene and
place a stay on demolition until such time as residents
and council can identify another use for the site, leaving
the buildings intact?

Frankston electorate
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — (Question 397) I
would like to ask the Minister for Equality to join me
for a visit to the Peninsula Pride group, which does so
much valuable work in our community in Frankston.
Peninsula Pride is a Queer Straight Alliance community
group led by headspace Frankston. Peninsula Pride
exists so that same-sex attracted and gender-diverse
young people can feel safer and more included in our
society. It is sad to think that there are young people in
this day and age who do not feel they can be supported
in who they are. What we see when there are no support
services are tragic circumstances that could have been
avoided. Peninsula Pride provides much-needed and
used counselling and mental health services in
Frankston.
It was great to meet Seb and his staff and the volunteers
who worked so hard on the peninsula during the
International Day against homophobia and transphobia.
I had the honour of raising the rainbow flag outside the
Frankston Civic Centre, and I continue to support these
services. I know the staff of Peninsula Pride would be
happy to meet with the minister to discuss their
fantastic work.

Brighton electorate
When I was elected to Hume City Council in 2008,
three of the nine councillors were female. In 2012 that
became three women out of 11 positions, dropping
from 33 per cent to 27 per cent. It is important that this
council and many others encourage increased female
participation. I know this issue is very important to the
minister, and I look forward to hearing about measures

Ms ASHER (Brighton) — (Question 398) My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport. The
background to my question is that tragically there have
been two reported deaths at the Middle Brighton
railway station in June and July. In both cases
pedestrians were struck by a train. The crossing is
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located where Church Street, Brighton crosses the
Sandringham railway line. For the minister’s
information — I do not expect her to be familiar with
it — there is a lot of pedestrian traffic in that area.
My question is: will the minister examine the safety of
the Middle Brighton railway crossing to see if a safety
upgrade is needed? As a proviso I indicate that under
no circumstances am I asking for a grade separation,
which is not appropriate due to the amount of retail
there. But my question is: will the minister have her
department examine the level of safety at Middle
Brighton crossing to see if upgrades are required?

Macedon electorate
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — (Question 399) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and it concerns the commitments of the
state and federal governments to upgrade Station Road,
Gisborne, and specifically to better manage traffic
entering and exiting the Calder Freeway through the
installation of roundabouts. I ask the minister to provide
me with an update on this important project and to
consider how the available funds can be best utilised to
extend the upgrade to the Saunders Road intersection. I
am advised by the Macedon Ranges Shire Council that
its costings indicate there is an opportunity to also
install a much-needed roundabout at the Station Road
and Saunders Roads intersection. This addition, if it is
possible, would be extremely well received by residents
of New Gisborne and Riddells Creek.

Croydon electorate
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — (Question 400) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education. I
note the minister’s recent comments reported in the
Maroondah Leader on 21 July that the school oval at
the former Yarra Hills-Pembroke Secondary College in
Cambridge Road will be gifted to the community. We
welcome this commitment. It is a great win for the
community and an issue that we have worked hard
towards for some time. I draw the attention of the
minister to the disused former Croydon South Primary
School site on Belmont Road and the community’s
longstanding request for this land to be gifted to the
community for community use. Will the minister
consider this request and provide an update to the local
community action group on the future plans for the
former Croydon South Primary School site?

Dandenong electorate
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (Question 401)
My constituency question is to the Minister for
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Industry. I ask the minister for a progress update on the
Andrews government’s commitment to drive economic
growth and create high-skill, high-wage jobs in
Victoria. Many in my community were delighted when,
prior to the election, the Premier announced Labor’s
Back to Work plan to create 100 000 jobs. I was
particularly heartened to see the inclusion of measures
that will assist with innovation and diversification in the
manufacturing sector.
The south-east is the manufacturing engine room of
Victoria, and the loss of the auto industry is biting hard.
ln saying that, we have a range of manufacturers
locally, and many are working hard to diversify and
grow and are experiencing great success. On this side
of the house we understand that manufacturing is not
dead, but it is changing. We do not push for its demise
like those opposite and their federal overlords did with
the car industry. I am very keen to see that we are
assisting businesses in harnessing new opportunities
that will provide high-skill, well-paid jobs for
generations to come.

Box Hill electorate
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — (Question 402) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. I raise with her the issue of the Box Hill
transport interchange and the ministerial working group
that the then opposition promised to establish prior to
the last election. This was of course a ministerial
working group that the then opposition only promised
following my initiatives that persuaded the then
Minister for Public Transport to re-engage with the
Federation Centres with the view to looking at options
for the redevelopment of the Box Hill transport
interchange.
However, this is something that the current government
has failed to act upon despite the time it has now been
in office. I have raised this matter with the Minister for
Public Transport, and she responded that this is a matter
that would be attended to soon. More than three months
have now passed, yet the minister has still not acted to
deliver on this election promise that the then opposition
made to the community. I ask the minister to inform the
Box Hill community when this ministerial working
group will be established.

Kororoit electorate
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — (Question 403) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. I note the minister has asked Public
Transport Victoria and V/Line to review the timetable
for the Ballarat line after the opening of the regional rail
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link. As part of this I ask the minister to investigate
what options are available to address traffic congestion
at the Deer Park railway crossing in Station Road, Deer
Park, caused by the railway gates being down for long
periods of time. Since the completion and opening of
the regional rail link, the boom gates at the Deer Park
railway crossing are down for lengthy periods, causing
a backlog of traffic and driver frustration and other
safety issues. I have had a number of emails from
constituents regarding the long waits they are
experiencing since the opening of the regional rail link.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Sessional orders
Debate resumed.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — As I was
saying before question time, I fully support the motion
put by the Leader of the House for the continued reform
of this Parliament. I was making some observations
about the behaviour of the Leader of the Opposition and
the angry way in which he presents himself in
Parliament, and this was reaffirmed in question time. I
was making the observation that maybe the Leader of
the Opposition does not have breakfast and that he was
very much in need of lunch, as indeed we all are. I must
admit I could extend those observations to the former
Treasurer, the member for Malvern, whose
performance today was very much reminiscent of a
man who had not had a good breakfast, in contrast to
our Treasurer who I suspect is a four Weet-Bix man.
He gave a really wacko performance for us all.
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opportunity for us all to gather after hours or during
lunch times to see the work of other people, praise them
and be able to support them in their endeavours.
I know that some people are a little bit reluctant about
this. To quote the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
who is sitting in front of me, they can get a little bit
sooky la-la about changes and do not like them. I put on
the record — and I say this without being too prudish
about it, I suppose — that I think on reflection we can
do better than some of the behaviour that was going on
in Parliament before, when we were not performing at
our best after dinnertime. In the last six months of good
government — a government with a reform agenda and
a strong government business program — the
Parliament has been able to contribute in such a way,
and parliamentarians have been able to perform in such
a way, that the level of parliamentary performance has
improved. I will give everybody a pat on the back for
that. I think the changes to the sessional orders
contributed significantly to that.
Without further ado, because I know we have important
business to process going forward today, I commend
the Leader of the House for showing a great deal of
common sense about this and responding to members’
concerns, which we will all benefit from. I hope
members of the committee that will look at further
reforms will take their jobs seriously and further
enhance the quality of the workings of Parliament
going forward. I support the motion wholeheartedly.
Motion agreed to.

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE
I suggest that it is in all our interests for us to get our
lunchbreaks back. As I said, the government brought
the reforms to the house — and I know there are people
on the other side who have tried to reform
parliamentary procedures, and I appreciate their
endeavours. As I said, the government came to office
with a reform agenda, and I think we should proceed
with that process. I am very appreciative of going home
early. I know there are lots of people on our side of the
chamber who have young children. When we get up
and lecture other people about the quality of life and
having a work-like balance, we should start with
ourselves and being able to go home. Having a meal
and reading a book to a young child is a good thing for
every member of Parliament to do.
It also good for the collegiate atmosphere that should be
part of this Parliament. We should all be able to enjoy
functions in Queen’s Hall and share the hopes and
inspirations that are often displayed there by constituent
groups, and community organisations. It is a good

Reference
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
(1) A matter be referred to the Standing Orders Committee
for consideration, inquiry and report including but not
limited to:
(a) sitting hours and the operation of the house; and
(b) revising the standing orders to reflect the most
recent changes to sessional orders including the
removal of Dorothy Dixer questions, insertion of
constituency questions and time limits.
(2) The Standing Orders Committee provide an interim
report by 8 December 2015 and a final report by 30 June
2016.

I will make only a brief contribution on this motion,
which follows on from the debate we have just had. I
acknowledge and thank those opposite for supporting
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the sensible, common-sense changes that we have made
to the sessional orders today. They will be enacted from
the next sitting week.
This motion flows from the issue that we have been
debating but goes to a range of other changes that were
made in the sessional orders earlier this year, which
went beyond the change to sitting hours — although
that was a substantial part of those changes — and went
to other issues around the performance of the chamber
and opening up opportunities for members to scrutinise
government but also to raise matters on behalf of their
local communities. That goes to the opportunities
around examining how the practice of removing
Dorothy Dixers has been going, looking at the
introduction of constituency questions and also things
like time limits.
If the committee is of a mind to have a look at other
matters, that will be entertained. The time lines that are
outlined in the motion indicate that an interim report is
to be provided by December and a final report by June
2016, because we need to take the time to do this work
with some careful consideration. There is a lot of advice
that can be drawn on from other jurisdictions, both in
this country and around the commonwealth more
broadly. It is something that those of us on the Standing
Orders Committee have a bit of a thing for. We like to
get down and talk in detail about these issues. I look
forward to the discussions that will occur and the
deliberations the Standing Orders Committee will make
as we all work together to modernise and improve the
performance of the Parliament.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The opposition certainly
agrees that the sessional orders introduced by the new
government and the operation of the house more
generally are matters that ought to be considered by the
Standing Orders Committee. I do not want to repeat at
length the points I made in the debate on the previous
motion, but it is clear that many aspects of the new
sessional orders have failed to deliver on the
commitments the now government made to the people
of Victoria prior to the last election.
We have seen that its failure to end Dorothy Dixers —
it simply replaced them with Dorothy Dixers without
the questions — and in the failure of ministers to
answer questions. We have seen that in the failure of
the government to make consideration in detail a
standard feature of the passage of bills through the
Assembly. We have seen it in the failure of the
government to make budget hearings more rigorous.
We saw it reinforced, Speaker, with the ruling that you
gave immediately prior to question time on the
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interpretation of the new sessional order 11 in relation
to responsiveness to questions.
I am not here now to question the merits of your ruling,
Speaker — that is not a matter for this motion — but
what it demonstrates beyond doubt is that in the
drafting of the new sessional orders the government has
failed to deliver on its election commitment that it
would give the Speaker and the President the power to
declare that a minister has not answered a question.
Your earlier ruling, Speaker, was that a minister could
be responsive to a question by not answering it and
therefore that you did not have the power in those
circumstances to declare the minister had not answered
a question.
The way the government has implemented its election
commitments has clearly been defective in many
respects, and that is one reason amongst many others as
to why it is appropriate that the operation of the new
sessional orders and the operation of the house more
generally be referred to the Standing Orders
Committee.
With respect to whoever drafted the motion, it is not
particularly clearly worded when it makes a reference
to the committee including but not limited to various
matters. My reading is that it refers to the committee at
large the question of the operation of the house and that
appropriately empowers the committee to look at all
aspects of how the house operates including, but
certainly not limited to, the operation of the particular
sessional orders referred to in the motion, but to look at
large at that question. Certainly that is what the
opposition believes is appropriate because there are
many ways in which the operation of the house could
be reviewed and potentially improved.
If that is the way this reference to the committee
operates it will build on the very good work that has
been done by others in the past. I refer in particular to
the work done when the coalition was in government
by the member for Brighton and the then member for
Swan Hill, now the member for Murray Plains, to
examine potential ways in which the standing and
sessional orders could be improved. Regrettably their
efforts came to naught because the then Labor
opposition was not prepared to agree to them.
Hopefully this reference will give a fresh opportunity
for an examination of the operation of the house that is
committed to by all sides and that all sides are prepared
to engage in a constructive and positive dialogue in
order to improve how this house operates for the benefit
of the community.
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I make just one further observation, and it is in relation
to the time lines provided in this motion — that is, that
the Standing Orders Committee provide an interim
report by 8 December and a final report by 30 June next
year. I make the point that the time that the government
wishes this committee to devote to considering the
operation of the house is a longer time than the
government was prepared to agree to for the other
house to examine a piece of legislation for one of the
largest privatisations in this state’s history — with the
long-term lease of the port of Melbourne. By
comparison, the time lines provided in this motion in
contrast with the times provided for the inquiry for the
upper house demonstrate the sensibleness of the time
lines proposed by the other place and the folly of the
government in opposing and criticising the length of
time that was to be devoted to that inquiry.
With those words, I indicate that the opposition does
not oppose the motion before the house. We certainly
support the sentiment of a full and wideranging review
of the operation of the house, and we trust that that is
what the motion before the house will lead to and allow
to occur.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Edwards) — I call
the member for Bundoora.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — At the outset I
congratulate you, Acting Speaker, on the great job you
do as Acting Speaker in this chamber.
A lot of the points that have been raised in his
contribution by the manager of opposition business that
relate to particular aspects of the operation of the house
are worthy of consideration and debate. They will quite
properly be considered by the Standing Orders
Committee. I think the member said that it was
appropriate that these matters be referred to the
Standing Orders Committee for further consideration,
so on this particular point I think we are all in furious
agreement.
It is a shame that when those on the other side of the
house had the opportunity to reform the standing orders
and the sessional orders during their four years in
power in the last term of government, they failed to do
so, even given the commitments made by former
Premier Baillieu prior to his winning office. There was
a failure to deliver reforms to the way the house
operates.
The Standing Orders Committee will, I am sure,
carefully consider the issues that have been raised. It is
true to say that the motion before the house gives the
Standing Orders Committee a fairly broad area to look
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at. It gives the members of the committee a very broad
reference to look at the way the house operates. There
is a great opportunity for members of the house to have
input into consideration of the way this place could
work in a much better way. It is hoped that the spirit of
the review undertaken by the Standing Orders
Committee will be one of cooperation and that it will be
done in a positive way, as opposed to what was done by
those who wanted to keep things the way they were in
the past and who hid behind the political protection of
the previous standing orders in this place.
It is my view that the key factors of many of the
changes made to the sessional orders have been
working well. This morning members debated the
proposition of having a lunchbreak on two days of the
sitting week. Notwithstanding that issue, my view is
that the broad thrust of the changes to the sessional
orders introduced by us as the new government are
working relatively well. This morning I spoke about the
value of the house rising earlier than it had in the past. I
would be happy to have the sitting hours spread over
more days, with fewer hours each day, but of course I
am not the only member in this house and I
acknowledge that that would create problems for other
members, including those who come from regional
Victoria, and that there would be issues around costs.
The Standing Orders Committee can debate fully all the
issues. Committee members can look at how houses in
other jurisdictions operate. Hopefully they will consult
with all members of the house and make sure that
everyone’s views are taken into consideration.
Something that is sure is that members of the Andrews
Labor government will definitely want to ensure that
we continue to modernise the way this chamber works,
to retain the important aspects of the traditions of this
place and the way it protects our democracy and our
community but at the same time make it more relevant
to people. One of the things I have spoken about before
is that we must ensure that the issues we are debating in
this chamber are those that are most relevant to the
Victorian people, that we must spend more time on the
issues of greatest concern to the Victorian people and
that we must debate the things that people want to hear
us debating about. We must be accountable to people
for what we say and actually deliver.
It is my great pleasure to support the motion put
forward by the Leader of the House. The motion
provides for a reference to the Standing Orders
Committee to look at the operation of the house and the
sitting hours and to revise the standing orders to reflect
the changes made to sessional orders including the
removal of Dorothy Dixer questions, which I think has
been very successful. The fact is that now the
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opposition can ask 10 questions in question time —
double the number of questions — yet those opposite
still fail to land a blow. That might be so until the
member for Hawthorn makes his move, finds his way
to the front table and assumes his place as the next
Leader of the Opposition.
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give the committee time to focus quickly on these
issues, and a deadline of 30 June next year for the final
report gives the committee ample opportunity to
consult, cast around for the best models from other
jurisdictions and come back to this house with
recommendations around how we can reform the
operation of the house.

Ms Thomas — What about the member for Kew?
Mr BROOKS — Yes. The member for Kew is at
the back at the moment, but I think it is no secret that at
some point in time there will be a change on that side of
the house. Maybe then opposition members will make
better use of the 10 questions that have been provided
to them under the new sessional orders, instead of
flailing about during question time as they are now.
I think the ministers statements work well. They
provide ministers with an opportunity to give the house
new information. The sorts of statements we hear from
ministers are quite relevant to the interests of the
Victorian people. Today we heard the Premier speak
about the support that is needed to be shown for Adam
Goodes given the problem we have had with his being
booed. That is a topical issue, one that is important and
one on which we want to see real leadership. I thought
it was important that the Premier made a statement
about that today, and it was a good statement. We heard
other statements around improvements to public
transport on Friday and Saturday nights and so on.
Without going into detail on those, those sorts of
opportunities are good.
Regardless of how we think the media and the public
should focus on Parliament, there is no doubt that
question time is when the media is intensely focused
and the public are more interested. Interspersed with the
lame questions from those opposite, it is good for
ministers to have the opportunity during that time to
talk about some really important initiatives without our
being, lost in the sort of petty politicking that we get in
question time from those opposite. We have the
opportunity to hear about some really important
initiatives, some things that are happening around the
state that people are interested in. People want us to get
on with the job of providing jobs and restoring services
that were cut under the previous government.
The sessional orders give us the ability as a government
to talk to people about those things during the focus of
question time. We have removed Dorothy Dixers, as
we said we would. We kept our promise, unlike those
opposite, who promised to remove Dorothy Dixers and
then kept them. The time lines for the report of the
Standing Orders Committee are quite adequate. Having
until 8 December to complete the interim report will

One of the other key areas I hope the committee will
take into consideration is the use of technology to
communicate more effectively between the Parliament
and the Victorian people. The committee is looking at
the wording of the reference, and this is certainly within
its scope. I think it was the Standing Orders Committee
that had a reference a few years ago around the use of
social media, particularly the issue of privilege and
whether privilege is attached to the medium of Twitter.
This might be an opportunity for us to consider those
sorts of issues as well.
The Parliament, and the Assembly in particular, utilises
the forum of Twitter to advise the public about bills that
have been passed and the sorts of things that are
happening. This might be an opportunity for us to
expand upon that work. These are not used in a political
way but to promote the interests of the Parliament and
better inform Victorian people about the work of the
Parliament, so that there is an understanding of the sorts
of things we are debating and putting through the
Parliament after people have elected us to do just that.
With those comments, I urge the house to support the
motion that has been put forward by the Leader of the
House.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — As the manager of
opposition business has already indicated, the
opposition will not be opposing this motion, but I do
feel obliged to make a couple of comments in relation
to it. If the Leader of the House is eating humble pie for
lunch, she sure as hell missed out on her entree, because
the egg ingredient is all over her face. I wish to place on
the record the history of this matter, because it is very
clear to me that the member for Bundoora and the
member for Ivanhoe have not even been kept informed
by the leadership of their party about what attempts
have been made over the years to try to reform this
Parliament and the standing and sessional orders.
We on this side of the house believe the Leader of the
House should probably have put this motion up at the
beginning of the government’s term, because it is very
difficult to get meaningful reform of an institution like
this without some cross-party support. We also believe
that if you do not actually think through the detail of
your reform, there are likely to be a lot of unintended
consequences. That is what has happened. The Leader
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of the House came to this Parliament earlier this year
and introduced some changes, which were meritorious
in themselves. To want to reform Parliament is
meritorious, and to want to not have everyone sitting
here till 11.00 p.m. is meritorious, but it is the detail that
needs to be worked through.
Unfortunately the Leader of the House condemned
herself in her own presentation on her first motion,
where she said the Presiding Officers had gone to her
saying there were problems with the use of Queen’s
Hall. It struck me as completely absurd that you would
not consult with the Presiding Officers when you are
reforming standing orders. The Leader of the House
informed the house this morning that she did not even
consult with the Presiding Officers. She also indicated
during that presentation that the staff had come to her
saying there were some problems. I understand there
are minimal staff in the chamber and that the clerks are
stuck in here the whole time. Members can come and
go as they please. Again, the question arises: why
would the Leader of the House bring a motion to the
house without consulting with the clerks — the people
who work here? That is the fundamental problem from
our side of the house. When you bring a reform
package, it is more likely to have success if there is
cross-party support, and it is more likely the reform
package will have success if the staff who are affected
by this far more heavily than we are as members are
actually spoken to.
I want to go through a little bit of history on the
attempts to reform the processes of this house, just so
that those who are relatively new to this place
understand the background to this. First of all,
Parliament sitting continuously, with no lunchbreak,
was experimented with under the Labor government in
1999. Indeed there was a rule that there would be no
divisions during the so-called lunchbreak. It did not
work, and it was withdrawn on that occasion. The
Leader of the House was a member then.
An honourable member — Yes.
Ms ASHER — Yes, she had won her seat by then. I
would have thought she could draw from that
experience, but obviously she did not. More
importantly there were two other very serious and
genuine attempts at reform of this place. The first one
was under Labor Speaker Maddigan, who was Speaker
from 2002 to 2006. She set up a group, of which she
was chair. The clerks were on the group, as was the
Labor Whip. The Nationals representative on the group
is now the Leader of The Nationals, and the Liberal
representative was me.
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I was not on that group in my capacity as deputy leader
of the Liberal Party. It was between my two stints as
deputy leader, but the then Leader of the Liberal Party,
Robert Doyle, asked me to go to that table with
goodwill to try to negotiate a proposal, and that group
of Presiding Officers, staff and party representatives did
come to an agreement. There was a proposal that was
sensible. There are some elements of the current
sessional orders that had their genesis in that report.
The concept was the same number of sitting hours in a
different configuration. I went to my own party and
secured its agreement for this reform package. The now
Leader of The Nationals went to his party and secured
its agreement. The document then went to the Premier,
who was John Brumby at that time, and the government
decided not to reform the Parliament. That is the
government’s prerogative. It was not ideal, but this was
a decent package.
I have been speaking about sitting hours for years in
this place, so when I became Leader of the House in the
previous Parliament I was very keen to resurrect this
proposal. I set up a group that included the Speaker, the
Clerk, a representative of The Nationals and the
member for Bendigo East, who represented the Labor
Party, and came to the table with a lot of goodwill. We
went through the process and came up with a reform
package. The opposition — and I am not querying its
right to do so — came back to the government and said,
‘No, we do not want this reform package’. I wanted to
achieve reform by consensus, in part because of the
finely balanced Parliament, I concede, but also because
I know that if you do not have consensus on rule
changes like these and you do not have the goodwill of
the house, generally they will not work. Therefore
while the members for Bundoora and Ivanhoe are
partially correct to say that the previous government
failed, the truth is that it failed because the Labor Party
said no.
I also take up the point raised by the member for
Bundoora in relation to rules regarding Twitter, for
which the Standing Orders Committee came up with
some recommendations. I put those recommendations
to the Labor Party, but it said it did not wish to proceed
with them. Out of respect for that view, I decided I
would not waste the Parliament’s time having a debate
when no progress would be made, so I left it. The
member for Bundoora needs to inform himself about
what actually happened rather than slagging off the
now opposition in his presentation.
My point is that if there is a genuine attempt by the
Standing Orders Committee — I have looked at the
personnel, and I think there is potential for there to be a
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genuine attempt — this house could become a better
place. Bear in mind, however, that the Speaker has the
casting vote on the Standing Orders Committee, so if
the government is not enamoured with the proposals
put forward by the Liberal Party, The Nationals, the
Independent member and the Greens, the government
will be able to veto them.
Referring to the motion before the house, the terms of
reference are asking the Standing Orders Committee to
assess which parts of the current sessional orders should
be enshrined in the standing orders, which are
incredibly difficult to change. I think the reference to
the removal of Dorothy Dixer questions is a bit
disingenuous. In my experience ministers statements,
while they may include significant and worthwhile
content, are simply an opportunity for ministers to read
the press releases they have issued in the preceding
weeks. I think there are significant opportunities for us
to make question time the part of the program during
which governments are truly held to account by
opposition parties. I think it is disingenuous to say that
this government has removed Dorothy Dixer questions
when it has simply reformatted them.
What the Leader of the House is asking for, albeit
presumably with an understanding of the invidiousness
of her position, is that the Standing Orders Committee
do what she should have asked it to do at the beginning
of the term — that is, fix her mess. She is asking it to
fix some of the hastily conceived ideas that she brought
to this place and foisted upon us. I will go to the table
with goodwill, and I hope we end up with a better
Parliament as a consequence of these deliberations.
Motion agreed to.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 August; motion of
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police).
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I want to provide further clarification to the
house about the questions posed by the member for
Box Hill, the manager of opposition business,
specifically those relating to heroin and similar matters.
The bill does not proscribe heroin as an illicit drug
because to do so could potentially criminalise any
driver taking morphine or codeine tablets, as I indicated
yesterday. Victoria Police advised the government that
adding heroin to the definition of illicit drugs would
have significant unintended consequences that could
undermine the drug-testing program.
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The problem with heroin is that it metabolises into
morphine after about an hour, so unless the test is taken
within an hour of ingestion, it would show the same
markers as codeine or morphine. To ensure that heroin
use is still identified, Victoria Police will have the
capacity under this legislation to test for the chemical
marker 6-monoacetylmorphine (6-MAM), which is
found in heroin. Our approach is to give Victoria Police
the powers it needs to request a full drug test, which can
assess drivers for around 110 different chemical
markers, including 6-MAM and morphine, which may
indicate heroin use. Further expert analysis would then
provide advice as to whether the result indicates
therapeutic or illegal use, and prosecution may then
follow.
In relation to the compulsory test, the bill does not
require a mandatory test of an uninjured driver. This
decision was made on the advice of Victoria Police and
VicRoads, which recommended that Victoria Police be
given discretion as to when to apply such a test. For
example, police may make the assessment that an
elderly driver involved in an accident may not require a
further blood test. The Andrews government respects
the advice of Victoria Police, which is best placed to
determine when such a test should be applied, so we
have given the police the power to compel such a test.
The member for Box Hill also made a request for more
detail on the drug impairment assessment undertaken
by Victoria Police. I am advised by both the minister’s
office and Victoria Police that where a driver appears to
be impaired, a preliminary breath test is undertaken. A
positive reading or further concern may require an
evidentiary breath test. A drug impairment test can then
be undertaken to evaluate whether the driver appears to
be impaired for reasons other than alcohol alone.
An impairment assessment consists of a structured
interview and a physical impairment test, including
testing the ability to divide attention, coordination and
balance. All impairment assessments must be
undertaken by a police officer who is an authorised
drug impairment assessor. After the impairment
assessment, if the assessor forms a view that the person
is impaired, then the driver may be required to provide
a blood sample. I am advised by Victoria Police that it
conducts approximately 150 to 200 impairment tests
annually.
On the subject of urine tests, the member for Box Hill
noted that, unlike the legislation of the last government,
this legislation does not include the option of a urine
test. I can advise the house that the advice the
government receives is that a blood sample is the most
useful sample in preparing evidentiary briefs owing to
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its ability to demonstrate a level of impairment and to
show a level of concentration consistent with illegal
uses versus therapeutic uses.
In relation to penalties, the member for Box Hill further
asked the government to outline the penalties that
would attach to this bill. I can confirm that the penalties
in this bill remain exactly the same as in the bill of the
previous government. Indeed the penalties are
consistent with other drug and alcohol penalties
contained in the Road Safety Act.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise to make a contribution to the debate on the Road
Safety Amendment Bill 2015. As we have heard, this
bill will allow police to request a blood sample for
analysis from a person in charge of a vehicle that has
been involved in an accident where either a very serious
injury or a fatality has occurred, and if that person in the
event of that accident has not been injured or admitted
to a medical facility for treatment.
Currently there is a loophole in the testing regime
whereby if a person has been involved in a collision
and has not been injured to the extent that they have
had to be hospitalised, then they can legally refuse to
provide a sample. This loophole existed up until the
time this bill was presented to the Parliament last year,
initially in a very similar form that I was unaware of,
and it is very pleasing to see that, although the bill
never made it through the house in the last Parliament,
it is back here again, because it is very important that
this loophole be closed.
This legislation came about following a commitment
made by the Minister for Police at the time when this
situation was brought to his attention following several
incidents that could only be described as tragic. Those
accidents were caused by drivers while they were under
the influence of drugs, particularly ice and heroin.
There has been some discussion around the testing for
heroin, and I note the comments made by the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety in his earlier contribution.
The coalition’s original bill provided for the existing
range of drugs to be tested by blood sample of a driver,
and that was to be extended to include heroin. Currently
prescribed illicit drugs that are tested for include
ecstasy, cannabis and methamphetamine. While the
testing of heroin was in the bill last year and has been
removed from the current bill, the minister did provide
a level of explanation as to why that provision has been
made, and I certainly accept that.
We on this side of the house are very keen on and
remain steadfast in our point of view on ensuring that
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the provision for testing for heroin is well and truly
covered to the maximum capacity that it can be in this
legislation. It is this aspect of what is generally a very
good bill that we want to see covered off on. That is the
reason the opposition has reserved its right to amend
the bill in the upper house. We want to make sure that
the ability to test for drivers under the influence of
heroin is covered off on, and there is very good reason
for that.
In his contribution the lead speaker for the opposition,
the member for Box Hill, recounted the story of a
double pedestrian fatality that occurred where a driver
who ran a red light was later identified as being a heroin
addict. In that case that fact obviously had not been
brought to the attention of police and the driver had not
been appropriately tested for heroin at the time. We can
only try to put ourselves in the position of the family or
friends of the people who have been impacted by that
accident. We can only try to imagine what they would
have gone through only to find out that the driver of the
car had question marks hanging over his head but was
literally not put to the test. I indicate that the opposition
reserving the right to amend the bill in the upper house
shows that that is a great area of interest and concern
for us.
The bill also amends the Road Safety Act 1986 so that
all offences detected by a road safety camera can be
included as offences where Victoria Police can request
the surrender of a motor vehicle under the hoon driving
regime. This closes another loophole — an unforeseen
loophole — whereby some offences evidenced by road
safety cameras could not be used to enforce the
surrender of a motor vehicle. While this was
immediately fixed at the time by regulation, the
amendment that has been put forward in this bill
clarifies and reinforces the intention and the purpose of
the regulation that went through. As far as I am
concerned — and I know that most members of the
house would agree with me — holding our hoon drivers
to account and making them responsible for their
actions is something I am sure we would all strongly
support, even if it means raising standards to a higher
level than the guidelines that are already in place.
The bill further amends the definition in the Road
Safety Act 1986 of what are designated costs. This will
allow the recouping of a greater range of costs,
including administrative costs and corporate support
costs, under the impoundment and immobilisation
scheme. This is another common-sense change,
because people who flout the law should not incur costs
that the taxpayers of wider Victoria are required to
cover. People who flout the law should cover the full
costs of the impoundment or the taking away of their
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vehicles that have been incurred. Again, opposition
members strongly support this. Once again, it was one
of the initiatives that was in the bill originally presented
during the last term, and it is good to see that it is back
before the house again.
I want to recap on a couple of figures that really hit
home in relation to road safety. Last year 26 per cent —
think about that figure; or more than a quarter — of all
fatalities on our roads involved drivers who tested
positively for drugs. That is an amazing statistic and, at
the same time, a surprising and shocking one. Over
25 per cent of fatalities had drivers involved who tested
positive to drugs. Twenty-four people were killed, and
121 people injured by drivers who tested positive to
cannabis, ecstasy and methamphetamine. We know that
people who drive under the influence of drugs cause far
too many road traumas, and for a long time — for
many years — the publicity and the push has been
around drink-driving, and quite rightly so.
However, we have seen the emergence in society of
more people driving under the influence of drugs —
and I am sure in some cases to avoid detection from
alcohol — so it is great that in recent years there has
been a far greater emphasis on drug driving as well.
Now we have drug and booze buses patrolling our
roads, so the issue is fairly and squarely etched in the
minds of all Victorians. Like the drink-driving
messages that were going out for a long time, people
should know that if they want to play with drugs and
get behind the wheel, then they will have a high chance
of detection and will be held accountable for their
actions.
In finishing up, this bill closes two important loopholes.
It is good to see the bill back before the house. I think
the issue raised by the member for Box Hill is best
summarised by saying that we on this side of the
house — and I am sure we all do — want to make sure
that the testing of drivers under the influence of heroin,
which has caused problems in the past, is covered off to
the maximum degree that it possibly can be. The
closing of these loopholes will be very much welcomed
by the Victorian community.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I take great pleasure in
joining the debate on the Road Safety Amendment Bill
2015. Victoria has a great history of being at the
forefront of taking action to improve road safety. In the
early 1970s we saw the introduction of compulsory
seatbelts — a first in the world — and we have also
seen the introduction of random breath testing and
random drug testing, which this bill deals with. I have
been pleased to speak on many occasions about the
improvements we have made in the road safety area.
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Evidence is clearly on the side of safer driving. In the
1970s, when I was a little girl, more than 1000 people
per annum were killed on Victoria’s roads. It is great to
see that current figures are nowhere near that, but of
course every death and every catastrophic injury is still
a tragedy. We have seen improvements in car safety
and road surfacing and also in legislation.
When I was a little girl it was quite common to be at
barbecues or family events where it was the done thing,
particularly for blokes, to have quite a bit to drink and
then to drive home without a seatbelt and without
regard to the safety of passengers or other road users.
There has been a massive change. During the recent
parliamentary break I did some travel in the US and
Asia, and I saw that there are still many jurisdictions
where even seatbelts are not compulsory.
I was involved in the hiring of a motor scooter whilst I
was in Asia. When questioning the hirers about the
rules in relation to the carriage of passengers, the use of
helmets, the use of mobile phones and the drinking of
alcohol, the advice was that one should simply pull
over to drink alcohol and then resume riding the motor
scooter. Of course I did not take up that suggestion
from the hirer, but I think that shows that Victoria is a
leader in road safety.
In relation to comments made yesterday afternoon by
the lead speaker for the Liberal Party and the
contribution by the member for Gippsland East, I can
say that the government would be happy to organise an
additional briefing between the bill’s passing in this
house and its moving to the upper house so that
members can get clarification and feel some comfort in
relation to the questions they have proposed.
In response to the raising of concerns about what the
bill might not cover in relation to testing for the drug
heroin, I draw the attention of all opposition speakers to
an interview with Inspector Martin Boorman, the head
of road policing command at Victoria Police, by Neil
Mitchell on 3AW at 11.30 a.m. last Friday. I understand
that Mr O’Donohue, a member for Eastern Victoria
Region in the other place, raised these concerns in the
media. I can reassure members of the opposition that in
that interview, in response to questions from Neil
Mitchell, Inspector Martin Boorman said:
No, it’s not a problem. When we have a blood sample from a
person in these circumstances of the new legislation, we will
be able to analyse it for all psychoactive drugs.

He went on to say:
The actual amending bill doesn’t specify that, but if you read
the Road Safety Act in part 5 in its entire context, we are able
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to analyse those blood samples taken under these provisions
for a broad range of substances in addition to alcohol.

