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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 12.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I advise the house
that the Minister for Police, who is also the Minister for
Corrections, will be absent from question time today.
The Attorney-General will answer questions on his
behalf.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Melbourne Metro rail project
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. Can the minister
guarantee that no further Victorians will have their
homes or businesses demolished for the Melbourne
Metro rail project, apart from what she has announced
today?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — The
Melbourne Metro rail project is the biggest public
transport project this state has ever seen, and it is no
surprise that those opposite want to cast a little bit of
doubt and a little bit of suspicion on this project
because they opposed this important project.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, it was a
very simple question the minister was asked. On a point
of relevance, the minister was debating the question. Is
this the end of the compulsory acquisitions, or will
there be more?
The SPEAKER — Order! At this point the minister
will continue. I do not uphold the point of order.
Ms ALLAN — I am surprised that those opposite
might want to talk about compulsory acquisition on
projects, because their record is not so good in relation
to how they treated people and how they did not treat
people with respect and fairness.
One of the two key differences — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, the
member for Malvern and the member for Bundoora
will allow the minister to continue.
Ms ALLAN — We are working very carefully —
‘we’ as in the Melbourne Metro Rail Authority — with

3757

property owners who have been contacted yesterday
and today about the need for their properties to be
compulsorily acquired. We needed to do this in
alignment with the planning process that needs to start.
Because if we want to get on with this project, we need
to work through these very difficult stages. These are
very difficult and challenging stages, and there will be
further work to be done through the planning process
confirming the alignment, and we will continue to work
with people along the 9-kilometre route of a project that
those opposite have never supported and never got in
behind.
Supplementary question
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — Can the minister
confirm that the environment effects statement (EES),
which would properly set out the requirements for
property acquisition, is not even written yet, let alone
assessed, before she starts forcing people from their
homes and businesses?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — It is
no surprise that the failed former planning minister and
the failed former minister do not understand how these
processes work. It is very clear that they do not
understand how they work. As part of the planning
process that needs to be undertaken to finalise this
project through the EES, we need to provide into that
planning process the location of the properties that need
to be acquired. So right now is the right time to be
going out there and talking in a respectful way — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, a very,
very simple question was put to the minister that she
still has not answered: is the EES written, yes or no?
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.
Ms ALLAN — As I said, you would have thought
that the failed former planning minister might know a
little bit about this. To complete the EES we need to
detail the properties that are going to be acquired, and
that — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
hear the response as advanced by the minister. I require
every member to cooperate. The minister to continue.
The minister has concluded.
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Ministers statements: Djerriwarrh Health
Services
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I rise to
provide the house with new information about a tragic
and very sad set of circumstances involving the
Djerriwarrh Health Services. Earlier this year,
following an analysis done by the Consultative Council
on Obstetric and Paediatric Mortality and Morbidity,
the government became aware that in 2013 and 2014
there was a higher than expected number of paediatric
and perinatal deaths. A review of those cases,
undertaken by one of the state’s leading obstetricians
and gynaecologists, Professor Euan Wallace, found that
of those 10 stillbirths and newborn deaths 7 may have
been avoidable.
Upon becoming aware of this information the
government had two priorities. The first was to put in
place measures to ensure the safety of the hospital’s
maternity service for current and future women and
babies who will be receiving care there. Secondly,
following a peer review of Professor Wallace’s report,
the women and families involved in these cases will be
provided with all information through an open
disclosure process along with all of the support they
need.
Nothing can be as devastating as losing a baby, and the
government is very conscious that going forward all of
its actions cannot repair the loss the people involved
have endured. The many measures that have been put
in place include the implementation of all of Professor
Wallace’s recommendations. Yesterday I met with the
state coroner and the health services commissioner to
further discuss the supports and response that should be
made, and I will continue to discuss with the Australian
Health Practitioner Regulation Agency how it can be
that for over two years one of the clinicians involved
had been the subject of an investigation, that this had
not been made public and that the health service was
not advised.
I have given advice to the board of this health service of
my intention to replace it with an administrator. We
will continue to do all we can to ensure that this never
happens again.

Melbourne Metro rail project
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — My question is to the
Minister for Public Transport. Given that no
environment effects statement has been released for the
still unfunded Melbourne Metro rail project, will the
minister now immediately release the business case that
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justifies taking away dozens of homes and business
from Victorians?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) —
Perhaps it escaped the attention of the shadow minister,
but back in February, when the Premier announced that
we were fast-tracking this project because it was just
too important to waste one single more moment in
getting on with delivering the Melbourne Metro
rail — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — We announced that we were
establishing the Melbourne Metro Rail Authority, and
its very first job was to get to work on refreshing a
business case that had sat on the shelf for four years
under the previous government — a business case that
had sat on the shelf for four long years.
We made it very clear in terms of the process in
February this year that we would be releasing this
business case in 2016. As part of that we also need to
go through an appropriate planning process, which
includes an environment effects statement.
The member talks about business cases. I could refer
him to the preliminary business case that currently sits
on the Infrastructure Australia website rating this
project as the no. 1 infrastructure project for this state.
This was advice that was roundly ignored by those
opposite, who left this project to languish, who then
came out with a thought bubble that was drafted on the
back of an envelope, clearly by the former failed
Minister for Planning as he was trying to concoct his
Fishermans Bend construction with the Metro rail link.
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now debating the question, and I ask you to
draw her back to answering the question that was
asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will come
back to answering the question.
Ms ALLAN — We are working on finalising that
business case. An important part of that process is
going through the compulsory acquisition process,
treating people with respect and notifying them
appropriately. That is exactly the work that we are
doing right now.
In the meantime we are also working with the
community and people like the Lord Mayor of
Melbourne, who strongly supports this project, and I
could not help but notice the comments of former
Liberal Premier Jeff Kennett, who last week in the
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Herald Sun talked about the Melbourne Metro
project — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, just to
clarify, there is no business case, no environment
effects statement and no funding, but the government is
taking people’s homes with no reason whatsoever.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms ALLAN — I appreciate that the former Liberal
Premier is seen as a respected party elder by those
opposite, so perhaps they should take his advice and
recognise that the Melbourne Metro rail project is a
great plan, as he told the Herald Sun last week.
We are finalising the business plan. We are getting on
with the planning processes. An important step in doing
these pieces of work is to go through an appropriate and
respectful property acquisition process. That is what has
commenced this week, and that demonstrates our firm
commitment to not wasting one single moment on this
vital piece of city-shaping infrastructure.
Supplementary question
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — Is it not a fact that
the minister will not release the Melbourne Metro
business case or the so-called refreshed version because
it simply does not exist?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — Our
support for the Melbourne Metro rail project, and can I
say it is strongly supported by others in the community,
is based on the work that was done previously, the work
that was assessed by Infrastructure Australia, the
preliminary business case for which can be found on its
website that assesses this as the no. 1 rated
infrastructure project for Victoria. I appreciate that
those opposite cannot quite get their heads around
following proper processes. I know they cannot quite
appreciate how to support projects in an appropriate
way, given their failures. We have to think: was there a
business case for the east–west project? I do not think
there was.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — We are working through this project
appropriately, diligently and carefully, delivering this
vital project for this state.
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Ministers statements: Box Hill Institute
Lilydale campus
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I am
proud to be part of a government that keeps its
promises. Yesterday I joined the Premier and the
Minister for Training and Skills at the former
Swinburne Lilydale site. We made a promise to return
TAFE and higher education to the site and less than a
year into government we have delivered on that
promise. Swinburne Lilydale was forced to shut its
doors and lock its gates as a direct result of the savage
cuts to TAFE by the previous government. It resulted in
the loss of our largest TAFE and the only university in
that region.
When in government the Leader of the Opposition sat
around the cabinet table and agreed to the cuts to
TAFE. He agreed to the closure of campuses. He
agreed to the cuts to courses, fees skyrocketing and jobs
lost — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 7. The minister has
now moved away from setting a context and is debating
the issue. I ask you to bring him back to compliance.
Mr MERLINO — On the point of order, Speaker,
and the issue of setting the context, we would not have
been reopening Swinburne Lilydale and announcing the
partnership with Box Hill if the previous government
had not — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
his seat. The member for Eildon will come to order.
The minister will come back to making his ministers
statement.
Mr MERLINO — Yesterday was a day for the
community of the east. The forced closure inspired an
unprecedented reaction within our community. It
galvanised thousands of people who voiced their
support at the reopening of the campus. We listened
and we delivered. The community knew that if we lost
that campus, it could never be replaced. No longer is
this beautiful fit-for-purpose campus lost as a place of
learning.
The Premier, when opposition leader, also announced
and made a commitment that we would make it bigger
and better. It will not only house a TAFE and higher
education courses, but also a childcare centre, a
preschool, a maternal and child health centre, a
biosecurity centre of excellence, a state-of-the-art tech
school for Yarra Ranges, and disability support
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provider Melba Support Services. This is a government
that keeps its promises.
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government is working hard to develop a plan as
quickly as it can ahead of these conditions, which no
doubt will worsen as we get into the summer.