There are concerns in the community about illicit drugs
and also prescription drugs. I believe opposition
members in their comments somewhat trivialised the
role of prescription drugs. They are something we
should be equally concerned about; we should not just
be concerned about illicit drugs.
In April my own community suffered the loss of a
much-loved young person. He was a 17-year-old in the
prime of his life, a student at St Helena Secondary
College and a resident of Diamond Creek. Sadly he lost
his life only a few hundred metres north of my office in
Yan Yean Road. Although no conclusions have been
reached about the incident, the media has reported that
the driver was under the influence of ice. It was a
tragedy to see another young life lost. I think the
community is getting extremely tired of the use and
abuse of illicit drugs. Other speakers have talked about
the proportion of deaths and injuries on our roads
involving drivers who are found to have illicit
substances in their bloodstream. The community
frowns on this in an extremely harsh way. We need to
ensure that the legislation we bring before this house
gives police the powers they need to ensure that drivers
can be tested for such substances.
This legislation is not only a response to what I would
see as the crime of driving while under the influence
but also a form of deterrence so that young people in
particular understand the risk they take in getting into a
car with someone who is under the influence of alcohol
or drugs and so that drivers understand that they may
face huge penalties, including loss of licence and
incarceration, if they risk the lives of themselves, their
passengers and others in the community. This bill is
another iteration of improvement in road safety and in
our attempt to reduce death and serious injuries on our
roads.
The principal difference between the bill introduced by
the previous government in 2014 and this bill is that the
2014 bill included a provision to amend the Road
Safety Act 1986 definition of a prescribed illicit drug,
in section 3(1), to include the chemical marker for
heroin known as 6-monoacetylmorphine (6-MAM) and
morphine. The effect of this amendment would prohibit
the presence of 6-MAM and morphine when driving a
motor vehicle. The offence of driving with a prescribed
illicit drug present becomes applicable under
sections 49(1)(bb) and 49(1)(i) of the principal act.
The broader application of the offence to 6-MAM is
appropriate as it is the marker of heroin. However, the
pharmacokinetics of heroin are such that the detection
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of 6-MAM is difficult. 6-MAM is metabolised rapidly
into morphine — typically in less than 1 hour from
ingestion. The time frame is influenced by the route of
administration and individual metabolic rates. In
addition, roadside oral fluid drug-testing devices are not
able to distinguish 6-MAM from other opioid drugs,
morphine and codeine.
The application of the offence to morphine introduces
some inconsistencies as morphine is not an illicit drug.
Although the 2014 bill outlined a statutory defence to a
charge by the accused proving that the presence of
morphine was a result of medical or therapeutic use, a
prima facie case would exist for a charge of driving
with an illicit drug present when the use of heroin is not
involved. A person could be exposed to a charge for the
legitimate use of medication. A consequence of
including morphine as a prescribed illicit drug is that
police would need to investigate the circumstances of
the presence of morphine in every case, when in the
majority — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Edwards) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise today to speak in
the debate on the Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015.
This bill contains important amendments to the Road
Safety Act 1986 by providing that, where a driver or
person in charge of a motor vehicle is involved in an
accident resulting in serious injury or death, a police
officer may require the person to provide a blood
sample for analysis. This will ensure that police can
obtain evidence of drug impairment or influence and,
importantly, correctly identify when the driver may
have only had prescription medication in their system.
The bill also makes minor amendments to the
dangerous driving regime to clarify and simplify the
law in relation to this area.
This amendment is to close an existing loophole in the
legislation to give courts and police the necessary
powers to deal with drivers with drugs in their system
when they are involved in a serious accident. This
loophole was tragically highlighted when a passenger
was killed and her partner seriously injured after they
were hit by the driver of a ute who ran a red light in
2014. Because of the loophole in the legislation, police
were not able to obtain a blood sample from the driver
to test for the influence of drugs, even though the swab
sample came up positive for evidence of drugs in his
system. This led to the driver being convicted of a
lesser charge of dangerous driving causing death
instead of culpable driving causing death.
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The Greens support this legislation to improve public
safety on our roads. We do have some reservations in
regard to constraining a court’s discretion, but we
certainly support the need for strong and effective road
safety laws to keep our roads safe and to prevent the
tragedies that we too often hear about. Research has
shown that impoundment, immobilisation and the
forfeiture of vehicles has been effective in stopping and
preventing dangerous driving. However, it should be
noted that dangerous driving is a much deeper problem,
requiring more than just punishing offenders and
having tough laws to act as a deterrent. We must look at
and do something about this culture where mainly
young men drive so dangerously, risking the lives of
others as well as their own. The numbers are reducing,
but these accidents and deaths cut across communities,
as I am sure they have cut across all communities of
members in this place.
I remember growing up on the Mornington Peninsula
where the culture of speeding, dangerous driving and
driving under the influence was rife. I can think of at
least two players who I played with at my junior
football club who have died in serious car accidents
because of dangerous driving — one who I played with
died at the time and another died many years later. This
culture continues, and people are being lost in
accidents. I can think of times when people at my own
school decided after a night of drinking to take a car out
with tragic consequences. I remember having to make
the decision of whether to go with them when everyone
had decided to take the parents’ car out at the end of a
party. I remember so vividly that everyone got excited
about this great idea and I just looked across to my best
mate at the time — he is still my best mate, he was best
man at my wedding — and we just shook our heads.
Thankfully, that time there was no accident but, as I
said before, I can think of at least one incident at my
school and another incident at a second local school
when that happened with tragic consequences.
I can remember the very vivid ads that tried to prevent
such occurrences happening. Again I remember being
in a car with a bunch of mates coming home along
Cranbourne Road. The driver at the time decided he
would show off and swerved into the gravel and
everyone was carrying on. He swerved into the gravel
again, and I remember speaking up and saying, ‘This
feels exactly like what is happening in one of those
ads’. Fortunately the driver pulled his head in and
stopped driving dangerously. The culture of dangerous
driving is just rampant. We support these strong laws,
but we also need to do something to stop this culture of
dangerous driving.
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Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — I am pleased to
rise today to speak in the debate on the Road Safety
Amendment Bill 2015, which amends the Road Safety
Act 1986. As we have heard, this bill proposes a
number of important common-sense amendments that
are in the interest of all road users and will enhance the
safety of our state’s roads. A key element of this bill
creates a regime whereby the driver of a motor vehicle
that is involved in an accident resulting in serious injury
or death must undergo a drug test upon request. By
doing so it enables Victoria Police to gather the
evidence necessary to hold offending drivers
accountable for their decisions. This bill holds
particular significance for me. In 2007 I lost a friend to
a hit-and-run accident. There was some speculation at
the time as to whether substances were involved. I am
not sure how that was resolved at the trial, but to be
honest, for friends and family it did not really matter —
Damo was gone.
It is widely understood that blood samples provide the
most direct and accurate measure of a person’s
likelihood of intoxication or impairment. I think most
of us would agree that it is not fair that a driver
involved in a serious accident is able to refuse to have a
blood sample taken. In serious instances it is in the
community’s interest to ensure that the best quality
evidence is available. It is important for insuring
community safety and for holding people accountable
for their actions and bad judgement. I know that in the
wake of Damian’s death there was a strong sense
amongst friends and family that somebody should have
been held accountable for what happened to him and
for the trauma suffered by all those who witnessed the
accident. There are many examples in the accidents we
hear about where somebody is lost and lives are torn
apart forever.
This amendment will help to better deal with
circumstances such as those that occurred in an
accident that took place in Docklands last year — one
of those examples I just referred to. In that particular
accident a passenger was killed and her partner
seriously injured when their car was hit by the driver of
a ute that ran a red light. The swab sample from the
driver tested positive for ice and amphetamines. In
addition to that, ice was found in the vehicle at the time
of the accident. However, the driver refused to give a
blood sample, and police were not able to compel him
to do so. Following that incident, the driver was
convicted of dangerous driving causing death.
However, despite the circumstances, he was not able to
be charged with the more serious offence of culpable
driving causing death, which has a maximum penalty of
20-years imprisonment.
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This bill allows police to compel the giving of a blood
sample. By compelling drivers to give a blood sample
when involved in a serious incident we provide a check
and balance to ensure that all information is available to
the police, the courts and the parties involved. Having a
clearer picture of what contributes to such tragedies will
ensure that we have fairer and more equitable outcomes
in our justice system. The amendments will also
provide for evidence to establish that a driver was not
drug affected when involved in a collision by proving
that they had some prescription medication in their
system or recommended amounts of over-the-counter
pharmaceuticals. This provision will assist the police
and the courts to make the best decision about which
charges are appropriate to be laid against the offender.
The impacts of deaths on our roads are felt widely
across our state. Few people have not been impacted
personally by serious injury or loss of life on our roads,
and I know that some members have talked about how
this has touched them personally, just as I have. The
community will overwhelmingly benefit from these
amendments, and the amendments are in line with
community expectations on this issue. Unfortunately
we are uncovering a growing problem of drug driving
on our roads. Indeed drugs are a growing problem in
our community. This is why this government has
committed to an Ice Action Plan, a $45.5 million effort
to reduce the supply, demand and harm of a drug that is
ruining lives. Many of us will see this on a day-to-day
basis in our electorates. Community safety is a priority
for this government, which is why it has also
committed to invest $15 million for new drug and
booze buses and provided $500 000 to help community
groups tackle ice use in their local area.
The amendments in this bill complement these other
great initiatives I have just referred to that tackle the
problem of drugs in our community, that improve road
safety and that deal with and rehabilitate drug
offenders. I would like to mention something that has
been happening for a while in my electorate and which
I think is a valuable program in the area of
rehabilitating drug offenders. It is the example of the
Dandenong Drug Court, which does great work with
drug addicts to help them stay clean. The court and
program aim to cut drug use and crime through an
alternative to jailing people. Of the roughly 500 people
who have completed the program, around 19 per cent
have overcome addiction, and a further 19 per cent see
greatly reduced drug use and criminal offending. That
is about 200 people who would otherwise probably be
in jail. This is a great outcome for the community and
the program’s participants more generally. Obviously
this has cost savings to the government as well in terms
of the costs incurred for having people in jail. There are
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many ways of dealing with drug offenders and the
accompanying impacts of drug use within our
community. The amendments in this bill will go some
way to improving the powers of law enforcement
agencies to deliver justice in cases of serious injury or
death on our roads.
I will address some of the concerns about this part of
the bill that were put forward by the shadow
Attorney-General yesterday, and I know that others
have touched on this too. The shadow
Attorney-General raised the issue of heroin not being
tested for. The bill does not present heroin as an illicit
drug because to do so could potentially criminalise any
driver taking morphine or codeine tablets, as we have
previously heard. Victoria Police has advised us that
adding heroin into the schedule of illicit drugs could
have significant unintended consequences. Heroin
metabolises into morphine in around an hour; therefore
unless it is tested within an hour of ingestion it would
show the same markers that morphine and codeine
would, which would obviously present problems. To
ensure that heroin users are still identified Victoria
Police has the capacity under the legislation to test for
the chemical marker 6-monoacetylmorphine, which is
found in heroin.
Another point to note is that the bill does not require a
mandatory test for any uninjured driver. That was on
the advice of Victoria Police and VicRoads, which
recommended that police simply be given the discretion
as to when to apply such a test. We respect the advice
of Victoria Police. These are the people who are
charged with implementing these changes; therefore we
should assume that they know best and know what
works best on the ground.
Another aspect of the bill relates to hoon driving, and
this bill will make some important amendments on this
front. The bill will assist Victoria Police by ensuring
that the impoundment regime is able to work as
intended where an offence is detected by a road safety
camera. Importantly, it will also allow Victoria Police
to recoup the costs from immobilisation and
impoundment by amending the definition of
‘designated costs’ in accordance with Treasury
guidelines. Currently a person convicted of a second
hoon offence may have their vehicle impounded and
immobilised for up to three months. A third offence
may result in forfeiture of the vehicle. This bill provides
clear direction as to when courts should not consider
exceptional hardship as grounds for declining to make
an impoundment, immobilisation or forfeiture order.
Hoon driving is an issue that presents itself in the
electorates of many of the members in this place. I
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believe the Greater Dandenong area ranks in the top 10
locations for hooning offences. I know some of those
happen in very close proximity to my house. That can
be quite annoying and dangerous. Hoon driving is a
matter that has been raised with my office and with me
on a number of occasions, and constituents in my
electorate will be pleased to see that these amendments
to hoon laws will give police and law enforcement
agencies the tools to appropriately deal with offenders.
In short, this bill puts forward a number of
common-sense amendments. The community is
onboard with these changes. They have expectations as
to the way people should behave and also as to how
they should be held accountable for their bad
judgement and the decisions they make. We have all
been touched by this, and speaking about the issues of
road accidents and deaths is always a struggle for me.
Eight years on, I know there are still a hell of a lot
people hurting from the death of my friend, and there
are a lot of people in our community — friends, family
and loved ones — who hurt after tragedies like this. As
policymakers we can implement laws which can better
the outcomes. We cannot bring people back, but we can
hold community members to account when they have
behaved badly. That is our job, and it is our obligation
to do just that. On that basis I commend the bill to the
house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak in the debate on the Road Safety Amendment
Bill 2015. As has been mentioned before, this
Parliament can feel very proud of all the changes that
have been made to improve road safety. I remember the
seatbelt law coming in and people being quite
concerned about it, but what a difference that has made
to the saving of lives and the reduction of terrible
injury.
Much to my sadness, this house has developed into a
place where personalised comments seem to have
become normal. Every question time I hear comments
across the table reflecting on people’s dress and
people’s speech, comments that are directed
particularly at this side of the house. I despair at the
lack of standards, the lack of manners and the lack of
civility that is increasing all the time. But when we
come to something like this I think, ‘I can be proud of
being here when we all work together to reduce the
deaths and the trauma caused by road injuries’. I cannot
remember the exact number, but I think about
1300 people were being killed on the roads when the
seatbelt laws came in. We have had legislation covering
every aspect of driving: increases in the safety of
vehicles, front airbags and side airbags, increases in
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visibility and reduction of blind spots in cars, although
they have not been eliminated completely.
Sometimes we have to reinforce a message over and
again. The previous speaker just mentioned hoon
drivers. Sometimes I think the term ‘hoon driving’ can
conjure up an image of young people just acting
foolishly, but we know it is much more than that.
Perhaps we had better think of other terminology
instead of ‘hoon driving’, which can be thought of by
some as young people just being loud and obnoxious in
the street, at a party or at a pub.
There has been a reduction in the number of deaths and
in the number of serious injuries but as the population
has grown and the number of accidents has increased,
so have the instances of people suffering disabilities.
The effect of the trauma of accidents has been to
destroy people’s lives. Too many young people are
living in aged-care nursing homes because they have
suffered serious injury as a result of road accidents.
There are families whose whole lifestyle has been
turned upside down because they have to care for
someone who has been seriously injured. There is still a
long way to go. I think this bill will help.
It is no secret that we have seen an increase in the
availability and the use of ice. Data suggests that
around 90 000 Victorians are taking the drug. It is
extremely serious — it is capable of affecting every
corner of all of our electorates. Because of their
geographic placing some electorates will have more
evidence of ice use, but I know in mine, even in the
lovely little villages and quiet areas, the use of ice is
growing because of the access to it, the price of it, the
marketing of it — which is so slick it is almost like one
of those tier systems that was outlawed — and the
selling of the drug. Ice is a man-made
methamphetamine that was first synthesised in 1918
and used during World War II. It is not new to us but it
has gained a market now and is a trend. I do not know
whether or not it is taken because young people think it
is trendy, but the scary part is that we are not just
talking about young people consuming this drug. Has it
become a deep-seated problem because of pessimism
about an individual’s economic and social future or is it
simply because of the pleasure people derive from its
use? Is it much more superficial than that? Did
addiction result accidentally from a one-off casual use
of the drug? I think the evidence shows that you need to
take it more than once to become addicted to it. Is it a
drug of choice among professionals trying to climb the
corporate ladder, needing to stay awake longer and to
work harder? I do not know. I find it very hard to
understand why you would put your whole life and
your family’s lifestyle at risk by taking a drug whose
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side effects and addictive nature have been so highly
publicised.
Some people advocate that we should legalise what are
now illegal drugs. It is annoying, because people say,
‘It’s my body and I should be able to do what I like
with it’. In principle I suppose I agree that we have a
right to do what we wish, but in practice we know that
all freedoms come with corresponding responsibilities.
If you do something with your body that could affect
another person’s freedom, another person’s body or
another person’s lifestyle, then of course we have to
make laws against it and declare such things illegal.
Laws against drug taking are the same as having laws
regarding which side of the road to drive on: they make
it safer for all people.
People on ice seem to drive carelessly, erratically and
aggressively. They are more prone to texting while
driving at high speeds. Of course we all read reports of
their aggression when there is a road incident and road
rage comes on. They seem to lose control, and that in
turn affects the rest of us. They put greater pressure on
our ambulances to attend to people who have
overdosed. This takes those ambulances away from
normal people who need them urgently, whether it be a
child suffering a serious illness, an elderly person
having a heart attack or a worker suddenly injured at
work. There are increased healthcare costs with the
treatment of addicts who take up beds in our system
that could be used in treating those who are ill through
no fault of their own. There are increased mental health
costs resulting from brain damage caused by drug use,
and, as I have said, there is road trauma and the
endangering of innocent people.
Manufacturers now make cars that tend to crumple to
absorb the shock of an accident. We get into our cars,
which are safe by ever-improving world standards, put
our seatbelts on and feel comparatively safe. However,
now we also have to be watching for the unexpected all
the time. We are following the road rules, driving down
the road at the right speed and in the right manner, but
we have to look out of the corner of our eye and be alert
to someone who is not doing that. We are working on
these things with this bill.
With all that is happening there is decreasing access for
hardworking, loyal Victorians to the services, because
police are being called away to deal with ice-related
violence and accidents. Fire brigades are also called
out. My area is manned by CFA volunteers, and what a
marvellous lot of people they are. They go to a lot of
callouts. They leave their jobs, they leave their farms,
and they leave their businesses to respond instantly. I
live on a hill above my CFA station, and I hear the siren
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frequently. The volunteers attend many accidents
caused by drugs — not just ice but other drugs. That
should not be happening, and we need to give police
powers to do this drug testing.
I am not sure the government’s Ice Action Plan is
aimed in the right direction. Time will tell, but I do not
think there is enough on prevention and education; it is
more about handling people who are addicted. I am a
little worried that the government is almost throwing up
its hands and we are resigning ourselves to the fact that
ice addiction is increasing and we are going to have to
deal with the aftermath. We have to do more to support
Life Education Victoria to visit more schools and to
talk to more students about their bodies and what
happens when they take a substance, whether it is legal
or illegal, so these young kids grow up knowing what a
drug will do to their bodies if they take it. They will
know which ones are beneficial and which ones are bad
for them. We need to work on our young people to stop
this downward spiral, no matter what the drug is or
what age group it affects.
This sort of road safety legislation makes me proud to
be a politician. I wish that the debate we are having on
the bill and the tone in which it is being conducted
would spread to other parts of the Parliament,
particularly after today’s question time, when I saw and
heard all the personalised insults and remarks. That was
very disappointing. I support the bill.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — I rise to contribute to
the debate on the Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015. I,
too, am proud that it is receiving bipartisan support. It
touches issues that are very important to our
communities.
As we have heard, there are two aspects to the bill. The
first addresses the blood testing of drivers who are
involved in a motor vehicle accident, where a serious
injury or fatality occurs. The second addresses hoon
driving, with amendments to improve the current
regulatory scheme for the impounding, immobilising
and forfeiture of motor vehicles. I will focus on the
second aspect, which is hoon driving, because it has
particular relevance to my community. Sadly, a very
common complaint put to me is that hoon driving is
having a serious impact on community members,
particularly young male members.
Before I get onto hoon driving I want to pick up on a
few of the comments made by the member for Box Hill
in his contribution yesterday. I take exception to the
member’s comments that the Andrews government’s
Ice Action Plan will be ineffectual. The plan is a
tremendous initiative to tackle a terrible epidemic in our
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communities. Police, welfare groups and the Australian
Medical Association Victoria, to name just a few, have
come out overwhelmingly in support of this plan and
our government’s funding commitment to tackle the
epidemic.
I would also like to clarify a point raised by the
opposition about a so-called omission to include heroin
in the definition of a prescribed illicit drug. As we have
heard, this is a technical matter and will not impact the
ability of police to test for heroin. On the contrary,
under these amendments police will most certainly be
able to conduct a full test for all psychoactive drugs,
including heroin. The member for Yan Yean indicated
that a briefing from Victoria Police will be available for
members, and I encourage members to attend that
briefing once the bill passes this house. I applaud both
sides of the house for their bipartisan support of the bill,
in particular in relation to hoon driving, which leads to
road trauma. Any steps we can take to reduce road
trauma should be applauded.
Hoon driving is a significant issue in my electorate, and
in fact local residents have been taking matters into
their own hands. They have been letterboxing leaflets to
residents explaining how to dob in hoons, including
what kind of evidence they need to present to police so
that prosecutions can take place. My community has
seen its fair share of fatalities. There is a very sad
history in my electorate of crashes involving multiple
deaths, predominantly amongst young men. While a
number of people might think that the amendments
before us are relatively meaningless in the scheme of
things, if they reduce road trauma they should be
applauded and implemented.
I would like to tell the house a couple of stories about
how we have been impacted by hoon driving. My sister
and her family purchased a house several years ago in a
suburb quite close to mine. After they had been there
for about eight months they noticed a number of people
laying flowers at a tree at the front of the driveway. It is
a big, beautiful ghost gum tree. She asked the
neighbours about it, and apparently back in 1998,
getting close to 20 years ago, eight boys from the local
high school crammed into a car and drove down this
quiet, residential street at excessive speed. The driver
lost control of the car and three boys were killed that
night. One was 16 years old and two were aged
17 years. Nearly 20 years later that community is still
carrying the scars of the accident. Every time I visit my
sister I look at the scars on the tree and I am reminded
of the far-reaching impact the trauma has had and is
still having on the community.
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I was personally involved in another incident when a
young man decided to lay down in the road while his
mate drove a car at him at excessive speed. The idea
was for the car to avoid the young man in the road, but
it did not. The driver misjudged it and he ran over the
young man. That young man is now a paraplegic,
which is another terrible waste of life. For members of
my community, indeed for communities everywhere,
laws which save lives and seek to reduce dangerous
driving, nuisance driving or antisocial driving are very
welcome, and the bill does that.
In relation to hoon driving the bill makes amendments
to the regulatory regime around vehicle sanctions for
hoon driving behaviour and offences. Laws giving
police the power to sanction vehicles came in in 2006,
and under those laws police can impound, immobilise
or even permanently confiscate vehicles in certain
situations, regardless of who owns the vehicle or
whether the driver is its registered owner. These
sanctions have become an important part of the regime
against hoon driving. They act as a deterrent to other
drivers. They also remove the ability for drivers to
engage in this behaviour by impounding or
permanently confiscating a vehicle.
At the moment hoon driving is categorised into two
tiers. Tier 1 offences deal with the more serious
offences, where speeds are in excess of 70 kilometres
an hour over the speed limit or where there are repeat
offences such as drink-driving, drug driving or
unlicensed driving. Tier 2 offences deal with speeding
at a lesser speed and include things like street racing,
speed trials and the improper use of a vehicle. A
magistrate can make orders to impound or immobilise a
vehicle or to have a vehicle confiscated. Under the
current law where this occurs hoon drivers are required
to repay the costs of those actions. The bill makes it
clear that those costs will include all costs, including
indirect costs, so there is full recovery. This is an added
disincentive to hoon driving, because it will make it
significantly more expensive when a car is subject to
these sanctions.
The second aspect of the bill — and this is also
important in relation to hoon driving — concerns road
safety cameras. Police will be able to use road safety
cameras to detect certain offences, which will then
trigger the hoon driving regime. That is a significant
step along the path to reducing road trauma on our
roads.
The final amendment I will speak on concerns hardship
cases. Presently magistrates can choose whether or not
to make an order against a vehicle, and in cases of
exceptional hardship the magistrate may choose not to
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make that order. What this bill does — and I think it is
in line with community expectations — is provide
magistrates with a clear direction on when not to
consider exceptional hardship as a ground for declining
to make an order to impound or immobilise a vehicle.
In summary, people may think that only illegal street
racing or speed trials pose a road safety risk, but
hooning covers all aspects of antisocial and reckless
driving and puts the lives of many people at risk. Time
and again we have seen how hoon driving and reckless
driving have significant and far-reaching impacts on
members of our communities. Unfortunately,
statistically it seems that young people — and it is
typically young men — are most at risk of hoon
driving, and as I said, the consequences can be
devastating.
We have a culture of hoon driving that needs to be
addressed, and that will require complementary
strategies of education, community engagement, good
role models and perhaps even an understanding that
driving is not a right but a privilege. It is also
imperative that we have in place laws to deter people
from hoon driving. I commend the bill for its attempt to
reduce road trauma and make our roads safer for all
road users in our communities.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — Driving is definitely
not a right but a privilege, and a privilege that we
should be very cautious with, because when you hop
into a vehicle you hop into something that is a lethal
weapon, and if you do the wrong things in that car, the
consequences can be detrimental to yourself, your
community and your family.
I will take a bit of leeway by making comments that are
not directly on the bill. Many people would have heard
of a recent vehicle accident in Avonsleigh, near
Emerald, in my electorate. Three young people from
our community, Sharn Walker, Felisha Allen and Jason
Breakwell — aged 17, 17 and 18-years-old
respectively — went for a night out and will never get
to see another Christmas. There are families up there
who are devastated. We were proud of the way the
whole community came together after the accident. I do
not know why the accident happened. There are lots of
rumours out there, as there always are when these sorts
of things happen. I put on the record my thanks to the
first responders to this accident, particularly those from
the Emerald Country Fire Authority (CFA). Paul
Yandle, the captain of the brigade, has done a fantastic
job.
We have to learn from what has happened in these
incidents. There is a group in Emerald has gone out of
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its way to say exactly what everybody in this house has
said: too often the statistics show that young people are
the ones who are dying on our roads. Between the ages
of 18 and 25 is when male drivers tend to have the
highest rate of accidents, and we have seen that
periodically. There is a recent advertisement talking
about how there is a 30 per cent increase in the accident
rate when you get onto your P-plates from your
L-plates and you do not have someone beside you as
you drive.
Up in the Dandenong Ranges there is a group called
ECHO, a youth organisation led by Wayne Collins.
Anyone who has been through our area knows Wayne
Collins. Emerald Secondary College is active in
promoting initiatives around safe driving. Emerald
State Emergency Service does an absolutely fantastic
job, and it obviously responds to accidents up there.
Victoria Police is outstanding in its responses up there
and in what it does.
Two years ago Victoria Police got together with Jody
Yandle — the wife of CFA captain Paul Yandle, who is
also an active CFA member herself — and started a
local Teenage Road Information Program (TRIP).
TRIP has been run in different parts of the state. They
were not trying to reinvent the wheel; they were
looking for something that would have a positive
outcome for locals in their community. TRIP is based
around teaching young people what can happen when
you hop behind the wheel. One of the big things is that
young people have the courage to put up their hands
and say, ‘I do not want to be in this car at this time’.
That could be because they have noticed that the driver
is speeding, hoon driving, drink-driving or drug driving.
It is really important that we get that message out there,
particularly in my community, which is going through a
difficult time after losing three of its young footballers
and netballers from the Emerald Football Netball
Club — who were also, more importantly, young
students from Emerald Secondary College.
We on this side of the house do not oppose the bill
before us today, because we support anything to do
with road safety. It is important that as a community
within the Parliament — and I know we all have
different views — road safety is at the forefront of all of
our minds and that we ensure that legislation, education
programs and everything around the issue is based on
reducing the road toll. I heard the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety refer to the government’s target of
getting the road toll below 200, and I hope we achieve
that. I do not really care who is in government; I just
hope the road toll goes well and truly below 200. We
would love to see a target of zero; that is obviously
something we would love to see achieved in the future.
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Cars are safer et cetera, but there are all the different
things we can do along the way — and this bill is one
of them — to ensure that we can improve road safety.
One of the issues that I know has been raised by those
on this side — and I know the member for Box Hill
raised this issue — is the change from the original
legislation last year to the bill that is before us now,
particularly around heroin. Heroin has a devastating
effect on our road toll. We are talking about ice at the
moment as one of the big drugs — we have programs
to deal with it, and I know all governments want to find
a way to get ice off our streets — but heroin has been
there for a while, and it is still around. It is still quite
predominant, particularly in the areas I have been in.
When I was in Victoria Police I was working a night
shift in Dandenong. Just before we finished the shift,
we got a phone call to say there had been an accident
down the road from where we were. We were just
pulling in to the station, so we jumped back into the car
and drove back down the road. The accident involved a
sergeant who had worked at the Frankston police
station. He was riding down Frankston-Dandenong
Road on his pushbike when he was hit by a vehicle. It
was a hit and run; the car had taken off. He survived,
but he was in a critical condition at the time and it did
not look very good. We went through the normal
investigative process of finding out what had happened
in that accident. We got some identifying information
about the car that was involved. We went through the
process and found out that the car belonged to a female
in Dandenong and that she had lent it to her brother.
After about 16 hours of overtime, we were still sitting at
the station at nearly midnight, ready to come back for
our next shift. We had just about tied up our
investigation, and we thought we had everything in
place. We were going to go off, have a rest and come
back again when we got another call. The call was
about the same vehicle. It had damage to its front
headlight, and it was parked in a shopping centre car
park in Dandenong. We went down, found the driver
and apprehended him. The only way to describe him at
the time — and I think my statement had exactly these
words in it — was to say that he was off his head. He
had been on heroin and had had a heroin kick just
before we got to him. Later he admitted he had had one,
and he said that he had absolutely no recollection of
what had happened on Frankston-Dandenong Road. He
went through the court process. Drug testing was just
coming in, and it was a very difficult process.
When we have accidents involving death or serious
injury, the applicable legislation, such as this before the
house, must include the requirement that drivers have a
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blood test and be tested for heroin. Heroin is still used a
lot and it is still a major drug of choice, particularly in
some of the communities in which I have worked.
When people are on heroin they have no concept of
what they are doing, but they cannot use that as an
excuse for what they do. It is very important that the
legislation requires that they be tested for heroin.
That is probably the biggest issue that opposition
members have with this bill. Members on both sides of
the house have supported much road safety legislation,
particularly around hoon driving. We have seen a
reduction in the road toll. Under Premier Baillieu and
Premier Napthine we had the Talk the Toll Down
program, which was supported all round. Most weeks
the Berwick Gazette and the local Pakenham paper
have something in them about the Talk the Toll Down
campaign, which actually starts conversations. On
occasion they move the ad around, and sometimes they
put it into the sports section of the paper. Last week
they had it in the sports section, which was particularly
relevant to the people in the Emerald community
because of what has happened there.
We need to create the conversation around what
people’s responsibilities are when they get into a
vehicle. I agree with the member for Carrum that it is a
privilege to drive in Victoria and it is 100 per cent not a
right to do so. As we have that privilege, we need to get
that message out to our young people. Legislation such
as this will get the message across to make sure that
young people understand exactly what is going on
when they hop behind the wheel of a vehicle. They
have to do 120 hours of driver training, but there is still
a big concern after that when they are on their P plates.
To the people at VicRoads and others out there who
provide education programs, I say that the education
programs are well run and that overall they are very
well accepted. It is difficult to get that message out to
young people. I know that you, Acting Speaker, know
that sometimes it is not easy to get a message across to
a young person. If you put it in a school environment, it
is a quite difficult process to get certain messages
across. It is important to put the road safety message out
in different formats.
We should be proud of the way it is done in this state.
Victoria is a leader in road safety not just in Australia
but in the world, as I have seen when I have travelled to
look at road safety measures in other jurisdictions. That
comes down to successive governments making
decisions to keep road safety at the forefront of the
minds of their members and the people in the
departments who are working to make sure that the
road safety programs are delivered and that the message
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is getting out there so that young people are aware of
and take on board the responsibilities they have.
We on this side hope that this year we see the road toll
stop where it was last year. Every person who dies on
our roads is someone who will not be around at
Christmas time. I ask all our first responders — the
members of the Country Fire Authority brigades, the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade, the State Emergency
Service, ambulance services, Victoria Police and all
those in all the other community support programs —
to keep up their work and to keep that message out
there. Our young people are too important to not do
that.
In closing, I indicate that opposition members do not
oppose the bill. We would like to see testing for heroin
become compulsory, but other than that we would like
to see a speedy passage of the bill.
Mr LIM (Clarinda) — I am very happy to rise to
contribute to the debate on the Road Safety
Amendment Bill 2015. With your indulgence, Acting
Speaker, I will speak from a different perspective. I
recall that when I came to this country some 40 years
ago there was commentary on the road toll at that time,
which was being compared to the total number of
deaths from our engagement in Vietnam, which was
504. It was noted that in Victoria alone we were killing
each other on the roads to the tune of more than
1000 people a year. We have come a long way from
that, and we should be very proud of our record because
last year we lost 148 lives. That reduction in the road
toll is a tremendous achievement.
We are now leading the world. We were the first
jurisdiction on the planet to introduce the compulsory
wearing of seatbelts in cars. We have built better roads
and safer cars and had public education campaigns. All
our infrastructure is aimed at supporting the prevention
of anything going amiss on our roads. The previous
speaker mentioned the tremendous efforts of our
emergency services workers, including the police, in
reducing the impact of the trauma of deaths on our
roads.
Having said all that, it would be remiss of me not to
make a comparison with the statistics from my home
country of Cambodia. The road carnage there breaks
my heart. The road toll is just out of control. Every day
five or six people are killed on the roads there and road
accidents result in 20 to 30 people suffering serious
injuries — they lose a limb or are paralysed. The
population of Cambodia is about 15 million people,
which is about three times Victoria’s population. If we
multiply Victoria’s road toll of 148 people by three, the
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total is 444. In Cambodia every year nearly
2000 people die on the roads. Looking at the figures in
that context, 400 per cent more people die in that
country than in Victoria.
I am lucky and privileged to live in this state that is at
the forefront of many areas. We have a very high
standard of living and quality of life. I just wish we
could transplant everything we have here so that we
could reduce those figures of the terrible carnage on the
roads in Cambodia. I just hope that somehow we can
help that country as we helped East Timor during the
Bracks and Brumby governments. I will never forget
the commitment made during the first term of the
Bracks government — that the government would
reduce the road toll by 10 per cent. At that time I asked
myself, ‘How are we are going to do it? How can we do
it?’. We did it, and the road toll figure keeps reducing
because of our public education programs.
Our community is conscious of the fact that we cannot
continue to allow our young people to kill each other on
our roads as they have done in the past. It is a
tremendous responsibility, and we take on the challenge
to be much better educated and much more aware. The
drink-driving education campaign is having a huge
effect on the road toll. I am concerned to discover how
we can get people in other parts of the world to copy us,
to make it happen so that they can share in the joy of
this great way of life and the way we care about each
other on the road.
Having said all that, I can only say that on both sides of
the chamber, all members are passionate about this
issue, and despite our political differences, when it
comes to road trauma we have only one purpose, and
that is to make sure that our quality of life is translated
into legislation and developed in its implementation so
that road safety continues to improve and we can still
lead, walk tall and walk proud in the civilised world,
the Western world and the whole world. I have nothing
but praise for the minister for making this amendment
by introducing this bill.
I am conscious of the opposition bringing to the
minister’s attention many points of concern,
particularly the member for Box Hill, and I understand
that all those concerns have been taken into
consideration and have been addressed. I heard the
remarks of the police officer involved in the radio
interview, and all that combines to point to the fact that
we are on the right track. We are united as a
community, and we will continue to fight the scourge
on the roads to improve road safety. I have not much
more to say because I do not want to go through all the
technicalities that many other members have already
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covered. I wish the bill a speedy passage with the
blessing of the house.
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I too find it a great
honour to rise to speak in the debate on the Road Safety
Amendment Bill 2015. As has been said by others on
this side of the house, we will not be opposing the bill.
We think the bill is a logical step forward, and anything
to do with road safety that is going to protect lives,
especially innocent lives, has our full support. The
reasons we are not opposing the bill, rather than coming
out and wholeheartedly supporting it, is because we
believe there are small improvements that could be
made, and certainly the member for Box Hill
mentioned some of those. I will get to them in a little
while, but to begin with I will talk about the proposed
legislation.
The bill makes a number of amendments to the Road
Safety Act 1986. The most predominant amendment
will be in relation to section 55BA, which addresses a
legal loophole that has attracted, we can only say, a lot
of criticism from the community over the years. The
new section will allow police to request a blood sample
from persons in charge of a motor vehicle that has been
involved in a car accident where there has been serious
injury — and the word ‘serious’ is important in that
regard — or a fatality, especially if they themselves
were not injured in the accident. The request is
necessary to allow police to obtain evidence of a drug
impairment or the influence of drugs in a driver’s
system so that people are held accountable for their
actions on our roads.
Until these amendments take effect, drivers can refuse
to provide a blood sample being taken at the scene of an
accident unless they have been injured and taken to
hospital. The amendment has been constructed to
address some of the tragedies which have been all too
prevalent and have been reported in our newspapers. I
speak of one such accident in particular. It involved
Tien Le, who lost her life. She was just 34 years old and
a passenger in a car being driven by her partner in
Docklands in February last year which was hit when a
male driver went through a red light. The male driver
refused to provide a blood sample, and that was his
legal right at the time. Police took an oral swab analysis
that detected the drug ice in his system. They
discovered nearly 50 grams of ice in the car. There was
also a set of small scales and a smoking pipe.
What the controversy was about and what so many in
the community spoke about at the time was the fact that
the driver was charged with dangerous driving causing
death, whereas if a blood test had supported the fact that
he had those drugs in his system and was under the
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influence of those drugs while he was driving, he could
have been charged with culpable driving causing death,
which carries a maximum penalty of 20 years.
However, given the sentence he received, should he
receive an early release he could be out on parole in just
20 months. There is a big difference between 20 years
and 20 months. That case demonstrates the need for the
police and our courts to be able to assess very carefully
what the influences were in the circumstances leading
to an accident. They need to be able to do that in order
to charge the person with the most appropriate offence
and then, obviously, give the offending driver the most
appropriate penalty. When the coalition was in
government it recognised that loophole. We acted to
amend the law before the election, but the full force of
that did not come through, and so we are not opposing
what is happening now.
There are also amendments to the hoon driving
provisions relating to the impounding regime, but I will
not go into detail on that aspect at the moment. What I
want to talk about relates to what was raised by the
member for Box Hill in his contribution, which many
others on our side have also raised. When we proposed
this sort of legislation, we talked about the need for
testing for heroin. Heroin is one of those drugs that has
been around pretty well forever. The drug ice is one
that is new to us, and we can detect it much more
easily. In drafting the legislation before us today, the
government would prefer to take heroin out of the
equation because it is difficult to differentiate between
heroin and some other products that manifest in
chemical markers. I am not a chemistry major, and I
say that outright, so I will try to explain this the best
way as I understand it.
I wanted to know more about this and to find out why it
was so difficult to accurately detect a drug that we have
known about for so long. Of course drug testing is not
new and the drug is not new, so why is it that we cannot
detect heroin with any great certainty? I was listening to
the minister before, and he was talking about the
chemical marker 6-monoacetylmorphine, which is
found in heroin. I did a bit of an investigation into this.
From what I have read — again, if anybody is listening
to this or reading this who is a chemistry major, I am
sorry if I botch this up — heroin has a half-life of
between 3 and 8 minutes. At that stage it starts
manifesting itself in various markers that can also be
found in substances like codeine. When it metabolises
into morphine — that generally happens within an
hour — it is my understanding that it can be detected,
and there are various ways of detecting it.
My question is: if an initial drug test is taken, say, for
example, a swab test, and it indicates that these markers
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are present, then at least that gives us an idea that there
is a prima facie case for further testing. If the test comes
back negative, then we probably do not need to go any
further. But if it comes back saying there are definitely
markers, then let us eliminate some of the other
potential reasons for coming up with those markers as
positive. A blood test is a logical next step.
I am not quite sure why there is an objection to doing
this. Certainly, if someone had, for example, taken a
prescription medicine with codeine in it, they would be
able to very quickly produce a prescription or the
medication and say, ‘I have taken this, and that is why
these markers are coming up positive in my blood
tests’. If they have nothing to hide, I am guessing that
they are probably not going to have any problem
clearing their name. So I am not understanding this, and
I look forward to the minister perhaps explaining this
further. If we assume everybody is innocent, we should
give them a chance to clear their name using the
resources available.
I understand that one of the ways of detecting the
difference between the components is through gas
chromatography. There are studies in America that I
have looked up, and if people want to have a good
sleepy read then the Separation Techniques in Clinical
Chemistry at pages 227 to 229 has some very
fascinating facts about how you can differentiate
between 6-monoacetylmorphine and the diamorphine
markers. It is an interesting read, and for me it posed
more questions than it answered.
This is a drug that can so obviously change somebody’s
behaviour and lead them to undertake various activities
that they may not have done had they not been on
heroin. Why is it that we are excluding rather than
including it, and saying, ‘If we test further, we can
extrapolate from that whether or not it was heroin or
some other drug that has manifested itself in the
system’? Why we are excluding it? I am not quite sure.
I would like to see that amendment made, and I think it
is logical. I think it would provide a greater protection
for everybody on the roads to have that included rather
than excluded.
I want to finish up by thanking our first responders —
our policemen and women, our fireys, our state
emergency services personnel — who, on a daily basis,
turn up to accidents where people have been
irresponsible. Sometimes these were accidents, and
sometimes they were just accidents waiting to happen. I
commend the bill to the house. I hope the bill has a
speedy passage, but I hope that it can be amended.
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Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the Road Safety Amendment Bill
2015. I think this is an important piece of legislation,
because it continues the leadership role that Victoria
has played in relation to innovative road safety
initiatives. Victoria has played a leading role in the
world of road safety, going back to the 1970s with the
1060 campaign — I think that is what it was
called — —
Mr Nardella — 1066.
Mr PEARSON — 1066. I thank the member for
Melton.
At that time 1066 people had lost their lives on
Victorian roads. That was coming off a much lower
population base than we have now. Obviously a lot of
that was related to people drink-driving rather than
ingesting other substances. I think the Chifley
government banned heroin in about 1947, and at that
point in time I believe Australia had the highest per
capita consumption of heroin in the world.
The 1066 campaign was focused more in those days,
the 1970s, on drink-driving. We had the .05 campaigns,
which started to change and influence people’s
behaviour. In preparing for this debate I reflected on my
inaugural speech from last year. I said then, and I affirm
now, that empowering people to make better decisions
is the most effective tool in public policy. That is
certainly the case in road safety. If you look at the
strength and success of the Transport Accident
Commission (TAC) campaigns, you see that it is
basically about providing information to people so that
they can make informed choices. There is also an
element of enforcement that goes along with that.
Interestingly, when the original TAC campaign was
devised and developed in the late 1980s, one of the
reasons behind it was to try to make the police feel
better about nabbing drink-drivers. One of the key
pieces of research evidence that came out according to
Steve Crabb, who was the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services at the time, was that sworn officers
did not think that arresting people for being over the
limit was a worthy pursuit. People might recall those
very first ads. A bloke gets pulled over, and he blows a
positive reading. His girlfriend is sitting in the
passenger seat, and she screeches at the officer, ‘Why
aren’t you catching burglars?’. If you saw an ad like
that today you would think it was just laughable, but we
have progressed, we have moved on. At that stage it
was about making police officers feel better about
tackling drink-driving. What we are seeing now is the
next evolution of the campaign.
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Part of this is in relation to trying to look at the broad
spectrum of the community to make sure that the bulk
of people do the right thing and make better and
informed choices. If they are out for dinner, they do not
go around and have a third glass of wine. If they are
going to drive, they behave. It is also about making sure
appropriate enforcement mechanisms are in place to
marginalise recidivist offenders, target that cohort
effectively and make sure appropriate penalties are in
place so that people behave appropriately.
In relation to the bill before the house today, it is about
empowering police to request a blood sample from
those people who have been involved in an accident
while driving that has caused a serious injury or fatality
but who have not been hospitalised. Clearly this
legislation reflects the wishes of Victoria Police in
terms of being an appropriate instrument that they can
utilise to engage in more effective law enforcement
activities. The member for Box Hill, who is in the
chamber now, has raised some concerns about aspects
of this bill, and I understand that the minister has
offered the member for Box Hill a briefing to allay
some of his fears and concerns. I am assuming that
briefing would be offered to other members of the
house who might also wish to seek some further advice
on this matter. That is an important opportunity for the
member for Box Hill to seek further clarification and
advice and allay his concerns and fears.
The legislation is also important, because we are seeing
an ageing demographic in our community. People are
getting older, and the reality is that my
great-grandmother lived to be 101. She lost her husband
in 1974 and spent the following 20 years popping six
valium a day and watching the Mike Walsh Show,
which seemed to work for her at the time.
Mr Nardella — If I’d been watching the Mike
Walsh Show, I’d be popping six too.
Mr PEARSON — If I were watching the Mike
Walsh Show with the member for Melton, I think we
both would be popping copious amounts of valium.
Let us be honest, if you are the child of a baby boomer,
you look at your parents and kind of know what sort of
pathway they will pursue as they get older. They will
stay out of a home for as long as they can; they will
want to live independently. They will want to be able to
hold onto their licence for as long as they can, and they
will want that freedom. That is an entirely appropriate
thing to do, but with the ageing demographic there will
be a greater uptake of prescription medication — as you
would expect — and there is a need to make sure that in
instances where people are in an accident the police are

Thursday, 6 August 2015

able to verify fairly quickly whether it is prescription
medication in someone’s system that may be a factor in
a collision or alternatively whether the individual
concerned may have taken illicit substances. It is not
likely that you are going to have an octogenarian ice
addict, but you just never know.
This bill is important to make sure that we continue to
reflect the changes in our society and continue to keep
pace with these changes. The legislation of the day
needs to reflect common practice and continue to
reflect those changes. If you go back to the 1970s and
the 1066 fatalities that were common then, you realise
that on a per capita basis that would be well over
2000 fatalities on Victorian roads today. Bills like this
play an important role in enforcement and making sure
appropriate checks and balances are in place.
The bill also makes some amendments to the hoon
driving regime. Again this is trying to clamp down on
bad behaviour. I grew up out in the suburbs and
remember that was just the sort of thing you would do.
You would get your souped up Torana or HQ Holden.
Ms Ward — The old Torana.
Mr PEARSON — Yes, you would be at school and
people would be doing — —
Mr J. Bull interjected.
Mr PEARSON — The member for Sunbury says
that his first car was a Sunbird. I would like the house
to note that my first vehicle was a UC Torana. It was
badged as a Sunbird, but it had a rebuilt red engine, so
it was a four-on-the-floor 202. It was a Torana. It was
badged as a Sunbird, but it was a Torana. Back in the
‘80s out in the suburbs that is what you would do. You
would aspire to have a Torana or a HQ Holden, and
hoon behaviour was rampant and endemic, certainly
out in Wantirna. There was not much else to do out in
Wantirna in the 1980s.
Mr Wakeling interjected.
Mr PEARSON — I can say to the member for
Ferntree Gully that I know many of his constituents
very well indeed, but the reality is that you cannot
behave like that these days. That is appropriate, and it is
important. If you look at the trending down of the road
toll over the course of time, maybe it is to do with the
fact that you have fewer Sunbirds and Toranas on the
road now than in the 1980s. Maybe we are just getting
better with age.
The bill does make some amendments to the hoon
driving regime. That is an important initiative in trying
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to make sure provisions are more effective to ensure
that people do not behave badly. Also, where you have
repeat offenders out there who routinely break the law
for a bit of fun because they are bored or live in places
like Wantirna, it will help to ensure they do not do that.
That is important. This is an important piece of
legislation. We are moving forward. We are getting on
with it and delivering. I commend the bill to the house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dixon) — Order! I
remind the member for Essendon that a Sunbird is not a
Torana.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — As chair of the
Victorian Parliament’s former Road Safety Committee,
I had occasion to note in the chair’s foreword to reports
that in 2013 Victoria recorded its lowest ever road
death toll with some 242 deaths, as compared to over
1000 people in the late 1960s and early 1970s. Our
success in reducing the road toll has been achieved
through a collaborative approach. The community,
Parliament, dedicated road safety experts, academics
from various policy areas, the media and industry have
collectively been crucial in achieving that success.
In specific terms, in 1969 the great Harry Gordon, the
editor of the Herald Sun, commenced a campaign under
the heading, ‘Declare war on 1034’. The member for
Essendon is a student of history and his figure of 1066,
which I note was the year of the Battle of Hastings, is
not too far short of a 1970 figure for the road toll, which
according to one report was close to 1070. Sometimes
road toll data is reviewed as experts consider the
causation of crashes. For example, if it was an act of
self-harm, it might be removed from the road toll
figures; the final figures are settled some time later.
It is perhaps appropriate in a debate on road safety to
mark the contribution of the late Professor Peter
Joubert, for whom a memorial service is to be held later
this month at St Paul’s Cathedral. Professor Joubert
appeared before a parliamentary committee which was
looking into road safety checks on motor vehicles. He
was asked a question about whether he thought it would
improve road safety outcomes, and he replied that the
committee was wasting its time. Professor Joubert gave
robust, forthright commentary. He trained as a fitter and
turner, but after the war he became an academic and his
students have led engineering research around the
world.
Professor Joubert was signed up to a political party by
his wife when someone doorknocked his home — there
is a lesson for those who are interested in modern
methods of campaigning! As we know, he had a lot of
opinions on a lot of matters and he thought he should
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sign up with the local party branch. When he turned up,
they asked him for some policy motions and he said
one way to improve community safety outcomes was to
mandate the wearing of seatbelts. As a consequence of
his comments to a Victorian parliamentary committee
in the late-1960s, an inquiry was convened into the
mandatory wearing of seatbelts. This occurred against a
backdrop of civil libertarians in the other place and
robust community commentary, including the views of
specialist trauma surgeons such as Dr John Birrell, who
was a police surgeon. Dr Birrell had the experience of
arriving at motor vehicle crashes where alcohol was a
strong causative factor, and that was independently
adjudged. Good work was done by the Victorian
Parliament to take on board the views of Professor
Joubert and mandate the wearing of seatbelts. Through
that measure multiple lives have been saved, not just in
Victoria and not just around Australia, which followed
the Victorian example, but around the world.
In speaking to the Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015,
it is instructive to note the consequences of good ideas
that have been implemented through the legislative
process. Achievements of the Road Safety Committee
include the mandatory wearing of seatbelts, which was
a consequence of its 1969 report entitled Investigation
into the Desirability of the Compulsory Fitting and the
Compulsory Wearing of Seat Belts. Other innovations
resulting from the work of the committee include a
1969 inquiry into the introduction of a points demerit
scheme. The demerits point system was legislated in
Victoria in late 1969 and, as a consequence, road safety
behaviours improved.
In 1970 the committee held an inquiry into an aspect of
the drug and alcohol factor, and the achievement was
the mandating of hospital patient blood alcohol content.
This report addressed the issue of mandatory blood
sampling from persons involved in motor accidents to
test for alcohol content. The main purpose of the Road
Safety Amendment Bill 2015, is outlined by
clause 1(a):
to establish a regime where a police officer may require a
driver or person in charge of a motor vehicle involved in an
accident resulting in serious injury or death to allow a blood
sample to be taken for analysis —

and a range of other measures, including the
impounding of motor vehicles. It is interesting to
contrast the 1970 report with the legislation before the
house some 45 years later, which touches on a similar
area.
In 1975 there was an inquiry into alcohol and road
safety, and the achievement was random breath testing.
Victoria was the first state in Australia to introduce
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random breath testing in legislation. This was
introduced following the tabling of the 1975 report
entitled Inquiry into Alcohol and Road Safety. In 1976
there was an inquiry into involvement of motorcyclists
in road accidents, and the achievement of this report
was a motorcycle power capacity limit. Following this
inquiry, in 1979 the 260 cc power capacity limit for
learner motorcyclists was introduced in Victoria. I am
not sure to what extent a report like this might touch
upon the driving experiences of the members for
Nepean or Essendon in relation to their Torana Sunbird
or Sunbeam motoring experiences.
In 1977 there was an inquiry into the education, training
and assessment of motorcycle learner drivers, and the
achievement of this report was the establishment of
training centres. In 1981 there was an inquiry into
alcohol prohibition for first year drivers, and the
achievement was alcohol prohibition for probationary
drivers. In 1981 there was an inquiry into fatalities and
injuries involving children under eight who are
unrestrained in motor cars, and the achievement of this
report was the introduction of child restraints. In 1987
there was an interesting reform, the safe roads for
children inquiry into child pedestrian and bicycle
safety, and this led to the mandatory wearing of helmets
for cyclists, a matter which, I might add, remains
controversial in some quarters. There is the need to
balance the rights of cyclists to make a judgement
themselves about what might be safe circumstances, the
promotion of cycling as a recreational pastime that may
enable people to easily commute and gain beneficial
outcomes for their health and the reduction of vehicles
on the road.
In 1991 there was an inquiry into speed limits in
Victoria, and this report led to the implementation of a
speed limit revision program throughout Victoria,
which highlighted the need for uniform speed limits. In
2005 there was an inquiry into the country road toll,
and the achievement of this report was works to
improve the infrastructure of country roads. These are a
sample of the reports considered by the Victorian
parliamentary Road Safety Committee. That committee
has been conflated into another committee in the
current Parliament, but the achievements of the
committee should not be understated.
During evidence taken at a Road Safety Committee
hearing in the last Parliament, committee members
heard some tragic stories from people who had been
injured in road accidents. In one case a couple of young
motorcyclists collided on the crest of a hill head-on.
One of those persons is now endeavouring to rebuild
his life, and it has been a long and arduous journey.
Another articulate young school teacher in his late 20s
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had been the victim of a U-turning vehicle. He was
travelling on his motorbike, which went straight into
the side window of the van, and he ended up with an
acquired brain injury. He had struggled with that, but he
had done good work post-injury advocating on behalf
of other victims of road trauma so that roads might be
safer.
The bill before the house introduces a regime where a
police officer may require a driver or a person charged
with a motor vehicle involved in an accident resulting
in serious injury or death to allow a blood sample to be
taken. This will facilitate evidence-based research, as
well as provide better regulation to make our roads
safer in the future.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I am happy to join in this
sober debate on the Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015.
The Andrews government is to be commended for yet
again being proactive with this legislation. We have not
mimicked the lax and lazy behaviour of some members
in this place. Instead the hardworking Minister for
Police has ensured that the legislation gets it right: it not
only closes a loophole but it is well thought out and
considered legislation.
In my research for this speech I came across the
Australia’s Behaviour Concerns report, which found
that in 2013 road safety was one of the most common
issues keeping us awake at night. The survey was
undertaken by the Shannon Company and Sweeney
Research. Collation of responses from over
2000 Australians found that drink-driving and driving
after taking illicit drugs were among the first top five
social concerns. Other issues of concern were child
abuse, sexual assault, rape and antisocial behaviour in
public places.
As every speaker in this debate so far has said, this is a
big concern for people. It keeps us awake at night and
fills us with dread when we are waiting for someone to
come home and the clock is ticking. If they are not
home when we are expecting them, we wonder what
has happened. We do not worry about the driving skills
of our loved ones; we know, we hope or we believe that
they are not driving under the influence. But we are not
sure who else is on the roads. People worry about their
own safety and the safety of their passengers. They
worry deeply about the safety of their children who are
out on the road, especially those who have recently
gained their licence.
It is good that the opposition is seeking clarity on some
points of this legislation. I am glad that it has made
such a constructive contribution to the debate. I am also
glad that the government has been able to offer some
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clarity and certainty around this legislation. I applaud
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety for striving to
get our road toll down to under 200. That effort is
laudable, and we in this place are all united in our
desire to achieve that goal. We want people to be safe
on our roads. We want people arriving home to their
families safely.
We have heard discussion around 6-monoacetylmorphine
(6-MAM) and criticism that it is not being tested for. The
drug 6-MAM, as I have learnt, is an active metabolic of
heroin and can be a challenge to detect in blood. If a test is
not taken within an hour of ingesting the drug, other
opioids, such as morphine and codeine, can also give a
positive result. Therefore, anyone with a rotten cold who
had sucked down some Codral to help them soldier on and
alleviate the effects of their illness would test positive.
This is not helpful. As the member for Essendon has
indicated, many people in our community are prescribed
codeine and morphine, for a variety of reasons. When we
conduct testing we need to be sure that we know what we
are doing and what we are testing for and that we are
going to get the results we need and can understand.
Victoria Police has said that it is satisfied with the
extent of testing. In an interview with Neil Mitchell on
3AW, Inspector Martin Boorman said:
When we have a blood sample from a person in these
circumstances of the new legislation, we will be able to
analyse it for all psychoactive drugs.

He added:
In my view, the legislation closes that gap that we were very
keen to close.

It is great news that we have closed that gap and are
working towards making our roads much safer.
During 2014, like many on this side of the house, I got
to know a lot of good people who are paramedics. They
are people who stand up for their community and for
their rights in the workplace. They are dedicated,
hardworking and compassionate, and they take their
jobs incredibly seriously. One of the things they spoke
to me about were the incidents of road trauma they
experienced in their job day to day. They told me that
drugs, alcohol, fatigue and speed were the core causes
of serious road accidents.
I can only imagine what it is like arriving at the scene
of an accident and knowing that it could have been
prevented if someone had not taken an illicit drug or
drunk too much. It must be devastating for these
hardworking professionals to see an accident in front of
them that could have been prevented, which they have
to try to repair as best they can. If we can reduce that
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kind of trauma through legislation like this, it will be a
good thing not just for us and for our community but
for people like our hardworking paramedics. It will cut
down on the trauma they experience individually.
I am sure members would not be surprised to hear that
alcohol is the drug most widely used by Victorians. We
know that two out of five Australians have smoked
tobacco, drunk alcohol at risky levels or used an illicit
drug. We also know that nationally methamphetamine
use is highest among people in rural and remote areas,
where people are twice as likely to abuse those drugs as
those in non-remote areas. We know that there is a big
imbalance between the number of driver deaths in
country Victoria and in metropolitan areas. According
to Transport Accident Commission statistics, the deaths
are almost double in country Victoria. That is terrible. If
we can enact legislation like this to help reduce that
number, it will be a very good thing. The last thing we
want — and I know the whole house shares this
view — is trauma on our roads, especially on those
long rural roads that are not well lit, are bumpy and can
be corrugated or have potholes.
Ms Kealy interjected.
Ms WARD — Yes, over the last four years in
Gippsland when I have been visiting my mum and dad
and my brother I have seen those potholes — you can
believe me.
Hooning is another concern, especially in the outer
suburbs, where there are longer and wider roads. Unlike
the member for Essendon, I did not have a Torana — I
had a Mazda B1600. My little white Mazda was not a
very flash car and it did not go very fast. The dirt roads
of Research were good enough for it. But I did find
myself, through my own inexperience, in a position
where I crashed my car. I whacked into a massive gum
tree that did not get out of the way; it moved in front of
me. I was not under the influence of any substances; I
was just young and inexperienced and on a wet road.
But it really brought home to me the importance of
having all your faculties operating when you drive, of
concentration and of looking after yourself and making
sure you are able to be responsible when you drive.
It has been quite sobering to hear the stories members
have told about their own experiences with road
trauma. Pretty much everybody in this place has been
affected by a road trauma. We all know somebody who
has been in an accident or has been affected by an
accident. As the member for Yan Yean mentioned, this
year we had our own terrible accident on Yan Yean
Road involving a young man who attended one of my
local schools. It does not just affect family; it affects
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school friends, teachers, sporting clubs. These accidents
affect everyone.

hardship can be considered by a court. There are other
incidental changes to the legislation.

I am sure that we all experience a bit of an intake of
breath when we drive past those flowers and those
crosses that are dotted along the sides of our roads that
show where someone has passed away as a result of
road trauma. These are terrible things to come across,
and the more we can do to reduce the frequency we see
these things — the frequency of these accidents — the
better off we all will be. Like many in this place, I have
children. I have a daughter who in a few years will be
getting her learners permit, and I want her to be safe
when she is out on the road. I do not want concerns
around road safety to be keeping me up late at night. I
do not want to be worrying about how she is on the
road, how she is driving and importantly who is driving
around her. There are so many things to worry about
with young people, and if we can reduce our worries
about them on the road, we will all be the better for it.

In his second-reading speech the Minister for Police
pointed out that the bill fixes a loophole that exists in
the law currently by giving the courts and police greater
powers in dealing with drivers with drugs in their
systems when they are involved in serious motor
vehicle accidents. On 23 December 2014 the Herald
Sun reported that ice had been a factor in 18 road deaths
in the previous year, which is up by 30 per cent on the
year before. The newspaper further reported that
Victoria Police statistics had revealed that 7340 drivers
had been caught drug driving over the previous five
years and that of those 813 had been repeat offenders.
The figures were indicating that for every 15 drivers
tested, 1 was driving drug affected. What a huge impact
ice has had on our community. I think we are all aware
that driving and ice use has now become a major issue
in our community.

It is important to note that this bill does not require a
mandatory test of any uninjured driver and that the
Andrews government respects the advice of Victoria
Police, who are best placed to determine when such a
test should be applied. This government has given
Victoria Police the right to compel the taking of such a
test. It government is able to act in this way because it
has given police the relevant powers after it listened to
them. This is one of the great skills of the Andrews
government. We are a government that listens and that
creates legislation that responds.

As parents we all dread the nights when our children
are out on the roads, when our young adult children
who have drivers licences are out there driving around.
You have that fear of the phone call coming, of
something happening. We have all been affected and
know families where a young member of the family has
been killed in a motor vehicle accident. In country
communities that is particularly prevalent. In 2015 there
have been 148 road deaths, 81 of which have been in
rural Victoria, and so many of the people who die are
young men.

An honourable member interjected.
Ms WARD — I am glad the member mentioned
road funding, because one of the things we will be
doing is fixing up Bolton Street, which causes a
never-ending number of accidents in my community,
although thankfully not many of them are fatalities. We
are responding, and we will be spending $1 billion on
rural and regional roads over the next four years, so we
are making a fantastic effort. I am glad we are spending
that money. I commend the minister on this good
legislation and on trying to keep our community safe.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to support the
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015. This legislation
was introduced on 23 June and is designed to provide
the legislative provisions whereby a driver of a motor
vehicle involved in an accident resulting in serious
injury or death must undergo a drug test. The bill also
makes changes to the hoon driving legislation we have
in Victoria to allow police to recover costs associated
with impounding or immobilising motor vehicles and
further to clarify in what circumstances exceptional

Not only do deaths result from these sorts of serious
accidents, there are also very serious injuries.
Something like 24 000 people a year — this is based on
statistics I remember from several years ago — are
injured. The cost of seriously injured people to our
community is well known. By comparison the fatalities
are few. The cost of the serious injuries that result and
the huge impacts they have on families over time is
immense.
I recall driving home from Melbourne to Shepparton on
the Hume Highway just last year and experiencing
instant fear when a motor vehicle passed me as I drove
at 110 kilometres an hour. This vehicle must have been
travelling at at least 160 to 180 kilometres an hour. It
had a bit of vehicle broken off it and it was rattling
along the road as it disappeared past me. I instantly
called 000 to warn the police, and within about
5 minutes as I drove along the road I observed two or
three police cars out there. I did not observe whether
they had apprehended the offender or not. The fear you
have when you see someone go past you that fast is that
you are going to come upon a serious accident any
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minute, because the level of control a person has over a
motor vehicle in that circumstance is minimal, and of
course they are likely to be drug affected to be acting in
that way.
From the point of view of a rural representative, a
parent and a member of the community who has seen
the effects of all of these things, I cannot help but
support this piece of legislation. We need to see support
given to the courts to be able to deal with people in
these circumstances.
I have a few comments to make on the hoon legislation.
I think there was a time when we thought of young men
driving around the countryside in a hoonish way as
being foolish but not really so bad. However, times
have changed, and over a long period we have reached
a point where we can no longer accept such behaviour.
Certainly since about 2006, when this hoon legislation
was introduced, we have taken a very hard line on it.
Again referring to some local knowledge, I note that it
used to be that down by the Shepparton lake on a
Friday and Saturday night there would be numerous
cars parked there, and the activities later in the evening
were all about hoon driving. At times there would be oil
tipped over the road to make the skids and the turns
even better. Nowadays things are pretty quiet down by
Shepparton lake. It is fair to say that the hoon
legislation has had quite an impact on people’s
behaviour. I would like to think that as a result of that
there are fewer deaths and fewer serious injuries. These
sorts of activities are high risk, they are intentional and
they really do need to be punished. We have created a
level of criminality around that now rather than
regarding it simply as high spirits.
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second-hand car because the cost of impounding and
holding the vehicle is more than that old car is worth.
There are issues around that, and it is important that as
this legislation passes through the Parliament that
information gets out to young people. For many young
people their first car is a second-hand one and it is not
worth a lot of money. We know that the costs of
clamping or immobilising a vehicle and the costs of
taking a vehicle away and holding it for a period of
time are high. As well as the penalties that apply
through the courts, it would be very useful for people to
understand the substantial other penalty of the costs of
immobilisation. It may well provide some deterrent
effect as well.
For these reasons I support the Road Safety
Amendment Bill 2015, which is designed to deter
dangerous behaviour and deal with those who commit
serious offences of this nature.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I rise to speak on the
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015. The purpose of the
bill is to introduce provisions allowing Victoria Police
to request a blood sample for analysis from persons in
charge of a vehicle who have been involved in an
accident where serious injury or a fatality has occurred
and the person has not been admitted for medical
treatment. It also amends part 6A of the Road Safety
Act 1986 to improve the effectiveness of the hoon
driving regime by ensuring that all road safety camera
offences of extreme speeding are captured; to allow
Victoria Police to recoup costs for the impoundment
and immobilisation scheme; and to clarify under what
circumstances exceptional hardship can be considered
by the court when hearing an impoundment,
immobilisation or forfeiture order.

I note that South Australia, Queensland and Western
Australia all have legislation dealing with hoon driving.
It is widely regarded as acceptable to deal with these
sorts of situations through punishment. In addition to
the usual penalties, for both tier 1 and tier 2 offences the
court may make an order to impound or immobilise a
vehicle for between 30 days and three months. It can
also make an order for a vehicle to be forfeited and sold
if a person is found guilty of more than one tier 1
offence and for various other offences.

Over the years we have been reasonably successful in
getting the message across to the community that
drink-driving and, probably more recently, driving
under the influence of drugs constitute unacceptable
and dangerous behaviour. This cultural change over the
years has been making our road network a safer place
to be, and it is an important part of educating our young
people in particular. Statistically young males in
particular are the ones out there using drugs.

The amendments that provide for the payment of
designated costs by an offender should not be
underestimated. It is my understanding that they can be
very substantial and will result in substantial hardship
in many cases. It is an impact that the legislation
certainly intends to impose, and I wonder how many
people out there understand that impact. I have heard of
people simply not being able to afford to pick up their

We need to look at how we have used cultural change
over the last 20 years. The seatbelt campaign is an
excellent example of that. When I look at kids getting
into cars, the first thing they do is put their seatbelt on.
When I was a child we did not even have seatbelts.
Over the years we have seen that cultural change
emerge. We have heard about the laws requiring people
to wear helmets when riding bikes. That is the sort of

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT BILL 2015
2558

ASSEMBLY

cultural change that is really important when it comes
to drink-driving and now drug driving.
Unfortunately there remains a percentage of our
community that has not got that message, and they
continue to drink and drive and use drugs and drive. We
need to start addressing that, which is exactly what this
legislation will do. We often hear tragic stories of
people killed in car accidents because drivers were
under the influence of drugs. Over the years in Geelong
we have experienced many serious and fatal accidents,
and the impact on families is just unimaginable.
A lot of families come to me who have lost a child or
another family member in a car accident that involved
drugs or alcohol, and that kind of loss has a major
impact on the lives of those people. The other side of
that is that I have also had constituents come in to see
me whose children have been involved in an accident
and were the ones who were under the influence of
drugs or alcohol and killed somebody, usually a group
of friends in a car. That is pretty horrific for them, as it
is for the families who have lost their loved ones. These
people tell me we need to tighten up our laws, we need
to do something about this and we need to change the
culture. This bill goes a long way towards doing that.
Anyone driving under the influence must be taken off
our roads and, importantly, must face the penalties. We
must have these deterrents in place to ensure that
cultural change starts to emerge, particularly in relation
to drugs. If someone is involved in a serious accident
and is not hurt, they should be required to have a blood
test. Our police officers must have the power to request
a blood sample in these circumstances so that they can
hold people accountable for their actions on the roads.
Whenever these issues become prominent in our media
we have an influx of people wanting to have their say
and wanting to support any change that is going to
increase penalties as a deterrent but also to make the
community feel safer.
We need these tighter measures in place. If a person’s
child is killed or one of their children kills somebody
else, they want to be confident that there is legislation
in place to help deter drivers such as those in the future.
Data from the TAC shows that 25 per cent of all drivers
and motorcyclists killed on Victorian roads over the last
year had blood alcohol readings of 0.05 or over. The
majority of those drivers were heavily intoxicated, with
readings more than three times the legal limit. That is
pretty frightening. Given those statistics, it is likely that
there are drug-affected drivers on our roads as well.
I would like to think that when I go out on the roads I
am safe. When I first got my licence, my father often

Thursday, 6 August 2015

said to me, ‘I know you are all right, but worry about
the bugger on the road with you because they are the
ones you have to watch out for’. He was referring to
people drinking and driving, using drugs and driving,
and hoon driving — all those sorts of things that have
an impact on our community and our safety.
Unfortunately to date this year there have been five
fatalities on Geelong roads. They were not necessarily
all drug related, but we have heard in the house today
that people are genuinely concerned about the number
of road fatalities that we have. If we look at the
statistics, we see that 25 per cent of road fatalities are
caused by drink-driving, so obviously we still have a
very big problem to deal with. We need to put these
penalties in place, and we need to change that culture
over the coming years to ensure that our next
generation of kids will automatically know not to drink
and drive and not to take drugs if they are getting into
their car.
In relation to hoon driving, I would say it is an issue in
most communities. I receive regular complaints from
constituents about hoon drivers tearing up the streets in
suburban areas or using car parks or gardens — all sorts
of things — to have their excitement. Young people do
silly things. We all know that. We have all been young.
We have probably done stupid things before as well.
However, I think most of us in this house have
experienced constituents complaining about hoon
driving in their areas, so it is an important issue. It is
also a safety issue. Although those drivers may or may
not be under the influence of drugs, their behaviour is
generally threatening to our community. We have hoon
drivers going up and down suburban streets. My street
is a 40-kilometres-per-hour zone, but I have hoons
tearing along that street doing up to 80 kilometres per
hour, even when there are children on the street. It is
those sorts of things that we need to be very mindful of.
This bill allows Victoria Police to recoup the cost of
immobilisation and impoundment of vehicles by
amending the definition of designated costs in
accordance with Treasury guidelines. It is important to
get the message across to hoon drivers that their second
offence could result in them losing their vehicle for up
to three months and a third offence could result in
forfeiture of their vehicle. As the mother of three boys I
was continually reminding them about their behaviour
on the road. I am not saying that they did anything
wrong, but as a family it was always being raised
because, as I said, I know how silly young males can be
and that one silly decision can affect their life forever.
They could up in jail for doing something that was just
the result of a split-second, stupid decision.
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The bill also provides clear direction on when the
courts should not consider exceptional hardship as
grounds for declining to make an empowerment,
immobilisation or forfeiture order. It is also interesting
to note that the shadow Minister for Police gave an
interview on the Neil Mitchell show on Friday. His
claim was that the way the Road Safety Amendment
Bill 2015 had been drafted under our government
meant that Victoria Police would be unable to test for
opiates under the legislation. I can inform the house that
Victoria Police has advised that this is incorrect. The
Andrews Labor government is committed to reducing
the economic and social impact of road trauma, and I
congratulate the minister on his work in bringing this
bill to the house. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — It is a great privilege to be
able to stand in the chamber today to speak on behalf of
The Nationals on the Road Safety Amendment Bill
2015. As has been mentioned by previous speakers on
this side of the house, we largely support this bill
because we need to do whatever we possibly can to
improve road safety in our regions and in our cities.
There are two main elements to this bill. Firstly, it
amends the Road Safety Act 1986 in regard to drug
testing so that we can improve the regime we have and
give the police authority to request a blood test from all
drivers or those in charge of a motor vehicle involved in
a fatality or a serious-injury collision. This blood
sample can then be analysed for the presence of drugs.
That is an important gap to address. Issues have been
raised, and I know there will be further discussion. The
member for Box Hill has raised this issue, and he
comprehensively covered it when talking about some of
the gaps we see in this bill in comparison to the bill put
forward in October 2014 by the previous government.
The second element of the bill deals with the hoon laws
and vehicle impoundment, which are also very
important. However, I really want to focus today on the
drug testing side of the bill, particularly around the
impact on road safety for local people. We all have a
role to play and a responsibility to do what we can to
improve road safety. As somebody who has had
experience in the health sector and the hospital system I
have seen firsthand the damage that vehicle accidents
can do, not just to individuals involved but to witnesses,
family or friends of those involved in the accident and
to emergency services personnel, whether they be
volunteers or paid personnel, who go to the scene of
accidents and often see quite horrific injuries. In rural
areas it might be somebody they know, perhaps a
neighbour.
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When they are dealing with those terrible situations the
victim could be somebody who reminds them of their
child. With that in mind I would like to express my
appreciation for the hard work of paramedics, hospital
staff, State Emergency Service and Country Fire
Authority personnel, and the police, as well as
everybody who is involved in the first response to
accidents, which are often very traumatic and difficult
to deal with.
Another element which is a source of great discussion
in our local communities is drug and alcohol use,
particularly illicit drug use. At the moment we seem to
talk about ice more than we talk about anything else,
although I believe that alcohol consumption is still the
biggest issue we have in our communities. We need to
do whatever we can to lead people towards better
managing their intake of alcohol. We also need to make
sure that our sporting clubs in particular have support
so that they do not have to rely so heavily on their
financial intake over the bar and we can have
family-friendly sporting environments. There are many
clubs, particularly in western Victoria, that are taking
good steps forward in achieving that.
The use of ice is discussed quite often at the moment,
but it was really surprising to hear that the Northern
Grampians police reported that over the summer period
this year of all of the drivers they drug tested in
Western Victoria around half returned positive results.
Obviously this testing is somewhat targeted in that the
police will have a reason to believe there are drugs in
the driver’s system. They may show certain signs so
there will be a level of bias, but to think that about
50 per cent of the drivers who were drug tested returned
positive tests in the summer just gone is quite a
shocking statistic and it shows that we really need to be
doing something about it.
We often hear about the impact of drugs on people.
There is a story I heard through one of the ice forums in
our region held in Horsham last year and run by the
Wimmera Drug Action Task Force. I want to
acknowledge this task force, which has done a brilliant
job in developing these ice forums. It was the first body
across the state and nationally to run such forums. They
are really about educating the community so that
together we can show some leadership on this serious
problem.
I learnt a lot from the Wimmera Drug Action
Taskforce. In one instance a local police sergeant spoke
about somebody from the Edenhope-Minimay area
who was ice-affected and running around naked in a
paddock. It took a number of police officers to restrain
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the man and then take him to Horsham hospital, where
he got treatment.

lives as soon as possible by addressing prescription
drug abuse through real-time drug monitoring.

Drug use has a huge impact on all the systems in
communities. It is not just about road safety; it is also
about our health system and the way we can best
manage that. We need to make sure that our regional
hospitals are given support to better manage people
who are drug-affected. The infrastructure is not there at
the moment. Staff are being assaulted. We do not have
the capacity to handle people who are experiencing
acute psychosis that is drug-related; it is putting other
patients at risk as well, and tying up valuable resources.
We certainly need to do more than we currently are.

We do have people affected by these sorts of drugs
driving on the roads. I note that in 2012 more people
died from prescription drug overdoses than died on the
roads. We do not know how many of those people who
died on the roads were also under the influence of
prescription drugs, but we need to do more about it as a
community, and the government certainly has a role to
play as well.

We heard about the Ice Action Plan that Labor is
delivering, but we have yet to see $1 of that spent in
western Victoria. It is in the rural and regional
communities, where we do not have access to the same
level of support, where we do not have access to the
rehab beds — it is very difficult to enter that system —
and we do not have social workers and counsellors at
the same level as city areas do, that we really need to
see an investment around that.
During the debate we have heard about the risk of
heroin not being included in the range of drugs being
tested for. I note the member for Eltham spoke about
false-positive readings relating to codeine and
morphine. That got me thinking about those who have
detectable and perhaps high levels of morphine or
codeine in their system. Even though they are legal
drugs it does not make them any safer for our road
users. I do not think we should consider this issue so
narrowly that we must test for only illicit drugs.
Prescription drugs can be just as dangerous. We hear
about the current hidden problem of prescription drug
addiction and we have no way of managing that. Again,
the Wimmera Drug Action Taskforce has done an
enormous amount of work with the previous coalition
government and the current Labor government around
making an investment in a real-time prescription drug
monitoring system.
The previous coalition government — I was very
supportive and proud of this — put forward a
$7 million plan to implement a software system. Labor
has put forward $300 000 to do a study. I believe that is
progressing well. I have spoken to the Millingtons from
Nhill, who are very strong advocates of this program
and who, through the ScriptWise group, have
advocated for a real-time drug monitoring system.
Certainly steps are being taken and it looks like we will
get a good structure, but what I really want to see, once
we get that recommendation through, is funding from
the Labor government to make sure that we start saving

In her contribution the member for Eltham said, when
speaking about road safety as a whole, that we need to
do more about the condition of our roads. I have seen a
cut by this Labor government of 10 per cent in our road
asset management. We have also seen $160 million
pulled out of our country roads and bridges program,
which was an enormously successful program lauded
by every single council that I have spoken to. It would
be great to see Labor reconsider how we invest in our
country roads in particular.
I went to Hamilton Sheepvention on Monday, where I
asked that people nominate their worst road. The
Casterton–Coleraine section of the Glenelg Highway
was nominated as the worst, and it is terrible. I would
love to see more funding for the repair of that section of
road as soon as possible. We have heavy vehicles
moving through there carrying logs. We have families,
obviously, making the commute between Casterton and
Hamilton. It is a quite dangerous section of road so I
would love to see more funding for its repair.
In summary, we largely support the bill. It is good to
see that we have bipartisan support for most of it. I
know there are issues that will be taken up, and I hope
they will be addressed so that we can have a broader
scope of testing. I emphasise that we will not oppose
the bill.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is my pleasure to
rise to speak in the debate on the Road Safety
Amendment Bill 2015. As of midnight last night,
148 Victorians have died on our roads this year. I am
sure we would all agree that is 148 people too many.
We have much to be proud of here in Victoria in the
way that as a state we have comprehensively worked
over many years to reduce our road toll. Victoria has
often been at the leading edge of strategies to ensure
that our roads and cars are safe, that our roads are
adequately policed, and that drivers are well trained,
licensed and so on. Indeed, road safety in Victoria
requires a comprehensive response of policing,
community education, attention to motor vehicle design
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and safety improvements, road design, and of course a
legislative framework.
However, it is very important to remember — this point
has been made in the house in this debate — the
absolute responsibility of each and every one of us who
gets behind the wheel of a car to recognise that driving
is inherently dangerous. We need to take responsibility
for our own actions and ensure that we are able to
manage and handle a car, and that we do not drive
while under the influence of either drugs or alcohol.
This is an important individual responsibility and one
which I am sure all members of this house take very
seriously.
I have used the opportunity to have a look at Victoria’s
road safety strategy, which is a comprehensive strategy
that has been developed across agencies such as
VicRoads, Victoria Police, the Transport Accident
Commission and the former Department of Justice.
That strategy has been in place for some time. It was
last updated in late 2014. The vision of the strategy is
one which I believe we should aspire to. It is a vision of
zero deaths and zero serious injuries on our roads. That
is a big ask, there is no doubt about it, but it is certainly
something that we should all aim for.
I know it is unlikely that there is anyone in this house
who has not been touched by road trauma in some
personal way. It is not just about the deaths, but the
impact of some of the terrible injuries acquired as a
result of road trauma on people’s quality of life and on
that of their families, their carers and so on is untold in
our community. It is very important that we have an
ambitious target of zero deaths and zero serious injuries
on our roads. To achieve this vision, the combined
agencies are working to reduce the number of people
who die on our roads by more than 30 per cent in the
next 10 years. Meeting these targets will bring our
annual road toll to fewer than 200 people and save
more than 90 lives every year on year — 90 precious
lives. This means reducing deaths from 5 per 100 000
Victorians in 2012 to 3.3 per 100 000.
As I said, it is very important to have these ambitious
targets. I talked about the legislative framework being
very important to our road safety strategy. It is also
important to note that drug driving is indeed a focus of
the strategy. In fact, what we have found is that
approximately 15 per cent of drivers and motorcyclists
who were killed in 2009 tested positive for illicit drugs.
Cannabis and stimulants are the most commonly
detected illegal drugs among drivers killed on
Victoria’s roads. As the member for Lowan has just
told us, there are also road safety risks associated with
taking prescription drugs.
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I am informed — and I need to correct a point the
member for Lowan made in her contribution — that we
already have the capacity in Victoria to test and
potentially prosecute drivers who are found to have a
high level of legal drugs in their bloodstream. We
already have that safety net in place, which is a good
thing. When we talk about drug driving it is not just
illegal drugs that people need to be mindful of. They
also need to be attuned to the impact of prescription
drugs on their ability to operate a motor vehicle. As we
know, many drugs come with warnings, and people
would be well advised to pay attention to those
warnings.
Since the introduction of drug testing in 2004, 1 in
60 drug-driving tests conducted by Victoria Police have
detected a driver with illicit drugs in their system.
Preliminary results from research show that drivers
with three or more drugs in their system are found to be
at fault in more than 95 per cent of car crashes in which
they are involved. We have already heard at some
length about the detail in the bill, and I would like to
use this occasion to make a plea to drivers in my own
electorate of Macedon. We are talking here about road
safety, and it is vitally important to understand that
people in regional and rural Victoria are three times
more likely to die and 40 per cent more likely to be
seriously injured in road crashes and that nearly 70 per
cent of the fatalities on Victoria’s country roads are of
local residents. Drink-driving fatalities are nearly three
times higher in rural and regional Victoria, and around
a third of all fatalities on country roads are attributable
to a single vehicle leaving the road and hitting a tree.
Furthermore, 30 per cent of the fatalities and 60 per
cent of the serious injuries on country roads occurred in
large and small provincial cities, such as Bendigo,
Ballarat, Shepparton and Warrnambool.
It is vitally important that country people be able to
access these important messages about road safety and
act on them. The member for Lowan talked about the
state of our roads. My message to the people of my
electorate is that it is vitally important that as drivers in
regional Victoria we are cognisant of the state of our
roads and adjust our driving accordingly. What
concerns me is that people will drive to the speed limit
regardless of the condition of the road on that day. It is
quite frustrating. On a road where the limit might be
100 kilometres per hour, we should remember that it is
just the limit; it is not a direction to drive at that speed. I
extend this plea to people in country Victoria: just
because it says 100 kilometres per hour, it does not
mean you need to drive at 100 kilometres per hour.
Please drive according to the conditions of the roads.
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Again I remind people in my electorate to be careful of
wildlife on the road. We have lots of kangaroos and
wombats. I love them dearly, but you do not want to hit
one while you are driving as they can cause enormous
damage to vehicles and injury to drivers, not to mention
what can happen to them. It is very important that
country people take better care of themselves on our
roads and that they drive according to the conditions of
the roads. When country people drive for long
distances, it is vitally important that they take the
opportunity to rest every 2 hours or so. They need to
make sure they have a break because, as we know, you
need to be alert and focused when you are driving.
As my time has nearly expired, I am conscious that I
have scarcely spoken about the bill. However, many of
my colleagues have had ample opportunity to talk in
some detail about the provisions in this bill, all of which
I wholeheartedly support. In conclusion, I agree with
the member for Lowan that our State Emergency
Service members, our Country Fire Authority
members, our ambos — our frontline responders — do
a fantastic job. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
pleasure to speak on the Road Safety Amendment Bill
2015. We have already heard but I will repeat for the
record as part of my contribution that the bill inserts a
new section 55BA, which amends relevant sections of
part 5 of the Road Safety Act 1986 to allow police to
request a blood sample from a driver who has been
involved in a motor vehicle accident where serious
injury or fatality has occurred, if the driver is not
admitted to hospital in any case. The bill amends
section 84H of the principal act so that all prescribed
offences detected by a prescribed road safety camera
may be included as offences under which Victoria
Police can request surrender of the motor vehicle under
the hoon driving regime.
Currently, as we have heard, there is no requirement for
drivers who are not admitted to hospital to allow a
doctor or an approved health professional to take a
blood sample. This is an identifiable loophole that will
be closed. I am surprised that it has taken so long to be
debated in the Parliament because in hindsight it seems
so obvious a loophole. As I said, the bill also does a
number of other things, particularly in relation to hoon
driving. Under the hoon driving regime, police officers
can issue a notice to the registered operator of a motor
vehicle if the vehicle has been detected by a road safety
camera, as mentioned, in the commission of a relevant
offence without the need to identify the driver of the
vehicle. Such offences are considered operator onus
offences.
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This bill does a number of important things as far as I
am concerned in the name of road safety, something
which is vital and a key area of state government
responsibility. We have heard stories from different
colleagues about how their community has been
impacted by road trauma, and I am no different. To cite
just one example of many over the years, in my own
community in the Oakleigh electorate we suffered the
effects of the actions of a drug driver who ploughed
through the intersection of Dandenong and Warrigal
roads in January last year killing three people and
injuring three others.
I read from the ABC news report at the time, which
says:
Nei Lima Da Costa, 29, pleaded guilty to three counts of
culpable driving causing death and several other charges,
including negligently causing injury and recklessly causing
injury.

That man ran a red light. The report goes on:
Police said Lima Da Costa was on ice, also known as
methamphetamine, and was driving 120 kilometres per hour
when he went through a red light at Warrigal and Dandenong
roads in Oakleigh, in Melbourne’s south-eastern suburbs.
…
Traffic camera recordings showed Lima Da Costa’s car
entering the intersection more than 18 seconds after the traffic
light turned red.
Anthony Parsons, 45, was crossing the road and was killed
instantly when he was hit by the car, his body thrown more
than 50 metres by the impact.
Mr Parsons died in front of his wife, who had been walking
several metres behind him. She was not injured.
The couple had been celebrating their 10th wedding
anniversary.
Two other people, Savvas and Ismini Menelaou, were also
killed when Lima Da Costa’s car crashed into their sedan.
Three other family members, including their son Menelaos,
were critically injured.
The court heard Lima Da Costa’s car was travelling at
122 kilometres an hour before the crash and more than
45 kilometres over the speed limit at the time of impact.