Drought assistance
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Premier. For the second consecutive spring grain
crops across many parts of Victoria have failed, putting
financial pressure on farm businesses, regional
economies and country jobs, and I ask: when will
concessional loans be made available for those
struggling farming families?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
The Nationals for his question and for his obvious
concern for regional communities. I share that concern.
We are facing unprecedented low rainfall. Many would
describe it as drought. Whether it formally qualifies
under various definitions imposed by other
governments, let us leave that to one side. There are
many, particularly those who are in the broadacre
farming business, so grain producers and other
broadacre crops, for whom things are very difficult.
To that end the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water has been in constant conversation
with her counterpart, Minister Joyce, at the federal
level, and I do hope to make announcements on behalf
of the government, in partnership with the federal
government, quite soon.
We appreciate and understand that there are real
challenges — really significant challenges. It is another
failed season off the back of some very difficult times.
In the breaking of the drought even, there were real
challenges at that time. So we understand that now is
the time to step up and to provide additional support.
Concessional loans are one important part of that.
Again, I say to the Leader of The Nationals that we
accept and understand how challenging it is in regions
of our state. We want to make sure that we provide
support, care and assistance to both communities and
also to famers in their capacity as small and
medium-size businesses.
The Minister for Agriculture, the minister for water and
I have had a series of very important discussions on
assistance and the measures that we can bring forward
into this year, ahead of the next calendar year, that
might support regional and rural farmers. But there are
broader community considerations here as well. This
has a real impact not just on primary producers and
those in the broadacre sector but also on many others.
I do genuinely thank the Leader of The Nationals for
his question. This is a serious issue, one on which the

On the specifics of concessional loans, the relevant
minister in our government is in very positive and
constructive conversations with her counterpart,
Minister Joyce, in the federal government. We do hope
that all of us can work together, acknowledging that this
is a very serious issue, to provide the care and support
in very practical terms to regional communities that
were doing it tough before this failed season. They
certainly are now, with every prospect that things will
only worsen. But we know and understand that our
regional communities are tough and strong. They are
absolutely resilient. They are up to this challenge, but
that will made a little easier if their government stands
with them, and if indeed this Parliament stands with
them. I look forward to that in the future.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — During the last
severe drought the then government provided
municipal rate rebates to assist farm families and
protect country jobs. I ask the Premier: will the
government make the same program available to
country Victoria during this drought, and if not, why
not?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
The Nationals for his supplementary question. I should
just point out that I was incorrect in saying the Minister
for Environment, Climate Change and Water has been
speaking with the federal Minister for Agriculture and
Water Resources, Barnaby Joyce. It is in fact the
Minister for Agriculture, Ms Pulford, in our
government who has been speaking to her counterpart,
Minister Joyce, in the federal government.
We, as part of that process I alluded to, are trying to
bring forward a whole range of supports. There are
many different payments, and there are many different
ways in which we support families in regional
communities in the course of a year. If any of those can
be consolidated and brought forward, then I would have
thought that would be of really practical and
meaningful importance and real support. That would
make a big difference.
We are not looking just at things like rate rebates but
also at many other payments that might be able to be
consolidated and brought forward into this time of
critical need. The Treasurer is involved in that process
as well, and once it is concluded, I will be more than
happy to provide a briefing to any member of
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Parliament who wants to know more about the things
we are doing and the decisions we have made by that
point to try to support regional communities, who are
doing it very tough at the moment.

Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — Today I am
releasing the Fishermans Bend Advisory Committee —
Report 1 on the Metropolitan Planning Authority’s web
page.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WYNNE — The Leader of the Opposition
rezoned overnight Australia’s most significant urban
renewal area, Fishermans Bend. The report I am
releasing is 72 pages of new information that shows
planning experts and community members found the
decision to rezone 250 hectares of land overnight
misguided and damaging. The report notes that there is
no precedent for this kind of action anywhere in the
developed world.
The now opposition leader was told there needed to be
a plan for schools, a plan for public transport and a plan
for public open space, which he ignored. What does this
mean for Victoria? The landowners and developers
who owned property in Fishermans Bend had a
windfall. Land values in some precincts quadrupled, but
that means the cost for the Victorian taxpayer to
provide services and infrastructure has surged. The only
transport plan the now opposition leader oversaw was a
vague dot on a map where a railway station — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 7, which requires
ministers to make statements about new government
initiatives, projects and achievements. The minister
now has just 34 seconds remaining to complete his
statement. He has not even begun to address
government initiatives, projects or achievements. I ask
you to bring him back to compliance with the sessional
order.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I urge
you to reject the point of order of the manager of
opposition business because clearly the Minister for
Planning was outlining significant new work that he is
undertaking in cleaning up the mess that is Fishermans
Bend that was left to us by the failed former planning
minister.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr WYNNE — Fishermans Bend was described to
me by a prominent private sector planner as the Wild
West. Only a Labor government can be trusted to invest
in services that benefit all Victorians. Only a Labor
government will provide equitable access to education,
transport, health and community services. We are
committed to fixing up the mess that was left for us by
the previous government, and that is what an Andrews
Labor government will do.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Carrum
is warned. I will not have members of the government
producing exhibits. Should they do it again, I will have
them removed from the house, and that includes
removing the members as well.

Employment
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — It is like
being verballed by Elmer Fudd.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr GUY — My question is to the Premier. Can the
Premier confirm that it is still his government’s policy
to create 100 000 full-time jobs in its first two years of
office as promised?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government and
opposition members will allow the Premier to respond
to the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I can confirm for the
Leader of the Opposition that the answer is yes, and we
will not waste even one day in delivering on each and
every one of the commitments that we made to the
people of Victoria. We do not want to see a situation,
and we will never settle for a situation, where we lead
the nation not in jobs created but in unemployment —
in jobs lost. That is exactly what was delivered by those
opposite, and it is one of the reasons they sit opposite,
out of government, a failed administration, one that
stood in this place day after day and told the people of
Victoria, worried about their jobs, ‘You have never had
it so good’.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. It was a very
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straightforward, factual question about government
policy, and I ask you to bring him back to answering it.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I was
just going to make the point that the Premier was asked
about creating jobs, and that is exactly what he was
answering, because we are determined to not waste a
day on that important task. I ask you to rule the point of
order out of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will come
back to answering the question.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — The member for Warrandyte
was the minister for youth but did not know the youth
unemployment rate, so you would think he would have
the good sense to stay quiet, wouldn’t you? But no, the
empty vessel is making the most noise, as usual. Every
job is worth fighting for.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte!
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is defying your order. I ask you to instruct him
to cease debating the question and come back to
answering it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will come
back to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — As I have said, the government
will deliver on each and every one of the commitments
it has made. We understand that employment, growth,
providing the preconditions, the policy settings and the
government activity to underpin demand and growth —
to do everything we can to make sure that Victorians
get the skills that they need — is not a four-year holiday
from hard work but a comprehensive plan. The
Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel, underway; the
TAFE Back to Work Fund, underway; and we saw
yesterday that the Swinburne Lilydale site, closed by
those opposite, was reopened by this government.
We know and understand that jobs start with skills and
that a good government is one that works hard every
single day. It is not a government happy to see Victoria
slide further behind every quarter, every year and then
stand up, as they did opposite, and lecture the Victorian
people and say, ‘You have never had it so good’.
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That was the submission of those opposite, as we saw
Victoria not no. 1 for jobs growth but no. 1 for jobs
lost — —
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr ANDREWS — No. 1 for jobs lost — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat when the Chair requests that of the Premier.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is again debating the question, despite your
previous rulings. If he has completed his answer, he
should simply sit down.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier has been absolutely relevant to the question.
He has been asked whether we stand by our
commitment. He has made it clear that we do, and in
doing so, he is entitled to place some context around the
question, the context being the former government’s
abysmal record in jobs growth. It is perfectly
appropriate and in order.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair accepts that
the Premier has responded to the question, but the Chair
requests the Premier to come back to answering
question.
Mr ANDREWS — There is a real choice to be
made. You can either work hard every day to keep
Victorians in work. you can honour your word and
deliver on your promises, or you can sit back and have
a four-year holiday from hard work and then have the
temerity to get up in here and ask questions. Having
celebrated, almost, job losses and unemployment for
four years, the previous government did nothing about
it then, and it is irrelevant to our plans for a stronger
Victoria right now.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Given that
the Premier has said in his answer, ‘You can honour
your word and not waste one day’ and noting that
7800 full-time jobs have been lost since Labor was
sworn into office, can the Premier guarantee that over
the remaining 15 months of this two-year promise,
7200 new full-time jobs will be created each and every
month to achieve that 100 000 new full-time job
promise — —
Mr Pallas interjected.
Mr GUY — The Treasurer is helping him; he
doesn’t even know the figures.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will
respond to the supplementary question and ignore the
latter part of it.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. He talked about
figures: 6.7 per cent, that is what it was when we came
to government, it is 6.2 per cent today But we will
never settle, as those opposite did, and I can go through
the list — but a minute is not enough — the catalogue
of companies that left this state under this one
hear — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, it was just a very simple question, which the
Premier has not answered: will he keep his jobs
promise of 7200 jobs every month for the next
15 months, yes or no?
Mr ANDREWS — The question was answered in
the substantive question: each and every one of our
election commitments will be honoured.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — He is having a bad day, old
Fisherman’s Friend over there, but Mr Fish Fingers
over here — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier and the
Leader of the Opposition are warned.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker,
instead of reverting to type and hurling personal abuse,
perhaps the Premier could just answer the question that
was asked by the Leader of the Opposition.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
will resume his seat. I remind the Attorney-General that
when the Chair is on his feet all members should
resume their seats. The Chair did not have an
opportunity to properly hear the member for
Warrandyte on a point of order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! All members are entitled
to make a point of order. They represent their
constituencies, and the Chair is interested in hearing
each member. The member will make his point of order
again, and he will be heard in silence.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will allow
the member for Warrandyte to make his point of order.
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Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition should allow the member for Warrandyte to
make a point of order in silence. The Chair has given
the member a second opportunity to make his point of
order; the Chair expects the opposition to help him.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker,
instead of throwing juvenile abuse across the table, the
Premier should just answer the question that was asked
of him — instead of debating it.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The Premier will continue. He has 15 seconds to
conclude his answer.
Mr ANDREWS — The choice is clear: you can
either work hard every day to try to create jobs and
opportunities, embedding within them skills and life
opportunities for the working men and women of this
state, or you can do what those opposite did, and that is
absolutely nothing for four long years.

Ministers statements: Melbourne Metro rail
project
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
rise to provide new information to the house on how
this government is progressing the no. 1-rated
infrastructure project for Victoria — the Melbourne
Metro rail project. Today this project went to the next
stage. It is a difficult but necessary stage that it has been
progressed to.
When you consider the size and scale of the biggest
ever public transport infrastructure project that has been
undertaken in this state, you realise that there will be
some disruption and the need to acquire properties
along the route. Last night the Melbourne Metro Rail
Authority began contacting landowners, residents and
businesses who will be impacted by the compulsory
land acquisition that is required. This is a necessary
step, but we should also reflect and appreciate that this
is a difficult time for those people, whether they be
property owners, tenants or businesses who have been
contacted.
All up, 44 buildings with 94 titles will need to be
compulsorily acquired. This includes 15 residential
buildings, 1 apartment building with 49 titles and
another 14 individual residential properties. As I said,
this is a difficult time but an important step in the
project. It demonstrates that we need to move very
carefully through each stage of the project.
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It has come to my attention, though, that a different
approach was taken by others in regard to important
public transport projects. Those others, who as the
Minister for Planning just talked about had a vague dot
on the map down at Fishermans Bend, had an alternate
proposal for a rail link through the city. It has come to
my attention that $230 000 was wasted by those
opposite on a study for a plan that did not address
Melbourne and Victoria’s transport needs; it was all
about the failed former Minister for Planning’s
obsession with Fishermans Bend — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.
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Mr ANDREWS — The question related to
government performance. I can recall a government
that inherited an unemployment rate of 4.9 per cent.
When it left government, having made history, having
been rejected — it was the first one-term government
since 1955 — what was that unemployment rate? Not
4.9 per cent, but 6.7 per cent.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question was a specific question about the level of jobs
growth. The Premier is not addressing the question. If
he wants to take it on notice, he is entitled to, but he is
not entitled to talk about whatever he likes instead of
answering the question.

Employment

The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.

Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Premier. With Australian Bureau of Statistics data
showing 7800 full-time jobs lost since Labor took
office, meaning that in the next 15 months 107 800 new
full-time jobs must be created for the government to
meet its jobs promise, I ask: has any government in
Victorian history achieved this level of jobs growth in
15 months?

Mr ANDREWS — The question related to 160-odd
years worth of government performance. I am just
going through a few more contemporary examples. We
know why those opposite would be embarrassed. There
were 65 000 more people unemployed by the end of
that four-year period — that four year holiday from
hard work.

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I do thank the shadow
Treasurer for his question. I am reminded of another
time he did ask me about historical context and what
anyone else had achieved. I can recall a commitment
when the member for Scoresby was the Treasurer.
Remember those good old days, Speaker! Before the
days of side letters, when the member for Scoresby was
the Treasurer, I think the number was 50 000. We were
going to create 50 000 jobs, and I think it might have
been full time, part time, any time — 50 000. And we
created as an economy zero! That is what the first
budget showed; that is what the second budget showed;
and then of course the member for Scoresby was no
more.
Then the vandal from Malvern became the Treasurer of
this great state. I hope he kept the pen he signed that
side letter with; I hope he did. It was such a great day in
the history of our state! We will not be lectured to by
the vandal from Malvern — —
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is now 2 minutes into his question, and he has
not given any answer at all to the substantive question. I
ask you to draw him back to answering the substantive
question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
come back to answering the question.

Let me have a look at a few regional examples. In
Ballarat unemployment went from 6.2 per cent to
6.8 per cent; in Bendigo, 5.6 per cent to 6.9 per cent;
and in Geelong, 5 per cent to 8.2 per cent. The former
government sat by and barracked for the departure of
the car industry. That is what the Liberals did. In Hume
unemployment went from 5.6 per cent to 5.8 per cent;
and in Latrobe in Gippsland, 5.8 per cent to 5.9 per
cent. The list goes on and on. No part of our state was
spared. There was not leadership in jobs growth, but
leadership sadly, at a national level, in the number of
jobs we lost. We will not waste even one day — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is now debating the question. I ask him to at
least make a start on answering it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr ANDREWS — We will not waste even one day
in delivering on all of our commitments in skills, in
education and in level crossings — and there are
4500 jobs there. If only some people would get out of
the way, agree to the lease of the port of Melbourne and
allow us to get on with job-creating projects like that.
We will not be lectured to by those who led our nation
in indolence, arrogance and unemployment.
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Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I note that in
Victoria the highest number of full-time jobs ever
created over a 15-month period is 98 784, which was
under a Liberal-Nationals coalition government.
Premier — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members!
Mr M. O’BRIEN — They do not like facts, do
they? Facts are our friends.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern will resume his seat. Government and
opposition members will allow the member for
Malvern to ask a supplementary question of the
Premier. The Chair is unable to adjudicate in relation to
the question, indeed in relation to the answer, if the
Chair is unable to hear the supplementary question.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I ask the Premier: with
full-time jobs going backwards under Labor — —
Ms Allan — That is not true!
Mr M. O’BRIEN — The Minister for Public
Transport believes the Australian Bureau of Statistics is
rorting the numbers like those opposite do — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have given the member
for Malvern a directive to ask a question. The member
for Malvern will ask the supplementary question.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — With the Australian Bureau of
Statistics showing that full-time jobs are going
backwards under Labor, does the Premier concede that
his promise of 100 000 new full-time jobs over two
years is just a cruel hoax on Victorians?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I reject the assertions
in the shadow Treasurer’s question. I do not think we
should ever settle. We should never settle, no matter
what the number. We should always work hard to
create more jobs, more skills and more opportunities in
our community. To have the member for Malvern with
the wet lettuce out giving us a touch up about hoaxes —
I remember, and I wonder if others remember, ‘Fix the
problems and build the future’.
Do members remember that: fix the problems and build
the future? Well, they were the problem, and the
Victorian community said, ‘We’ll have none of your
leadership for the future, thank you very much. We’ll
make you the first one-term government for a very long
time’. We will not be lectured to by those who did
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nothing at all except cut, close and ignore appalling
unemployment performance. That was the record of
those opposite, and we reject it.

Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to inform the
house of new action that the Andrews Labor
government is taking to fix the calamity caused by the
former Minister for Planning and now Leader of the
Opposition’s slapdash rezoning of the Fishermans Bend
precinct. I have asked my department to coordinate a
whole-of-government effort to conduct an audit of all
land rezoning decisions taken by the previous
government. We need now to know exactly how much
the Leader of the Opposition’s — —
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will allow the Treasurer to continue.
Mr PALLAS — We need to know how much the
Leader of the Opposition’s cowboy approach to
rezoning is eventually going to cost.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — The former Minister for Planning
was willing to rezone hundreds of millions of dollars
worth of inner city land without a strategy or any clear,
publicly discussed rationale. Clearly this government
cannot work on the assumption that this is where it ends
or that the Leader of the Opposition conducted himself
properly in his job. The man is to metropolitan planning
what John Howard was to spin bowling: uncoordinated
and aimless. He is the Tonya Harding of planning
probity. It is no wonder that his projects limped along,
dragging down future budgetary capacity.
Some estimates coming from experts say that this
reckless blunder, even if it is limited to Fishermans
Bend, will cost taxpayers around $340 million. That is
845 nurses. That is 29 new primary schools. That is
17 000 square kilometres of resurfaced roads. That is
more than half of Bendigo Hospital. I guess that is what
you expect from a bloke who rates as a good time
watching the Titanic sink.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
without notice has now expired.
Mr Angus — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
some clarification from you in relation to the behaviour
of some government members today who held up
props. When members on this side held up props some
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weeks ago, they were summarily ejected from the
chamber. I seek some clarification from you in relation
to the behaviour we have seen today from government
members.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair has indicated
in the past that that is disorderly behaviour. The Chair
normally warns members, but if members persist, they
are asked to withdraw from the chamber. From what I
could see those members did not persist, so I did not
feel it was necessary at the time to ask them to
withdraw. However, I accept the point of order made
by the member that in future, should that occur, those
members will be asked to withdraw. I make that point
clear.
Ms Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 12, which says that
questions on notice must be answered within 30 days.
On 17 September I submitted 35 questions to the
Minister for Education in his capacity as the minister
representing the Minister for Training and Skills, and
they have not been answered, and there are a further
four questions I submitted on 15 September which have
also not been answered.
The SPEAKER — Order! This matter will be
followed through in writing by the minister.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, I also
refer you to sessional order 12. During the last sitting
week I rose and said that the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety had not answered a significant number of
questions on notice. You said you would undertake to
ensure that those questions were answered. Over the
subsequent week they have not been answered. In
addition to that, there are dozens of additional questions
remaining unanswered that are well past their due date.
I ask you to follow up with the minister and ask him to
conform to the sessional orders which this government
brought in but seems to be incapable of following.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will follow
that through. I will double-check the correspondence
and dates accordingly, and if I feel it is appropriate, I
will have a discussion with the minister.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Warrandyte electorate
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — (Question 3673)
My constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. I refer to the minister’s letter of
8 October, which states:

Tuesday, 20 October 2015

VicRoads completed traffic modelling investigations in
August 2015, assessing possible options to provide additional
vehicle crossing capacity of the Yarra River in the vicinity of
the Kangaroo Ground-Warrandyte Road Bridge …

My question to the minister is: when will my
community have access to this modelling, as well as the
options suggested by VicRoads?

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) —
(Question 3674) My question is to the Minister for
Local Government. Broadmeadows is Victoria’s
poorest community: unemployment was recently equal
to Greece, and youth unemployment is estimated to be
above 40 per cent. It is the most complex of the
postcodes of disadvantage, with twice as many Muslim
families as any other state district living side by side
with Christian refugees from Syria and Iraq.
Broadmeadows was recently identified by the
Australian Security Intelligence Organisation as a
hotspot for potential terrorist recruitment. The
electorate is in the heart of one of Australia’s fastest
growing regions, and it is represented by a designated
interface council. The advice I seek for the
representative of my constituents, the Hume City
Council, is: what is the best method of coordinating
critical funding from the Interface Growth Fund to
deliver vital and urgent investment for the
Broadmeadows electorate, given the severity of its
needs?

Ovens Valley electorate
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — (Question 3675)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. The Yarrawonga and Mulwala
communities are still waiting to hear whether the
minister will either support the community’s
longstanding position in relation to the green route for
the new bridge construction over the Murray River or
turn his back on the community’s preferred route. I
heard the New South Wales Minister for Roads,
Maritime and Freight speak in Parliament last week
about the Yarrawonga and Mulwala bridge crossing,
and he said that Roads and Maritime Services NSW
had advised him to look at the grey route as an option.
With respect, the lead agency in relation to this crossing
is Victoria, and the leadership needs to come from the
Victorian minister. Therefore I ask: will the minister
visit our community to announce his support for the
green route as soon as possible, which will confirm the
community’s strong stance in relation to that route?
Anything short of a public announcement on site with
all of the community invited would be a major
disappointment.
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Dandenong electorate
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (Question 3676)
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Industry, who is also the Minister for Energy and
Resources, and it relates to energy prices. I seek from
the minister information about what the government is
doing to make energy more affordable for all
Victorians.
Electricity bills are a significant cost to Victorians,
making up a large component of every household
budget. Since joining this house last year I have
received a number of inquiries regarding the cost of
energy, with many people wanting to know how to
reduce their bills. There is often confusion about the
difference between retailers and about different plans.
The privatisation of Victoria’s electricity assets has
resulted in a market for the price of power, which
means that not every Victorian pays the same rate for
their energy, and many Victorians are not always
paying the cheapest price available to them. It is crucial
that everybody is able to have access to reliable and
independent information to ensure they can utilise the
most affordable energy plans available and maximise
the savings on their power bills.
Can the minister provide details about what the
government is doing to make energy more affordable,
and how this will deliver more affordable electricity for
the people of Dandenong and all Victorians?

Gembrook electorate
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — (Question 3677) My
constituency question today is to the Minister for
Education. One of the greatest privileges of this role is
attending primary schools and having a chat to the kids
about our democracy and how it works. Students at
Beaconsfield Primary School are very interested in the
democracy of Victoria. They have attended Parliament,
and I quite regularly visit the school and speak to
grade 5 and 6 students. One of the commitments I made
to them this year — and I have run it by the minister —
was to ask a question on their behalf. They have sent a
question to me that they would like me to ask of the
Minister for Education.
The students of grade 6K at Beaconsfield Primary
School want to know: what are the government’s future
plans for funding the very important chaplaincy
programs within schools? This is a school that had a
very good association with chaplaincy programs; they
are very good within that school. They have had
community issues, and the chaplains have been
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fantastic in not just working with students but also with
the community as a whole. The students want to ensure
that the funding for those programs going forward is
working so that they will see great outcomes for our
local community in Beaconsfield.