Those are all too tragic stories. What makes them tragic
is a combination of things where the consequences are
so devastating and, as we have heard not just in this
case but also from other colleagues, it is all too
common, despite the road toll reducing over the years,
and mostly it is entirely avoidable. Those factors make
the situation very tragic.
The bill is excellent. I am proud of the fact that there is
bipartisan support for it, despite some small incursions
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into politics by the member for Lowan and others. It is
good for us to be united. I fully acknowledge that this
was a bill mostly designed by the previous government,
which did not have the chance to follow it through. It is
important to take a bipartisan approach on these sorts of
issues. The road toll, specifically in relation to drug and
drink-driving, is something that can be impacted on by
policymakers and the community and is completely
avoidable. Where we are now, as we have heard, from
where we used to be in this space, is a direct result of
media campaigns, legislative leadership and a whole
community approach.
I was looking at road tolls in other countries and, not
that this is a reason to relax on this issue, noted that we
are far ahead in terms of best practice and are doing
better work to reduce the road toll than many other
countries. That satisfies me in many respects because it
is an area in which we can have a measurable impact.
The bill is another example of that leadership. The
amendment is about saving lives and reducing serious
injury. Those who choose to take drugs and get behind
the wheel of a car need to know that the consequences
of their actions are significant. They should not be able
to hide behind legal loopholes, as many have done to
date. This bill is about the consistency and integrity of
the system and how two people who are equally
culpable are treated differently.
I also mention briefly something about the issue of
hoon drivers. I have heard some things from colleagues,
including the member for Geelong, who spoke about
hoon driving in her community. That is an issue I have
been involved with since my days on the Monash City
Council but also as the member for Oakleigh. There is a
stretch of road, along Dandenong Road and Princes
Highway, where, particularly during summer months,
hoon drivers are a real nuisance and cause danger in the
community. There have been large public meetings,
and essentially we have come up with as many local
operational differences as we can make. They include
no U-turn signs, no parking after 11.00 p.m. and those
sorts of restrictions. However, we are always stymied
by the fact that it is relatively easy for a hoon driver to
get their vehicle back once it has been impounded. I am
really pleased that I can now go to the community,
subject to the successful passing of this bill, and say
that both sides of politics supported legislative
measures which will make it more difficult for hoon
drivers to get back their vehicles. It will take time, but
as word gets out when one hoon driver finds it difficult
to recover his or her vehicle, it will lead to behavioural
changes, along with the other provisions encompassed
by the bill.
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I am proud to speak on this bill and proud that it is
bipartisan. Following the very fine example set by the
member for Macedon, I also want to reach out to
younger people, because on this issue younger people
are over-represented. I want to tell the younger people
in the electorate of Oakleigh that alcohol, drugs and
driving do not match. This is an issue that is far beyond
the licence registration system; it is a bigger social
policy issue. As we have heard, this government is
addressing other aspects of this issue through the Ice
Action Plan task force and a whole range of other
things such as youth employment initiatives and other
initiatives to teach young people to drive in year 10,
from memory. Those are all important contributions to
a more effective outcome.
I send a message to the community of Oakleigh,
particularly the younger members of the community,
that the cost of such behaviour, driving while under the
influence of either alcohol or drugs, is devastating. As
Justice Lasry said in the Supreme Court, a few seconds
of behaviour impacted heavily on dozens of people
associated with those two families. If people really
understand the impact of these incidents through victim
impact statements, through direct conversations with
victims and through initiatives such as legislative
leadership, we can address the existing gap to get the
road toll to zero particularly in relation to drugs and
alcohol.
It is my pleasure to support this bill. I know it has
bipartisan support, and I look forward to its speedy
passage through the Victorian Parliament.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I rise to support the
Road Safety Amendment Bill 2015. There has been
some discussion about people owning cars and which
cars they owned first. Our first family car, which I
managed to drive — I will not tell you what age I was
when I started to drive a car because it would have been
seen to be illegal back then and probably is now but we
will not go into that — was an XP Falcon with a
186 6-cylinder motor. It was a beautiful car. The XP
Falcons now go for $10 000 or $15 000; I think we got
it for $2000 back then. I think it was from Kevin
Dennis. I will not sing Kevin Dennis’s Do You Want to
Buy a Car from Me?. It had three on the tree.
Remember the three on the tree? Everybody is nodding
their heads — like those dogs on the back shelves of
cars. It was a really good car, though not the safest of
cars.
Road safety is about a number of partnerships to do
with both the vehicles and the drivers. We need to make
sure people are alert and not drug affected when they
are behind the wheel. I have a Yamaha XJ650
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motorcycle. There has not been much discussion today
about the motorcycle community, but this legislation
before the house is extremely important for the
motorcycling fraternity. Motorcyclists have very little
protection. When they ride their motorcycles, they have
to make sure they are riding for everybody else. They
have to make sure they are aware of everything that is
going on around them so that they are not placed in a
very dangerous situation or involved in an accident.
This legislation is extremely important for safety
reasons for motorcyclists. If somebody is hit on a
motorcycle, it can be disastrous. One of my mates,
Bruce Rowan, who was the mayor of Melton, did come
off his bike. There is very little protection, so we need
to protect motorcycle riders in Victoria from people
who are alcohol or drug affected. This legislation is
extremely important.
Deaths are unacceptable. The 1066 campaign, as my
honourable friend the member for Essendon mentioned,
came after 1066 deaths on our roads. That was way too
many deaths back then and the 200 people today is 200
too many. We have to keep reducing the road toll. We
have to have an aim or a key performance indicator —
a target of zero deaths on the road — because the
impacts come not only from the deaths that occur but
also from the injuries, the maiming and the subsequent
problems that individuals and families have after there
are accidents.
This Parliament has been bipartisan on this issue over a
very long period of time. My honourable friend the
member for Sandringham talked about that. Both of us
have been here only a short time in the Parliament!
Despite that, we both remember the discussions and the
debates we have had to try to reduce the road toll. It is
important. It has been a bipartisan position. The
parliamentary committee on roads is an important
aspect of this Parliament.
I want to pick up a couple of points that members have
talked about during this debate. I want to pick up a
point made by the member for Lowan. Firstly, I want to
remind the chamber of the slogan that the National
Party-cum-Country Party-cum-Vic Nats — whatever
they want to call themselves, the very poor
representatives of country and rural Victorians — had
before 2010. It was ‘Fix country roads. Save country
lives’. That was their mantra. Then at the end of 2010
they forgot it. The Nationals forgot their mantra
because they had people around the cabinet table who,
year after year, saw the roads maintenance money fall
away from what was allocated to country Victorians.
Every year of the four lazy years of the Geoff Shaw
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government, country people and communities were
dudded by the National Party.
The member for Lowan talked about road maintenance
for a road in her electorate that needs upgrading. The
previous member for Lowan was there around the
cabinet table. We have had the member for South-West
Coast do the same thing. He was the Premier sitting
around with the cabinet, and he has had the temerity
since we have come back after the last election to
complain about the worst road in Victoria. What did his
government do for four years? What did the previous
member for Lowan do for four years sitting around the
cabinet table? Those members were waiting for the
sangers. That is all they were there for. They were
waiting for the sangers and to be taken home in the
white car with a driver because that is all they were
there for.
We have had increases to roads and maintenance
funding for country Victoria. We are serious about this
issue. It is not just the potholes; it is about making sure
that country communities — the individuals and
families who are driving on our roads — are safe on
those country roads. It is awful when we get members
on the other side of the house coming in here and just
reading the talking points they have been given by a
shadow minister who is too lazy to do any work. Why
is the shadow minister in this portfolio too lazy?
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, to date
this bill has been debated on a bipartisan basis. I draw
your attention to standing order 118 about imputations
of improper motives and personal reflections on
members, and I ask you to ask the member to come
back to the bill rather than casting personal aspersions
against other members of this or the other house.
Mr NARDELLA — On the point of order, Speaker,
there have been a number of points made by other
members about whether heroin and other opiates can be
tested, and that is what I am talking about. That is one
of the aspects of the bill, and I am raising it because
other members have raised it in the debate.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order advanced by the manager of opposition
business. However, I do believe that the member for
Melton, as a very senior member of this house, can
come back to the bill before the house, the Road Safety
Amendment Bill 2015.
Mr NARDELLA — We have had the situation
where on the Neil Mitchell program we had to have
Inspector Boorman come out to say that the falsity that
was put on this bill by the shadow minister, who has
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been briefed on it, is not true — that is, that opiates and
other drugs can be tested for once the blood sample is
taken if there is a serious injury or accident. It is really
important not to scare communities. It is really
important if you are a responsible person within this
Parliament on either side but especially on the
opposition side that you get your facts straight, that
when you go to a briefing you ask questions, and that
you do not just go to a briefing and not ask questions.
The last thing I want to talk about is that the honourable
member for Lowan gave an incorrect statement to the
house in that she said no money from the ice task force
has been put into south-western Victoria. That is
patently incorrect. Unfortunately, she should start
reading the newspaper because the Minister for Mental
Health was in Ballarat and announced funding of
$24.6 million, including $2 million in addition to
alcohol and drug services for the south coast contract.
Members should bear in mind that she said no money
had gone to her electorate in western Victoria, yet
funding of $200 000 for the South West Health Centre
was allocated from the ice task force.
This is important legislation. I urge honourable
members to read the bill and understand it.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SPENCE
(Yuroke).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

CORRECTIONS LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 June; motion of
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Corrections).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This is a bill about
parole and corrections, and the part they should play in
helping to keep the community safe. However, what is
most noteworthy about the bill and the minister’s
second-reading speech is not what they say, but what
they do not say. The bill makes a range of worthwhile
administrative changes, but it does nothing that shows
any commitment by the government to continue and
take forward the fight to rebuild community safety that
the Liberal-Nationals coalition government undertook
throughout its four years in office and was committed
to continuing had it been re-elected.
In short, the Labor Party continues to sit on a barbed
wire fence when it comes to whether or not it backs the
law and order reforms that were made by the coalition.
Labor does not want to say that it does, but it does not
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want to say that it does not. To make matters worse, the
current Labor government shows no signs that it has
any understanding or realisation that a lot more still
needs to be done in many different areas to build on the
reforms that the coalition was able to put in place in just
four years in office. At best, Labor is saying that it
backs the coalition reforms and will sit pat on them, but
at worst the current Labor government is degrading or
scrapping our reforms. The government seems to have
no heart for continuing on any sustained or systematic
basis the work needed to strengthen the law and the rest
of the justice system in the fight against crime.
Regrettably, those now in government still seem to be
in the thrall of former Attorney-General Rob Hulls and
his soft-on-crime approach, which contributed to
spiralling violent crime, widespread contempt for the
law, despair in many quarters at the sentences handed
down in our courts, and the tragic deaths or serious
injuries of many who may well still have been alive and
unharmed were it not for the chronic failures of the
justice system over which the previous Labor
government presided. Under the Liberal-Nationals
coalition, justice ministers were committed to
rebuilding respect for the law, giving police the powers
they needed, introducing longer sentences to better
deter offending and protect the community, ensuring
that jail means jail, and making clear that parole is a
privilege to be earnt rather than an entitlement to be
taken for granted.
With law and order, as with so many other areas across
government, coalition reforms and initiatives are either
being torn down or run down by the Labor government.
We have seen the repeal of the move-on laws, giving
open season to thugs and bullies of the union
movement, and to the violent antidemocratic bigots of
the extreme left. We have seen the scrapping of the
building and construction industry code, seeking to pay
off the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy
Union (CFMEU) and return to the law of the jungle on
building sites, thus opening the way for stand-over
merchants and crime gangs to flourish.
We have seen the Attorney-General stand by and allow
the Court of Appeal’s open-ended judgement in the
Boulton case to create havoc with lower court
sentencing and bail without lifting a finger to fix it. This
was confirmed just recently by the government’s
dismissive response to the concerns raised by my
Legislative Council colleague Edward O’Donohue, a
member for Eastern Victoria Region. In corrections, we
have even seen Labor manage to bungle the
implementation of prison smoking bans, despite having
seven months to implement a reform that Labor
commended when it was in opposition, and that
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jurisdictions such as New Zealand and the Northern
Territory were able to introduce without missing a beat.
Now we have the bill before the house. The bill accepts
the far-reaching reforms in the parole laws made by the
previous coalition government, yet the government still
cannot bring itself to endorse them unequivocally. It
still has not made clear whether it intends and commits
to keep and build on those reforms or whether it plans
to water them down one drop at a time whenever it can
see an opportunity to do so.
The coalition’s reforms overhauled the parole system to
make them the toughest in Australia. I will remind the
house of some of the key elements of those reforms.
We legislated to make community safety the paramount
consideration in parole-making decisions; legislated to
make breach of parole a criminal offence; implemented
the 23 recommendations of the review undertaken by
former High Court judge Mr Ian Callinan, AC; and
delivered a $84 million parole reform package in 2014,
including $35 million for the overhaul of community
corrections.
We ensured that serious violent sex offenders were
dealt with differently so that they have to complete
required treatment and be of good behaviour in prison
before they will be considered for parole. We required
serious violent sex offenders to go through a two-tiered
process to be eligible for parole. We required all
offenders with sentences of more than three years to
apply for parole. We required all offenders who
reoffend while on parole to serve at least half their
remaining parole period in prison before being
reconsidered for parole.
We more than doubled the budget for the Adult Parole
Board of Victoria, increasing the number of full-time
members from one to four, including the appointment
of the first full-time chair. We delivered a new IT and
case management system for the adult parole board. We
increased the transparency of the adult parole board by
requiring it to report in its annual report on the number
of people convicted of a serious violent offence while
on parole. We required registered victims to be given at
least 14 days notice before a prisoner is released on
parole. We introduced a range of programs to enable
prisoners to address the causes of their offending
behaviour, and we introduced GPS monitoring. That is
a pretty solid set of reforms introduced under a coalition
government in just four years.
Labor in general, and the current minister in particular,
were highly equivocal when in opposition about the
coalition’s law and order reforms. There was a matter
of public importance debate on 11 June last year, for
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example, where the now Minister for Police, then in
opposition, described the coalition government’s law
and order policies as ‘failing’. He described spending
on public order and safety as being ‘out of control’, and
he said the then government was ‘delusional and
dysfunctional’ over law and order. He even had the
nerve to criticise the coalition government for not
turning around Labor’s violent crime explosion quickly
enough.
Now of course the latest crime figures are showing
encouraging signs that the coalition’s reforms are
paying their first dividends, with a fall of 4000 offences
over the past year in non-family event-related crime
and a substantial slowing in the rate of increase in
family event-related crimes against the person. There is
a lot more to be done, but the early evidence is
encouraging that the coalition’s law reform initiatives
are making a positive difference in enhancing
community safety.
Since the minister came to office he has been on both
sides of the argument. In at least one major interview he
said that the previous government did essentially launch
a major reform program of the parole system and that
there is no doubt our parole system is no longer a right;
it is a privilege. However, the minister has also
criticised the coalition government’s tough-on-crime
approach for producing what the minister claimed were
overcrowded jails. In this house the minister said:
Over the past year the adult parole board and the parole
system more broadly have moved through substantial reform.
Victoria now has the toughest parole system in the country.
This means that parole is harder to get and more tightly
managed in the community, and the consequences for
breaches are more significant. The parole board is larger and
better supported by more staff and better systems.

One would assume that those are words of grudging
endorsement — and let us hope that that is the case —
but one is also left with the nagging suspicion that the
minister feels obliged to bite his tongue lest he receive
an earful from former Attorney-General Rob Hulls and
the soft-on-crime brigade. That is a big worry, because
Victoria cannot afford to have a government that is not
committed to continuing the reforms and the
strengthening of the law and the justice system on
which the previous coalition government embarked.
About all we had on this from Labor prior to the last
election was a handful of promises of new ice-related
offences, promises that largely replicated existing
offences, with maximum penalties that have little
chance of resulting in higher actual sentences for
serious drug pushers. In stark contrast, the coalition
recognised that there is still a lot more that needs to be
done if we are to return Victoria to the generally safe
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and law-abiding society that many of us in this house
were able to enjoy when we were growing up.
Further reforms and needs that were identified and
committed to by the Liberal-Nationals coalition ahead
of the last election included additional front-line police,
further updating and strengthening of the law on police
investigation powers and use of fingerprint DNA and
other forensic evidence, requiring debt collectors to be
registered and to be fit and proper persons, trialling a
GPS monitoring system for high-risk family violence
perpetrators that allows victims to be warned when a
perpetrator becomes near, piloting data sharing between
police, corrections and courts using advanced software
technology to allow identification of high-risk family
violence perpetrators, allowing details of serious youth
offending to be made public if the offender commits a
further serious offence as an adult, and giving police the
power to drug test anyone arrested for an indictable
offence and suspected of being under the influence of
drugs.
We committed to compulsory ongoing drug testing for
those sentenced to a community corrections order for
ice-related offences. We committed to halving the
quantities of ice for which traffickers are liable to
longer jail terms, to unexplained wealth laws and to
asset forfeiture. We committed to strengthening the
power of the Director of Public Prosecutions to appeal
against inadequate sentences. We committed to
four-year statutory minimum jail terms for those who
attack and cause serious injury to their victims in breach
of a family violence order. We committed to indefinite
jail terms for repeat killers or serious sex offenders who
go on to offend again after having been released from
jail for their previous offence, and we committed to
expanding the use of GPS monitoring to allow
monitoring of persons on bail and criminal gang
members subject to control orders. Even in what we set
out prior to the last election we committed to a
substantial body of further reforms to enhance
community safety in this state. While the incoming
Labor government has continued with a handful of
these measures, the vast majority have been shelved.
However, just because Labor has turned its back on the
need for ongoing reforms does not mean the problems
have gone away. Almost nightly on the evening news,
and in our morning newspapers, we hear and read about
continued horrific crimes and continued contempt for
the law by offenders. There is much that still needs to
be done, but no sign that the current government has
any intention of doing what is needed. Certainly the bill
before us does not make big picture reforms. Its
measures are administrative and mechanical.
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The bill makes a range of amendments to the
Corrections Act 1986, such as making clear that parole
is automatically cancelled when a prisoner is
imprisoned, whether in or out of Victoria, for an
offence committed either before or during the parole
period. The bill extends the time limit to file a charge
for breach of a parole condition from 12 months to
2 years from the date of the alleged offence. The bill
introduces new provisions in setting out the powers and
procedures for the adult parole board in relation to
taking evidence at parole hearings. These provisions
that are put in the Corrections Act 1986 are in place of
provisions that were formerly in the Evidence
(Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958.
The bill permits the Secretary of the Department of
Justice and Regulation to authorise departmental
officers to fulfil the position of secretary and acting
secretary of the board. The bill permits the Secretary of
the Department of Justice and Regulation to authorise
departmental officers to exercise the statutory powers
and functions of a community corrections officer or
regional manager. The bill makes statutory provisions
for the recently created new positions of parole officers.
It clarifies the minimum quorum for meetings of the
board when deciding questions. It provides an explicit
power for a prison governor to require a prisoner to be
electronically monitored. It clarifies provisions
authorising information, use or disclosure, including for
crime investigation purposes.
The bill updates the list of bodies and persons whose
correspondence may not be read or censored by prison
staff. The bill also makes a range of housekeeping
amendments, including obsolete references to the
repealed Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring Act 2005.
It also, in part 3, amends the Parole Orders (Transfer)
Act 1983 to validate certain past parole order transfers
made under the national scheme. These are modest and
limited technical and housekeeping measures. With one
qualification, which I will come to, they make
improvements to the parole regime and operational
practices, Adult Parole Board of Victoria procedures
and departmental corrections procedures. They are, as I
say, worthwhile changes that seek to improve
legislation and administration.
There is, however, one matter that I wish to raise in
debate. It is a matter that was flagged by the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC). I think it is a
worthwhile query that I hope the government will
address during the course of debate. SARC in its recent
Alert Digest No. 8 of 2015 at pages 4 and 5 refers to
clause 3 of the bill, which relates to the cancellation of
parole when a person is sentenced to a period of
imprisonment, whether in Victoria or elsewhere. SARC
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is concerned that the word ‘elsewhere’ may cover other,
non-Australian jurisdictions, whether or not that is
intended or appropriate. SARC in its report refers to the
fact that the explanatory memorandum of the bill
remarks in relation to clause 3:
Clause 3 makes clear that any prison term imposed by an
Australian court at sentencing requiring a Victorian
offender … to be returned to prison automatically cancels
their Victorian parole.

The explanatory memorandum is referring to prison
terms imposed by an Australian court, but SARC, on its
reading of the bill, believes that the provision could
apply to any court anywhere around the world. I have to
say that on my reading of the bill SARC would seem to
be correct, because new section 77(7A) says:
If the prisoner is sentenced, whether in Victoria or elsewhere,
to another term of imprisonment while on parole, the
prisoner’s parole is taken to have been cancelled on the
sentence being imposed.

There is at least an issue to be clarified as to the
intention of the legislation and whether it refers to
sentences imposed in other Australian jurisdictions or
anywhere else in the world.
SARC goes further than that. It refers to the judgement
of Court of Appeal Justice Weinberg in the decision
that this bill seeks to overturn. I quote the SARC report
quoting Justice Weinberg as follows:
Assume, hypothetically, that a person on parole in Victoria is
sentenced, in absentia, to a term of imprisonment by an
overseas regime, for offences committed years earlier. Can it
be that this would have the automatic effect of cancelling that
person’s parole, possibly rendering him or her liable to years
of additional incarceration? Would a sentence of
imprisonment of perhaps several days, in a foreign
jurisdiction, lead automatically to cancellation of Victorian
parole?

I think that point, made by Justice Weinberg and
reiterated by SARC, is well worth making. On the one
hand you can say that if a Victorian offender on parole
goes overseas, commits a serious crime and is
justifiably jailed by that overseas jurisdiction, they
ought to have their parole cancelled here in Victoria.
But one could also see what I think is probably the
subtext of Justice Weinberg’s remarks: that not every
jurisdiction around the world has the high standards of
justice that we are generally fortunate to enjoy here in
Australia. A charge that may have little merit may
result in someone being sentenced to a term of
imprisonment, even in absentia, by an overseas court, in
a jurisdiction with far lower standards than we have. It
is fair to ask whether that is intended to automatically
result in the cancellation of parole in Victoria, and if so,
whether that should in fact occur. I do hope the
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government will respond to that point in the course of
debate.
SARC goes on to raise a further point. There may well
be an appropriate answer to it, but I think it is worth
placing on the record that SARC asks what exactly is
intended to be covered by the word ‘imprisonment’. It
states that:
… under New South Wales legislation, the term ‘sentence of
imprisonment’ includes sentences served at drug treatment
centres, at home or (under intensive correction) in the
community.

It may well be appropriate to say that one of those
sentences in New South Wales should result in
cancellation of parole in Victoria. But again, this is an
issue that needs to be clarified so that at the very least
everybody knows where they stand. If the government
concludes that inadvertently the legislation does not say
exactly what it intends to say, that should be corrected.
As I said earlier, overall, and subject to that
qualification, the amendments made by this bill —
albeit that they are limited, technical and of a
housekeeping nature — do make improvements. We
certainly hope that they have been drafted effectively
and that their implementation has been well planned
and will be well carried out. We do not oppose the bill.
However, there is much more that needs to be done to
make Victoria a safer place to live, and regrettably the
government is showing no signs that it is prepared to do
what is needed.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise to speak on the Corrections Legislation
Amendment Bill 2015 and to come out of the sort of
sleep I have just been in. I thank the member for Box
Hill. While he was speaking, though, I had a quick look
at his website, and I know he has been doing a bit of
night-time reading lately. Members will not believe
what he has been reading: Joel Deane’s book Catch and
Kill — The Politics of Power. The member for Box Hill
himself has a review going on the Bracks and Brumby
years, and I congratulate him.
We have seen what opposition members have done this
week. They have come back from the winter break and
been hit around the head by the Treasurer. The shadow
Treasurer has had one of the worst weeks you could
imagine. So the member for Box Hill is doing a review
on effective, sustainable, great government, and I urge
him to continue and to teach his colleagues how to run
not only an opposition but a government as well. I want
to tell him first and foremost, though — and this may
surprise him — that if there was something the previous
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government did right, it was parole reform. That
government did do parole reform.
Members need to remember, however, what we had
during the last four years. It was a
Baillieu-Napthine-Shaw minority government. The
parole reforms would not have got through without the
support of the Daniel Andrews Labor opposition. We
supported all of those reviews, including the Callinan
review, which was done in the wake of a tragedy, and
we supported all the reforms all the way through.
I have read the Callinan review. It is a good document.
The member for Box Hill will probably like this: on
page 13 there is a quote from Sir Winston Churchill,
who as the Home Secretary in a speech in the House of
Commons on 20 July 1910 said:
The mood and temper of the public in regard to the treatment
of crime and criminals is one of the most unfailing tests of
civilisation of a country. A calm and dispassionate
recognition of the rights of the accused against the state, and
even of convicted criminals against the state, a constant
heart-searching by all charged with the duty of punishment, a
desire and eagerness to rehabilitate in the world of industry all
those who have paid their dues in the hard coinage of
punishment, tireless effort towards the discovery of curative
and regenerative processes, and an unfaltering faith that there
is a treasure, if you can only find it, in the heart of every
man — these are the symbols which in the treatment of crime
and criminals mark and measure the stored-up strength of a
nation, and are the sign and proof of the living virtue in it.

These are the sorts of values the Andrews Labor
government, led by the Minister for Corrections, who is
also the Minister for Police, and the Attorney-General
are trying to bring back to our law and order system.
We inherited a complete mess. I will get onto the
legacy we have inherited. Let us just go through it.
There has been an unprecedented growth in Victoria’s
prison system. Our prison population skyrocketed by
over 1500 prisoners, with the previous government
failing to manage this rapid change. It is unbelievable. I
was doing a bit of research. Can members believe that
the waste treatment plant for Barwon Prison and
Marngoneet Correctional Centre was unable to cope —
a working sewerage system, a basic requirement, and it
could not even cope with the demand.
I represented the Minister for Corrections at the
corrective services ministers’ conference in Darwin
recently. Everyone there wanted to know about the
previous government and the skyrocketing prison
population and what we were doing to address it — and
we have been addressing it. Finally there has been a
stable prison population level, and the new Minister for
Corrections ought to be congratulated.
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I also want to refer to the shameless effort of the Leader
of the Opposition during the prison riots when he went
on 3AW radio and called that minister a 9-to-5
minister, even though the minister is one of the hardest
working ministers we have ever seen and could teach
the lot opposite much. It was terrible, it was shameless
and it was uncalled for. A serious situation required a
serious response from both sides of politics, and the
minister should have been supported.
In his contribution the member for Box Hill also spoke
about ice and said we had\ve not done enough. The
Premier led the response to ice. He has taken a leaf out
of the book of the New Zealand government and set up
a whole-of-government approach and an Ice Action
Plan, and he should be congratulated as well.
As I said, however, the Callinan review was something
we supported. We were very keen to see the two panels
for the granting of parole introduced. The previous
government’s commitment to boosting the staff of the
adult parole board was welcome. A systematic,
streamlined vigilant approach to parole is very
important.
The nature of the legislation before us today, though, is
very much to do with procedure. It is not dealing
specifically with the laws of parole. It goes through a
whole raft of changes that are very important. It deals
with automatic cancellation of parole due to
reimprisonment, increased time limits for the
prosecution of breaches of parole, and amendments on
other matters, including powers and procedures of the
board in relation to taking evidence, particularly those
in relation to evidentiary tools, which will enable the
board to require production of documents and other
things and which relate also to attendance of witnesses
and to obtaining evidence. The board may also require
evidence to be provided on oath or affirmation and may
also use a video link.
One thing that came out of the Callinan review was the
attempt — this was something former Justice Callinan
attempted — to ensure that the Victorian community
knew that parole was not automatically granted; it was
something that had to be earnt. I have recently been to
Barwon Prison, and I have also been to the Marngoneet
Correctional Centre, and I have seen the programs that
have been put in place. I have been to the Beechworth
Correctional Centre and I have seen Dhurringile Prison,
and I have to say our corrections services and the work
they are doing are first class.
If we are to be fair dinkum about what our justice
system is encountering, however, we need to look at the
overcrowding of our jails. The Age editorial of 9 May
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was headed ‘Why our crowded jails have revolving
doors’, and it said:
When politicians are banished from the government benches
to opposition, they tend to spend some time sulking and
bemoaning their fate. Letting go of the reins can be hard. The
most effective opposition teams, though, take the time to
pause and reconsider their suite of policies. They recast their
strategies, they learn to embrace the important role that
oppositions should play in probing and challenging
government policies, while taking time to develop coherent
policies that one day might win them the support of the
electorate.
…
… At the state level, it appears there is still a long way to go
before the deep thinking begins inside the coalition. That
much is apparent from the half-witted comment uttered this
week by the coalition’s spokesman on corrections matters,
Edward O’Donohue, in relation to prisoner recidivism rates.

That was referring not to a comment of the member for
Box Hill but a comment of a member in the upper
house. The editorial went on to say:
What did Mr O’Donohue have to say about the recidivism
rates? He suggested the real issue was ‘whether [Premier]
Daniel Andrews wants to go soft on crime and wants to back
the welfare of criminals instead of safety in our community’.

I mean, really? The editorial continues:
Welfare? So that’s what Mr O’Donohue thinks of
rehabilitation strategies: that they amount to welfare for
criminals.
What an extraordinarily doltish response by someone whose
primary task until November was oversight of the state’s
prisons and crime prevention strategies.

Let us be very clear about this. As the editorial
continues:
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is with our school system. If you can, work with
schools as soon as there is a truancy matter. Have that
child, that student, dealt with. Give them all the
wraparound services they need’. One thing that also
always comes up is support for rehabilitation. Once
upon a time, back in the 18th century, it was just about
locking up prisoners and throwing away the key. The
21st century is about giving people a second chance by
rehabilitating them, providing that they need it and
deserve it and that they want to become contributing
members of our community.
Under the previous government we did not see the
Drug Court extended; we did not see any investment in
restorative justice. I give the previous government
credit in that it did not shut the court down. It had a
good look at the human rights charter, and it kept it, but
it was on the edge there. It looked 50-50 there for a
while but the previous government kept it. Let us work
together to make sure our justice system is not just a
revolving door. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me pleasure to
rise this afternoon to speak on the Corrections
Legislation Amendment Bill 2015. As the member for
Box Hill said, this bill does a number of different things
to contemporise the issues around corrections and
parole. There are 9 or 10 key areas to this bill, which I
will go into shortly. The issues of law, justice and
corrections can be quite contentious, and over
preceding years there has certainly been plenty of
discussion around these issues. We as legislators
absolutely have a role in making sure that community
safety is paramount in considering any introduction or
amendment of laws around justice. Community safety
must be paramount, and we are certainly supportive of
any legislation debated in this Parliament that does that.

Victoria is not in the grip of a crime spree —

as the previous government would want us to think.
It is not riddled with gangsters, thieves, thugs and fraudsters.
It has been, until last year, in the grip of a clutch of
conservative politicians who, like Mr O’Donohue, prefer to
play populist politics rather than understand and implement
the most effective strategies to improve our community and
make it safer.

Interestingly Jesuit Social Services recently released a
report called Dropping Off the Edge. One thing that
came out of that report is that for 40 years in
disadvantaged areas there has been no change. If we are
to make change, we need to look at working with
communities, working with rehabilitation providers,
looking at economic development and focusing on
young people. I visit a lot of courts, and the officers
often tell me, ‘Ben, the issue that needs to be addressed

The matter of parole in particular has been the subject
of much scrutiny in recent years. Unfortunately we
have had some horrific and tragic cases over these past
few years, and the articles and public outcry with
respect to cases such as that of Sarah Cafferkey and Jill
Meagher exposed at that time the inefficiencies that we
had to contend with in our parole system.
I will take up some comments the member for Niddrie
made in his contribution. We welcome the adulation!
The member for Niddrie said that he welcomed the
reforms the coalition government put in place when in
government, but — there is always a ‘but’ — at the
same time he seemed to be taking credit for these
reforms by saying that they were really Labor’s or that
without Labor’s support those laws would not have
passed. The reality and the fact of the matter is that
Labor had 11 years preceding the coalition’s time in
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government to do something about reforms in parole,
and that certainly did not happen.
There are 10 or 11 key aspects to this bill. There are
reforms around the automatic cancellation of parole due
to reimprisonment in or outside of Victoria. What we
have in the current situation is the provision that if a
prisoner is sentenced to another prison sentence while
on parole, their parole will be taken to have been
cancelled on the sentence that was imposed. As we
know, in February this year there was a Supreme Court
judgement that held this provision did not encompass
prison sentences imposed outside of Victoria, and we
query whether it would apply to offences committed
before the parole period. We basically have
amendments now to make the automatic cancellation of
parole due to reimprisonment in other states
categorically clear. What comes with that is
confirmation that a person cannot be imprisoned under
another sentence and be on parole at the same time, and
therefore they will have to comply to particular
conditions of parole, because of course that person
would be in prison.
There are changes to procedures for prosecuting breach
of parole and extension of the time limits for response.
The current situation is that a charge must be filed
within 12 months of the date of the alleged offence.
What this bill seeks to do is extend that time period up
to two years, which seems sensible given that there can
be complex cases. This time may be required to do the
kind of thorough investigation that our police and
detectives do, so that is a common-sense provision.
There are changes to the powers and procedures of the
Adult Parole Board of Victoria in relation to taking
evidence, and there are changes in relation to the
secretary and acting secretary of the board. As was
mentioned earlier, significant changes have been made
to the structure of the parole board in recent times. This
bill provides that the Secretary of the Department of
Justice and Regulation may authorise a Department of
Justice and Regulation employee to perform the
functions of the secretary of the board. There are also
some changes around departmental employees
exercising functions of a community corrections officer
or a regional manager, and again they go to the heart of
some of those recent reforms of the parole board.
The bill introduces a new position of parole officer.
There is also some clarification relating to the
electronic monitoring of prisoners and prisons. There
are elements of change concerning disclosure of
information, protected correspondence to and from
prisoners and parole order transfer amendments, and
there are some housekeeping amendments in addition
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to that. Whilst these changes are not substantial, they
contemporise what we have. As the member for Box
Hill has said on many occasions, some of these changes
are sensible provisions, and they are common-sense
changes.
I will digress for a moment. I would like to thank two
people who have worked in my office recently. I have
had two students doing work experience with me for a
period of time, and they looked at some of the
legislation that has been debated this week. I thank both
Josh Monaghan and Brodie Logue for producing a bill
report on this piece of legislation, which can be quite
complex. They did a great job. Well done to Josh and
Brodie.
As the member for Box Hill said in his contribution,
when in government the coalition made some
substantial reforms to parole, not the least of which was
what was known as the Callinan review. In May 2013
we had former High Court judge Ian Callinan
undertake a comprehensive review of parole in
Victoria. As I articulated earlier in my contribution,
some absolutely horrific and tragic cases occurred in
the years preceding that review. From memory the
Callinan report delivered 23 recommendations, and the
coalition got on with the job of implementing those
recommendations quite quickly.
A media release of 30 October 2013 by upper house
member Edward O’Donohue, the then Minister for
Crime Prevention, outlines a range of measures we
introduced to make sure that the parole board had a
full-time chairperson and to allow a retired judge to fill
that position. We introduced time lines on
appointments, with parole board members to serve for
no longer than nine years. We mandated that registered
victims be given at least 14 days notice of the release of
prisoners on parole. We required that the parole board
report on the number of people who were convicted of
serious violent offences whilst on parole and that that
would be included in the board’s annual report.
At the time Mr O’Donohue went on to say that in the
very near future we would implement further
recommendations, such as approval of a further 10-year
exemption for the Adult Parole Board of Victoria from
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities,
increasing the board’s full-time membership from two
to four and increasing its employees from 22 under
Labor to 31 — an increase of more than 40 per cent.
The coalition worked on the implementation of a new
IT system for the parole board, which the member for
Box Hill referred to, and we provided a police presence
at the parole board on its sitting days.
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In March of last year some further changes were
introduced. Under those changes, serious violent
offenders and sex offenders are categorised and dealt
with differently. There is a risk assessment and an
identification of treatment programs to occur from the
start of the sentence. Serious violent offenders and sex
offenders must complete the required treatment and
demonstrate good behaviour in prison before they will
be considered for parole. Serious violent offenders and
sex offenders will face a two-tier process to gain parole.
All offenders with sentences of more than three years
must apply for parole.
There is a whole range of other measures that were put
in place by the coalition government at that time not
just around corrections and parole but also around law
and order more generally across the community. The
member for Box Hill raised a point in his contribution
about the introduction of additional police and
protective services officers on our train stations as
being among those measures. A whole raft of new
community correction orders were put in place as well,
so law and order was really the key focus of the
coalition government while it was in power.
One would hope that this is a starting point and that the
Labor government will continuously improve law and
order in this state, because that is what the community
wants and that is what the community expects.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise to speak on
this bill, amazed at the contribution by the member for
Box Hill, which was both outrageous and incredibly
arrogant. To suggest that the former government was
the purveyor of all that can be done to reduce crime
rates and that the responsibility for ensuring that we are
a safe community rests on one side of the house and not
the other is outrageous and totally untrue. In fact this
side of the house fully supported the amendments that
were brought to the house as a result of the Callinan
report on parole. We made it very clear that our support
was bipartisan, and the member himself referred to the
fact that credit was given to the coalition when it was in
government for bringing in those legislative changes —
so why the vitriol when he got to his feet? Why was
there a need for that vitriol at all? The reason is that
members of the opposition think there is only one
solution to crime — that is, to lock them up. That is not
true.
What we need to be looking at is the range of
fundamentals that cause crime to occur in the first
place. Do members of the opposition care about that?
No. Did they care about it when they were in
government? No. In fact we saw the greatest cuts to
TAFE under their watch — the very thing that would
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give people a chance to have a job rather than commit a
crime. TAFE would have given them a sense of
wellbeing, self-awareness and pride that would prevent
them from committing a crime. But no, the then
government was prepared to slash and burn TAFE.
During that time it spent over $450 million on the
prison system. Why did it do that? Because crime rates
were increasing. It was not dealing with the underlying
problems that cause crime in the first place.
I remember getting up in a debate — I think it might
have even been about the TAFE cuts — and quoting
Victor Hugo. Let me quote him again for members
opposite, just in case they were not there. Victor Hugo
wrote a very long time ago:
He who opens a school door, closes a prison.

That is so true today. It is as true today as it was when
Victor Hugo wrote it. That needs to be taken into
account. Do we need to be hard on hardened criminals?
Yes, of course we do. Do we need to ensure that we are
protecting citizens from those who would commit a
crime against the person? Yes, of course we do. Did we
support the bill on parole when it came to the house?
Yes, we did. We certainly did, and we did it in a
bipartisan way.
However, in the time the opposition was in government
there was a 45 per cent increase in recidivism. I would
have thought we had a responsibility to the community
to work to ensure that people do not reoffend. We
should not be making this a simple case of ‘lock them
up and throw away the key’ and in doing so putting
extraordinary pressure on the prison system so it cannot
cope. That is an outrageous course of action to take.
If opposition members want to be sincere about the
parole legislation that they introduced, they should be
sincere about the fact that it was bipartisan. They need
to understand that there are issues across the divide of
this Parliament on which we stand as one. That is an
important message to send out to the community. There
are big issues that we can agree on, and this was one of
them. We supported the changes that were made to the
parole legislation by the opposition when it was in
government. Shame on the member for Box Hill, who
thought that being vitriolic in his address to this
chamber was going to be beneficial to the debate. It is
not. The community needs to know we will act as one
on these issues. That is a very important signal we
should be sending.
This bill clarifies issues that were in contention. They
will now be clear in the legislation. They include the
automatic cancellation of parole due to
re-imprisonment, the increased time limits for
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prosecuting a breach of parole and the powers and
procedures of the board in relation to taking evidence.
There are other parole-related amendments, such as the
electronic monitoring of prisoners, the protected
correspondence of prisoners and the validation of past
decisions under the parole order transfer scheme.

make communities feel the need to look after one
another. We have a responsibility to keep every
member of the community safe, to look after one
another and to give a sense of pride to the community.
All of that is crucially important, and it all has to be
included as part of how we bring down crime rates.

All of the provisions in the bill clarify those issues and
make them clear. This makes the legislation easier for
the parole board to administer and takes care of other
legislative requirements relating to the increase in the
time limit for Victoria Police to lay a charge for a
breach of parole from 1 year to 2 years from the date of
the alleged offence. These are all necessary and
important provisions to enable us to ensure that those
who should be locked away are properly locked away
and that there is a law to ensure that that actually
occurs.

Being simplistic with this issue and saying that we have
to come out with the heavy guns every single time does
not do anyone any favours. Let us be more
sophisticated in this place. Let us show there are some
bills that come before the Parliament that we all
support, of which the parole legislation is one; then let
us look at the very serious underlying factors that lead
people into crime; and let us work together to ensure
that we cut that crime rate down. I commend the bill to
the house.

There is no contention about the legislation. There is no
opposition to it. Everyone agrees this is the right thing
to do. We need to be making these changes to the
legislation to ensure that we are protecting the parole
system, that it is working well, and that we are doing
what the Victorian people expect us to do. They expect
us to have a raft of responses to crime, not one single
response, not just to lock them away and throw away
the key. The Victorian people understand this is a far
more sophisticated debate than that. It is about
providing an opportunity for our young people and
ensuring that they are not put in a position of choosing
crime over constant unemployment and feeling
worthless. It is about making sure that our school
system is there to look after our most disadvantaged
and about properly funding that system to ensure that
those kids have bright futures, not ones of going to
prison. We need to ensure that, if someone does offend,
we are putting pathways in place so that they will not
reoffend, and that we get them before they get to
serious crimes, before they commit crimes against the
person.
We need to make sure that we are providing
opportunities and alternatives for those people. We
need to have severe sentencing for those who commit
the ultimate and the worst of crimes, whether they be
sexual assaults, harsh and dangerous physical assaults,
domestic violence that is repeated or going, or murder.
Whatever it is, where there is a real danger of physical
harm to a person, the perpetrators should have to face
serious charges, but there is not one model for
everything, and there is not one solution to crime in this
state. We need to be more sophisticated than that. I
believe we are more sophisticated than that. We need to
have sophisticated debates about how we bring crime
rates down. We need to be sophisticated about how we

Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak for the
Greens on the Corrections Legislation Amendment
Bill 2015, which makes several amendments to the
Corrections Act 1986 in relation to the parole and
prison system. The Greens do have concerns about
certain provisions in the bill, but will reserve our right
to address those concerns when the bill is in the
Legislative Council. We will not be opposing it in this
place, but in my contribution I will reflect on some of
the clauses with which the Greens have concerns.
We must acknowledge that there have been systemic
failures in our parole system that have led to some
horrific crimes being committed, and we must be
vigilant in ensuring that our parole system protects our
community. But we also must be vigilant in ensuring
that the parole system does not jeopardise the
rehabilitation of prisoners, because that is not in the
public interest.
In relation to some of the key provisions in this bill, I
will just flag some of the concerns the Greens have,
which as I said we will reserve the right to address in
the other place. In regard to clause 6, which updates the
powers and procedures of the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria, we raise the need for the government to
explicitly provide for prisoners to have the right to legal
representation before the board and to seriously
consider funding this through legal aid, with a prisoners
legal service like the model used in New South Wales.
Given the seriousness of the parole process and issues
around parole and the introduction of penalties for not
answering questions or not providing documents
without reasonable excuse, it is important that prisoners
have legal representation so that they fully understand
the proceedings, their rights and the consequences of
their actions. It is important because many prisoners are
not well educated, and a high percentage of them have
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intellectual disabilities and mental illnesses and
disorders.

that you would expect someone in a major political
party to do.

I also refer the house to clause 21 and particularly the
fact that there is no distinction between serious and
more complex breaches of parole and minor breaches
of parole. This is in contrast to the distinction that exists
in relation to charging for summary offences. There is a
distinction in the law between serious and less serious
offences, so if the government wants to increase the
time to deal with more serious and complex breaches of
parole, it should do so only for those that are more
serious and not for all breaches.

The thing that I would say about The Nationals and
Liberal parties is that although Labor members often
disagree quite vehemently and engage in robust debate
with them on certain issues, but I will hand it to the
member for Box Hill, he certainly does his work. I will
not agree with him on many issues, but I will give
credit where it is due. He is a hardworking member of
this place and has been since 1988, unlike some
blow-in from Latte Central, who just sits on the
sidelines and makes pathetic little comments of no
standing and no relevance. then he says, ‘We’ll follow
these matters up in the Legislative Council’.

The third issue that I raise is in regard to electronic
monitoring. Although we are concerned that this
explicit power for electronic monitoring could lead to
its overuse, if it is to be used there is a need to establish
an independent prison inspectorate to ensure that
prisoners’ rights are not abused. There are already
problems with electronic monitoring in Victorian
prisons not being reliable and being used as a stopgap
measure to deal with prison overcrowding. We urge the
government to fully resource prisons and implement
justice policies to ensure that there are no problems
with prison overcrowding, which we know was of
serious concern under the previous government. We
believe there is no need for electronic monitoring in
prisons.
We believe a much better use of the technology is in
home detention. We urge the government to bring back
home detention as a sentencing option. Furthermore, to
assist in prisoners’ rehabilitation and to ensure the
safety of our community, the government needs to
ensure there is access to education and training
programs, programs to prepare prisoners for release,
rehabilitation programs and offending behaviour
programs from the start of their detention.
As I said, the Greens will not oppose this bill in the
Assembly. However, I have flagged some concerns that
we have with the bill and we will be reserving our right
to amend or oppose the relevant clauses in the other
place.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — Yet again we have a
5 minute contribution from only one member of the
Greens, with the Greens again failing to use their
allotted time to talk about issues which they purport to
have some concern about. That was another lame, lazy
performance from one of the worst parliamentary
groups this Parliament has ever seen. It is just sheer and
utter self-indulgence and lazy behaviour from a couple
of dilettantes who have no place here, no interest in
public policy and no interest in doing the hard yards

That blow-in is just a lazy dilettante who passes the
buck up the line to the Council. He is not prepared to go
into battle. He is not prepared to do the research and do
the fighting. No, he just wants to defer it to his
colleagues in the upper house. What a lazy, pathetic
example of a representative. Honestly, you have to be
joking! Despite the member’s tawdry and poor
contribution of 5 minutes, this is a serious piece of
legislation. It represents a significant change in the
parole system.
Importantly the bill focuses and turns on harmonisation
in relation to the legislation and the regulation of the
parole system, as you would expect. We need to make
sure that a degree of harmonisation exists across the
jurisdictions, and this bill picks up on those weaknesses
and changes them. The reality is that legislation must
change and reflect the times in which we live. That is
what you would expect in any Parliament. All members
of this place and the other place will have been appalled
and sickened by the instances of violence committed by
people on parole. It is important that legislation which
is put before the Parliament reflects that broad
community outrage and white-hot anger that occurs
when ordinary law-abiding, innocent citizens have
either been a victim of a serious violent crime or have
lost their lives to persons who are on parole. It is
important that this bill addresses those concerns.
The member for Prahran seemed to have a degree of
outrage about the electronic tagging of prisoners. In
relation to that particular issue this bill empowers the
prison governor to require any prisoner to be
electronically monitored. That is a good thing in this
day and age, where technology is affordable and cheap.
Maybe if there had been a set of circumstances where
Carl Williams had been electronically monitored and
they noticed that he appeared to be lying down in a
room where they could not see him and he did not
appear to be moving, something could have been done.
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We have to embrace technology. We have to
understand the need — the requirement — to embrace
new technology for the security and good order of
prisons and the safety and welfare of prisoners. That is
only fair and reasonable. We need to be able to know
that if someone is not moving, we can act accordingly
and respond, as you would expect. That is a fair and
sensible move.
To make clear the use of this technology in prisons,
division 4 of part 2 of the bill inserts an explicit power
for a prison governor to require any prisoner to be
electronically monitored for the security or good order
of the prison or the safety or welfare of the prisoner or
other persons. That is in line with similar provisions for
electronic monitoring of parolees and those on
community correction orders. We should embrace this
form of technology to ensure that we have good
governance and best practice in our prisons.
The bill also seeks to update the list of persons and
bodies whose correspondence may not be read or
censored by prison staff. Again, this will be subject to
inspection or disposal on safety grounds by a prison
governor, by amendments and by a regulation-making
power. We need to make sure that the legislation that
comes into this place and enters the statute book reflects
that degree of safety. We need to make sure that prisons
are properly administered and properly run for the good
of the broader community.
This is a very serious piece of legislation. It is quite
detailed, and it is quite substantive. The fact that you
are now looking at automatic cancellation of parole due
to reimprisonment in or outside of Victoria is a
welcome initiative. One of our great weaknesses as a
federation is the fact that the states do not talk with each
other as well as they could, and we do not have the
level of crossover of information we would have if we
were a country, like the UK, instead of being a
federation.
Section 77(6A) of the Corrections Act currently
provides that if a prisoner is sentenced to another prison
sentence while on parole, the prisoner’s parole is taken
to have been cancelled on the sentence being imposed.
The reason for this legislation before us is that a
Supreme Court judgement earlier this year held that this
provision did not encompass prison sentences imposed
outside Victoria and queried whether it applied to
offences committed before the parole period. We are
making sure that we have picked up on these concerns
and issues and corrected them.
I note what the member for Footscray said in an earlier
contribution. Part of what we need to do as a society in
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a broader community is to look at finding appropriate
pathways for people so they can avoid prison. The
reality is that the statistics show that in terms of the
broader Victorian community, 80 per cent of the
community finish year 12, whereas in our prison
population it is only 6 per cent. That is obviously telling
us something. We need to find ways to ensure that
people stay at school longer and get a decent education
so that they reduce the risk of being incarcerated.
Similarly there is a statistic that notes that something
like 50 per cent of our prison population has an
acquired brain injury. I have lived with someone who
has an acquired brain injury, and it is hard. It is
extremely difficult to deal with somebody when they
are not the person they were. You can have difficulty
reasoning with them at times. You can have difficulty
engaging with them or speaking with them, and
sometimes their behaviour can be quite at odds with the
person they were. This is tough. It is very difficult to
deal with, and it is particularly pronounced if you are
looking at — it is not your mum, as in my case — say a
guy in his late teens or early 20s, who is a big guy who
has problems because of having an acquired brain
injury.
It is important that we look at having a multilayered
approach to some of these issues and make sure that we
respond appropriately to people who clearly engage in
recidivist behaviour and should not be let loose on the
community, but we must also try to find a way of
tackling the problem upstream as well to address those
concerns and issues so that people do not end up in
prison. I met with representatives of Melbourne
CityMission recently. They indicated that if a person
has five or six instances of engagement with the justice
system, it almost guarantees that person has a mental
illness. There are some problems there.
I note that the member for Box Hill raised some
concerns about clause 3. You cannot be imprisoned and
paroled at the same time. In order for clause 3 to apply
you need to be in prison, and in relation to whether the
clause 3 provisions for automatic cancellation of parole
apply for a sentence by a non-Australian court, the
answer is yes, it does apply.
This is a serious piece of work that is before the house
and I come back to my earlier points. The major parties
will agree on some things and disagree on others, but
broadly the work ethic for both major parties on major
pieces of legislation on public policy is sincere and
serious, and that is reflected by the member for Box
Hill’s contribution today and in previous contributions,
unlike the lazy dilettantes from Melbourne and Prahran
who do not do the hard work and are not worthy of

CORRECTIONS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2015
2576

ASSEMBLY

being members of this place. I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Corrections
Legislation Amendment Bill 2015. As we have heard,
this bill has a range of purposes and objectives. Largely
the changes are administrative and aimed at
modernising and improving the legislation. These types
of changes are required from time to time because
things happen in society, technology changes and there
are a whole raft of things that happen, which require us
to review legislation and look at strengthening it and
continually making it better. The changes in the bill
make general improvements to the parole regime and
operational principles. There has been quite a bit of
discussion about the parole regime, and I will also
speak to that. There will be improvements to the
procedures of the Adult Parole Board of Victoria,
departmental corrections procedures and a whole bunch
of other housekeeping amendments, which are typically
commonsense and non-controversial.
As I have said, there are a number of objectives and I
will focus on several of them. Prior to being the
member for Eildon, I was the member for Seymour and
located an hour or so north of Seymour is the minimum
security prison Dhurringile. I had the experience of
visiting that correctional centre and although it was a
minimum security prison, it was interesting to see the
range of people who were there. There were people
who were on the back end of a 25-year or a 30-year
sentence, along with people who had perhaps
committed white-collar crime, and they were all ready
to exit the correctional system.
I want to comment, firstly, on the contribution by the
member for Footscray who said that the coalition of the
Liberal Party and The Nationals has a philosophy that
adopts an attitude of ‘lock ’em up and throw away the
key’ and she went on to talk about the importance of
education. It was disappointing that, as an experienced
member of Parliament, the member for Footscray failed
to recall that in the last term of Parliament under the
coalition government the then member for Doncaster,
as Minister for Community Services, did considerable
work with Parkville College, which is a school at the
youth detention centre, and made quite a number of
changes to give those younger people in that
correctional detention centre an opportunity for
education to help to break the cycle of crime and give
them opportunities to move beyond a life of crime. We
did some very good work in that area that certainly has
been forgotten.
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One of the objectives in the bill is to clarify prosecution
procedures for breach of parole. I spoke on provisions
contained in this bill in August 2013 and I remember it
quite clearly. That bill took effect in July 2014. Prior to
that it had not been an offence to breach parole, but we
changed the legislation to make it clear that breaching
parole is an offence — it is against the law. That gave
police new powers to arrest and detain people suspected
of breaching parole without a warrant — and obviously
there were details around that. The bill before us now
clarifies the prosecution proceedings because
previously there was a one-year limit in which the
Victoria Police could make a charge. That has now,
through this bill, been extended from one year to two
years, and that is from the date of the alleged offence. It
is not expected that these provisions will delay
prosecutions. I know that Victoria Police were involved
in the consultation, and it needs to be understood that
there are some matters that are extremely complex.
They take time and they are difficult to work through. It
was seen that police did not want to run short of time
and so it was important to extend that one-year limit to
two years.
We have heard many comments about parole,
particularly from the member for Niddrie, who I
thought may have remembered some of the things that
happened in his first term in Parliament. I understand
that there are many people now in the chamber who
were not here during that time, and I worry that the
biased view they have been given and the failure to
recall history correctly will be to their detriment. The
coalition in the previous government moved to make
changes to the parole system. There were some
dreadful events where murders were committed by
people on parole.
John Leslie Coombs is quoted as saying, ‘One of my
defences is going to be the fact that you’ — the prison
system — ‘let me out’, and there are all the reports that
go with that. He told his partner that in 2009, after his
third murder. Every time David Patrick Clifford, a
violent drug offender, was given a second chance he
reoffended and again committed heinous crimes while
on parole. Leigh Robinson was another who committed
murder. But I want to talk about William John Watkins,
and this example sticks out for me particularly. The
former member for Shepparton raised it because she
knew the parents of the two girls in Altona who were
murdered by this beast. The girls’ parents were
constituents of hers. The member for Shepparton
carried around the photo of the murdered girls for years,
and at the time she pleaded with the then
Attorney-General, a former member for Niddrie, Rob
Hulls, to make changes in the law. The current member
for Niddrie should remember this, because the then
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Attorney-General was his predecessor in the seat of
Niddrie.

different oversight bodies that have come into being in
the last little while.

The then member for Shepparton pleaded with the then
Attorney-General to make changes to the parole
system, but he refused point blank. It took the incoming
coalition government to make changes, which at the
time the then Labor opposition absolutely jumped on
board with. But it needs to be remembered that the
Labor Party had the opportunity to make changes
earlier, when the then member for Shepparton was
continually raising the issue with the then
Attorney-General, but he refused to act. I think the
newer members of Parliament need to understand what
has happened in the past.

The Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission (IBAC), which was put in place by the
coalition government, was claimed to be a toothless
tiger, but I think it is in fact showing its teeth quite well.
In addition there is the Office of the Victorian
Inspectorate along with a whole range of
commissioners, including the Freedom of Information
Commissioner, the Victorian legal services
commissioner, the mental health complaints
commissioner, and the commissioner for privacy and
data protection. We also have the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission and its
staff. The proposed regulations will include other
persons or bodies, such as royal commissions, which
may be set up from time to time, along with interstate
bodies that are equivalent to IBAC. They are some of
the important objectives that are included in this
legislation.

The second element I want to focus on is the electronic
monitoring of prisoners. This happens now for a variety
of reasons, such as keeping order in prisons at times
when there is concern for the safety and welfare of a
particular prisoner or other prisoners. There is the
potential to extend this beyond the current use, and this
is something I support because it helps to monitor the
movements of selected prisoners in certain areas and
where prisoners need to remain separated. I can quite
easily put this in context, based on the prison I have
visited. In addition to that, there is monitoring of the
health of prisoners. We need to understand that not
everyone who is in prison is a picture of health; some
prisoners may be asthmatic or have a heart condition. If
they have monitoring and they are not moving, for
example, this could perhaps be picked up as a way of
preventing them from lapsing into a coma or having a
heart attack and not being able to be revived.
The power rests with the prison governors, and they are
able to set the duration of the monitoring, whether that
is 24 hours a day, daytime or another part of the day.
They will consider each case as necessary. I think that
is a way of moving forward with the changes to
technology, keeping in mind that it will be an offence to
tamper with the device. This is in line with the same
conditions that apply to people on parole or community
correction orders who tamper with a monitoring device.
The third area I wish to look at is the protected
correspondence to and from prisoners. There have been
a number of things that have happened in relation to the
range of different authorities that have been created.
We need to have the legislation updated to reflect this.
Prisoners have certain rights to privacy already, and
what this is doing is updating the list of bodies or
persons whose correspondence may not be read or
censored by prison staff. Obviously this correspondence
is subject to inspection or disposal on safety grounds by
prison governors, but there have been a whole lot of

Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I support the
Corrections Legislation Amendment Bill 2015,
certainly in terms of parole. Parole is extremely
important for a number of reasons. Some of these
reasons include rehabilitation, reconnecting people with
the community, prison management and safety within
the community. Parole is used for a number of those
things.
Members of the Parliament may not know this, but
Mr Stinky — who in the words of the member for
Eildon was an absolute germ, and people may
remember Mr Stinky — would not go on parole. This
man, who abused children, would not go on parole
because then he would be supervised. He wanted to do
his full term in jail so that he would not be supervised.
That is where parole is extremely important. When
prisoners leave jail and are supervised, they can
hopefully be rehabilitated through that process.
One of the really sad parts about the four wasted years
of the Geoff Shaw government was that we had an
awful situation in which the Attorney-General at the
time, the member for Box Hill, oversaw not only an
increase in the prison population, which was bad in
itself, but also an increase in the recidivism rate from
35 per cent to 45 per cent. He put more people in prison
and did not make the community safer. The
Liberal-Nationals coalition made the community less
safe because people were going through the prison
system and then getting out and committing more
crimes.
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You can be tough on crime, but the problem for the
Liberals and The Nationals is that their toughness on
crime did not mean they actually were tough on crime,
because they were creating more crime. They were
creating more people who reoffended more often.
The problem we have in this state at the moment is that
although we have a Minister for Police who is also the
Minister for Corrections and who is working full time
through these really difficult and some would say
sophisticated issues, lazy opposition members cannot
even get their act together and cannot understand
briefings. That is a problem with opposition
members — that is, they do not understand how to
work through difficult issues. They understand slogans
and mantras, but to work through the evidence,
statistics and research takes too much brainpower. If
you put them all together, the IQ level drops.
Opposition members have no solutions to crime and no
idea of how to deal with criminals in Victoria. They
demonstrated that time and again, year after year over
their four years in government.
We need an intelligent response, and that is what this
legislation will provide. It means that we are assisting
the parole system to deal with the situations it finds
itself facing now with the increase in the number of
people who are applying for parole. We are working
through the department, through other agencies, and
through agencies in other states and their institutions to
make Victoria safer. It is not much use talking about
things that do not make Victorians safer; it has to be
done in an intelligent way.
The honourable member for Prahran in his 4-minute,
53-second contribution said prisoners who go for parole
should have legal representation. He obviously has not
talked to the parole board. He obviously has not talked
to the experts, because he talks out of his hat. He might
go and have a look at the policy that the Greens have
prepared in secret, which says that there should be legal
representation, but he has not actually done any
research. He has not done the work, and he has not
talked to the parole board that has said to this
Parliament through parliamentary committees that it
would involve an inordinate amount of duplication and
red tape to put that in place. They are dealing with so
many prisoners that to have legal representation, to
have those types of situations come to them on a
minute-by-minute basis, would be extremely difficult.
They would not be able to get through the work that
they need to get through.
The honourable member for Prahran, who knows
nothing whatsoever about parole or the justice system
was giving his expert view — with the emphasis on
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‘spert’ — to this house. I just say to the honourable
member for Prahran and the Greens political party that
they should do some research, do some reading and talk
to people outside the cafe latte sets of Carlton and
St Kilda. These are serious issues. When this legislation
comes to the house, the Greens should not just parrot
the slogans and spout off about their minuscule
thinking, they should do some real research.
We really need to have an understanding of what the
honourable member for Prahran said in his 4-minute,
53-second contribution to the house. He put to the
house that there should be less electronic monitoring,
because it is not working properly. That is basically
what he said. He went on to say there should be fewer
prisoners. However, if you have less electronic
monitoring, the only option that you really have for a
lot of those people is to put them in prison. What is the
member saying? His muffled brain cannot think
rationally or logically. He cannot put a succinct
argument to this house because he is just spouting off
rhetoric that he does not understand and is not about a
real life situation.
I have real difficulties with this, because as I said just
before, these are real issues. These are real people.
Some of them have committed really serious crimes,
some of them have families and others need to be dealt
with in a different way, but you cannot just come into
this house, say whatever comes off the top of your head
and consider it to be a worthwhile and serious
contribution to public debate in this house or in the
community. Like my friend the honourable member for
Essendon, I say it is really important, given that the
Greens have three and a half years to go, that they listen
to some sage advice — and you cannot get too much
sager or older advice than from me — and do some
research in relation to their speeches. They should get
some real advice. When they are given a briefing, they
should ask questions. If they have not got any questions
to ask, then they should get somebody else with some
brains to go with them to ask the questions. These
issues and this legislation about protecting our
community and families in Victoria are extremely
important, and the issue of the parole system and how
we make that better is extremely important. I sincerely
say to the honourable members for Melbourne and
Prahran that they should do some research, do some
reading and learn about the things they need to know in
preparing for debates in this house. They should do it
properly before they stand up again.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I also rise to speak in the
debate on the Corrections Legislation Amendment Bill
2015. Like the member for Eildon, I too have prisons in
my electorate of Ripon — namely, the Hopkins
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Correctional Centre and Langi Kal Kal Prison. The
Ripon electorate also hosts Corella Place. I have visited
both prisons on multiple occasions, and I will have
more to say about these facilities later in my
contribution. I agree with the member for Eildon that
visiting prisons does give you an insight into what goes
on in that aspect of the justice system beyond what you
can get from reports or statistics.
Labor is pretty confused on some of its messaging. The
member for Footscray took exception to the fact that
the coalition thinks the government might not be so
tough on crime. There is a reason for that perception.
The Liberal-Nationals coalition is tough on crime and
we act on expert advice. What members from the other
side do is pretend to be tough on crime and pretend to
care about community safety, but you cannot do that if
you do not have a functioning prison and parole system.
In the last government we inherited a situation where
we did not have a functioning prison or parole system,
and we set about fixing that. Admittedly the Labor
Party does appear to have more of a clue about this bill
than the Greens do; they did not even recognise that the
bill extends some rights to prisoners, particularly in
relation to who can or cannot read their mail.
I want to talk about only a couple of the bill’s
provisions. The first is the provision that provides an
explicit power for a prison governor to require a
prisoner to be electronically monitored. The Hopkins
Correctional Centre in my electorate is a medium
security prison and it houses many of Victoria’s sex
offenders. It also houses people who need protective
custody, and they are often people who were
themselves prison officers or police officers. They have
ended up in prison and cannot be put into the general
prison system because it is not safe for them. For those
prisoners, having electronic monitoring is important for
their safety, and it is very important within the Hopkins
Correctional Centre in the electorate of Ripon. I
strongly support this provision because it is about
keeping our prisoners safe. It is not about looking at
their every movement or restricting them; it is actually
for the prisoner’s safety.
The second provision I want to talk a bit about is the
update to the list of bodies whose correspondence may
not be read or censored by prison staff. There is quite a
long list of bodies that have come into existence over
the past few years, and this is a welcome extension of
prisoners’ rights. If prisoners complain about the prison
system, if they make complaints to the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission about
corruption or if they believe they need to go to the
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission, they can now have confidence that their
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correspondence to and from those bodies cannot be
read by the people they are probably complaining
about. This is an extension of their human rights, and I
would have thought the Greens, above anyone else,
would have noticed this provision and commented on
it, but they did not.
Overall the bill seeks to make some small but useful,
commonsense changes to the parole system, and that
led me to think about what changes we have made to
the parole system and why we made those changes over
the last few years. In the last Parliament, as the member
for Eildon noted, there was a significant overhaul of the
parole system when the then government implemented
the 23 recommendations of the review undertaken by
former High Court judge, Mr Ian Callinan. Members
will remember that at the time there was enormous
community upset because we had people being
murdered and terrible crimes being committed by
people on parole who in some cases should not have
been on parole. There were two issues: people doing
things while they on parole, but there was also the
matter of how they were getting parole. The coalition
reforms changed the percentages of prisoners who
could get parole, and that increased the number of
people in prison. It meant prisoners had to serve their
full prison terms.
That issue brings me to a fundamental flaw of logic that
Labor keeps repeating, about why the coalition
expanded prison capacity. The Auditor-General in his
November 2012 report entitled Prison Capacity
Planning found that as part of three separate budget
cycles — this is under the Bracks and Brumby
governments — Labor was told to commit to a new
prison but failed to do so. One of the things we talk
about in this place is our population growth. Even if
you have a strong view that you should not incarcerate
a greater percentage of people, if our population is
growing it follows that you will need more prison beds
because you will have more people committing crimes
even if the crime rate stays the same. That fundamental
fact did not seem to get through to the Bracks and
Brumby governments, so they did not sufficiently
expand their prison capacity. When they finally did
decide to build what was then called the Ararat jail,
they so comprehensively messed up that public-private
partnership that the coalition spent months going in and
fixing up the terrible economic consequences in order
to save it.
In my final 2 minutes and 43 seconds I want to talk
about the positive impact of the Hopkins Correctional
Centre and Langi Kal Kal Prison in my electorate. The
coalition’s initiative to increase bed numbers in those
facilities has created 750 jobs. Many people who live in
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Ararat, Beaufort and Stawell now work within the
prison system and have secure jobs with good pay and
conditions. The prisons have created a whole new way
to get a job that was not there before. As we know, in
the country some of the options for employment are
limited, so these facilities have been great for many
people.
The final thing I would like to say about both these
prisons is to pay tribute to the communities of Trewalla
and Ararat. Not every community welcomes a 750-bed
prison for medium security prisoners who are
predominately sex offenders, and understands that there
is an economic trade-off. These communities were
prepared to make that trade-off and work with these
prisons because they recognised that they would
benefit. People from these communities are doing a
great job. Labor members get to their feet in this
chamber and say that Victoria does not need additional
prison beds, that the coalition is not taking the right
path. But the government’s position seems to be one of
continuing to let people out onto the streets when they
have committed serious sexual assault offences,
including rape and other offences, when they should be
locked up. In Ararat those offenders are locked up in a
prison.
Once again I bring to the attention of the house that
there are regional and rural communities who are
prepared to take on the jobs of keeping our broader
community safe by having prisons in their
communities. It is only through their doing that that we
get to have a comprehensive tough-on-crime and
community safety initiative. Members opposite are
totally mistaken if they think you can have a failed
parole system, not lock people up and then the
community will be safe. Today’s bill is a great addition
to this body of legislation.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I rise to
support the Corrections Legislation Amendment Bill
2015. Parole is important and vexed. There are some
prisoners who should never be released; that is the
reality. But how do we set up the best system to take
care of those who have to make the transition back into
our community?
I want to acknowledge the minister for bringing this bill
to the house. It is an attempt at a balanced proposition
for managing the transition of people who have served
their sentences and need to reconnect with the
community. It attempts to make improvements by
better using technology and the intelligence it can
provide. It also looks at how we can move in the way of
reform to deliver better public safety.
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I want to go to a comment that was made by the
member for Ripon when she referred to the government
as ‘the other mob’. It is the government; that is the
point. Let us go to the issue, because — —
Mr Walsh — The big issues of the day!
Mr McGUIRE — It goes to a critical point, which
is this: you cannot just have the rhetoric of being tough
on crime without being tough on the causes of crime.
This is the point I am coming to: it is about the causes
of crime. Where was a crime prevention strategy in the
last government? You have to address those issues as
well. What are you going to do when people have
served their time and need to transition back into the
community? Where was the plan for jobs? Where was
the plan for investing in attitude, education and
opportunity — the attributes that largely determine
where someone ends up in life? It is not just about
bigger police stations, grander courthouses and,
inevitably, more prisons. Insanity, according to
Einstein, is repeating the same thing over and over and
expecting a different result. He was not only smart, he
was right.
This issue needs to be called out and addressed. We
have before us a bill that looks at how we can make the
public safer. While there are people who should not be
paroled — people like Stanley Taylor, Peter Dupas and
Paul Denyer — we have a range of sentences that need
to be nuanced to protect the community, to try to reduce
crime and to recognise the seriousness of the conduct
from the point of view of the community and the
individual. We need techniques to reduce the damage
that occurs because of crime. We need to punish people
who have hurt people through their criminal actions.
Sometimes maximum sentences are appropriate to send
the message that: ‘this will not be tolerated’. There will
always be disagreements about that. You cannot deal
with them in one-line clichés like ‘the other mob’; you
have to deal with the facts and the propositions.
One of the objectives of any criminal justice system
must be social rehabilitation. Crime damages
individuals and society. We are talking about how to
rehabilitate people back into society — an individual is
under a framework of justice. The particular behaviour
has to be addressed. That is the issue we must look at
here. This is about how we get a parole system that
works and one that errs on the side of caution in the
public interest. That is the correct balance. We have to
make rehabilitation possible and do it in a system that
produces results. That is the frame of reference for how
to address this as a community and as a government.
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We then come to the question of what this bill actually
does. It amends the Corrections Act 1986 to clarify the
circumstances under which parole is taken to be
cancelled to include where the prisoner on parole is
sentenced to a term of imprisonment in Victoria or
elsewhere and where the offending occurred before or
during the parole period. The bill updates the powers of
the Adult Parole Board of Victoria that may be used at
parole hearings. It clarifies the circumstances under
which a relevant person, such as an officer of
Corrections Victoria, may use or disclose personal or
confidential information, such as disclosures to Victoria
Police for law enforcement purposes. It provides the
governor of a prison with an express power to require a
prisoner to be electronically monitored, which is an
example of a modern tool and better use of technology.
It provides for the employment of parole officers.
The bill will permit the Secretary of the Department of
Justice and Regulation to authorise an employee of the
department to exercise the powers and functions of a
community corrections officer or regional manager. It
adds to the list of persons and bodies whose
correspondence with prisoners must not be opened and
inspected by prison staff unless contraband is
suspected. If contraband is suspected, the letter may be
opened and inspected but must not be read or censored.
Those additional persons or bodies include the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission,
the Victorian Inspectorate and the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission. Other
bodies may be prescribed by regulation.
The bill also permits the Secretary of the Department of
Justice and Regulation to authorise an employee to
perform the functions of the secretary of the adult
parole board, including to cover an absence of the
secretary or a vacancy. It clarifies the quorum for a
meeting of the adult parole board held to decide
questions. It increases the time limit within which to
charge a person with a breach of parole from 12 months
to 2 years from the date of the offence in order to
clarify procedures for prosecution. It removes
references to the repealed Serious Sex Offenders
Monitoring Act 2005. It amends the Parole Orders
(Transfer) Act 1983 to validate certain past parole order
transfers made under the national scheme.
The bill confirms that a person cannot be imprisoned
under any sentence and be on parole at the same time.
This is because a prisoner cannot comply with parole
conditions such as a residence curfew or community
treatment conditions while in prison. Clause 3 provides
that parole is automatically cancelled when a prisoner
on parole is sentenced by a court to another term of
imprisonment in Victoria or elsewhere and when the
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offending occurred before or during the parole period.
The prisoner’s parole is taken to have been cancelled on
the sentence being imposed.
The legislative provisions of the Evidence
(Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 relating to the
power and procedures of the board were repealed on
15 October 2014 as a consequence of the Inquiries Act
2014. The bill updates the current evidentiary tools
under the Inquiries Act 2014 that may be used by the
parole board at parole hearings. The powers also
complement the existing powers that the board has for
supervision — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time set
down for consideration of items on the government
business program has expired, and I am required to
interrupt business. I apologise to the member for
Broadmeadows.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (ENVIRONMENTAL
UPGRADE AGREEMENTS) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 August; motion of
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy and
Resources).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

CLASSIFICATION (PUBLICATIONS, FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES) (ENFORCEMENT) AMENDMENT BILL 2015
2582

ASSEMBLY

CLASSIFICATION (PUBLICATIONS,
FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES)
(ENFORCEMENT) AMENDMENT BILL
2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 August; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

INFRASTRUCTURE VICTORIA BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 August; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Thursday, 6 August 2015

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

Hawthorn West Primary School
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Education. The action I
seek is that the minister visit Hawthorn West Primary
School to meet with principal Glenys Williamson,
school council president Richard Bryant and parent
representative Lloyd Elliott to inspect the school and
that he advise on whether the Andrews government will
provide funding for the Honour Avenue landscape
concept plan, which would provide the school with
much-needed space and facilities for students and staff.
The school shares a site with an Anglican church at the
corner of Burwood Road and Church Street in
Hawthorn. The Department of Education and Training
does not own the land, nor does it have any right to
make improvements to the land. This land is a public
roadway owned by VicRoads and gazetted as Honour
Avenue to which the school is required to permit access
at all times.
Like many schools in my electorate, Hawthorn West
Primary School is facing enrolment pressures with little
or no ability to broaden its footprint without
government assistance — and even with that, space is
so limited that every bit helps. This year the school has
an enrolment of 387 students and it has access to
around 11 000 square metres of land. Around 30 per
cent of this land forms Honour Avenue. The school is
seeking funding to acquire the existing VicRoads
thoroughfare and relocate Honour Avenue to the
northern boundary of the existing site while
consolidating the balance of the land into a single
property owned and managed by the department. The
land that would be developed for the relocated Honour
Avenue is approximately 750 square metres, and the
balance of approximately 2500 square metres would
form part of the expanded school grounds.

Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

The school makes the good point that the existing
grounds are around a quarter of the size that the
department recommends for a student population of the
school’s size. Accordingly the additional 2500 square
metres of land will help students enormously. For
18 months the school has been working closely with the
City of Boroondara to develop the concept plan to the
extent that both the school and the council have agreed
in principle to the design and scope of works required
and, subject to funding being approved, they are ready
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to commence a public consultation process. The school
is seeking funding approval from the department and
the state government. The cost is estimated at around
$1.2 million, consisting of $420 000 for the Honour
Avenue works and $780 000 for the rectification works.
Prior to this year’s state budget I wrote to the minister
to ask that his government allocate at least initial
funding to start the process. Sadly, nothing was
forthcoming in the budget. As a candidate before the
last state election I was very proud to be able to make
education commitments representing about $18 million
for Hawthorn, and I have been saddened that not one
new dollar has been invested in Hawthorn’s fantastic
schools. I hope the minister will agree to meet urgently
with Glenys Williamson, Richard Bryant and Lloyd
Elliott, because I know how hard they have been
working on this.

East Keilor Leisure Centre
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Sport. The action I seek is
that the minister visit the East Keilor Leisure Centre
and meet with locals and representatives of the Moonee
Valley City Council. On 20 July this year I wrote to the
Moonee Valley council following its release of
preliminary plans for the redevelopment of the East
Keilor Leisure Centre. The draft plans do not include
the 50-metre pool. I have personal experience of and
appreciate what an asset the 50-metre pool is to our
community, having grown up as a regular user of the
East Keilor Leisure Centre. I have many fond memories
of spending a large amount of my youth at the centre,
using especially the outdoor Olympic-size 50-metre
pool as well as the diving boards during the summer
months. I really do appreciate what an asset this pool is
to the community, and it is an asset I believe should be
protected.
The council has identified the East Keilor Leisure
Centre as a priority project in the recently released
Moonee Valley City Council Draft Aquatic Leisure
Centre Plan. The leisure centre was built in the 1960s
and is in urgent need of investment to meet the growing
needs of our community, from local school use to
hydrotherapy for some of our older residents. Members
may be aware that recently a report entitled Future
Property Hotspots for Aged Care and Retirement
Living Developers showed East Keilor to have the most
residents aged between 65 and 84. This recent
population data, combined with growing enrolments at
our local schools, presents a unique opportunity for the
East Keilor Leisure Centre to be redeveloped to meet
the growing needs of our community. An investment in
the order of $27 million to $30 million demands that
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the redevelopment of the East Keilor Leisure Centre be
a legacy for the next generation in our community.
On 3 August I received a letter from the mayor of the
City of Moonee Valley, and she has assured me that no
decision has been made yet in relation to the future of
the 50-metre pool and nor has the council progressed to
undertaking a more detailed feasibility study. I believe
that the 50-metre pool is worth fighting for. It is a pool
that I know and regard fondly. I believe it is an asset we
should save. I also believe that keeping the 50-metre
pool will be a cost saver for locals, and with school
groups otherwise having to travel via road to the
Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre, a local facility is
an extremely worthwhile investment for the future.
Whilst I appreciate that 50-metre pools are often run for
only four months of the year, partially enclosing the
pool, building a roof, having open side access and
providing economical heating will allow for all-round
use of the pool by lap swimmers, students from local
schools and participants in regional carnivals. If the
50-metre pool goes now, it will be gone forever. I
believe it is an asset worth protecting. I hope Moonee
Valley City Council reconsiders its decision to exclude
it from the draft plan. I understand that the council is
going to seek further community feedback, and I
welcome the opportunity for the minister to meet with
locals to discuss his Better Pools program, which he
runs through the Department of Health and Human
Services.

Kew Primary School
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Education. The action I seek from the
minister is that the government consider purchasing
land on behalf of Kew Primary School. Kew Primary
School is situated within a busy shopping and business
district off High Street, Kew. A parcel of land adjacent
to the school, on 16 Peel Street, is to be auctioned on
22 August. The land is owned by the Holy Trinity
Anglican Church in Kew, and it is currently being
leased by the Boroondara City Council for use as a car
park. Kew Primary School is very busy. It has
500 students, and it is at capacity. Obviously there are
many parents who want to collect their children from
the school, which is in a residential area abutting busy
High Street.
The matter I raise for the minister’s interest is that
parking is at an absolute premium for traders, shoppers
and particularly parents of children who attend the
school. With that car park potentially being sold off for
private development and the like, parents will find it
very difficult to collect their children from the school
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with any ease. Equally traders will have difficulty
parking their vehicles and so will potential patrons of
High Street. This issue has been raised with me by the
principal of Kew Primary School on a number of
occasions. It has been raised with me by local
community members and indeed by parents, and it has
been raised further afield with Boroondara council and
other interested persons.

emergency situations to which the Research CFA
responds, such as car accidents, brushfires, bushfires,
house fires and so on, can the minister update me on
when a new truck will be delivered to the brigade, the
type of tanker the CFA will receive and why that tanker
is the best choice for the Research CFA?

I simply ask the minister to have a look at this. It is an
important issue for my electorate. Over the long term it
would certainly help the school community to grow.
For example, the development of the Amcor site will
bring a lot more people into the local area. We will look
at this in a cooperative fashion. We want the minister to
assess this on its merits, and I commend the potential
purchase of the car park to the minister in the strongest
possible terms.

Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Mental Health, and it
relates to an inquiry of the former Parliament’s Law
Reform, Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee into
the supply and use of methamphetamines, particularly
ice, in Victoria. The action I seek is that the minister put
in place the recommendations from the parliamentary
inquiry that relate specifically to rural and regional
Victoria.

Country Fire Authority Research brigade

Volumes 1 and 2 of the report were tabled on
3 September 2014 and included 54 recommendations.
The report discusses a number of issues and examines
the specific problems faced by rural and regional
communities and the responses needed for those
problems. In particular I refer to recommendation 39,
which goes to the lack of attention given to drug use
and misuse in rural and regional Victoria. The
recommendation addresses a number of matters,
including the access and availability of alcohol and
other drug services for people in regional Victoria,
staffing issues, the tyranny of distance, issues pertaining
to anonymity and confidentiality in small rural
communities, and rural input into decision-making.

Ms WARD (Eltham) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Emergency Services. The action I
seek is that the minister provide an update to me
regarding the progress of the delivery of a new tanker
for the Research Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigade.
Labor made a commitment at the last election to
provide a new tanker for the Research CFA, and I am
sure the minister is very aware of this CFA brigade,
which has served Research and the surrounding
community well since 1950. I am very pleased that for
some time the brigade has had a slightly expanded
premises instead of the old tin shed it had when I was a
child.
The dedicated volunteers are a very important part of
the community of Research. They spend Sunday
mornings at the facility. They attend for training, when
they put on their uniforms and do so much work for our
community. They get called out on a regular basis.
Their work is of real benefit to our community and
needs to be appreciated, as I am sure it is. Research is a
small community on the outskirts of Eltham, and its
residents connect through the CFA, the football club
and the cricket club.
The services of this community need to be improved,
which is why the government has committed funds to
the Research football club, but it also needs to deliver
on this tanker for the CFA. I know the minister and the
Andrews government will honour Labor’s election
commitment to the Research CFA. As is the case with
many CFA brigades, there are young members, but
there are also those who have volunteered for decades,
and in the case of the Research CFA that includes the
Brinkkotter family. Bearing in mind the variety of

Methamphetamine user rehabilitation services

Recommendation 47 states:
Given that significant barriers exist in regional areas, the
committee recommends that the Victorian government:
(a) ensure local withdrawal beds are available for dependent
methamphetamine users;
(b) ensure better access to residential rehabilitation beds in
the regional areas and develop protocols for transfer of
clients from regional areas to metropolitan and larger
centres;
(c) ensure that outpatient services in rural areas are well
resourced to respond to methamphetamine users.