St Albans electorate
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — (Question 3678)
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Education. St Albans North Primary School is in a very
low socio-economic area in the west and the school had
anticipated that this social and economic circumstance
would be reflected in significantly increased
needs-based funding. However, this was not the case.
The result appears to have been caused by an anomaly
in the funding model. Many local parents hold
university degrees from overseas, which disqualifies the
school from receiving higher funding, resulting in a
double jeopardy. The parents’ tertiary qualifications are
often disregarded in Australia when they are seeking
jobs, yet the qualifications have been counted against
the school receiving the appropriate amount of
needs-based funding. Can the minister provide
information on the remedy to rectify the issues raised
by St Albans North Primary School regarding this
funding?

Prahran electorate
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — (Question 3679) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. Earlier this year Public Transport Victoria
proposed the merging of tram route 8 with tram
route 55. The proposal was announced with little
justification or supporting information and was met
with concern by many in the Prahran electorate who
would lose direct access to the arts precinct and the
centre of the CBD. The consultation finished months
ago and many residents are anxiously awaiting the
government’s decision. Tram 8 is already at 116 per
cent capacity and passengers fail to see the benefits of
transferring from one overcrowded tram to another.
Can the minister provide an update on the status of the
tram 8 merger proposal, and say whether any
alternative proposals have been considered, such as
retaining the existing route 8 whilst extending route 55
along Toorak Road or building the Park Street
extension to allow for the diversion of other routes off
St Kilda Road?

Footscray electorate
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — (Question 3680)
My question is to the Minister for Education regarding
the vacant school buildings on Rosamond Road, West
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Footscray. Another school in my electorate, the
Western English Language School, which caters for
newly arrived children for whom English is their
second language, is currently in need of more space for
its growing number of students. Having the extra rooms
at Rosamond Road dedicated to primary-age children
would free up the classrooms that are currently being
used for primary and secondary teaching, enabling the
school to extend its secondary options. My question to
the minister is: could the buildings on the Rosamond
special school site be opened up for a primary school
annex of the Western English Language School?

South Barwon electorate
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — (Question 3681)
My question is to the Minister for Public Transport on
behalf of Daryl Bayliss of Torquay. Mr Bayliss is being
treated for prostate cancer at the Austin Hospital in
Heidelberg, which requires him to attend regular
appointments at 10.00 a.m. Prior to the introduction of
the new rail timetables in June this year, Mr Bayliss
was able to catch the 7.46 a.m. train from Marshall,
arriving shortly after 9.00 a.m., prior to an
8-to-10-minute connection to Southern Cross Station to
arrive at Heidelberg station at 9.46 a.m., in time for his
appointment. Under the new timetable, the 7.46 a.m.
departure from Marshall has been dropped. Mr Bayliss
now has to catch an earlier train and wait at South
Geelong before going to Southern Cross. When
Mr Bayliss gets to Heidelberg station, he is charged the
full fare. Further, the Austin Hospital is unable to alter
his appointment. I ask: when will the minister
undertake an urgent review of the changes she has
made to V/Line timetables to provide a common-sense
solution to the problems experienced by Mr Bayliss and
many other rail commuters on the Geelong line?

Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (Question 3682) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. My electorate in the outer north has
experienced unprecedented growth. What were once
country towns and satellite suburbs are now bustlingly
metropolitan. With growth come more people,
especially young families. Speed limits on our roads are
many and varied, and I believe they need to be
reassessed due to significant changes in demographics,
usage and new housing estates. I ask the minister to
advise on the current VicRoads policy regarding speed
limits and for reviews of speed limits on state and
council roads in my electorate, particularly in Wallan
and in Doreen, in the vicinity of the Wallan Secondary
College and Plenty Valley Christian College, in
recognition of this growth.

Tuesday, 20 October 2015

TERRORISM (COMMUNITY
PROTECTION) AMENDMENT 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
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 to provide for
the remote entry of premises for the purposes of covert search
warrants, to extend the operation of preventative detention
orders and prohibited contact orders and for other purposes.

Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I seek a brief
explanation of the bill.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — Beyond what
is in the long title, I can advise the member that the bill
is important for the purposes of not allowing the act to
sunset, as it would next year without this bill, and to
implement a number of the recommendations of the
David Jones review that was initiated by the former
government in 2014.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

CHILD WELLBEING AND SAFETY
AMENDMENT (CHILD SAFE STANDARDS)
BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Child Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005 to provide for the
minister to make standards in relation to child safety with
which certain entities must comply and to make amendments
to the Commission for Children and Young People Act 2012
and the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 and for
other purposes.

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I ask for a brief
explanation of the bill.
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — This bill proposes to amend the Child
Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005 to essentially enable the
introduction of minimum compulsory child safety
standards to better protect children from the risks of
abuse.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (TAFE AND UNIVERSITY
GOVERNANCE REFORM) 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 in relation to the
constitution of boards of TAFE institutes and to amend
various university acts in relation to the constitution of
councils of universities and for other purposes.

Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I seek a brief explanation of
the bill.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — This
bill delivers on our election commitment to make our
TAFE boards and university councils more democratic,
independent and representative of the communities they
serve. We made commitments with respect to staff and
student representation on those boards, and that is what
this bill delivers.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

CROWN LAND LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (CANADIAN REGIONAL
PARK AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978, the Forests Act 1958, the
Land Act 1958, the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994, the
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990, the
National Parks Act 1975 and the Wildlife Act 1975 and for
other purposes.

Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I ask for a brief
explanation of the bill.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — The main purposes of this bill
are to create the Canadian Regional Park, the Kerang
State Game Reserve and the Hepburn Regional Park.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) introduced a bill for an act to
revoke permanent reservations of certain land, to
provide for reservations of certain land for specified
purposes and for other purposes.
Read first time.

STATE TAXATION ACTS FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Duties Act 2000, the Payroll Tax Act 2007 and the Valuation
of Land Act 1960 and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the Treasurer to
provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — As an omnibus bill
dealing with a number of statutory entitlements by way
of revenue, this bill is aimed at clarifying entitlements
to clarify the definitional operation of the various acts
and also to secure the existing revenue base.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

TRANSPORT ACCIDENT AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Transport Accident Act 1986 to repeal certain subsections of
that act inserted in 2013 and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation of the bill, in particular as to
the effect of the subsections referred to in the long title.
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — I am happy to
provide a brief explanation and indeed a briefing, I am
sure, for relevant shadow ministers. The bill repeals
definitions of what constitutes a severe long-term
mental or severe long-term behavioural disturbance or
disorder for serious injury. It also repeals a clause
which limits the Transport Accident Commission’s
liability to pay common-law damages where a transport
accident was the result of an injured person’s own
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negligence or where they were attempting to commit
suicide. It also repeals a power to create guidelines that
can amend the American Medical Association guide for
the assessment of the degree of permanent impairment
and fixes a drafting error that occurred in 2013.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
(FAIR GO RATES) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local Government)
introduced a bill for an act to amend the Local
Government Act 1989 and the Essential Services
Commission Act 2001 to provide for a mechanism to
set a cap on the increases in rate revenue that can be
levied by a council in a financial year, to make
consequential amendments and for other purposes.
Read first time.

Tuesday, 20 October 2015

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Pascoe Vale South Primary School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the poor condition of the original buildings at
Pascoe Vale South Primary School. The school has received
no significant state government funding for over 50 years;
71 per cent of the school’s physical infrastructure has been
assessed by the state education department as ‘worn’ and in
need of repair or replacement. The school’s original 1950s
1960s buildings are now dilapidated, and unsuitable for
modern technology and teaching practices. There is an urgent
need for renewal of the school to serve the growing local
community.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria support the provision of funding for
new school buildings at Pascoe Vale South Primary School.

By Ms GARRETT (Brunswick) (888 signatures).

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Road Safety Act 1986 and other acts to provide greater
flexibility in relation to the certification of analyses conducted
in approved laboratories, to make minor amendments to the
SRoad Management Act 2004, to make other amendments to
the Road Safety Act 1986 relating to the licensing of drivers
and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation further to the long title.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — The bill facilitates the provision of evidence
regarding tests for the presence of alcohol, drugs and
dangerous goods; ensures that registration and licensing
information held by VicRoads may be disclosed in any
legal proceeding arising out of the transport legislation
or that relates to the performance of road management
functions or damage to infrastructure following a road
accident; amends a number of provisions relating to the
licensing of drivers; and makes other technical
amendments to the Road Safety Act 1986 and to the
Road Management Act 2004.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house that the government has scrapped special religious
instruction (SRI) in Victorian government schools during
school hours.
Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor said they
would not scrap SRI during school hours in Victorian
government schools. Daniel Andrews and James Merlino
have announced that next year they will break their promise
and will only allow SRI to occur outside of school hours or
during lunchbreaks.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its broken promise and allow students attending
government schools to attend SRI during school hours.