The committee issued an addendum to volume 1, which
was a statement of principles underlying the
recommendations. Point 11 of that addendum states:
An effective response to methamphetamine use in rural and
regional communities requires tailored interventions that take
into account the specific, evidence-based needs of the
community.
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On 27 August 2014 the Premier, as the then Leader of
the Opposition, announced an Ice Action Plan to be
delivered within the first 100 days of government
should Labor be elected. The Victorian government
announced the Ice Action Plan on 5 March 2015. The
government’s response to the committee’s inquiry was
tabled on 17 March 2015, but it did not respond
specifically to the issues relating to rural and regional
Victoria. It was essentially the delivery of a plan
supported by $45.5 million in new funding, which the
government described as the first step in addressing the
challenges associated with ice. A range of programs
were funded out of that particular money.
It is the government’s obligation to ensure that young
and vulnerable people in rural and regional areas
receive mental health care equal to that of their city
peers. However, in country communities our
experience is that sadly this is not the case. When
people need help, they need it now and in their own
communities, not weeks or months later in a city
setting. I urge the minister to properly resource the
regions so that the recommendations made specifically
for rural and regional Victoria can be put in place at the
earliest possible opportunity.

Sunbury rail services
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — My adjournment matter
tonight is for the Minister for Public Transport. The
action I seek is that the minister meet with
representatives of the Sunbury Train Association to
discuss further improvements to trains servicing
Sunbury and Diggers Rest. Members will recall that
prior to the winter break I raised with the Minister for
Public Transport the matter of the reduction of V/Line
services in Sunbury. Since that time I have done
considerable work with a newly formed group, the
Sunbury Train Association. I suggested to a number of
local residents that they form this group and advocate
for additional services in and out of Sunbury and
Diggers Rest.
On Tuesday, 21 July, I met with representatives of the
Sunbury Train Association in my office. It was a very
productive meeting, and I thank all members of the
association for attending and being so constructive.
Unlike the shadow Minister for Public Transport, the
member for Croydon, and Bernie Finn, a member for
Western Metropolitan Region in the other place, the
government’s response was not to simply rock up to the
station, take a photo, talk to no-one and then leave.
I have committed to working closely with the Sunbury
Train Association to ensure its views are heard, and I
am confident that through this advocacy we can have a
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successful outcome on this matter. I want to thank the
members of the Sunbury Train Association, and the
action I seek tonight is that the minister meet with them
to ensure their needs are being met.

Middle Brighton railway station
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to raise an issue
with the Minister for Public Transport. It is a follow-on
from the constituency question I raised earlier today,
and it is about the very sad fact that there have been two
tragic deaths of pedestrians at the Middle Brighton
station. The action I seek from the minister is that a
safety audit of the Middle Brighton station be
conducted with a view to a possible safety upgrade.
I do not expect members on my side or the other side to
be completely familiar with the Brighton electorate, but
the Sandringham line intersects with Church Street,
which is the major retail street in Brighton. It is a very
busy pedestrian precinct — there is a lot of pedestrian
movement — and obviously as the Sandringham line
runs through it, there is a fair amount of train
movement as well. As I said, tragically this year there
have been two deaths, in June and July, where
pedestrians have been hit by trains, causing
considerable angst to one of the locals.
The retail and commercial area around the station is
very busy, and I suspect it would not be suitable for a
grade separation, nor am I asking for one because the
Labor Party has made clear what its priorities are. In
fact I suspect the owners of the Half Moon hotel,
located very close to that railway crossing, would not
want it to be demolished in the process. As I said, this is
a heavily congested commercial and retail area, and
unfortunately two pedestrians have been hit by trains in
recent times.
What I am suggesting — and clearly the police are
investigating the latest accident and will prepare reports
for the relevant authorities — is that the minister have
her experts look at this crossing to do a safety audit.
The last death involved a gentleman who could not
reach the other side of the crossing in time before the
train hit him — he was an elderly gentleman. I ask for a
safety audit to look at what, if anything, could be done
to upgrade safety at the very important Middle Brighton
railway station crossing in the Brighton electorate.

Frankston Basketball Stadium
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — My adjournment
matter tonight is for the Minister for Sport. The action I
seek is for the minister to join me in calling on the
federal Liberal government to contribute its fair share
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of funding for the upgrade and expansion of the
Frankston Basketball Stadium. Frankston Basketball
Stadium is located in Seaford in my electorate of
Carrum and attracts players from right across
Melbourne. Recently I attended a sold-out Olympic
qualifying game between the Australian women’s
basketball team the Opals and Japan. The Opals were
fantastic and had a convincing win, much to the delight
of the sold-out crowd.
However, due to the increasing popularity of basketball
our local stadium is bursting at the seams.
Overcrowding means teams are having to play their
games late into the evening because there are just not
enough courts. The Andrews Labor government
understands the need to upgrade these facilities and is
getting on with this important expansion, committing
$2.5 million towards the project. Frankston City
Council also knows this is a much-needed, long
overdue development and is contributing $4 million,
but the federal Liberal government is putting this vital
project in limbo because it refuses to commit a cent and
contribute its fair share.
I urge the federal Liberal member for Dunkley, Bruce
Billson, to convince Tony Abbott to contribute to the
stadium upgrade, otherwise the Frankston & District
Basketball Association will not get the stadium it or the
community deserves. I welcome the opportunity to
have the minister visit our much-loved basketball
stadium in Seaford to meet with the
Frankston & District Basketball Association players
and staff and join me, as well as the member for
Frankston, in calling on the federal Liberal government
to put the community first and contribute its fair share
of funding for the upgrade.

Sandringham railway station
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The
Sandringham electorate is served by four direct railway
stations and one immediately-abutting railway station.
The stations include Highett, Cheltenham, Mentone,
Sandringham and Hampton. The matter I raise tonight
concerns parking opportunities around the
Sandringham railway station. The action I seek in more
specific terms is for the minister or her delegate,
together with representatives as appropriate from Metro
Trains Melbourne, Public Transport Victoria and
VicTrack to meet with members of the Sandringham
community, the local Neighbourhood Watch group and
the local Sandringham traders group to discuss
visionary planning for the Sandringham station
precinct.
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In more recent days, with the advent of zone 1 travel in
zones 1 and 2 and Sandringham station being included
in the zone 1 travel zone, there have been an increasing
number of rail commuters travelling to Sandringham
and that has benefited local businesses. At the same
time there have been numbers of city commuters and
Sandringham line commuters who have travelled from
further afield to park within the Sandringham precinct.
That has placed increasing pressure on parking spaces
for local shops. The search for parking has also moved
out into residential precincts in the immediate
surrounding area.
It is important that as Melbourne plans for population
growth in line with Melbourne at 8 million people there
be visionary planning undertaken. At one level there
can potentially be some short-terms measures
implemented that might use land in the immediate
precinct that is under-utilised, and I have recently
written to the minister seeking guidance as to whether
land in Station Street north of Abbott Street or in
Beaumont Street might be available for the creation of
some additional parking spaces. That is a matter for
careful review. Every car parking space that can be
added to the parking mix will be of benefit to local
traders and the local community.
At the same time there has been some discussion about
the development of multilevel parking. That is a
sensitive issue proximate to the coast, but looking at
Melbourne at 8 million people it is a debate that needs
to be held. There is also the prospect of an expansion of
the Parkiteer program and the additional provision
of — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am
assuming, because the member has not said it, that he is
referring this matter to the Minister for Public
Transport.
Mr THOMPSON — Yes, Deputy Speaker.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
needs to be clear at the outset who he is referring his
matter to.
Mr THOMPSON — Thank you, Deputy Speaker. I
seek action from the minister or her delegate, as I noted
earlier in my contribution.

Notting Hill industrial precinct
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade. The action I seek is a
commitment from the minister to visit the Notting Hill
precinct in the electorate of Oakleigh. I also want to
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take this opportunity to congratulate the minister on his
recent elevation to the cabinet. I know that with his
experience, enthusiasm and goodwill he will make an
excellent contribution.
A medical technology start-up, 4Dx, that has developed
four-dimensional X-ray imaging technology, providing
a state-of-the-art, non-invasive way of understanding
regional lung motion and airflow in real time. This
enables highly detailed maps of both the patterns of
lung motion and pulmonary function, a world-first
innovation in respiratory diagnosis. Founder and
chairman, Andreas Fouras, said to me when I met him,
‘This will be a billion-dollar company in a few years
time’, and I absolutely believe that.
GP Graders is a company that produces machines that
can, among other things, process 7 tonnes of fruit per
hour while separating different colours and providing
exact grading. GP Graders is Australia’s leading
supplier of fresh produce-grading machinery and the
world’s leading manufacturer of cherry-sorting and
packing machinery. It is also involved in packaging for
the shellfish industry. It is no wonder that managing
director, Stuart Payne, and his team won the
Governor’s award for manufacturing last year, to add to
the growing list of awards they already have.
Amaero Engineering manufactures complex metallic
components by laser-based additive manufacturing —
also known as 3D printing — from computer-aided
design files. Earlier this year, Amaero produced the
world’s first printed jet engine. Professor Xinhua Wu
and her team were so passionate, intelligent and
committed when they showed me around their premises
a few months ago that I walked away also believing this
will be an incredible company.
I could go on. There are many of these sorts of
companies in the Oakleigh electorate, some of which I
have visited and some I have not. What do these
companies have in common? They are all within the
Notting Hill precinct. There is something about this
precinct — something in the water, perhaps —
probably to do with the incredible institutions
surrounding the precinct: Monash University, the
synchrotron, Monash hospital, and the soon to be
Andrews Labor government heart hospital.
This precinct incorporates all of the government’s six
high-growth industry areas where the jobs of the future
will come from, and I am very excited about that. But
the jobs of the future will not just happen. I believe in
an engaged industry policy. I am proud that the
Victorian government established a $200 million Future
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Industries Fund, which is just one example of our
engaged industry policy.
I would be delighted to show the minister this gem of a
precinct, the biomedical and high-tech manufacturing
hub of Australia — our answer to Silicon Valley. I want
the minister to roll up his sleeves, along with me, get
together with the innovators and businesspeople in that
precinct and really create opportunities for export
dollars to come back to Australia and Victoria and for
employment growth. I look forward to welcoming the
minister to this fantastic precinct.

Responses
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — A
few public transport matters were raised tonight, and I
will respond to them accordingly.
The member for Sunbury raised an issue regarding train
services for Sunbury. I continue to thank the member
for Sunbury for the work he does on behalf of his local
community, such as advocating strongly for improved
public transport services in that area. In response to
some changes that were made to the timetable back in
June, concerns have been raised by the Sunbury
community and then directly with me by the member.
As a result of listening to those concerns I can respond
by indicating that this month an additional morning and
afternoon peak service has been provided for the
Sunbury community, with investigation of how other
additional services may be added later in the year.
The action that the member for Sunbury requested was
for me to meet with him and a delegation from the
Sunbury Train Association. I am pleased to advise the
member that I would be very happy and willing to meet
with the association to continue the dialogue and listen
to its issues. I think it demonstrates how important
community consultation and talking to community
members about improving public transport are.
Whether you are considering train, tram or bus services,
it is important to talk with the community. I look
forward to the member for Sunbury and me having that
meeting in the very near future.
The member for Brighton raised a matter regarding
safety issues around the Middle Brighton station and, as
she described them, the tragic deaths of two people at
that location. Certainly the recent death of the elderly
gentleman received quite a bit of media attention, and
our thoughts and sympathies go to both families at the
loss of their loved ones. The member for Brighton
asked for a safety audit to be undertaken at this
location. I am happy to advise the member that we will
undertake that work. I will probably ask VicTrack to
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look at this, as it is the custodian of the facility, and
suggest that it talk with the member for Brighton on
how to have this done expeditiously and with a view to
ascertaining what improvements can be made in that
station precinct.
The member for Sandringham raised a matter regarding
parking at the Sandringham station and wanted me or a
representative to meet with members of the local
community to discuss how parking can be improved.
Certainly parking at train stations is an issue that is
raised consistently and constantly. It is one thing to
provide more public transport services, but another
thing altogether to make sure that people can use them
by getting on the train and having the parking facilities
available. The Andrews Labor government has
certainly recognised this. It has set aside $20 million to
do works for new car parking facilities across the
metropolitan system. Public Transport Victoria and
VicTrack are also undertaking an audit of all
metropolitan and regional car parking facilities.
I will ask Public Transport Victoria to get in touch with
the member for Sandringham to see how the audit of
the Sandringham station went and to meet with those
representatives that he asked be met with to discuss car
parking issues in that area.
The remaining matters raised by the remaining
members will be referred to the relevant ministers for
their attention and consideration.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.30 p.m. until Tuesday,
18 August.

Thursday, 6 August 2015

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Tuesday, 4 August 2015

ASSEMBLY

2589

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 4 August 2015
Niddrie electorate
Question 176
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Niddrie
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
5 May 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The CityLink Tulla Widening project is a major freeway upgrade that will increase capacity, ease congestion and
improve safety along 24 kilometres of the Tullamarine Freeway, CityLink and the West Gate Freeway from
Melbourne Airport, Tullamarine, through to Power Street in Southbank.
The $1.28 billion project will be delivered in two sections. VicRoads will manage the Melbourne Airport to Bulla
Road section and an Expressions of Interest has been released for the delivery of the works. The Bulla Road to
Power Street section will be managed by Transurban.
As part of the Melbourne Airport to Bulla Road section, the English Street Bridge will be reconstructed to facilitate
additional lanes on the Tullamarine Freeway. This will provide additional capacity at the interchange by making
the bridge wider to assist with the expected growth in this important business hub. There will also be an
improvement in the visual amenity of the area around Matthews Avenue and the English Street Bridge.
Detailed design of the interchange at Matthews Avenue and the English Street Bridge will be undertaken once a
contractor is appointed later this year. VicRoads will continue its engagement with key stakeholders as the designs
are progressed.
Major construction will commence in late 2015 and is expected to be completed in 2018.

Yuroke electorate
Question 188
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yuroke
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
6 May 2015

REPLY:

VicRoads is working closely with the Hume City Council on a Corridor Study for Craigieburn Road.
The study is seeking to identify a suitable road layout that meets the future traffic, pedestrian, bicycle and public
transport requirements for the length of Craigieburn Road between the Hume Highway and the future Outer
Metropolitan Ring Road. The study will also assist in determining its priority for future investment.
The study, which is jointly funded by the Hume Council City and VicRoads, commenced earlier this year and is
scheduled for completion by the end of 2015.
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Caulfield electorate
Question 246
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Caulfield
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
26 May 2015

REPLY:

Under the current code for the Disabled Persons Parking Scheme, a person may hold only one disabled persons
parking permit. This is to reduce the misuse of permits.
Valid users of the parking permits continually report that designated disabled parking spaces are often taken up by
vehicles displaying a valid permit, but neither the driver nor the passenger appear to have any disability. As only
one permit can be used by the permit holder at any given time, the code allows for only one permit to be issued.
I appreciate that this may cause some users an element of inconvenience, however please be assured that the intent
of this requirement is to help minimise fraudulent use, and maximise the availability of disabled parking spaces.

Brighton electorate
Question 250
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Brighton
Minister for Police
26 May 2015

REPLY:

I advise that Victoria Police is continuing its work to deploy Protective Services Officers to the rail network. The
government has no plans to change the current deployment model.

Oakleigh electorate
Question 251
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Oakleigh
Minister for Education
26 May 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has been
demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget.
The funding provided through the Budget represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and we will
continue to invest in school infrastructure throughout this term of government.
Glen Eira College was allocated $950,000 in the 2015-16 State Budget to commence the initial scoping and
planning of its building project. This project is a priority for me and the balance of the $9.5 million commitment
will be provided in a future State Budget within this term of Government.
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Mordialloc electorate
Question 255
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Mordialloc
Minister for Public Transport
26 May 2015

REPLY:

In 2012 a decision was made in agreement between the City of Kingston and Public Transport Victoria (PTV) to
relocate the short term car park, then located at the southern end of the bus interchange on the eastern side of Como
Parade, to the western side of Como Parade. This was due to significant safety concerns related to a series of traffic
incidents resulting from conflicting bus and car movements in the area. For this reason I have been advised that
PTV does not support the proposal to reinstate the short term car park at this location.
Instead, representatives from PTV and the City of Kingston met on 23 June 2015 to discuss the proposal and
investigate alternative options for providing a short term car space on the east side of Como Parade, close to the
station entrance without negatively impacting on the safety and convenience of the existing bus to train connections
at this location.
An alternative option was identified in this meeting for further investigation and consideration by Council. PTV
will continue to work with the City of Kingston to provide an appropriate and safe solution for both public transport
customers and the wider community.
The bus stops located on the eastern side of Como Parade cater for over 4,000 passenger interchanges per week and
are providing an extremely important and well utilised service to the station and surrounding community.

Carrum electorate
Question 257
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Carrum
Minister for Education
27 May 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government supports a whole-school approach to building resilience and promoting respectful
relationships that includes a range of initiatives and strategies to prevent and respond to bullying, cyber-bullying,
abuse and unacceptable behaviour.
The prevention of bullying is a shared responsibility and school communities are supported by a range of staff
whose role it is to implement wellbeing strategies at the whole-school level, including Primary Welfare Officers,
Student Wellbeing Coordinators, Chaplains and Student Support Service Officers.
In February 2015, the Being Cool Online campaign was launched and ran in the lead up to the 2015 National Day
of Action against Bullying and Violence (NDA) on 20 March 2015. Being Cool Online activities included online
netiquette quizzes for primary and secondary students and a live blog on the Herald Sun website with adolescent
psychologist Dr Andrew Fuller. The campaign culminated with an event with Dr Andrew Fuller at Monbulk
College where there was a presentation to year 7 students on the NDA.
A fourth round of Bully Stoppers Grants closed on 26 May 2015. Schools from all sectors were able to apply for
grants of $5,000 (single schools) or $10,000 (clusters) to implement strategies or programs to prevent and respond
to cyberbullying. Successful schools have been notified.
Building Resilience in School Communities Grants Program is a new grants program for Victorian government
schools, designed to develop key resiliency skills in students and support the continued take-up by schools of
Building Resilience: A model to support children and young people that aims to support resilience and engagement.
Applications for this program closed on 2 June 2015 and schools have been notified.
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It is expected that this Program will enhance students’ optimism, confidence, social and emotional learning skills
and resilience, and support schools to increase the engagement of children and young people who are at risk of
disengagement, displaying anti-social behaviours (including criminal behaviour or risk of radicalisation), identified
as at risk of developing mental health problems, or those exposed to family violence.

Eildon electorate
Question 258
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Eildon
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
27 May 2015

REPLY:

VicRoads reduced the speed limit on the Goulburn Valley Highway between Yea and Molesworth, from 100km/h
to 80km/h in April 2015, as an interim safety improvement in response to a high number of fatal crashes and safety
concerns along this length of road. A reduction in speed limit at this location will reduce the likelihood of a crash
occurring, and more significantly, will greatly reduce the severity of crashes, if they do occur.
VicRoads understands that for head-on collisions, when vehicles are coming towards each other, the body can
withstand approximately 70km/h to a 140km/h head-on impact speed. With a 100km/h closing speed, even with
some braking, its unlikely speeds will reduce to a surviving speed, and will result in one or both parties involved
being severely injured or killed.
Over the past five years, 11 crashes have occurred at this location–eight people have died and 13 people have been
seriously injured. A large percentage of crashes have involved a vehicle crossing the centre line. Action had to be
taken to address this problem.
In conjunction with the reduced speed limit, VicRoads has also installed high crash warning signs and a tactile line
or “rumble strip” along the centre of the Highway.
VicRoads, together with the road safety partners, is developing options for further infrastructure improvements on
this section of the Goulburn Valley Highway. These options will be considered for funding as part of a future
program.

Gippsland South electorate
Question 260
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Gippsland South
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
27 May 2015

REPLY:

Thank you for your question about a proposed business case for the northern towns project submitted by South
Gippsland Water (SGW). The proposal was not successful.
SGW is working closely with the government on a long-term strategy to secure the water supply for the townships
of Korumburra, Poowong, Loch and Nyora. They are also exploring:
• how best to maintain and upgrade existing water storages, and/or
• using Lance Creek as the primary source of water supply with connection to the Melbourne Supply System.
In the interim, SGW is accessing additional water during summer from the Tarwin River and considering any
demand management requirements.
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Bass electorate
Question 264
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bass
Minister for Education
27 May 2015

REPLY:

The capital redevelopment of Wonthaggi Secondary College was not an election commitment made by the Labor
Party.
The 2015-16 State Budget focuses on delivering resources to commitments made during the state election. Through
the Budget, $730 million will be invested in school infrastructure to ensure that our students are educated in high
quality learning environments.
The funding provided through the State Budget represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and
the Government will continue to invest in education infrastructure throughout this term of government. The capital
needs of all schools, including Wonthaggi Secondary College, will continue to be considered when determining
future priorities for the Government’s capital works program.

Footscray electorate
Question 265
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Footscray
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
27 May 2015

REPLY:

VicRoads, on behalf of the Victorian Government, will be managing the delivery of the West Gate Distributor
Project–Northern Section. The project includes the construction of a separate shared use path bridge over the
Maribyrnong River, with connection to existing bicycle facilities on the eastern and western side of the river.
Shortlisting through an Expression of Interest phase was completed in May 2015. Tender documents were issued to
shortlisted tenderers on 30 June 2015, with award and commencement of construction expected in late 2015.
Construction is expected to take approximately 18 months, with completion in mid 2017.

Ferntree Gully electorate
Question 266
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ferntree Gully
Minister for Education
28 May 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has been
demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget. This funding
represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and the Government will continue to invest in school
infrastructure throughout this term of government.
State Budget constraints do not allow for all school building projects to be immediately funded, and the needs of all
government schools must be balanced and prioritised accordingly.
The Government is aware that schools such as Fairhills High School may have maintenance or capital needs. While
the 2015–16 Budget focused on resourcing our election commitments and other priority projects, the capital needs
of all schools will be considered when determining future priorities for the capital works program. The Government
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will continue to use all available data, including condition assessments and pre-existing project plans, when
allocating funding in future State Budgets.

Eltham electorate
Question 267
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Eltham
Minister for Agriculture
28 May 2015

REPLY:

Animal welfare is a high priority for the Victorian Government. The Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986
(the POCTA Act) protects the welfare of animals in Victoria and applies equally to all species and uses of animals.
Greyhounds
This Government has taken swift action in relation to live baiting in the greyhound racing industry and I have been
in close contact with Chief Veterinary Officer Dr Charles Milne, who I asked to lead this government’s
investigation into animal welfare and cruelty in the greyhound industry.
Reports by Dr Milne and Racing Integrity Commissioner Sal Perna were released on Thursday 11 June and all
recommendations from both reports put to the Government will be accepted. Recommendations for the GRV are
supported in principle with GRV and Government to work through the practical implications of their
implementation.
Recommendations include strengthening our animal welfare legislation in relation to live baiting including
increasing penalties, improving powers of inspectors and mandating reporting of animal welfare breaches to
relevant authorities. In addition a new integrity model will be developed for all three racing codes.
Poultry
With regard to the farming of poultry, the POCTA (Domestic Fowl) Regulations 2006 set out mandatory standards
under which layer and broiler hens can be housed, including minimum cage floor space requirements and cage
design.
A national review of the Model Code of Practice for the Welfare of Poultry is planned and expected to commence
in the near future. Departmental staff will be participating in this review process. The intention of the review is to
develop national standards and guidelines for the welfare of poultry for adoption into legislation by all jurisdictions.
Puppy farms
The Victorian Government is committed to phasing out puppy farms and improving animal welfare and we are
implementing measures to discourage the establishment of new intensive breeding establishments and support
welfare.
We are providing $5 million over the next four years to the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
for the investigation, seizure and treatment of dogs and cats seized from illegal and cruel breeding establishments.
As a result the RSPCA has recently established a Special Investigations Unit and a ‘tip off’ line for the reporting
and investigation of intensive breeding establishments.
The government is also progressing its other puppy farm related commitments:
– On July 1 the Code of Practice for the Operation of Breeding and Rearing Businesses 2014 was amended to
require mandatory pre-mating veterinary checks for all female dogs;
– We will limit the maximum number of female dogs in domestic animal facilities to ten by the year 2020; and
– restrict pet stores to selling dogs and cats that are sourced from registered animal shelters and pounds.
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We will also work with online sellers to identify concerns with pet sales.

Sunbury electorate
Question 269
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Sunbury
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
28 May 2015

REPLY:

I am aware of, and acknowledge, the community’s concerns regarding this intersection. VicRoads has begun the
process of collecting traffic data at the roundabout of Gap Road and Horne Street as part of preliminary
investigations into developing a proposal to reduce congestion at the site.
I will keep the Member informed as the investigations progress.

Yan Yean electorate
Question 285
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yan Yean
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
10 June 2015

REPLY:

In response to safety issues identified at the Plenty Road/Wallan Road/Laurel Street intersection, and concerns
raised by stakeholders and the broader community, VicRoads has been investigating safety treatment options to
address the crashes at this intersection. VicRoads is currently assessing the following three options:
(a)

installation of a roundabout;

(b)

installation of traffic signals; and

(c)

installation of traffic signals with raised platforms.

VicRoads will engage with key local stakeholders including the Whittlesea City Council, Whittlesea Primary
School, the Anglican Church, Whittlesea Secondary College and the Country Fire Authority, to discuss the
problems at this site, present the three options being considered to date, obtain feedback on the options and identify
any specific stakeholder issues and requirements such as pedestrian access, drop off points, etc. VicRoads intends
to engage with the key stakeholders by the end of July 2015.
The preferred intersection treatment proposal will be submitted for funding consideration later this year.

Euroa electorate
Question 286
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Euroa
Minister for Emergency Services
10 June 2015

REPLY:

I am advised that:
The Victorian Government greatly values the work of volunteer firefighters of the Broadford Country Fire
Authority (CFA) Fire Brigade who selflessly devote their time and skills to promote the safety and wellbeing of the
community. I am aware that that the Broadford CFA Brigade responds to a wide range of emergencies including
grass and bushfires, structural fires, motor vehicle accidents, hazardous material incidents and floods.
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The CFA has advised that land for a new Broadford fire station is included in its 3-year Capital Works Program.
CFA is currently looking at options for sites for the new station, including a council site, for potential purchase.
The Victorian Government is committed to strengthening Victoria’s emergency services response by investing in
major upgrades to CFA assets. The Government’s 2015 Budget initiatives include commencing the recruitment of
an additional 350 CFA career firefighters; new CFA stations and upgrades; installation of toilet and washroom
facilities at up to 100 rural CFA stations; delivery of 70 trucks comprising of 40 heavy tankers, 20 medium tankers
and 10 medium pumpers; and expansion of the Emergency Medical Response Program across the CFA’s
integrated brigades.
Furthermore, the Andrews Labor Government has committed to implementing presumptive legislation for career
and volunteer firefighters.
The Victorian Government is also working on a State-wide framework that will ensure the best use of its resources
to support emergency service organisations. Emergency Management Victoria is developing an asset strategy to
identify the current and future equipment and facility needs of emergency service organisations. This strategy will
include identification of service co-location opportunities and will take a sector-wide approach to achieve joined up
outcomes that are community focused.

Narre Warren South electorate
Question 287
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Narre Warren South
Minister for Education
10 June 2015

REPLY:

I can confirm funding of $13.7m has been provided in the budget over four years to establish breakfast clubs in 500
of the most disadvantaged government primary schools in Victoria.
Funding is being provided to food welfare agency Foodbank Victoria to establish a School Breakfast Club program
and to deliver free, healthy breakfast food products to 500 participating schools from the start of the 2016 school
year.
The Department is currently working with Foodbank on detailed implementation, including a process of identifying
eligible schools for participation in the program (based on the commitment to provide breakfast clubs in the most
disadvantaged schools). Further details will be announced before the end of school term 3, 2015.

Evelyn electorate
Question 288
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Evelyn
Minister for Education
10 June 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government is committed to ensuring that every Victorian has an equal right to the best start
to life, regardless of their background, their personal circumstances or where they live.
For this reason the 2015–16 State Budget commits significant funding to support children and young people
experiencing disadvantage, including:
– $32 million to work with disengaged and at-risk youth through the Local Learning and Employment Networks,
– $16 million for the Affordable School Uniforms program in partnership with State Schools’ Relief,
– $14 million for School Breakfast Clubs to help over 25,000 students start the day ready to learn,
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– $148 million Camps, Sports and Excursions funding to help the families of over 200,000 students with the cost
of these essential experiences.
The Couch Surfing Secondary Students: Yarra Ranges Youth Homelessness Prevention Project (CSSS) takes a
close look at youth homelessness in the Shire of Yarra Ranges and I would like to congratulate Anchor Youth
Services, the Outer Eastern Local Learning and Employment Network, Swinburne University and the University of
Western Australia Centre for Social Impact for highlighting this important issue.
As the CSSS project report emphasised, youth homelessness is a cross-sectoral issue that falls within both the
educational and community services context.
The Government acknowledges that schools have a key role to play in ensuring young people are engaged and
supported throughout their schooling years, which is a key focus of the recently launched Education State
consultation.
Extensive research demonstrates that to best meet the varying needs of disengaged young people, we need to
develop reengagement models that are characterised by:
– a strong focus on identification and early intervention to address issues of disengagement before they become
exacerbated and/or entrenched, and preferences school as the first choice education setting;
– clear accountabilities for schools, other government agencies and local service providers;
– locally brokered partnerships;
– flexibility to address the varying barriers to engagement, with a focus on case management and empowering
young people to build on their interests and skills; and
– building the capacity of educators and other professionals to adopt evidence-based and innovative solutions to
address disengagement.
The Education State Schools Consultation Paper proposes this integrated approach to ensure that all students
remain connected to schools and engaged in their learning. The Government welcomes feedback on this proposal
from students, parents, carers, teachers, principals, school council members, businesses and community groups as
part of a two-month consultation process to make Victoria the Education State.

Shepparton electorate
Question 290
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Shepparton
Minister for Public Transport
10 June 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government is aware the Dookie rail line is currently not available for use as the line was
closed in 2007 due to its deteriorating condition. I am advised that GrainCorp has identified Dookie as one site in
its Project Regeneration program. The Government will continue to liaise with GrainCorp on its project. The
priority of re-opening the Dookie line relative to upgrading other sites across the State will be considered as part of
this process.
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Dandenong electorate
Question 291
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Dandenong
Minister for Sport
10 June 2015

REPLY:

Providing high quality sport and recreation facilities in Victoria is a key aim of the Victorian Government. In the
2015-16 State Budget, the government confirmed a $100 million Community Sports Infrastructure Fund that will
facilitate the upgrading of community sports facilities over the next four years. Sport and Recreation Victoria are
currently developing programs, after which I will be in a position to announce how local government authorities
and community organisations can apply for funding.
Given local government authorities will be instrumental in developing and supporting projects for consideration
under this initiative, I encourage the Dandenong City Soccer Club to liaise directly with the City of Greater
Dandenong to develop a project that may be eligible for future funding.

Ringwood electorate
Question 292
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ringwood
Minister for Education
10 June 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has been
demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget. This
investment was the first step in addressing the chronic underinvestment in school capital under the previous
government.
I am pleased that funds were allocated to Norwood Secondary College to commence construction of a new
performing arts centre as part of the 2015-16 State Budget. I have no doubt that this will be a highly functional and
flexible asset for the college.
While I am aware that Norwood Secondary College may have additional capital needs, the needs of all government
schools must be balanced and prioritised accordingly. The infrastructure requirements of all schools, including
Norwood Secondary College, will be considered through the State Budget process and when determining future
priorities for the capital works program.
The funding provided through the Budget represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and we will
continue to invest in education infrastructure throughout this term of government.

Carrum electorate
Question 293
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Carrum
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
10 June 2015

REPLY:

I am pleased to confirm that as part of the 2015 State Budget, the Government has committed $547,000 in
congestion relief funding at the Dandenong-Frankston Road and Thompsons Road roundabout, which will provide
an additional lane on the southbound approach to the roundabout, as well as adjustments to the metering signal
timing. These changes will reduce queue lengths and create more capacity through the roundabout.
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In addition to the above, the State Government is also investing $20 million to undertake planning and
pre-construction works to complete the duplication of Thompsons Road between Dandenong-Frankston Road in
Carrum Downs, and Berwick-Cranbourne Road in Clyde North. As part of these planning and pre-construction
works, traffic modelling will be undertaken to assess the operation of the existing roundabout at Thompsons Road
and Dandenong-Frankston Road to inform the design of any further improvements to the roundabout.

Caulfield electorate
Question 310
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Caulfield
Minister for Public Transport
11 June 2015

REPLY:

Strata Plan, the building manager of Dudley House (7-13 Dudley Street), Caulfield East, contacted Public
Transport Victoria (PTV) on 28 May 2015 to request access to railway land so that graffiti at this site could be
removed. As the rail reserve is managed by Metro, PTV referred the matter to them. Metro contacted the building
manager at Strata Plan on 17 June 2015, advising that permission is required to enter the rail reserve to remove the
graffiti. Metro provided details of qualified contractors who have rail safety accreditation who are available to
remove graffiti in instances where Metro are not required to do so. I am advised that the building manager was
appreciative of this information.
The removal of graffiti from property that is not publicly or easily accessible, such as property adjacent to railway
tracks, requires staff or contractors to be specifically trained in the relevant safety procedures.
Under its agreement with the Government, Metro is required to remove graffiti at railway station precincts and on
trains. Metro is required to remove graffiti from trains within 24 hours when notified, or where not reported, within
72 hours of occurrence. Graffiti of an offensive nature on trains is required to be removed immediately. Metro is
also required to remove graffiti from all parts of a station precinct which is publicly accessible within 24 hours,
graffiti from rail pits at station precincts on a monthly basis and offensive graffiti from parts of station precincts that
are not publicly accessible within 7 days.

Essendon electorate
Question 311
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Essendon
Minister for Energy and Resources
11 June 2015

REPLY:

In February 2015, the Victorian Government initiated a review into the practices of energy retail companies when
dealing with customers experiencing payment difficulties. The Government believes it is important that energy
companies do everything they can to assist customers manage their consumption and avoid accumulating debt.
The Essential Services Commission’s (ESC) review into this will examine the policies, practices and procedures
that energy retailers use to help customers in financial hardship avoid disconnection. It will also make
recommendations to ensure that energy companies use best practice to help customers struggling with their bills.
The ESC released an Issues Paper on 27 March 2015 (with submission due by 1 May 2015). Following that, the
ESC conducted a formal consultation process which included:
– reviewing submission made to the Issues Paper
– holding workshops with energy retailers
– requesting further information from retailers
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– meeting with consumer advocacy groups and other stakeholders; and
– conducting roundtable discussions
A total of 22 submissions were received. 10 submissions were received from retailers and groups representing
retailers; nine from consumer groups; submissions were also received from the Energy and Water Ombudsman;
Frankston City Council and one customer.
The ESC contacted more than 40 special interest groups and met with 17 retailers and seven consumer groups, as
well as other regulators both here and in other states. A newsletter is currently being drafted and will be distributed
to stakeholders in June 2015.
The Terms of Reference, the Issues Paper and copies of the submissions are available on the ESC website at
esc.vic.gov.au
In addition to the submission and consultation process, the ESC also engaged with independent experts to review
the current regulatory framework and examine the current day-to-day experience customers have with their
retailers.
The ESC will provide a draft report, including draft recommendations to myself and the Finance Minister in late
August 2015 following which there will be a further round of consultation, including public meetings, to hear from
customers. Dates for these public meetings will be advertised on the ESC website, and in newspapers. Further
details will be made available on release of the draft report. During this time the general public, including your
constituents Mr Pearson, may take the opportunity to engage in the process and express their concern.
The ESC then plan to consult on the draft report, before releasing a final report in late 2015.

Morwell electorate
Question 312
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Morwell
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
11 June 2015

REPLY:

I acknowledge the concerns of residents at Gwalia Street and assure them that the Government places a high
priority on ensuring that all members of the community have quiet enjoyment of their homes.
The Government is also committed to ensuring that vulnerable members of our community have access to good
quality, affordable housing and are linked to services that can assist them to improve and maintain their quality of
life.
The Department of Health & Human Services is currently working in partnership with Victoria Police, local
Government and community sector agencies. This is to put in place a range of strategies to increase security and the
availability of support services. This includes the installation of closed circuit television cameras and greater
support from local Government and community sector agencies.
These strategies will be monitored and regularly reviewed.
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Mordialloc electorate
Question 313
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Mordialloc
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
11 June 2015

REPLY:

I would like to thank the member for raising this important issue regarding how people who are interested in
participating in the public hearings of the Royal Commission are able to do so. The Royal Commission into Family
Violence is well underway, having concluded its submission process and community consultations across Victoria.
The Commission is expected to start its public hearings on Monday, 13 July and will conclude on Friday, 14
August. The Royal Commission received nearly 1000 submissions that will help the inquiry find long-lasting and
practical solutions.
The Commission is currently in the process of determining who will be called as a witness. This process has been
influenced by the submissions, community consultations and roundtable discussions. For anyone requiring further
information regarding this process, I would encourage them to get in contact directly to the Commission on 1800
365 100 or www.rcfv.com.au. Anyone who wishes to attend the public hearings are able to do so, and the hearings
will also be web-streamed.
The Royal Commission will provide a root and branch investigation into how our system can best respond and
prevent family violence. The Royal Commission is due to provide its report and recommendations to the
government by Monday, 29 February 2016.

Bass electorate
Question 314
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bass
Minister for Public Transport
11 June 2015

REPLY:

I regret to hear of the impact that these changes will have on your constituent. I assure you, the decision to apply a
consistent pick up and set down policy across the network was not taken lightly.
As you know, since 21 June 2015, passengers using Pakenham and Sunbury stations have been required to board
more frequent Metro services when travelling to the city, as has long been the case for people using stations such as
Sunshine, Broadmeadows and Dandenong.
This coincided with the start of Regional Rail Link, which sees more regional services than ever entering the
metropolitan network, and was required to provide customers with a consistent and reliable timetable, reducing
delays in the metropolitan area.
V/Line timetables (effective 21 June 2015) will denote these stations as d–Set down only (for services towards the
City) and u–Pick up only (for services from the city).
The initial focus of the new pick up and set down restrictions will be on communication and encouraging changed
behaviours for passengers using Pakenham and Sunbury stations, with a view to exploring further enforcement
options from 1 January 2016 if necessary.
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Pascoe Vale electorate
Question 315
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Pascoe Vale
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
11 June 2015

REPLY:

VicRoads is investigating a proposal to implement a permanent 40km/h speed limit along Bell Street, between
Service Street and Budds Street, and on Sydney Road, between Bell Street and O’Hea Street, Coburg.
As part of the investigation, VicRoads has so far consulted with the City of Moreland, Victoria Police, Coburg
Traders’ Association, Public Transport Victoria and Yarra Trams. VicRoads will undertake further consultation in
order to better understand the benefits and impacts to the community of a reduced speed limit on Bell Street and
will use the feedback obtained during the consultation to determine whether a part-time or permanent 40km/h
speed zone is appropriate for this section of road and whether static or electronic signs are required.
VicRoads is not currently investigating any proposal to build an overpass near the Coburg Primary School. There is
an existing pedestrian-operated traffic signal crossing, adjacent to the Coburg Primary School, to enable safer
movement of pedestrians across Bell Street. Any improvement proposals for this location will be considered for
funding in a future program. In the meantime, VicRoads will continue to monitor this location.

Prahran electorate
Question 316
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Prahran
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
11 June 2015

REPLY:

In recent months the department has cleaned levels one to four of the north west corner of the building and levels
one to twelve over the North East corner over the foyer area at 150 Inkerman Street St Kilda and levels one to six
of the Eastern face and levels one to eight in the north west corner of the building at 1 Surrey Road, South Yarra.
The department continues to clean windows of its buildings on a regular basis, as appropriate.