By Mr WATT (Burwood) (484 signatures).

Public holidays
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that the new grand final eve and Easter
Sunday public holidays, will result in both lost productivity
and higher wage costs for small business at a stage when
many are already facing difficult times. At a time of high and
rising unemployment, and where there was no pressing need
or compelling argument for their introduction, imposing these
two new major costs on Victoria’s businesses damages them
and their employees, consumers and our state’s economy
without justification.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call on the state government to
reconsider its decision to introduce two additional public
holidays in Victoria.

By Mr WATT (Burwood) (131 signatures).
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Markham Avenue, Ashburton, redevelopment
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house that the Andrews government has announced, via
the Age website, plans to build a large-scale, high-density
240 uni overdevelopment at 2–18 Markham Avenue,
Ashburton, which currently has only 56 public housing units.
The area surrounding Markham Estate has been zoned by
Boroondara council as neighbourhood residential which
restricts large-scale developments.
Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor denied
that they had any plans for such an overdevelopment.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its decision to massively overdevelop this site, and
adhere to the maximum height of 9 metres, in line with
community expectations.

By Mr WATT (Burwood) (403 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Burwood be considered next day on
motion of Mr WATT (Burwood).

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 13
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 13 of 2015 on:
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015
Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2015
Justice Legislation Amendment (Police Custody
Officers) Bill 2015
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (No
Jab, No Play) Bill 2015
Relationships Amendment Bill 2015
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Amendment
(Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015
together with appendices.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Financial Management Act 1994:
Reports from the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water that she had received the reports
2014–15 of the:
Dhelkunya Dja Land Management Board
Yorta Yorta Traditional Owner Land Management
Board
Report from the Minister for Planning that he had
received the report 2014–15 of the Heritage Council of
Victoria
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule 55 (Gazette G37
17 September 2015)
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust — Report
2014–15
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Cumulative Summary of Returns — As at 30 September
2015 — Ordered to be published
Metropolitan Waste and Resource Recovery Group — Report
2014–15
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee’s report on the Inquiry into Heritage Tourism and
Ecotourism in Victoria
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notice of an
approval of an amendment to the Victoria Planning
Provisions — VC128
Regional Development Victoria — Report 2014–15
Sentencing Advisory Council — Report 2014–15
State Sports Centres Trust — Report 2014–15
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Cemeteries and Crematoria Act 2003 — SR 115
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SR 113
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — SR 116
Road Safety Act 1986 — SR 118

Tabled.
Ordered to be published.

Subdivision Act 1988 — SR 117
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — SR 114
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 110,
111, 113
Documents under s 16B in relation to the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 —
Determination of Specifications for Taxi-cabs

ROYAL ASSENT
3772

ASSEMBLY

Victorian Coastal Council — Report 2014–15
Victorian Inspectorate — Reports 2014–15 under s 39 of the
Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004, s 131T of the
Fisheries Act 1995 and s 74P of the Wildlife Act 1975 (three
documents)
Victorian Institute of Forensic Medicine — Report 2014–15
(two documents)
Victorian Public Sector Commission — Report 2014–15.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the House dated 24 February 2015:
Cemeteries and Crematoria Amendment (Veterans Reform)
Act 2015 — Whole Act — 9 November 2015 (Gazette S303,
13 October 2015)
Planning and Environment Amendment (Recognising
Objectors) Act 2015 — Whole Act — 12 October 2015
(Gazette S294, 6 October 2015).

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 13 October
to:
Criminal Organisations Control Amendment
(Unlawful Associations) Bill 2015
Energy Legislation Amendment (Consumer
Protection) Bill 2015
Racing Amendment Bill 2015
Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife
to Patient Ratios) Bill 2015
Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) and Other Acts Amendment Bill
2015.

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 pm. on Thursday,
22 October 2015:
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015
Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Aboriginal
Principal Officers) Bill 2015
Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2015
Justice Legislation Amendment (Police Custody
Officers) Bill 2015

Tuesday, 20 October 2015
Victorian Efficiency Target Amendment (Saving
Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015.

In making a few brief comments on the government
business program that has been put to the house by the
government, I note at the outset that there is a slight
change to the government business program that was
circulated last Thursday at 4 o’clock to the various
parties and representatives of the Parliament under the
usual practice with the addition to the program of the
Victorian Efficiency Target Amendment (Saving
Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015. I apologise to
members generally, political parties and the
Independents for adding this bill at short notice, but the
government has a desire and hope to progress it through
Parliament this week, for its passage through both
houses.
It will not have escaped the notice of members that a
significant number of bills were introduced today We
are very keen to progress those bills, in addition to
those that are on the program, through the Parliament
over the course of the next few weeks.
This demonstrates — and people who have been
around during a government’s transition to office in the
past would understand — that major pieces of
legislation, particularly like some of those being
considered this week, take time to develop and to go
through the drafting, the cabinet and the community
consultation processes. That is why we will see a
significant number of pieces of legislation that in
particular go to important election commitments
coming in this week and in future weeks. I continue to
be optimistic that both the program and the legislation
that we put up, particularly those Labor election
commitments which the Victorian community voted for
about 12 months ago, will be supported by the
Parliament.
The only other matter I wish to raise for the attention of
members is the expectation that there will be an
opportunity this week to debate a motion that will affect
the next parliamentary sitting week. This year
Remembrance Day falls on a parliamentary sitting day.
It has happened in the past. I do not think it has
happened for a while, but I recall that there was another
instance — probably about 10 or 12 years ago — where
a Parliament sitting day fell on Remembrance Day. As
was the practice then — and I have indicated this,
particularly to the manager of opposition business —
the government hopes to put forward a motion to the
house that if supported will see the Assembly start at
2.00 p.m. on 11 November. It will allow members to
attend either the event that is held at the Shrine of
Remembrance each and every year or, for members

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Tuesday, 20 October 2015

ASSEMBLY

3773

who are in closer proximity to their electorates than
others, events in their local community.

public. It is regrettable that only at this very late stage
will we hopefully see those dates later this week.

I am happy to share the particulars of that motion with
members ahead of it being formally put to the
Parliament, which will be tomorrow for consideration
on Thursday. It reflects a common-sense approach to
ensure that we can continue to do Parliament’s business
and also pay important respect to a solemn day on the
calendar. With those few words I commend the motion
to the house, and I hope it is a supported motion.

In terms of the government business program, the
minister had very little to actually say about how she
saw the business being conducted this week. A number
of bills are likely to receive considerable attention
during the course of debate and should be considered in
detail. Time and again I have reminded the house of the
now government’s election commitment:

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The way bringing
business before the house this week has been handled is
reflective of continuing, indeed growing, disarray on
the part of the government in organising the smooth
running of this house and the smooth conduct of
business generally. I do not know whether it is because
the Leader of the House is being distracted by
compulsory acquisition matters or by still unsettled rail
strikes — whatever it may be — but we have had a
last-minute addition to the government business
program. Members were notified on Thursday last
week, in accordance with longstanding practice, and
then the minister contacted me late yesterday to inform
me of this additional item. Why it was not worked out
before then, I do not know. But it is a reflection of the
fact that things are disorganised, changes are being
made at the last minute and there is no certainty, and no
smoothness, in how the government conducts itself and
presents matters to the house.
We also have the matter of Remembrance Day, which
the minister has just referred to. The opposition
certainly welcomes the motion and, subject to the
detail, expects to support it. No doubt there will be
more said when the motion is considered by the house.
However, the fact that this partial measure is now being
introduced at the last minute when the Remembrance
Day date has been known for a long time, and when
members on this side of the house have been flagging
for a long time the issue of sitting on Remembrance
Day, which under the previous government we made
sure did not occur, is a further sign of the disarray in the
management of government business.
On top of that, we are still awaiting notice of the
proposed sitting days for next year. The Leader of the
House has kindly foreshadowed to me that these dates
will be made known this week, and that is welcome, but
they are still weeks later than when they were made
available under the previous government. It not only
impacts on the community and interest groups but also
on the parliamentary committees. Much of the
organisation of the business in the calendar of this
house is dependent on those sitting days being made