Sunbury electorate
Question 317
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Sunbury
Minister for Public Transport
11 June 2015

REPLY:

I am pleased to advise that the Andrews Labor Government is moving to end confusing rules and inequity for some
V/Line passengers by applying a consistent pick up and set down policy across the network.
From 21 June 2015, passengers using Sunbury and Pakenham stations have been requested to board more frequent
Metro services when travelling to and from the city, as has long been the case for people using stations such as
Sunshine, Broadmeadows and Dandenong. This rule is being applied to coincide with the start of Regional Rail
Link, which will see more regional services than ever entering the metropolitan network, and an increase in
patronage on these regional lines.
The initial focus of the new pick up and set down restrictions will be on communication and encouraging changed
behaviours for passengers using Sunbury and Pakenham stations, with a view to exploring further enforcement
options from 1 January 2016 if necessary.
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South Barwon electorate
Question 318
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for South Barwon
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
11 June 2015

REPLY:

The intersection of Reserve Road will receive interim treatments, including turning provisions, as part of a
developer funded contribution. VicRoads advises me that it expects the works to be completed in 2016.
The intersection of Boundary Road will be signalised as part of the Armstrong Creek development contributions
plan. These works are triggered by future development and VicRoads expects these works to complete within the
next two to five years.
Funding of $100,000 was made available for VicRoads to undertake a preliminary planning investigation to refine
the concept design for the duplication of Barwon Heads Road, particularly between Barwarre Road and Reserve
Road.
This design will include a grade separation option over the Geelong-Warrnambool rail line, and will inform the
planning for the Marshall Precinct Structure Plan. VicRoads is currently undertaking this preliminary planning
investigation, and expects it to be completed by the end of 2015.
VicRoads is working closely with the City of Greater Geelong to plan and develop an appropriate transport corridor
for the entire length of Barwon Heads Road.

Narre Warren South electorate
Question 319
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Narre Warren South
Minister for Training and Skills
11 June 2015

REPLY:

I am informed as follows:
I would like to thank Ms Graley for joining me on the 29 June to a visit to Chisholm Institute’s Berwick Campus,
when I announced that Chisholm had been granted $4.3 million in funding to deliver four initiatives in:
• Manufacturing-Competitive systems and sales ($0.994 million)
• Contemporary food and cleaning in health ($0.497 million)
• Vinyl design and application ($0.716 million)
• Pre-fabricated construction ($0.693 million)
Victoria’s economy is facing a number of key challenges, including an unemployment crisis. Victoria has the
highest rate of youth unemployment of all mainland states, with regional areas hardest hit.
This is why the Government established the $50 million TAFE Back to Work Fund, to support the Victorian
Government’s Back to Work Plan to grow jobs and get people back to work, while improving the financial
viability of TAFE Institutes and supporting the skills needs of local communities.
I am pleased to hear that Ms Graley and the young people and families in Narre Warren South share my
enthusiasm for rebuilding and growing the TAFE sector. The TAFE Back to Work Fund, along with the
Government’s $320 million TAFE Rescue Fund, are providing opportunities for TAFEs like Chisholm Institute to
deliver more training for young people to get the right skills to get a job.
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Melbourne’s south east is very well serviced by Chisholm Institute, the National Training Provider of the Year in
2014.
I have already started announcing successful TAFE Back to Work Fund projects, and look forward to announcing
more soon, including at Chisholm Institute.

Gembrook electorate
Question 322
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Gembrook
Minister for Emergency Services
23 June 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian government greatly values the work of Victoria State Emergency Service (VICSES) volunteers,
including volunteers of the Emerald SES unit who selflessly devote their time and skills to promote the safety and
wellbeing of the community.
As previously conveyed to you, under the present arrangements, local government is primarily responsible for the
provision of SES Unit accommodation, and I would encourage the Unit to continue to work with the council on this
matter. Day-to-day operations costs for SES Units are provided by the Victorian government though a municipal
subsidy, with an understanding that local councils will match the government’s subsidy.
The Victorian government is currently working on a State-wide framework that will ensure the best use of its
resources to support emergency service organisations. Emergency Management Victoria is developing an asset
strategy to identify the current and future equipment and facility needs of emergency service organisations. This
strategy will include identification of service co-location opportunities and will take a sector-wide approach to
achieve joined up outcomes that are community focused.
I look forward to visiting the Emerald SES unit in the future and meeting with its members.

St Albans electorate
Question 323
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for St Albans
Minister for Mental Health
23 June 2015

REPLY:

I acknowledge the constituency question raised by the Member for St Albans in relation to availability of funding
to help cohealth improve its St Albans youth residential rehabilitation facility to ensure family members and
visitors can visit and support the young people who are treated there.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to ensuring mental health facilities meet contemporary standards
regarding physical amenity, space and safety for patients and staff.
I am pleased to report that under the Enhanced Community Mental health Initiative, this government has allocated
$3 million for capital improvements to existing Mental Health Community Support Services. Recently a total of 22
grants have been provided under this initiative, including two grants to cohealth:
– a grant of $148,990 provided to cohealth St Albans to upgrade the existing youth residential rehabilitation
service to ensure disability access for consumers, family members and visitors.
– A further grant of $13,460 to cohealth Essendon, Moonee Ponds and St Albans for lighting to improve safety
and security at night.
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I would like to reiterate that the Andrews Labor Government is committed to providing a world-leading service
system for Victorians experiencing mental health problems and disorders.

Dandenong electorate
Question 325
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Dandenong
Minister for Mental Health
23 June 2015

REPLY:

Thank you to the Member for Dandenong for the question regarding upgrading existing facilities at Ermha service
offices in Dandenong. The Andrews Labor Government is committed to providing support and services to people
experiencing mental illness and their families. We are committed to improving facilities to meet contemporary
standards regarding physical amenity, space and safety for all residents. I am pleased to advise that I have approved
$150,000 through the Enhanced Community Mental Health Initiative as capital funds to upgrade the Dandenong
property. The Enhanced Community Mental Health Initiative funding will provide appropriate access, improved
reception security, counselling rooms and group training spaces, and opportunity for the co-location for other
service providers conducive to recovery-orientated practice. This funding improves the safety and amenity to
residents and staff. Overall this government has invested $3 million in capital funding through the Enhanced
Community Mental Health Initiative to support improvements to existing Mental Health Community Support
service providers.

Oakleigh electorate
Question 327
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Oakleigh
Minister for Families and Children
23 June 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government has a vision to make Victoria the Education State, and this starts with the early
years.
I was pleased to have recently announced up to $83.7 million over four years in additional funding to support
Victorian kindergarten services to implement improved teacher to child ratios. Improving educator to child ratios
will allow staff to give more individual care and attention to children. Research shows that higher numbers of staff
to children aged three to five years are associated with important social and learning outcomes, including increased
literacy skills. Unfortunately, there was no funding contribution by the Federal Government towards the cost of the
new ratios.
While the Andrews Labor Government is investing more in the critical early years, it is disappointing that the
Federal Government continues to leave the future of its investment in 15 hours of kindergarten in the year before
uncertain. Leaked details from the Abbott Government’s Federation Green Paper revealed Tony Abbott’s
Government is considering options to walk away from kindergarten funding.
This would have a significant impact on access and affordability of 15 hours of kindergarten for families in
electorates such as Oakleigh. The Productivity Commission found that 15 hours of kinder is essential to supporting
children’s development and improving school readiness, and recommended the Federal Government continue to
provide funding.
Instead of considering more cuts, the Abbott Government should be providing more certainty for families with
young children by extending their funding commitment beyond just two years.
The Andrews Labor Government will continue to advocate for ongoing and fair funding from the Federal
Government for the delivery of high quality, flexible early childhood education and care for Victorian families.
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Narracan electorate
Question 328
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Narracan
Minister for Police
23 June 2015

REPLY:

A well resourced police force, with a strong commitment to community engagement and policing, is critical to
keeping communities safe.
In May 2010, Labor committed funding for an additional 1,966 police to the frontline. This led to an increase of 69
police in the Eastern Region Division 5, which includes the Baw Baw and Latrobe police service areas.
The Andrews Labor Government’s first budget in 2015-16 delivered a record
$2.5 billion to Victoria Police to continue their important work in keeping our community safe.
The Andrews Labor Government is investing $148.6 million over four years to redeploy 400 police to our
communities where they are needed. This will occur by recruiting, training and deploying 400 custody officers to
initially supervise prisoners at around 22 police stations across Victoria.
The custody officers may be progressively deployed to other locations over time, depending on resourcing needs
and allocation of resources by Victoria Police, allowing police officers to return to the frontline where they belong.
The custody officers will initially work at six police stations.
This is in contrast to the first Ballieu Coalition Government budget in 2011, where they cut over $113 million from
the Victoria Police budget. This led to a reduction of 310 police support staff (unsworn members). This
demonstrates that the Coalition Government drove the axe into Victoria Police at their first opportunity.
I assure you that the residents within the Narracan electorate receive a 24-hour police response. If any person
requires urgent police assistance, they should contact Victoria Police on the emergency number ‘000’. Calls made
to ‘000’ are processed and responded to by the closest appropriate police personnel.
During the twelve months to 31 March 2015, there was a decrease of 3.8 per cent in the overall number of offences
recorded in the Baw Baw Local Government Area, with a decease of 24.6 per cent in property and deception
offences. Drug offences increased by 58.4 per cent reflecting the targeting of police operations to address this
serious issue.
The government is working with the Chief Commissioner to ensure Victoria Police is appropriately resourced to
tackle law and order issues facing the Victorian community, including family violence and the use of ice and other
illicit drugs. These issues remain a key priority focus for Victoria Police. In supporting rural and regional
communities across Victoria, the government also provided $11.5 million to deliver on its commitment for a new
secure, encrypted digital radio network.
The upgrade will enable police working in regional areas to communicate more securely, preventing members of
the public from listening in on police operations.
Actions to address the key drivers of crime were also announced in the 2015-2016 State Budget with the
government investing $81.3 million, including $40 million for the Royal Commission into Family Violence and $4
million to support stakeholder engagement. Local police have also been involved in the Family Violence Action
Group and Say No To Violence Against Women Action Group.
On 5 March 2015, the government released the Ice Action Plan which was developed on the advice of the
Premier’s Ice Action Taskforce. The government’s new investment of $45.5 million, also outlined in the
2015-2016 State Budget, focuses on priority initiatives to reduce the supply, demand and harm of a drug that is
ruining lives.
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Under the plan, the government will spend $18 million over four years to expand drug and rehabilitation services
especially in rural Victoria, helping to address the disproportionate impacts that ice is having on rural and regional
communities. A new Ice Help Line and dedicated website–ice.vic.gov.au have already been set up to support rural
families, service providers and other community members as part of a $4.7 million investment in broader
community support services.
The government is also investing $17.7 million for new drug and booze buses and to maintain the current level of
100,000 roadside random drug tests per year for the next two years, taking more alcohol and drug affected people
off our roads.
The State Budget also announced the government’s investment of $4.5 million to help police track down and close
clandestine drug labs more quickly by hiring additional forensic scientists for the Forensic Drug Branch.
Recent projects and campaigns in the Narracan electorate include the ‘Dob In A Dealer’ campaign to encourage
reporting to Crime Stoppers to assist in the detection and disruption of use of the drug Ice. A community forum has
also been facilitated by Victoria Police around harm minimisation in dealing with the drug, with the assistance of
several community groups, school representatives and local traders. Moe Police also sponsored an anti-drug ‘Dob
In A Dealer’ message on a commuter bus servicing the local community.
Victoria Police advises the ‘Dob In A Dealer’ campaign has resulted in a 275 per cent increase in reported drug
activity in the Latrobe police service area.
Action has been taken to address the challenge of alcohol related crime with police recently co-ordinating a forum
to seek assistance with the rise in associated alcohol thefts from licensed establishments. A campaign will be
conducted to address antisocial behaviour traditionally experienced after the Moe Cup in October, with all licensed
venues agreeing to close in the Moe area at 6 pm on the day of the event.
Regular police foot patrols, conducted in areas where crime has been reported, has seen a dramatic decrease in
crime and reassured local community members about feeling safe and supported.
Local police are establishing positive relationships and breaking down barriers between police and children, many
of whom may be only interacting with police during interventions in the family home. Through the introduction of
the ‘Adopt A School Program’ police are delivering a program in each primary school in Moe, on a monthly
rotation basis. The Police Youth Resource Officer and local police officers are also strengthening community
connections with youth in the area through sporting groups and clubs.
I am assured by the Chief Commissioner of Police that the allocation of police resources across the Victoria is
continuously monitored by respective command officers, with a view to maintaining an optimum law enforcement
response.
The government understands the impact crime has on local communities and believes that a comprehensive and
multi-layered approach needs to be taken to preventing crime. One of the most important approaches to keeping
our communities safe is to provide young people with opportunities to encourage them to make positive choices for
their future, through education, training, jobs and appropriate support, instead of being caught in a cycle of crime
and incarceration.

Bendigo West electorate
Question 329
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bendigo West
Minister for Education
23 June 2015

REPLY:

$1 million funding was allocated in the 2015-16 State Budget to support Kalianna School to develop plans to meet
the school’s long term enrolment growth and ensure students are accommodated in outstanding 21st Century
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learning facilities. I would be pleased to visit Kalianna School and meet with the school community to discuss the
development of the school masterplan. My office will be in contact shortly to have this meeting arranged.

Nepean electorate
Question 330
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Nepean
Minister for Education
23 June 2015

REPLY:

The Andrew’s Labor Government is committed to investing in school infrastructure, and ensuring that all students
are educated in the environments they deserve. Our challenge, however, is balancing and prioritising the needs of
over 1500 schools across Victoria, all in varying condition.
I am pleased to learn of individual schools taking such a strong approach to supporting the wellbeing and
engagement of their school community. I applaud Rosebud Secondary College for taking such decisive,
preventative measures to support student mental health, particularly within the context of the traumatic incidents
the school has experienced.
While the recent Budget focused primarily on funding our election commitments, the Government is aware that
other schools also have capital needs. I can assure you that we will closely monitor the capital needs of Rosebud
Secondary College, and that these will be considered throughout the State Budget process, and when determining
future priorities for the Victorian Government’s capital works program.
In the interim, however, I encourage Rosebud Secondary College to proactively explore ways to raise funds locally
within the community. This could include seeking grants from philanthropic organisations, or co-contributions
from local organisations.
The funding provided through the recent Budget represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and
we will continue to invest in education infrastructure throughout this term of government.

Carrum electorate
Question 331
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Carrum
Minister for Mental Health
23 June 2015

REPLY:

Thank you to the Member for Carrum for the question regarding necessary maintenance upgrade works at the
NEAMI managed residential rehabilitation service in Seaford. The Andrews Labor Government is committed to
providing support and services to people experiencing mental illness and their families. We are committed to
improving facilities to meet contemporary standards regarding physical amenity, space and safety for all residents. I
am pleased to advise that I have approved $273,803 through The Enhanced Community Mental Health Initiative as
capital funds to upgrade the Seaford property. The Enhanced Community Mental Health Initiative funding will
sound proof private meeting rooms for residents, painting and replacement carpet for the staff office, the enclosure
of the outdoor pergola, insulation installed at the property, new LED lighting and sustainable plumbing to
bathrooms and the installation of solar panels. This funding improves the safety and amenity to residents and staff.
Overall this government has invested $3 million dollars in capital funding through the Enhanced Community
Mental Health Initiative to support improvements to existing Mental Health Community Support service providers.
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Croydon electorate
Question 340
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Croydon
Minister for Public Transport
24 June 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government has committed $20 million to deliver additional car parking at train stations.
I have requested an audit be conducted of land in the vicinity of train stations with the potential to convert into car
parking.
PTV and VicTrack are currently finalising an audit of all metropolitan and regional car parking.
Once appropriate sites have been identified, the Andrews Labor Government will deliver additional car parking
spaces across the entire train network.
Mooroolbark will be considered within this program of works.

Mildura electorate
Question 342
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Mildura
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
24 June 2015

REPLY:

The Labor Government has removed basic camping fees in over 500 basic camping sites across Victoria to ensure
families can have an affordable holiday and experience our great National Parks. Camping permit fees remain in
place for camp sites that provide middle, high and very high levels of services and facilities.
Camping permit fees remain in place for the two campgrounds located in Hattah-Kulkyne National Park. Lake
Hattah and Lake Maunpall campground services include pit toilets, camper shelter for groups, shared picnic tables,
barbeques, refuse and recycling, and ranger patrols which are all classified as mid-level services.
Both campgrounds have recently been upgraded with new toilet facilities, fencing, bollards, resurfaced tracks and
roads, and barbeques. The park also has a Visitor Information Centre and interpretive walks. Campers are able to
book online, as well as by phone to Parks Victoria’s Information Centre. The Andrews Labor Government has
committed $20 million to deliver additional car parking at train stations.

Burwood electorate
Question 344
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Burwood
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
24 June 2015

REPLY:

Markham Estate is an outdated estate identified as having high levels of social disadvantage. This is amplified by
the poor condition of the properties. The estate is in need of replacement in order for the housing to meet the client
needs, amenity and community standards.
It is most disappointing, but far from surprising, that the local member has chosen to oppose public housing,
embarking upon a scare campaign against the upgrade and improvement of the Markham public housing estate.
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The Government committed at the last election to demolish Markham Avenue Estate and start again. We will
deliver on that commitment that Victorians voted for. The Department of Health & Human Services is currently
considering options for the redevelopment of the estate, and we will ensure the interests of the local community are
appropriately considered in that process.

Essendon electorate
Question 345
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Essendon
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
24 June 2015

REPLY:

I would like to thank the Member for inviting me to join him at the Moonee Valley Legal Service, to discuss their
work in supporting those who are impacted by family violence. I would also like to acknowledge the Member’s
own advocacy in addressing this harm within his electorate of Essendon.
There is no harm more devastating than family violence, which for too long has challenged the very fabric of our
community. I have instructed my office to arrange for an opportunity for the Moonee Valley Legal Service together
with the Member to be able to discuss their efforts and experiences.

Bass electorate
Question 346
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bass
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
24 June 2015

REPLY:

I would like to thank the Member for raising this very important matter with me, in relation to the Parliament of
Victoria committing to participate in the White Ribbon Workplace Accreditation Program. I would also like to
acknowledge the Member’s own advocacy to prevent this harm, which for too long has lingered across our
community. There is no community that is immune to this violence, and bipartisanship is essential for its
eradication.
In relation to the Parliament of Victoria undertaking this program, I have contacted the Speaker’s Office and have
been advised that this request has been successful, with work currently underway to implement this initiative. I
hope that applying this program to the parliamentary environment will further signify the importance of eradicating
this harm.

Niddrie electorate
Question 347
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Niddrie
Minister for Public Transport
24 June 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government is getting on with building Melbourne Metro. The Project is critical to
Melbourne’s rail network, unblocking the city loop allowing 20,000 more people to catch the train at the busiest
times.
Melbourne Metro will enable the creation of seven independent end-to-end metropolitan train lines which will
increase capacity and reliability of train lines servicing Melbourne’s growing north, west and south eastern suburbs,
delivering more frequent train services to help meet the demands of our growing city.
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Upon completion of Melbourne Metro, commuters on the Craigieburn line will enjoy more frequent and reliable
services.
Melbourne Metro removes two of our busiest rail lines–Cranbourne/Pakenham and Sunbury–from the City Loop,
giving the Craigieburn and Upfield lines dedicated space in the City Loop and allowing space for more Craigieburn
line services.
Melbourne Metro will connect Craigieburn commuters to some of the State’s key medical, education and
commercial precincts by rail for the first time.
Commuters on the Craigieburn line will access the new Melbourne Metro services via one seamless interchange at
either Flinders Street or Melbourne Central station.

Ripon electorate
Question 348
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ripon
Minister for Police
24 June 2015

REPLY:

A well resourced police force, with a strong commitment to community engagement and policing, is critical to
keeping communities safe.
In May 2010, Labor committed funding for an additional 1,966 police to the frontline. This led to an increase of
270 police in the Western Region, which services the Ripon electorate.
The Andrews Labor Government’s first budget in 2015-16 delivered a record $2.5 billion to Victoria Police to
continue their important work in keeping our community safe.
The Andrews Labor Government is investing $148.6 million over four years to redeploy 400 police to our
communities where they are needed. This will occur by recruiting, training and deploying 400 custody officers to
initially supervise prisoners at around 22 police stations across Victoria.
The custody officers may be progressively deployed to other locations over time, depending on resourcing needs
and allocation of resources by Victoria Police, allowing police officers to return to the frontline where they belong.
The custody officers will initially work at six police stations.
This is in contrast to the first Ballieu Coalition Government budget in 2011, where they cut over $113 million from
the Victoria Police budget. This led to a reduction of 310 police support staff (unsworn members). This
demonstrates that the Coalition Government drove the axe into Victoria Police at their first opportunity.
Victoria Police has introduced an operational safety policy to enhance the safety and well being of all employees.
The safety policy was developed in consultation with police officers and The Police Association and focuses on
operational safety equipment, single officer activities and the security of marked police vehicles.
Police are encouraged to conduct risk assessments before and throughout their duties and apply a consistent and
common sense approach when responding to operational duties and responsibilities.
Victoria Police advises that there will be no reduction in patrols or police response and Executive Command will
continue to evaluate the impact of these measures.
I can assure you that the residents of Ripon will continue to receive a 24-hour police response. If any members of
the community have immediate concerns for their safety, or need to report a crime in progress, they need to
continue to report these matters to Victoria Police through the emergency number ‘000’. Calls to ‘000’ are recorded
and responded to by the closest appropriate police personnel.
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The government is working with the Chief Commissioner to ensure Victoria Police is appropriately resourced to
tackle law and order issues facing the Victorian community, including family violence and the use of ice and other
illicit drugs. These issues remain a key priority focus for Victoria Police. In supporting rural and regional
communities across Victoria, the government also provided $11.5 million to deliver on its commitment for a new
secure, encrypted digital radio network.
The upgrade will enable police working in regional areas to communicate more securely, preventing members of
the public from listening in on police operations.
Actions to address the key drivers of crime were also announced in the 2015-2016 State Budget with the
government investing $81.3 million, including $40 million for the Royal Commission into Family Violence and $4
million to support stakeholder engagement.
On 5 March 2015, the government released the Ice Action Plan which was developed on the advice of the
Premier’s Ice Action Taskforce. The government’s new investment of $45.5 million, also outlined in the
2015-2016 State Budget, focuses on priority initiatives to reduce the supply, demand and harm of a drug that is
ruining lives.
Under the plan, the government will spend $18 million over four years to expand drug and rehabilitation services
especially in rural Victoria, helping to address the disproportionate impacts that ice is having on rural and regional
communities. A new Ice Help Line and dedicated website–ice.vic.gov.au have already been set up to support rural
families, service providers and other community members as part of a $4.7 million investment in broader
community support services.
The government is also investing $17.7 million for new drug and booze buses and to maintain the current level of
100,000 roadside random drug tests per year for the next two years, taking more alcohol and drug affected people
off our roads.
The State Budget also announced the government’s investment of $4.5 million to help police track down and close
clandestine drug labs more quickly by hiring additional forensic scientists for the Forensic Drug Branch.
I am assured by the Chief Commissioner of Police that the allocation of police resources across the Victoria is
continuously monitored by respective command officers, with a view to maintaining an optimum law enforcement
response.
The government understands the impact crime has on local communities and believes that a comprehensive and
multi-layered approach needs to be taken to preventing crime. One of the most important approaches to keeping
our communities safe is to provide young people with opportunities to encourage them to make positive choices for
their future, through education, training, jobs and appropriate support, instead of being caught in a cycle of crime
and incarceration.

Thomastown electorate
Question 349
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Thomastown
Minister for Education
24 June 2015

REPLY:

I would be pleased to visit Thomastown West Primary School and Lalor Gardens Primary School. I will arrange for
my office to be in contact with you shortly.
The Andrews Government has made a significant commitment to improving the quality of school facilities across
Victoria. I look forward to meeting with the communities of Thomastown West Primary School and Lalor Gardens
Primary School to discuss their facilities and future plans.
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Ferntree Gully electorate
Question 359
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ferntree Gully
Minister for Education
25 June 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has
been demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015–16 State Budget. This
funding represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State and addressing the chronic under investment
in infrastructure under the previous Government.
The Victorian Government is aware that schools such as Knox Park Primary School may have maintenance or
capital needs. State Budget constraints do not allow for all school building projects to be immediately funded, and
the needs of all government schools must be balanced and prioritised accordingly.
While the 2015-16 Budget focused on resourcing our election commitments and other priority projects, the capital
needs of all schools will be considered when determining future priorities for the capital works program. We will
continue to use all available data, including condition assessments and pre-existing project plans, when allocating
funding in future State Budgets. Knox Park Primary School is advised to address maintenance issues as they arise,
using funds allocated annually through its Student Resource Package.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Question 360
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Pascoe Vale
Minister for Industry
25 June 2015

REPLY:

The Government is alert to the important role played by the Brunswick Business Incubator in supporting new
businesses and driving employment outcomes.
To ensure the future of the Incubator we have taken steps to transfer the property it leases from the Victorian
Government from the Department of Health and Human Services to the Department of Economic Development,
Jobs, Transport and Resources (DEDJTR).
The Minister for Health has written to me recommending the transfer and I have accepted that recommendation.
The administrative arrangements for that transfer to take place are now being managed by the respective
departments.
I spoke to a member of the Board of the Brunswick Business Incubator on 3 July 2015 and the Board understands
the Incubator’s tenancy is secure while this process takes place.
Once the transfer of the property to DEDJTR is finalised, it is our intention to negotiate an appropriate lease to
secure the future of the Incubator.
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Yuroke electorate
Question 362
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yuroke
Minister for Education
25 June 2015

REPLY:

I am pleased to hear that the Craigieburn community is excited about the new school. The Andrews Labor
Government is committed to building educational facilities where they are needed across the State, and ten
communities will see new schools delivered through funding allocated in the 2015–16 State Budget. This is a clear
demonstration of our commitment to creating the Education State.
Through the State Budget, $12 million has been provided to build the new Craigieburn North West Primary
School. The Department of Education and Training is currently developing the master plan for the project, and we
expect construction to begin in January 2016.
The specific opening date for the school will be confirmed through the project’s tender process; however, I am
advised at this stage that Craigieburn North West Primary School is due to open its doors in 2017.

Polwarth electorate
Question 363
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Polwarth
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
25 June 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government is aware of community concerns around the condition of Foxhow Road.
In early 2014, a 1.2km section of Foxhow Road was upgraded from the bridge over Gnarkeet Chain of Ponds
Creek to south of Collins Lane. VicRoads has also recently completed re-grading of the gravel shoulders to
improve their condition.
As part of Project 10,000, the Victorian Government has committed $1 billion to upgrade and repair unsafe and
congested roads. Funding to upgrade Foxhow Road will be considered as part of future programs.
The Princes Highway is the primary arterial route in south-western Victoria and $545 million has been invested by
the Federal and State Governments towards its upgrade. This project will improve the safety and reliability of this
vital highway, as well as freight viability between the south-west part of the State and Geelong, and on to
Melbourne.
Ballarat-Colac Road is a more suitable north-south route between the Princes Highway and the Hamilton Highway,
and $3.8 million has been invested into this section of road since 2013 to bring it to a higher standard.
Approximately $2.4 million in further road renewal projects have been announced for 2015-16 to continue
improving this road.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Tuesday, 4 August 2015

ASSEMBLY

2615

Mordialloc electorate
Question 364
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Mordialloc
Minister for Health
25 June 2015

REPLY:

This disappointing decision to cease the Inborn Error of Metabolism Program from 31 December 2015 was made
in the Commonwealth budget of 2015-16.
The Inborn Error of Metabolism Program has provided people with desperately needed financial assistance
necessary to purchase the foods vital to prevent serious health problems. Many of the low protein medical foods
that are purchased by people via the funding provided by this program are not readily available in the local
supermarket. There are only three suppliers in Australia which makes home delivery costs a serious impost.
There are just over nine hundred Australians accessing this program and the total cost to the Commonwealth is less
than $3 million annually. There are one hundred and forty eight Victorians currently accessing the vital assistance
that this program provides and for them cessation of this program will be another hard knock in their already
difficult journey through life.
This program is a vital preventative measure to ensure that individuals with genetic metabolic diseases can access
the medication, supplements ad specific foods they need.
I will urge the Commonwealth Minister for Health, The Hon Sussan Ley to reverse this cut and reinstate this vital
health program.

Melbourne electorate
Question 365
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Melbourne
Minister for Employment
25 June 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government is committed to ensuring that all Victorians have the opportunity to benefit from
economic growth and job opportunities in the State.
Our Back to Work plan aims to create sustainable and high value jobs by growing our traditional industries and
investing in emerging sectors to foster employment.
We have committed to the establishment of:
– The Back to Work Scheme–a $100 million fund to support new job creation through the provision of payroll tax
relief to employers who hire unemployed young people, the long-term unemployed and retrenched workers;
– The Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel–an independent body, supported by a $508 million fund, which will
provide advice to the Premier on economic policy directions to underpin job creation and long term prosperity in
Victoria;
– The Future Industries Fund–a $200 million fund which will support the development of six sectors with high
growth potential; and
– The Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund–a $500 million fund to help drive jobs growth and economic
opportunities in Regional Victoria.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
2616

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 4 August 2015

It is essential however, that vulnerable and disadvantaged Victorians, including refugees and recently arrived
migrants, receive additional support in order to enter the workforce and remain employed over the long term.
While the Commonwealth Government has primary responsibility for employment services, it is clear that some
disadvantaged groups are not being adequately assisted by these services at present. Furthermore, Commonwealth
job services provide limited employment assistance to people who are ineligible for Commonwealth income
support.
To ensure that disadvantaged jobseekers receive the support they need, I have instructed the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources (DEDJTR) to conduct a review of employment programs,
which is considering the effectiveness of employment programs across government, best practice in labour market
programs and the policy implications of changes occurring in the labour market. The review will assist with the
development of future programs that are aligned with Victorian Labor’s Plan for Jobs and Growth.

Narre Warren South electorate
Question 366
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Narre Warren South
Minister for Sport
25 June 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Government has allocated $2.7M to provide 1000 defibrillator and training packages to sporting
clubs and facilities over four years.
Currently, the Department of Health and Human Services is preparing tender documentation for an organisation to
provide the 1000 defibrillator and training packages for the program. The tender specifications will include; quality
standards for the defibrillator, provision of accredited defibrillator and CPR training, consideration of defibrillator
installation and maintenance.
Clubs will be able to apply for a defibrillator through a formal application process. The guidelines for applications
are under development. In allocating defibrillators consideration will be given to the level of public accessibility to
the defibrillator, current rate of sudden cardiac arrest by area, and the current provision of defibrillators across
Victoria. To guide the implementation of this Program a working party has been established within the Department
of Health and Human Services. This working party is made up of representatives of Ambulance Victoria, the
Victorian Cardiac Clinical Network, the Ambulance and Population and Preventative Health branches of the
Department of Health and Human Services and Sport and Recreation Victoria.

Brighton electorate
Question 367
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Brighton
Minister for Police
25 June 2015

REPLY:

A well-resourced police force, with a strong commitment to community engagement and policing, is critical to
keeping communities safe.
In May 2010, Labor committed funding for an additional 1,966 police to the frontline. This led to an increase of 43
police in the Southern Metro Region Division 2, which includes Brighton.
The Andrews Labor Government’s first budget in 2015-16 delivered a record $2.5 billion to Victoria Police to
continue their important work in keeping our community safe.
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The Andrews Labor Government is investing $148.6 million over four years to redeploy 400 police to our
communities where they are needed. This will occur by recruiting, training and deploying 400 custody officers to
initially supervise prisoners at around 22 police stations across Victoria.
The custody officers may be progressively deployed to other locations over time, depending on resourcing needs
and allocation of resources by Victoria Police, allowing police officers to return to the frontline where they belong.
The custody officers will initially work at six police stations.
This is in contrast to the first Ballieu Coalition Government budget in 2011, where they cut over $113 million from
the Victoria Police budget. This led to a reduction of 310 police support staff (unsworn members). This
demonstrates that the Coalition Government drove the axe into Victoria Police at their first opportunity.
I am assured by the Chief Commissioner that the Bayside Police Station will remain a 24-hour police station within
the Glen Eira police service area (PSA). The Glen Eira PSA also operates a Precinct Policing Community
Engagement model which focuses on police understanding and responding to local community needs.
Glen Eira PSA has nine precinct crews engaging with the community. Six precincts are locally based and include
Brighton/Brighton East, Hampton, Cheltenham/Highett, Sandringham, Black Rock and Beaumaris. An additional
three precinct crews focus on the foreshore, vulnerable road users and public transport users.
A recent operational initiative targeting theft from motor vehicles at Black Rock involved a visible police presence
through additional patrols and use of the community caravan at relevant hot spots, with police officers engaging
with local residents and traders in the shopping strip to promote safety. Brighton traders have also provided positive
feedback about recent interactions with police.
The government is working with the Chief Commissioner to ensure Victoria Police is appropriately resourced to
tackle law and order issues facing the Victorian community, including family violence and the use of ice and other
illicit drugs. These issues remain a key priority focus for Victoria Police.
Actions to address these key drivers of crime were also announced in the 2015-2016 State Budget with the
government investing $81.3 million, including $40 million for the Royal Commission into Family Violence and $4
million to support stakeholder engagement.
On 5 March 2015, the government released the Ice Action Plan which was developed on the advice of the
Premier’s Ice Action Taskforce. The government’s new investment of $45.5 million, also outlined in the
2015-2016 State Budget, focuses on priority initiatives to reduce the supply, demand and harm of a drug that is
ruining lives.
Under the plan, the government will spend $18 million over four years to expand drug and rehabilitation services in
Victoria, helping to address the disproportionate impacts that ice is having on our communities. A new Ice Help
Line and dedicated website–ice.vic.gov.au have already been set up to support families, service providers and other
community members as part of a $4.7 million investment in broader community support services.
The government is also investing $17.7 million for new drug and booze buses and to maintain the current level of
100,000 roadside random drug tests per year for the next two years, taking more alcohol and drug affected people
off our roads.
The State Budget also announced the government’s investment of $4.5 million to help police track down and close
clandestine drug labs more quickly by hiring additional forensic scientists for the Forensic Drug Branch.
I am assured by the Chief Commissioner of Police that the allocation of police resources across the Victoria is
continuously monitored by respective command officers, with a view to maintaining an optimum law enforcement
response.
The Government understands the impact crime has on local communities and believes that a comprehensive and
multi-layered approach needs to be taken to preventing crime. One of the most important approaches to keeping
our communities safe is to provide young people with opportunities to encourage them to make positive choices for
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their future, through education, training, jobs and appropriate support, instead of being caught in a cycle of crime
and incarceration.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 4 August 2015
Roads and road safety
189.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the West
Gate Bridge, for each of 1 July 2010 to 30 June 2011, 1 July 2011 to 30 June 2012, 1 July 2012 to
30 June 2013, 1 July 2013 to 30 June 2014, and 1 July 2014 to 30 April 2015:
(1)
(2)

(3)

For how many hours were inbound lanes operating at less than maximum capacity due to
unscheduled incidents.
For unscheduled incidents closing at least one lane of the inbound lanes how many incidents
closed:
(a) 1 lane;
(b) 2 lanes;
(c) 3 lanes;
(d) 4 lanes;
(e) 5 lanes.
How many times were inbound lanes closed due to an unscheduled incident between the hours of
(if a lane was closed for less than thirty minutes but across two time periods, only the first hour in
which lanes were closed, if a lane was closed for more than thirty minutes, all time periods in
which lanes were closed):
(a) 12.00 am and 1.00 am;
(b) 1.00 am and 2.00 am;
(c) 2.00 am and 3.00 am;
(d) 3.00 am and 4.00 am;
(e) 4.00 am and 5.00 am;
(f) 5.00 am and 6.00 am;
(g) 6.00 am and 7.00 am;
(h) 7.00 am and 8.00 am;
(i) 8.00 am and 9.00 am;
(j) 9.00 am and 10.00 am;
(k) 10.00 am and 11.00 am;
(l) 11.00 am and 12.00 pm;
(m) 12.00 pm and 1.00 pm;
(n) 1.00 pm and 2.00 pm;
(o) 2.00 pm and 3.00 pm;
(p) 3.00 pm and 4.00 pm;
(q) 4.00 pm and 5.00 pm;
(r) 5.00 pm and 6.00 pm;
(s) 6.00 pm and 7.00 pm;
(t) 7.00 pm and 8.00 pm;
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8.00 pm and 9.00 pm;
9.00 pm and 10.00 pm;
10.00 pm and 11.00 pm;
11.00 pm and 12.00 am.

(4)

How long were inbound lanes closed due to an unscheduled incident between the hours of:
(a) 12.00 am and 1.00 am;
(b) 1.00 am and 2.00 am;
(c) 2.00 am and 3.00 am;
(d) 3.00 am and 4.00 am;
(e) 4.00 am and 5.00 am;
(f) 5.00 am and 6.00 am;
(g) 6.00 am and 7.00 am;
(h) 7.00 am and 8.00 am;
(i) 8.00 am and 9.00 am;
(j) 9.00 am and 10.00 am;
(k) 10.00 am and 11.00 am;
(l) 11.00 am and 12.00 pm;
(m) 12.00 pm and 1.00 pm;
(n) 1.00 pm and 2.00 pm;
(o) 2.00 pm and 3.00 pm;
(p) 3.00 pm and 4.00 pm;
(q) 4.00 pm and 5.00 pm;
(r) 5.00 pm and 6.00 pm;
(s) 6.00 pm and 7.00 pm;
(t) 7.00 pm and 8.00 pm;
(u) 8.00 pm and 9.00 pm;
(v) 9.00 pm and 10.00 pm;
(w) 10.00 pm and 11.00 pm;
(x) 11.00 pm and 12.00 am.

(5)

How many lane hours (number of lanes closed multiplied by length of time the lanes were closed)
were inbound lanes closed due to an unscheduled incident between the hours of:
(a) 12.00 am and 1.00 am;
(b) 1.00 am and 2.00 am;
(c) 2.00 am and 3.00 am;
(d) 3.00 am and 4.00 am;
(e) 4.00 am and 5.00 am;
(f) 5.00 am and 6.00 am;
(g) 6.00 am and 7.00 am;
(h) 7.00 am and 8.00 am;
(i) 8.00 am and 9.00 am;
(j) 9.00 am and 10.00 am;
(k) 10.00 am and 11.00 am;
(l) 11.00 am and 12.00 pm;
(m) 12.00 pm and 1.00 pm;
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(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
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1.00 pm and 2.00 pm;
2.00 pm and 3.00 pm;
3.00 pm and 4.00 pm;
4.00 pm and 5.00 pm;
5.00 pm and 6.00 pm;
6.00 pm and 7.00 pm;
7.00 pm and 8.00 pm;
8.00 pm and 9.00 pm;
9.00 pm and 10.00 pm;
10.00 pm and 11.00 pm;
11.00 pm and 12.00 am.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
QUESTION 1:
“For how many hours were inbound lanes operating at less than the maximum capacity due to unscheduled
incidents.”
Answer:
Year
2010–11
2011–12
2012–13
2013–14
2014–15 (to 30 April 2015)

Total Number of Hours
362
256
308
204
191

The number of hours is the total combined duration of incidents each year as logged by VicRoads.
QUESTION 2:
“For unscheduled incidents closing at least one lane of the inbound lanes how many incident closed:
(a)

1 lanes;

(b)

2 lanes;

(c)

3 lanes;

(d)

4 lanes;

(e)

5 lanes.”

Answer:
VicRoads’ records do not include the number of lanes closed and, as such, VicRoads is unable to provide a
response to this question. The number of lanes closed during an unscheduled incident varies throughout the
incident.
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QUESTION 3:
“How many times were inbound lanes closed due to an unscheduled incident between the hours of (if a lane was
closed for less than thirty minutes but across two time periods, only the first hour in which the lanes were closed, if
a lane was closed for more than thirty minutes, all time periods in which lanes were closed)….” [the question is for
each of the 24 hours per day]
Answer:
Total Number of Times
Hour

2010–11

2011–12

2012–13

2013–14

2014–15*

0.00-1.00

4

7

8

2

9

1:00-2.00

5

9

6

5

4

2.00-3.00

2

6

3

3

7

3.00-4.00

5

4

3

2

5

4.00-5.00

5

4

3

3

6

5.00-6.00

13

7

6

8

8

6.00-7.00

31

25

25

13

22

7.00-8.00

46

31

30

31

19

8.00-9.00

45

40

43

31

18

9.00-10.00

47

34

46

24

23

10.00-11.00

47

35

43

20

23

11.00-12.00

31

53

36

29

17

12.00-13.00

46

36

35

29

21

13.00-14.00

36

37

37

29

17

14.00-15.00

39

26

32

24

26

15.00-16.00

29

29

21

19

27

16.00-17.00

43

31

23

24

21

17.00-18.00

34

19

25

30

14

18.00-19.00

25

26

25

18

14

19.00-20.00

11

21

14

14

11

20.00-21.00

8

15

9

20

9

21.00-22.00

17

12

10

15

11

22.00-23.00

9

7

7

9

10

23.00-24.00

4

9

4

8

9

* To 30 April 2015
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QUESTION 4:
“How long were inbound lanes closed due to an unscheduled incident between the hours of :..” [the question is for
each of the 24 hours per day]
Answer:
Total Number of Hours (hours: minutes)
Hour

2010–11

2011–12

2012–13

2013–14

2014–15*

0.00-1.00

2:15

2:21

18:28

1:29

4:51

1:00-2.00

5:09

2:22

8:58

0:14

0:45

2.00-3.00

0:53

3:38

14:54

0:43

7:24

3.00-4.00

3:26

7:41

0:39

0:11

0:39

4.00-5.00

9:15

1:03

1:01

1:05

0:53

5.00-6.00

7:55

2:26

4:07

11:39

2:28

6.00-7.00

10:52

10:48

15:15

4:10

27:33

7.00-8.00

21:55

19:23

10:55

11:05

13:29

8.00-9.00

14:34

15:52

17:20

17:52

7:25

9.00-10.00

40:14

19:25

21:59

7:07

12:29

10.00-11.00

21:26

17:38

35:05

6:55

7:52

11.00-12.00

9:03

42:08

18:19

32:55

8:12

12.00-13.00

21:27

12:50

16:38

19:18

12:41

13.00-14.00

14:18

11:20

32:31

7:09

7:43

14.00-15.00

26:53

10:59

34:16

11:04

10:57

15.00-16.00

9:44

10:19

7:06

6:15

8:03

16.00-17.00

14:22

12:33

9:04

11:00

11:28

17.00-18.00

66:33

6:43

7:32

10:45

9:18

18.00-19.00

15:29

7:19

8:48

8:52

5:32

19.00-20.00

4:46

20:45

7:10

6:27

4:32

20.00-21.00

4:53

2:51

6:38

15:10

16:25

21.00-22.00

21:39

2:57

2:57

8:38

5:46

22.00-23.00

12:48

1:18

4:59

2:01

3:21

23.00-24.00

2:25

11:00

3:28

2:42

1:35

* To 30 April 2015
QUESTION 5:
“How many lane hours (number of lanes closed multiplied by the length of time the lanes were closed) were
inbound lanes closed due to an unscheduled incident between the hours of: …” [the question is for each of the
24 hours per day]
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Answer:
VicRoads’ records do not include the number of lanes closed and, as such, VicRoads is unable to provide a
response to this question.

Roads and road safety
191.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the West
Gate Bridge, for each of 1 July 2010 to 30 June 2011, 1 July 2011 to 30 June 2012, 1 July 2012 to
30 June 2013, 1 July 2013 to 30 June 2014, and 1 July 2014 to 30 April 2015:
(1)
(2)

(3)

For how many hours were outbound lanes operating at less than maximum capacity due to
unscheduled incidents.
For unscheduled incidents closing at least one lane of the outbound lanes how many incidents
closed:
(a) 1 lane;
(b) 2 lanes;
(c) 3 lanes;
(d) 4 lanes;
(e) 5 lanes.
How many times were outbound lanes closed due to an unscheduled incident between the hours of
(if a lane was closed for less than thirty minutes but across two time periods, only the first hour in
which lanes were closed, if a lane was closed for more than thirty minutes, all time periods in
which lanes were closed):
(a) 12.00 am and 1.00 am;
(b) 1.00 am and 2.00 am;
(c) 2.00 am and 3.00 am;
(d) 3.00 am and 4.00 am;
(e) 4.00 am and 5.00 am;
(f) 5.00 am and 6.00 am;
(g) 6.00 am and 7.00 am;
(h) 7.00 am and 8.00 am;
(i) 8.00 am and 9.00 am;
(j) 9.00 am and 10.00 am;
(k) 10.00 am and 11.00 am;
(l) 11.00 am and 12.00 pm;
(m) 12.00 pm and 1.00 pm;
(n) 1.00 pm and 2.00 pm;
(o) 2.00 pm and 3.00 pm;
(p) 3.00 pm and 4.00 pm;
(q) 4.00 pm and 5.00 pm;
(r) 5.00 pm and 6.00 pm;
(s) 6.00 pm and 7.00 pm;
(t) 7.00 pm and 8.00 pm;
(u) 8.00 pm and 9.00 pm;
(v) 9.00 pm and 10.00 pm;
(w) 10.00 pm and 11.00 pm;
(x) 11.00 pm and 12.00 am.
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(4)

How long were outbound lanes closed due to an unscheduled incident between the hours of:
(a) 12.00 am and 1.00 am;
(b) 1.00 am and 2.00 am;
(c) 2.00 am and 3.00 am;
(d) 3.00 am and 4.00 am;
(e) 4.00 am and 5.00 am;
(f) 5.00 am and 6.00 am;
(g) 6.00 am and 7.00 am;
(h) 7.00 am and 8.00 am;
(i) 8.00 am and 9.00 am;
(j) 9.00 am and 10.00 am;
(k) 10.00 am and 11.00 am;
(l) 11.00 am and 12.00 pm;
(m) 12.00 pm and 1.00 pm;
(n) 1.00 pm and 2.00 pm;
(o) 2.00 pm and 3.00 pm;
(p) 3.00 pm and 4.00 pm;
(q) 4.00 pm and 5.00 pm;
(r) 5.00 pm and 6.00 pm;
(s) 6.00 pm and 7.00 pm;
(t) 7.00 pm and 8.00 pm;
(u) 8.00 pm and 9.00 pm;
(v) 9.00 pm and 10.00 pm;
(w) 10.00 pm and 11.00 pm;
(x) 11.00 pm and 12.00 am.

(5)

How many lane hours (number of lanes closed multiplied by length of time the lanes were closed)
were outbound lanes closed due to an unscheduled incident between the hours of:
(a) 12.00 am and 1.00 am;
(b) 1.00 am and 2.00 am;
(c) 2.00 am and 3.00 am;
(d) 3.00 am and 4.00 am;
(e) 4.00 am and 5.00 am;
(f) 5.00 am and 6.00 am;
(g) 6.00 am and 7.00 am;
(h) 7.00 am and 8.00 am;
(i) 8.00 am and 9.00 am;
(j) 9.00 am and 10.00 am;
(k) 10.00 am and 11.00 am;
(l) 11.00 am and 12.00 pm;
(m) 12.00 pm and 1.00 pm;
(n) 1.00 pm and 2.00 pm;
(o) 2.00 pm and 3.00 pm;
(p) 3.00 pm and 4.00 pm;
(q) 4.00 pm and 5.00 pm;
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5.00 pm and 6.00 pm;
6.00 pm and 7.00 pm;
7.00 pm and 8.00 pm;
8.00 pm and 9.00 pm;
9.00 pm and 10.00 pm;
10.00 pm and 11.00 pm;
11.00 pm and 12.00 am.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
QUESTION 1:
“For how many hours were outbound lanes operating at less than the maximum capacity due to unscheduled
incidents.”
Answer:
Year
2010–11
2011–12
2012–13
2013–14
2014–15 (to 30 April 2015)

Total Number of Hours
335
253
287
320
184

The number of hours is the total combined duration of incidents each year as logged by VicRoads.
QUESTION 2:
“For unscheduled incidents closing at least one lane of the outbound lanes how many incident closed:
(a)

1 lanes;

(b)

2 lanes;

(c)

3 lanes;

(d)

4 lanes;

(e)

5 lanes.”

Answer:
VicRoads’ records do not include the number of lanes closed and, as such, VicRoads is unable to provide a
response to this question. The number of lanes closed during an unscheduled incident varies throughout the
incident.
QUESTION 3:
“How many times were outbound lanes closed due to an unscheduled incident between the hours of (if a lane was
closed for less than thirty minutes but across two time periods, only the first hour in which the lanes were closed, if
a lane was closed for more than thirty minutes, all time periods in which lanes were closed)….” [the question is for
each of the 24 hours per day]
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Answer:
Total Number of Times
Hour

2010–11

2011–12

2012–13

2013–14

2014–15*

0.00-1.00

10

12

17

13

7

1:00-2.00

4

3

6

11

9

2.00-3.00

4

7

5

7

6

3.00-4.00

5

9

7

5

2

4.00-5.00

9

5

5

7

4

5.00-6.00

9

8

8

11

5

6.00-7.00

30

22

27

25

13

7.00-8.00

24

17

24

22

13

8.00-9.00

23

29

28

26

19

9.00-10.00

30

30

26

30

23

10.00-11.00

45

26

38

33

24

11.00-12.00

48

38

34

46

27

12.00-13.00

48

25

34

37

32

13.00-14.00

44

32

41

24

33

14.00-15.00

50

45

40

23

29

15.00-16.00

48

51

45

41

29

16.00-17.00

52

56

62

38

35

17.00-18.00

52

42

54

54

28

18.00-19.00

49

40

58

48

38

19.00-20.00

20

29

33

27

23

20.00-21.00

22

19

17

28

8

21.00-22.00

20

17

16

14

11

22.00-23.00

13

18

16

17

9

23.00-24.00

10

18

11

14

10

* To 30 April 2015
QUESTION 4:
“How long were outbound lanes closed due to an unscheduled incident between the hours of:.” [the question is for
each of the 24 hours per day]
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Answer:
Total Number of Hours (hours: minutes)
Hour

2010–11

2011–12

2012–13

2013–14

2014–15*

0.00-1.00

10:12

6:41

8:01

15:40

1:34

1:00-2.00

2:53

0:24

1:50

5:49

3:54

2.00-3.00

5:39

5:40

0:59

1:06

1:05

3.00-4.00

4:51

4:02

2:11

0:30

0:04

4.00-5.00

6:15

0:48

0:50

1:27

0:42

5.00-6.00

4:56

2:53

5:23

2:59

0:53

6.00-7.00

37:18

5:04

7:39

10:10

2:47

7.00-8.00

14:16

4:56

6:29

6:22

5:59

8.00-9.00

8:42

11:13

14:15

13:15

7:51

9.00-10.00

12:37

6:52

8:57

11:01

8:23

10.00-11.00

18:18

14:42

15:51

8:51

12:21

11.00-12.00

16:14

15:58

17:51

39:04

12:13

12.00-13.00

17:56

7:04

16:49

33:25

14:20

13.00-14.00

16:03

13:34

11:41

3:54

28:29

14.00-15.00

17:35

16:50

17:35

22:23

6:31

15.00-16.00

21:08

13:50

10:40

38:47

12:15

16.00-17.00

23:07

19:52

48:13

16:15

11:42

17.00-18.00

20:42

18:06

16:36

15:26

9:03

18.00-19.00

18:03

25:04

30:13

25:55

18:51

19.00-20.00

12:48

24:41

23:18

8:18

9:16

20.00-21.00

17:08

11:28

6:52

11:17

2:27

21.00-22.00

7:24

5:01

6:05

5:22

3:45

22.00-23.00

8:09

6:02

5:26

16:51

7:35

23.00-24.00

12:39

12:38

3:15

5:29

1:34

* To 30 April 2015
QUESTION 5:
“How many lane hours (number of lanes closed multiplied by the length of time the lanes were closed) were
outbound lanes closed due to an unscheduled incident between the hours of: …” [the question is for each of the
24 hours per day]
Answer:
VicRoads’ records do not include the number of lanes closed and, as such, VicRoads is unable to provide a
response to this question.
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Energy and resources
202.

Mr CRISP to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources— with reference to the augmentation of
Mildura’s gas supply, when will the Berri compressor come on line.

ANSWER:
The project to increase gas capacity at Mildura includes the installation of a new compressor at Angaston, the
installation of a new water bath heater at Berri and associated electrical, mechanical and civil works at both
Angaston and Berri. Australian Gas Networks is well advanced in delivering this Project and expects to
commission the Project by 31 July 2015.

Roads and road safety
206.

Ms RYALL to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety— with reference to the answer provided for
Constituency Question 154, regarding number of cars per day that cross the Heatherdale Road level
crossing in Mitcham:
(1)
(2)

When was that vehicle count of 12 000 undertaken.
Since 1 January 2009:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidences that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of accidental pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this
level crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The traffic count of 12 000 on Heatherdale Road was recorded in 2011 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please
note that traffic volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics require
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Housing, disability and ageing
276.

Mr HIBBINS to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — What is the status of the
proposed masterplan for Prahran’s public housing estates.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– Work is progressing on finalisation of a preferred masterplan for the Prahran public housing estates.
– In developing the final plan, my department is considering the feedback from the 2014 community consultation
together with other project and design priorities.
– The community will have an opportunity to review the final plan before it is submitted to the Minister for
Planning for approval. The planning submission is expected to be lodged later this year.

Education
277.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — Do all relocatable buildings currently in use on
school premises meet the requirements of the:
(1)

Building Act 1993.
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Disability (Access to Premises-Building) Standards 2010.
Building Code of Australia.
Australian Standards.
Occupational Health and Safety Regulations.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Relocatable buildings are a state-wide asset, and the Department of Education and Training works to provide
schools with safe and secure learning environments.
All new relocatable buildings provided to schools meet all building and occupational health and safety standards at
the time of their installation.
Older relocatable buildings transferred between schools have all asbestos removed, and they are fully refurbished to
meet the requirements of modern teaching and learning.
Transferred relocatable buildings meet all the applicable requirements of the above-mentioned standards-however,
as relocatable buildings are exempt from building permits, some regulations may not apply.
With regard to Disability Standards (and based on student demand), the Department operates a dedicated program
tailored to ensure that school buildings are accessible to students with disabilities. One size does not fit all, and the
Department works with schools to achieve solutions that meet individual access needs. This program applies to
both permanent and relocatable buildings.

Education
278.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

Is the Government committed to retaining Primary Welfare Officer funding.
Can the Minister confirm that the figures for 2015 and 2016 in Budget Paper 2015–2016 No 3,
page 190, will not change.
Will Primary Welfare Officer funding be allocated for the years 2017 and 2018.
How many Primary Welfare Officers are currently employed.
Will all schools that currently employ one or more Primary Welfare Officers retain their officers
and current level of funding.
Will funding be increased to allow for more Primary Welfare Officers; if so, when can schools
expect to receive this new funding.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to supporting health and wellbeing initiatives to cater for the needs
of all students in Victorian government schools, including through the provision of funding for the Primary Welfare
Officer (PWO) initiative.
I can confirm the information appearing on page 190 in Budget Paper 3, 2015-16 is correct.
The current PWO funding criteria takes into account a school’s enrolment and its relative level of need using the
2011 Student Family Occupation (SFO) index. To continue to use 2011 SFO data to determine future allocations
will not achieve fairness and equity in funding. The Government will consider options for resource allocation for
2016 and beyond.
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Schools make local decisions about the number of staff they employ from PWO funds. As outlined in the PWO
guidelines, schools may elect to:
– provide time release for an existing staff member with health and wellbeing experience to undertake the PWO
role,
– employ a new staff member with appropriate skills and experience to be a PWO, or
– establish a partnership with a community service agency to provide PWO services.
Schools will be notified of funding allocations and any transition arrangements through the indicative Student
Resource Package budget in September.

Environment, climate change and water
279.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — With reference to
the estimated $403 million expected to be in the Sustainability Fund by the end of 2014–15, is the
Minister seeking to amend the rules for allocation of these funds to ensure they can be distributed in a
timely fashion, rather than accruing over several years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Investment in the environment over the past four years diminished considerably-less than $10 million in new
investment was made from the Sustainability Fund, leading to substantial growth in the fund’s balance. All other
funding announced was reallocations of previous Labor Government initiatives, totalling approximately
$118 million.
For 2015-16, the Andrews Government is investing $32.2 million in funding for immediate action in priority areas:
climate change, waste reduction, contaminated land and assisting our native species to adapt to a changing climate.
$22.4 million of this is new monies from the Sustainability Fund.
This builds on existing allocations from the Sustainability Fund, resulting in the largest ever single year of
expenditure from the fund to date ($41.3 million).
In Our Environment, Our Future the Andrews Government committed to considering more efficient ways to use
the revenue on waste going to landfill. We will consider the efficiency and transparency in administration as well as
prioritisation of initiatives to ensure this Government delivers on the significant amount of work ahead.
The Government is in the process of drafting a new Priority Statement for the Sustainability Fund which will
consider the funding priorities of this Government. The community will be consulted in developing the statement.
Important strategic work currently being undertaken by the Government that may inform future allocations
includes reviewing the Climate Change Act, developing an Adaptation Plan and completing the Statewide Waste
and Resource Recovery Infrastructure Plan (SWRRIP).
Together, this program of work will ensure the Government can make timely investments in line with the
Sustainability Fund’s legislated purposes to deliver on the Government’s priorities in 2016-17 and the years ahead.

Education
280.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — Can the Minister confirm that the Victorian
Government’s Vision for Languages Education 2013–2025 remains a vision of the Andrews
Government; if so:
(1)

Has any funding been allocated for the continuation of the program; if so, how much and in what
years.
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Is the program still on target for the goal of 100 per cent of government schools to provide a
foundation (Prep) level languages program by 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Government is committed to ensuring that all Victorian students benefit from a broad, world class
curriculum that equips them with the skills to excel in an increasingly multicultural and multilingual world.
The Andrews Government will ensure that languages education is a core part of the curriculum, and that schools
are supported to provide high quality languages programs for all students.
A range of initiatives are provided to support schools introduce and improve languages programs, including:
– scholarships to train new languages teachers
– a languages teacher register
– language-specific support for teachers, including in-country study
– online resources in a range of languages
– support for cluster approaches to languages education, including sharing language teachers across schools; and
– use of technology to provide language programs to rural schools which experience difficulty in accessing a
specialist language teacher.
The VRQA recently granted an exemption till 31 December 2015 to a number of schools not providing a
foundation languages program as at the end of 2014. The Department is working with these schools to assist them
establish a quality language program.
The Andrews Labor Government will build on Victoria’s reputation to ensure that Victoria remains a leader in
languages education, with a focus on quality education programs not targets.

Education
281.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education —
(1)
(2)
(3)

With reference to the Minister’s reply to Question on Notice 36, when will the funding for the
purchase of land for Armstrong Creek West Primary School be allocated.
When will the funding for the purchase of land for Point Cook Senior School (Point Cook) be
allocated.
With reference to Budget Paper 2015–16 No 4, page 27, c, Land acquisitions, what is included in
the term ‘various’.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

The Victorian Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has been
demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget.
The funding provided through the 2015-16 State Budget represents a crucial first step in creating the
Education State and we will continue to invest in school infrastructure throughout this term of government.
The Government is committed to funding Armstrong Creek West Primary School within this term of
government. A potential site has been identified by the Department and the City of Greater Geelong. The
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timing and allocation of funding for Armstrong Creek West Primary School will be considered as part of the
annual state budget process alongside other state wide infrastructure projects.
(2)

The Government is committed to funding a Senior Secondary College in Point Cook within this term of
government. The Department is currently working with Wyndham City Council to find a suitable site for the
school. The timing and allocation of funding for the school will be considered as part of the annual state
budget process alongside other state wide infrastructure projects.

(3)

In Budget Paper 2015-16 No.4, page 27, c the term ‘various’ refers to land acquisition funding for future
school sites in multiple locations.
The $40 million will purchase land for new schools in some of Melbourne’s fastest growing suburbs
including Taylor’s Hill West, Edgar’s Creek, Davis Creek and Gum Scrub Creek.

Housing, disability and ageing
282.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — What concrete measures are
the Government undertaking to address the risks caused by heatwaves to residents of public housing.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Air conditioning is provided by the Department of Health and Human Services in public housing where a tenant or
household member demonstrates a need for stable room temperature control due to a medical condition or
disability.
Public housing tenants can install air conditioning at their own expense after getting permission from their local
housing offices. As part of the upgrades to high rise estates, apertures have been provided to enable installation of
air conditioners to high rise flats if required.
In addition, the Department of Health & Human Services operates a Cooler Places Program on days where a Heat
Health Alert has been declared. Under this program, there are 107 (as at 2 December 2014) public housing
community facilities across Victoria that are air conditioned ‘drop in’ centres open to all public housing tenants and
residents seeking relief from extreme temperatures.
The Department of Health & Human Services also operates the Keeping in Touch Program for public housing
tenants aged 75 years and over living alone who have registered for the service. As part of this program, tenants
who have registered are telephoned once a week to check on their welfare. Registered tenants receive additional
calls during heat wave periods and are provided with details of the Cooler Places across the state.

Housing, disability and ageing
295.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — Is the Government
considering implementing penalties for businesses that turn away trainee Seeing Eye Dogs being
escorted by a volunteer carer.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– Under the Domestic Animals Act 1994, a visually impaired person, or a person training a guide dog, may at all
times and in all places be accompanied by a dog kept and used, or trained by him or her as a guide dog.
– Whilst this issue does not fall directly under my portfolio, the Victorian Government has been working
collaboratively with Guide Dogs Victoria and Vision Australia to develop a joint campaign to educate
businesses on the access rights for guide dogs and trainee guide dogs.
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– A number of complaints mechanisms are also available, including:
–
–
–
–

The Australian Human Rights Commission,
Public Education Officers from Guide Dogs Victoria,
The Taxi Services Commission for those turned away from taxis and
Disability advocacy services such as Blind Citizens Australia.

– Guide dogs play an important role in supporting people who are visually impaired to be included in the
community. I am fully committed to ensuring that people who are visually impaired or people who are training a
guide dog have equal rights to access businesses and taxis in the same way as other members of the community.
– There are currently no plans to introduce legislative penalties for businesses that turn away trainee guide dogs.
However, I would like to make it clear that businesses, like the rest of the community, are on notice that any
form of discriminatory treatment, or indeed a lack of understanding toward people with vision impairment, is
never acceptable.

Energy and resources
297.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — How will the $20 million for the wind
industry in the 2015–16 Budget be allocated.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is developing the New Energy Technology Sector Strategy and the Future Industries
Fund, which informs the design of the $20 million New Energy Jobs Fund (The Fund).
The Fund will support Victorian-based projects via grants that: provide long-term sustainable jobs; increase
community participation; increase the uptake of renewable energy generation; reduce greenhouse gas emissions;
and drive innovation of renewable energy technologies.
The actual allocation of grant funding of the various new energy technologies (including wind) for the Fund will
depend on the quality of the proposals against the merit-based criteria currently being developed.

Energy and resources
298.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — What are the dates and specific
requirements of the key energy technology innovation milestones in the 2015–16 budget papers.

ANSWER:
The various energy technology innovation programs referenced in the 2015–16 budget papers cover the:
– Sustainable Energy Research & Development (SERD2) program
– Sustainable Energy Pilot Demonstration (SEPD) program
– Low Emission Energy Technology (LEET) program
– Advanced Lignite Demonstration Program (ALDP)
The SEPD, SERD2 and LEET projects that are currently progressing include:
– Port Fairy Pilot Wave Energy project ($5 million grant);
– Direct Geothermal Heating and Cooling Pilot Demonstration ($1.6 million grant);
– Development of low cost roofing material integrated with photovoltaic ($1.4 million grant); and
– Stage 2C Otway storage trial ($5 million grant)
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Three projects were awarded a total of $37.5 million Victorian Government funding under the ALDP by the
previous government and will need to secure private funding as a precondition for the grant funding.
The deliverable ‘Facilitate the delivery of key energy technology innovation milestones in line with grant
agreements’ referenced in the 2015–16 budget papers is expected to be met 100 per cent.
The projects are managed under specific grant funding agreements that include the project milestone dates and
specific requirements, which are commercial in confidence.

Energy and resources
299.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — With reference to the New Energy
Jobs Fund:
(1)
(2)

What is the specific definition of New Energy.
Does New Energy include any energy derived from coal.

ANSWER:
The $20 million New Energy Jobs Fund will support Victorian-based projects that provide long-term sustainable
jobs, increase the uptake of renewable energy generation, reduce greenhouse gas emissions and drive innovation in
new energy technologies.
The Fund will not support fossil-fuel projects using coal, petroleum or natural gas. However, projects that substitute
fossil-fuels with renewable alternatives will be eligible to apply.

Energy and resources
300.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — How many exploration licence
applications, mining industry work plans and mining licence applications waiting to be processed relate
to coal seam gas or unconventional gas.

ANSWER:
There is currently (as at 16 June 2015) seven applications for exploration licences that have not been determined, as
the applications contain coal seam gas or unconventional gas, and due to the moratorium on such commodities the
applications remain in abeyance.
There is a Coal Seam Gas work plan and two Oil Shale work plans submitted to the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport & Resources that will not be determined until the moratorium is lifted.

Energy and resources
301.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — Does the Government plan to allocate
any or all of the 13 billion tonnes of unallocated, potentially economic brown coal in the Latrobe Valley
(as identified by the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources) to
prospective developers; if so, when and under what conditions.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is focused on supporting the development of new energy technologies, including
renewables and energy efficiency. Any new coal proposals would need to be assessed against economic, social and
environmental considerations through a robust, transparent and inclusive process so that both communities and
industry can have confidence in the outcome.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
2636

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 4 August 2015

Energy and resources
302.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — Does the Government intend to
continue to fund clean coal projects.

ANSWER:
Victorian Government funding of any future energy projects will be considered on a case by case basis. All new
proposals, including those that focus on addressing carbon emissions from Victoria’s brown coal resources, will be
assessed against economic, social, and environmental considerations.

Energy and resources
303.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — Does the Government intend to
encourage a coal export industry in Victoria.

ANSWER:
The Government recognises that there is domestic and international interest in accessing Victoria’s coal for export.
Any future coal developments will need to demonstrate technical and commercial viability, meet environmental
standards and achieve a social licence to operate.

Environment, climate change and water
308.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — What are the plans
and timeline for the remediation and rehabilitation of the Anglesea coal mine site, and how much, if
any, public money is expected to be spent on the rehabilitation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Rehabilitation will be overseen by the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources with
input from relevant departments. Alcoa is focused on the safe closure of the mine and power station and once
complete it will prepare the rehabilitation plan.
Alcoa has committed to meeting all of its requirements around rehabilitation of the mine and power station. The
Victorian Government will be working with the Anglesea community, Surf Coast Council and other stakeholders
to explore future uses and needs for the region.
There will be major, long-term remediation and revegetation needed on the site. The Victorian Government has not
been asked to contribute costs for rehabilitation at the Anglesea coal mine site.

Energy and resources
309.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — Will the Minister remove Alcoa’s
freedom of information exemptions now that the Anglesea coal mine and power plant, and Point Henry
smelter, have all closed.

ANSWER:
The statutory arrangements relating to Alcoa’s activities will not be affected in the immediate future by the
company’s decision to close its Anglesea and Point Henry sites.
Alcoa will continue to be engaged in activities relating to the smelter and mine site for some time, despite
manufacturing and mining operations ceasing. For example, Alcoa is required to fully rehabilitate the sites.
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The Government has established an interdepartmental committee to ensure an effective and coordinated approach
to Anglesea’s closure and rehabilitation.
The Anglesea community will also be consulted about the rehabilitation of the mine and decommissioning of the
power station.

Environment, climate change and water
320.

Mr CRISP to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — With reference to the
Parks Victoria depot at Speed:
(1)
(2)

What is the current operational status of the depot.
What are the future plans for the depot.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Speed Work Centre is operational. There are no current plans to alter these arrangements.

Education
321.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — What will be the total cost to remove all
asbestos from government schools by the year 2020.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government has used its first Education State Budget to allocate $730 million to school
infrastructure to build, upgrade and maintain schools across the State. This is the largest investment in school
infrastructure ever made in Victoria.
As you are aware, the Government has set a goal for all government schools to be asbestos-free by 2020. The
2015-16 State Budget provides $42 million as part of an extensive $100 million asbestos-removal program; this
program represents the first phase in the Government’s commitment to remove asbestos from all government
school buildings.
This funding will enable completion of the audit program of all schools as well as removing and, where required,
replacing relocatable buildings across the State in poor condition and containing high levels of asbestos.
The Department of Education and Training is undertaking an extensive asbestos audit program of all government
schools, which includes the identification and scheduled removal of all high-risk asbestos. This program began in
March 2013, and by March 2016, all schools will have an asbestos audit no more than three years old.
The data from these audits will be the most comprehensive snapshot of asbestos in government schools ever
collected. From this data, the Government will be able to quantify the amount of asbestos in schools and develop
targeted strategies for removing asbestos in schools, ensuring safe learning environments for all staff and students.

Environment, climate change and water
332.

Ms MCLEISH to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — How many sites
have been surveyed for Leadbeater’s possums in Victorian national parks since 27 November 2010.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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A total of 604 sites have been surveyed for Leadbeater’s Possum in Victorian national parks by the Victorian
Government since 27 November 2010.

Environment, climate change and water
333.

Ms MCLEISH to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — How many sites
have been surveyed for Leadbeater’s possums in Victorian State forests since 27 November 2010.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A total of 332 sites have been surveyed for Leadbeater’s Possum in Victorian state forests by the Victorian
Government since 27 November 2010.

Environment, climate change and water
334.

Ms MCLEISH to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — How many
Leadbeater’s possums have been identified in Victorian national parks since 27 November 2010 as part
of surveys.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The total number of sites where Leadbeater’s Possum have been recorded in Victorian national parks and reserves
since 27 November 2010 is 152.

Environment, climate change and water
335.

Ms MCLEISH to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — How many
Leadbeater’s possums have been identified in Victorian State forests since 27 November 2010 as part of
surveys.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The total number of sites where Leadbeater’s Possum have been recorded in state forests since 27 November 2010
is 189.

Environment, climate change and water
336.

Ms MCLEISH to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — How many
reported sightings of Leadbeater’s possums have the Victorian Government received from other parties
since 1 January 2015.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Between 1 January 2015 and 30 June 2015, the Victorian Government received five submissions of reported
sightings of Leadbeater’s Possums from other parties external to government.

Environment, climate change and water
337.

Ms MCLEISH to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Have Leadbeater’s
possums been found in nest boxes; if so, how many.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Yes, Leadbeater’s Possums or nesting material have been found in 219 nest boxes.

Environment, climate change and water
338.

Ms MCLEISH to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Have any
Leadbeater’s possums been found in areas harvested for timber in the 1980s, 1990s or burnt in the 1983
Ash Wednesday fires.

ANSWER:
I am informed that: Yes.

Environment, climate change and water
339.

Ms MCLEISH to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — How many
Leadbeater’s possums have been detected between 16 February 1983 and 27 November 2010.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There are 548 records of Leadbeater’s Possum detected between 16 February 1983 and 27 November 2010
registered in the Victorian Biodiversity Atlas (VBA).
The VBA holds all records of Leadbeater’s Possum sightings obtained through surveys conducted by the Victorian
Government and verified records submitted by other parties.

Training and skills
351.

Mr HIBBINS to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — In 2014–15:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many times has the Department of Education and Training undertaken an audit or review of
a Registered Training Organisation (RTO).
How many times was an RTO found to be in non-compliance of its VET funding contract.
What were the names of the RTOs found to be in non-compliance of their VET funding contract.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
I wish to take this opportunity to emphasise that the Government takes the provision of quality training within the
VET sector extremely seriously. To this end, as part of the Review, I have announced $9 million in funding
towards improving the Department’s oversight of RTOs. This funding will be specifically dedicated towards
expanding the number and scope of the audits the Department conducts in 2015 and 2016.
In 2014, the Department conducted audits at 116 RTOs.
The recently released Review of Quality Assurance in Victoria’s VET system (the Review) detailed 19 key
recommendations to improve the Department’s quality assurance over contracted RTOs, and provide stronger
information to consumers.
One of the Review’s 19 recommendations explicitly relates to making publicly available information regarding
completed and agreed audit results, As such, I have directed the Department to commence action towards meeting
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this commitment going forward. This will include identification of RTOs subject to contract termination as a result
of compliance action — information that is not at present publicly available..

Training and skills
352.

Mr HIBBINS to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — In 2014–15:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many times has the Market Monitoring Unit undertaken a review or an investigation into a
Registered Training Organisation (RTO).
What were the names of the RTOs reviewed or investigated.
What were the outcomes of the reviews and/or investigations.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Market Monitoring Unit (MMU) was established by the previous government in 2012 to understand market
behaviours.
To achieve this, the MMU engages with RTOs to obtain qualitative and quantitative evidence related to specific
areas of market concern. However, the MMU does not conduct specific investigation or reviews into individual
RTOs.
Given widespread concern about quality of provision, rorting of taxpayer funded training and inappropriate market
behaviour under the previous government, the Andrews Government commissioned a major Review of Quality of
VET provision, including an injection of $9 million to undertake an immediate audit blitz.
From 1 July 2015, the MMU has been transferred to the Higher Education and Skills Group. This move will
consolidate and strengthen the Department's ability to monitor delivery of VET in Victoria and to implement
reforms associated with the quality assurance review..

Roads and road safety
353.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the
intersection at Robinsons Road and Westernport Highway, Pearcedale, between 1 January 2014 and
18 June 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many fatalities have been recorded as a result of vehicle accidents at the intersection, and on
what dates were these recorded.
How many injuries have been recorded as a result of vehicle accidents at the intersection, and on
what dates were these recorded.
How many vehicle collisions resulting in no or minor injuries have been recorded at the
intersection, and on what dates were these recorded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Every day the Andrews Labor Government in partnership with VicRoads works hard to reduce the fatalities on our
roads. Even one Victorian losing their life on our roads is too many.
With regards to the intersection at Robinsons Road and Westernport Highway. Based on VicRoads’ records, which
are populated with crashes as information is received and validated with Victoria Police, between 1 January 2014
and 18 June 2015 at the intersection of the Western Port Highway and Robinsons Road:
(1)

One fatality occurred on 29 May 2015.
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(2)

Two persons were seriously injured and two persons sustained ‘other’ injuries on 3 March 2014. One person
was seriously injured on 18 June 2014. One person sustained ‘other’ injuries on 4 September 2014 and one
person sustained ‘other’ injuries on 5 September 2014.

(3)

Crashes resulting in no injuries to any persons involved are not recorded in VicRoads’ system.

While VicRoads’ crash records are considered generally complete until the end of 2014, there may be some crashes
in 2014, and particularly 2015, which may not yet be included in VicRoads’ records.

Education
355.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Education — Will the Andrews Labor Government commit to
funding the Bendigo Discovery Science and Technology Centre.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Bendigo Discovery Science and Technology Centre is a not-for-profit incorporated association managed by
the Bendigo Trust.
The Centre receives operating funding from the Bendigo Council in addition to funding sourced via philanthropic
and Government grants.
Bendigo Trust has made a decision not to keep the Centre open past 12 July 2015.
In July 2014, the Centre applied for funding through the Strategic Partnerships Program of the Department of
Education and Training (the Department).
The Centre was successful in their application for $70 000 funding as part of the 2015-17 Triennium of the
Strategic Partnerships Program. This funding is for the delivery of the ‘Creative Innovation in Regional Victoria
Program’ which provides hands-on opportunities for local students to build skills in science and innovation.
A Common Funding Agreement between the Department and the Centre was signed in early 2015 and the first
annual payment of $23 800 was paid in March 2015.
The Department’s partnership with the Discovery Science & Technology Centre is valued and the Centre is
acknowledged as providing a vital role in broadening the educational experiences for students.
The Department is currently in discussions with the Discovery Science & Technology Centre regarding the future
of this program and the reported closure.
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The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Wednesday, 5 August 2015
Roads and road safety
205.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Ferguson Street, Williamstown:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
20930

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
207.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety— with reference to the level
crossing on Furlong Road, St Albans:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.
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ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
14971

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
208.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Kororoit Creek Road, Williamstown North:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
20930

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
209.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety— with reference to the level
crossing on Main Road East/West, St Albans:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
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what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
6887

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
210.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety— with reference to the level
crossing on Werribee Street, Werribee:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
24364

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
211.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Bell Street, Coburg:
(1)
(2)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
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Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
42485

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
212.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Bell Street, Preston:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
50055

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.
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Roads and road safety
213.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Buckley Street, Essendon:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
5912

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
214.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Camp Road, Campbellfield:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
27032
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The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
215.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety— with reference to the level
crossing on Glenroy Road, Glenroy:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
20570

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
216.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on High Street, Reservoir:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
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No. of vehicles per day
37488

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
217.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Lower Plenty Road, Rosanna:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
21210

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
218.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Moreland Road, Brunswick:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
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The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
16833

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
219.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Blackburn Road, Blackburn:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
16533

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
220.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Maroondah Highway, Lilydale:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.
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ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
25450

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
221.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety— with reference to the level
crossing on Mountain Highway, Bayswater:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
42846

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
222.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety— with reference to the level
crossing on Scoresby Road, Bayswater:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
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what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
22162

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
223.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Burke Road, Glen Iris:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
26830

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
224.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety— with reference to the level
crossing on Centre Road, Clayton:
(1)
(2)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
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Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
8798

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
225.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Charman Road, Cheltenham:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
13889

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.
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Roads and road safety
226.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Clayton Road, Clayton:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
17547

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
227.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Grange Road, Carnegie:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
8942

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 5 August 2015

ASSEMBLY

2655

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
228.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Koornang Road, Carnegie:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
15368

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
229.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Murrumbeena Road, Murrumbeena:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
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No. of vehicles per day
16857

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
230.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety— with reference to the level
crossing on North Road, Ormond:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
38860

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
231.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety— with reference to the level
crossing on Poath Road, Murrumbeena:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
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The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
11170

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
232.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Toorak Road, Kooyong:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
28790

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
233.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Abbotts Road, Dandenong South:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.
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ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
23406

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
234.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Chandler Road, Noble Park:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
15787

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
235.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Clyde Road, Berwick:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
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what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
25741

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
236.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Corrigan Road, Noble Park:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
10260

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
237.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Edithvale Road, Edithvale:
(1)
(2)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
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Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
13389

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
238.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Hallam Road, Hallam:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
21254

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
239.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Heatherton Road, Noble Park:
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What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
27199

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
240.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Seaford Road, Seaford:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
13678

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.
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Roads and road safety
241.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Skye Road, Frankston:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
10127

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
242.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on South Gippsland Highway, Dandenong:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
38189
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The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
243.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the level
crossing on Station Street, Bonbeach:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
Vehicle
All vehicles

No. of vehicles per day
4655

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.

Roads and road safety
244.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety— with reference to the level
crossing on Thompsons Road, Lyndhurst:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the number of cars per day that cross this level crossing.
When was a traffic count most recently undertaken at this level crossing.
Since 1 January 2005:
(a) what is the number of vehicle crash incidents that have occurred at this level crossing, and
on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur;
(b) what is the number of pedestrian fatalities or injuries that have occurred at this level
crossing, and on what dates did these incidents (if any) occur.

ANSWER:
The below statistics have been provided to respond directly to the above questions. These statistics do not represent
the associated congestion, safety, economic or public transport impacts of each level crossing and do not provide an
accurate comparison of level crossings.
The traffic volume statistics were recorded on 5 May 2015 by the VicRoads SCATS system. Please note that traffic
volume statistics do not identify the type of vehicle, length of trip, origin or destination.
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No. of vehicles per day
24899

The crash statistics and pedestrian fatality statistics for the time period requested have been recorded by multiple
organisations, in different systems, and are not available in a consolidated format. Providing these statistics requires
significant data consolidation and validation which would currently be an unreasonable burden on resources.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Thursday, 6 August 2015
Agriculture
296.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Agriculture — What steps
is the Government taking to address the discrimination faced by guide dog carers, trainers and handlers
when using taxi services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Under the Domestic Animals Act 1994, Section 7(4) states that a visually impaired person, a hearing impaired
person, or a person training a guide dog may, at all times and in all places be accompanied by a dog kept and used,
or trained by him or her as a guide dog.
The Andrews Labor Government has been working with Guide Dogs Victoria and Vision Australia Seeing Eye
Dogs to develop a joint education campaign to highlight access rights for guide dogs and puppies in training. This
campaign builds on existing, well recognised branding.
A new window sticker for restaurants, cafés and taxis has been developed. The sticker was launched by me on
29 April 2015 for International Guide Dog Day. The wording is ‘Welcome-Guide Dogs, Seeing Eye Dogs and
puppies in training can enter’ and is jointly branded for both organisations.
The Government has printed 5000 of these stickers and provided them to the two organisations, for distribution
throughout the community. The organisations have also been provided with printing artwork should they want to
produce additional stickers.
My department has also created a new page on the pets website
www.depi.vic.gov.au/pets/dogs/guide-dogs-and-seeing-eye-dogs to educate people about the access rights of guide
dogs and puppies in training. Information on this page clarifies that in Victoria, guide dogs (and seeing eye dogs)
are legally able to travel on taxis, and are quiet, well behaved, non-aggressive and completely clean at all times.
When travelling, guide dogs are trained to sit quietly at their handler’s feet and will not disturb or lick the driver.
The campaign information emphasis that it is illegal for taxi drivers to pass up a passenger because they have a
guide dog. Individuals who are discriminated against can contact the Taxi Services Commission to lodge a formal
complaint.
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