Scrutiny will be enhanced with consideration in detail made a
standard feature for bills in the Assembly …

As I have said before, that has been honoured in the
breach rather than the observance. On this occasion I
flag that not only do we believe that not considering
bills in detail should be the exception rather than the
norm, in accordance with the government’s policy, but
also that the government should be proposing when
there should not be consideration of bills in detail,
rather than the other way around. The Justice
Legislation Amendment (Police Custody Officers) Bill
2015 in particular would benefit from consideration in
detail, as would the Adoption Amendment (Adoption
by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. Members of this
house will have a range of views on the latter bill, not
only about the substantive measures being proposed but
about various aspects of the bill.
It is important that on bills like this there be provided,
as has been in the past, an opportunity for open and
respectful consideration and for all members to have
opportunity to put their points of view not only on the
bill as a whole but on the particular provisions in it. We
have had no commitments, undertakings or indications
from the government that that is its intention. We can
only presume that the government intends to guillotine
the second-reading debate on that bill at the end of this
week. On that basis the opposition opposes the
government business program.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the government business program.
What is before the house this week is a reflection of this
government’s intention of getting on with delivering on
our election commitments and providing good,
confident, able and stable administration to the state of
Victoria.
Mr J. Bull interjected.
Mr PEARSON — I advise the member for Sunbury
that we are a hardworking government, and the agenda
before us reflects that. There are five bills on the
program for this week, and a couple of those bills in
particular will give full effect to our election
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commitments, being the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015 and the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Police Custody
Officers) Bill 2015.
I listened to the contribution of the manager of
opposition business, in which he expressed some level
of angst about why it is taking so long to get some of
these bills through. The reality is that you do not want
to start ramming through the Parliament legislation that
is not properly thought through. As all members know,
we need to make sure that there is a degree of discipline
and rigour about the way in which we go about crafting
legislation, and that takes time. It is important that there
be a degree of consultation and discussion with relevant
and important stakeholders in order to come up with a
measured and considered piece of legislation that will
stand the test of time.
Of course legislation needs to be modified, amended
and improved through the passage of time, but you can
imagine what the response of those opposite would
have been if we had rushed some of this legislation
through in February or March, or even in December of
last year — which is what the Kennett government did
when it was first elected in 1992 — only to now be
introducing bills to amend the legislation that we hastily
introduced. This is a prudent and sensible step in
relation to crafting appropriate legislation, which you
would expect of this government.
I am advised that the manager of opposition business
was advised yesterday that the 2016 parliamentary
sitting schedule will be communicated this week. I am a
new member to this place but I understand that it is
broadly in line with the custom and practice of the past.
I note that we are now at the end of October. Given that
I assume the house will not resume until the end of
February, it is more than reasonable to receive the
schedule something like four and a bit months before
our first sitting day, and I wonder whether those
opposite are fixated on trying to plan their ski trips to
Thredbo or their European vacations. That seems to be
what their fixation on trying to get the schedule for
sitting days early is about. Perhaps they hope to race off
to Flight Centre to put down the cash and lock in their
holidays to take advantage of the cheap deals for their
European sojourns.
I also note the anxiety of the manager of opposition
business about Remembrance Day. The government
has listened in particular to some members who wish to
participate in Remembrance Day services in their
electorates, and I think that is an important opportunity
members may wish to take, particularly this year. I
point out to the manager of opposition business that I
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was working in this place in 1997 when Remembrance
Day fell on a sitting day. I remember being at the top of
the front stairs of Parliament House for the service, and
it was a dignified and moving ceremony. While I
appreciate that some members opposite, and some
members on this side, may wish to spend time at a local
Remembrance Day service, one could not fault the
dignity with which Remembrance Day was honoured,
respected and remembered here in 1997. That was a
decision made by the former Kennett government. Phil
Gude, a former member for Hawthorn, might have been
Leader of the House at that stage. The manager of
opposition business is being a bit down in the mouth
about something that is quite minor in the scheme of
things.
The government is getting on with it. We are doing the
things we said we were going to do. We are making
sure that the legislation we bring before this house is
measured, thought through and considered and will
stand the test of time. We are not interested in doing
what those opposite did, particularly under the Kennett
government — ramming stuff through the Parliament
without giving due consideration to the impact that
legislation has on the community. I commend the
government business program.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak very
briefly on the government business program. The
Greens will not be opposing the program in this
instance. There are five bills on the program, and
certainly one of the most important bills on this week’s
agenda is the Adoption Amendment (Adoption by
Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. In my mind it is
certainly the most important. We certainly welcome
that legislation and look forward to hearing the
contributions to the debate from all members on this
very important bill that, if successful, will go a long
way to strengthening families across Victoria and
protecting all Victorian children by law. Other
legislation requires further scrutiny and greater debate,
and I look forward to making contributions to the
debate on those when necessary. I welcome the motion
regarding Remembrance Day. At this stage I see no
reason why the Greens would oppose it. The Greens
will not be opposing the government business program.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
pleasure to speak on the government business program.
As we heard from the manager of government business
and the member for Essendon, it is a busy program, and
that is not unusual. Some key issues that have come
before us are things we promised before the election.
Ours is a government that delivers on its promises. It
does not just say it is going to do something and then
hide in a corner; it actually does it, and this is what this
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program does. Having seen a glimpse of the bills that
are scheduled for the sitting weeks after this one, we
have a very full legislative agenda, as has been
mentioned. In this week alone there are five bills on the
notice paper for introduction.
The first of these is the Gambling Legislation
Amendment Bill 2015. This bill makes a range of
amendments to the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation Act 2011, the Casino Control Act 1991 and
the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to implement
Labor’s election commitments and adopt certain
recommendations made in reports by the Victorian
Public Sector Commission.
We also have the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Aboriginal Principal Officers) Bill 2015,
which will address limitations and empower Aboriginal
agencies to have responsibility for the care and
protection of Aboriginal children, subject to protection
orders. The former government intended to make its
own amendments to the Children, Youth and Families
Act 2005. However, the coalition’s bill was left to lapse
on the notice paper, as many bills were at the time. As
the Premier said, the former government’s four-year
holiday meant that many bills ended up languishing on
the notice paper until Labor came to office.
The next bill to be debated is the Victorian Energy
Efficiency Target Amendment (Saving Energy,
Growing Jobs) Bill 2015.
Mr J. Bull — It’s a great bill!
Mr DIMOPOULOS — It is a great bill, absolutely.
These are bills with titles that people understand and
that mean something. This bill continues the work of
the Labor government to protect the environment and
reduce greenhouse gas emissions. The Victorian energy
efficiency target scheme targets, which were all but
abandoned by the previous government, will now be
expanded to five years, from 2016 to 2020, compared
to the previous three-year operation. This bill also
encourages the efficient use of electricity and gas as
well as providing for local investment in new
technologies to protect the environment.
Also on the notice paper is the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Police Custody Officers) Bill 2015. I am
particularly proud of this bill, as it is an effective and
efficient use of public resources — it frees up
400 police officers from babysitting prisoners by
having 400 custody officers replace them so that our
police officers can be back on the beat, protecting the
community and dealing effectively with crime. The
budget provided for close to $150 million to implement
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this key election commitment, and it follows a proud
Labor tradition of investing in our police forces.
Finally, we have the Adoption Amendment (Adoption
by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. I would not
necessarily go to the lengths the member for Prahran
went to in saying that it is the most important bill this
Parliament has yet seen, but his comment does go to
show that we have introduced so many important bills
that it is hard to make a value judgement as to which is
the most important. It is a very important bill, as are so
many others we have introduced, and I will be very
proud to speak on it. The measures in the bill were
among our election commitments.
On that point, I will address some of the comments
made by the manager of opposition business when he
talked about disarray and disorganisation. It is all very
subjective, I am sure, but my adjectives of choice about
the government business program would be ‘busy’,
‘nimble’ and ‘effective’. I apologise for our progress,
and the fact that we now have a couple more bills on
the agenda.
On the topic of the government’s commitment to
legislation, I want to quote Farrah Tomazin in an Age
article of a few weeks ago:
A strange thing happened to Daniel Andrews in the wake of
the AFL grand final: he started to look increasingly like the
people’s champion.

My view is that he looked like the people’s champion
from 29 November, if not before. She goes on to say:
Whatever you think of Labor’s policies, you’ve got to hand it
to the government for delivering on them. But what made last
week particularly notable is the fact that Andrews didn’t just
fulfil key commitments: on each occasion, he stuck to his
guns, stared down vested interest groups, and favoured the
underdog or the broader community in doing so.

That is what Labor is about, that is what this
government business program is about and that is what
every other business program of this government since
29 November has been about. I will be really proud to
speak on the bills this week.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise to talk about three
concerns I have with the government business program.
The first one is in relation to the very late addition of
the Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Amendment
(Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015. This is a
very complex bill. It has a number of aspects to it in
relation to what it actually does, because what the
Victorian energy efficiency target did previously is now
going to change. A lot of the low-hanging fruit in
relation to that program has now been taken off the
table, and we are looking at different sorts of
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technologies and different sorts of take-ups.
Understanding just how that applies to different
communities, and in particular to my communities in
Ripon, is not a simple task. I had started to prepare to
speak on that bill, and then I was told it would not be on
the notice paper this week. There are a number of
documents that members need to look at to fully
understand what the bill is doing. A number of reports
have been made on this scheme over a long period of
time, and they come to very different conclusions.
Understanding why they come to different conclusions
requires a very close reading of the assumptions
underlying their modelling.
Therefore it is not right to bring this bill forward now
when we have not had the opportunity of really
examining those documents. I certainly have not been
given the opportunity to consult the people of Ripon.
The introduction of the bill at this time means that I
cannot go back to Ripon and ask the people there how
they think this will affect them and what it will mean to
them. It is really poor for the government to bring the
bill forward in this way.
My second concern about the government business
program relates to Remembrance Day. I have many
ceremonies going on in Ripon that I would like the
opportunity to attend, including in places such as
Donald. Donald is over 3 hours drive away. It is just not
possible for me to get back here in time. It is fine for
city members to have a 2.00 p.m. start, but it gives no
consideration to those of us who hold country seats, and
it is yet another example of the city-centric nature of
this government. It is particularly poor that those of us
from regional and country areas are going to be
prohibited from spending that time with our
communities, unlike those who represent city
electorates.
The final concern I have relates to the lack of comment
and therefore presumed lack of action in relation to the
consideration-in-detail stage of the Adoption
Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill
2015. It is an important bill, and it contains two parts.
One you could broadly define as talking about known
couple same-sex adoption; the other goes to the issue of
stranger same-sex adoption. I understand there are a
range of views in relation to both of those sections of
the bill. There are people who support the first section
of the bill, which deals with families that are currently
intact and allows for known couple same-sex adoption,
who have severe problems with the second section of
the bill. This is exactly the kind of legislation that we
should be considering in detail. Not to have that put
forward as an option is very high-handed and suggests
shutting out debate on this issue.
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For these reasons I think this week’s government
business program is flawed. I thank the house for this
opportunity. I urge the government to think more
seriously about how it brings issues to this place and
provides true democracy for those of us who do not live
in Melbourne.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Lara railway station
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I am pleased to inform the house about
some exciting news in my electorate of Lara. Our
government will be expanding car parking at the Lara
train station by 100 spaces. This $l million car park
upgrade will take the total number of spaces to 450.
The additional spaces will be built on adjoining vacant
land near the existing car park. The new car park will
include additional lighting and provide for CCTV, and
it will meet accessibility standards. The project is
currently in the design stage. Once this is completed it
will go out to tender for construction. Construction is
planned for early May and completion for early 2017.
This car park upgrade is critical, given that over the last
four years it was ignored by the previous government.

Kindergarten funding
Mr EREN — I am also pleased to inform the house
that six kindergartens in my electorate will be sharing
$150 000, thanks to the Andrews Labor government
commitment to deliver new kindergarten infrastructure
improvements. Bell Post Hill Kindergarten, Corio
Kindergarten, Lara Kindergarten, Lara Lake
Community Preschool, Norlane West Kindergarten and
William Parker Memorial Kindergarten will all receive
a grant of $25 000. These kinders will now be able to
enlarge their playrooms, giving them flexibility and
space for children to learn.

Anti-Poverty Week
Mr EREN — Last Friday I had the honour of
joining our Governor-General, Sir Peter Cosgrove, and
Lady Cosgrove at an Anti-Poverty Week event in my
electorate of Lara. This was a fantastic event. I thank
Salvation Army Northside for hosting such a
remarkable event and raising awareness of issues
relating to poverty and hardship.

The Dressmaker
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — A new
Victorian-made film debuted on Sunday night. Proudly
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funded under the former coalition government, The
Dressmaker is a fabulous movie, with lots of Aussie
stars, all of whom shone. A special mention must go to
Judy Davis, who plays Molly. Of course Liam
Hemsworth is the country boy every girl would love to
fall for, British star Kate Winslet is flawless in her
interpretation of the Australian accent and Hugo
Weaving is totally lovable, but it is the people off
screen I want to mention: the crew, from camera
people, carpenters and sound specialists to the
post-production talent and so many more. They are the
ones who show the Victorian film community as it
really is — among the world’s very best. I especially
acknowledge the sumptuous and simply stunning
costumes designed by Melbourne’s own Marion Boyce.
The juxtaposition of this couture collection against the
desolate countryside and dreary 1950s town is a sight
for sore eyes. To the director, producer and writer, and
all others involved I say, ‘Congratulations’.

Chinese Association of Victoria
Ms VICTORIA — The Chinese Association of
Victoria, guided by the steady hand of its president,
Shirley Teh, has again put on a fantastic gala dinner,
showcasing the many talents of this welcoming group
of people. The association’s aim is to foster the ongoing
interaction between the Victorians of Chinese descent
and the new generations of both Chinese and
non-Chinese people. It does a fantastic job, and I
commend the association’s members for their energy
and dedication.

Wantirna Heights Primary School site
Ms VICTORIA — The Minister for Education has
declared the old Wantirna Heights school site surplus to
the needs of the department. There are growing
concerns about safety and the antisocial behaviour
taking place on the grounds. I call on the minister to
have staff hold urgent community consultations to
make sure that the best outcome is achieved for our
local community.

Australian Boulder Climbing Championships
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — There is a
particularly awesome woman in my electorate called
Naomi Benjamin who, along with a committed and
energetic team of volunteers, organised the 2015
Australian Boulder Climbing Championships in
Ballarat on 9, 10 and 11 October. It was my great
pleasure to drop in on the Friday afternoon, and what I
experienced was very impressive. What a great event. It
was supported by the Victorian government, the City of
Ballarat, Ballarat Regional Tourism and some fabulous

3777

private sponsors, not to mention the amazing local
volunteers who worked tirelessly to get the event
together and keep it running smoothly over the
weekend. In fact it took 4400 hours of volunteer labour
to build the wall and run the event. It was the largest
ever national bouldering competition. There were
48 120 minutes of live stream, which was viewed
across 10 countries; 4367 live stream views;
1100 spectators over three days; 244 competitors from
every state and territory, plus 6 competitors who
travelled from overseas to participate. Events such as
these are so important for regional cities, both in terms
of economic activity and community wellbeing.
On the same weekend we also had the Archibald entries
and cabaret, as well as other events. The place was
really buzzing! A big shout out to all the volunteers
who made the national bouldering competition such an
enormous and successful event. I also apologise to the
organisers for not having a go. It was only the fact that I
was wearing a skirt that held me back — and there is
not enough live streaming in the world that could have
coped with that! Well done Naomi and her amazing
team of volunteers.

Wandin Silvan Field Days
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I thank the committee of
the 46th Annual Wandin Silvan Field Days for once
again organising a highly successful event. Held over
two days, the field days event is very much looked
forward to in the Yarra Valley. Once again, as I have
for a number of years, I took a stand, and I thank
everyone who came to talk to me. They raised a variety
of matters. It was noted by many that the member for
Monbulk was not there. In fact he only seems to take a
stand in election years.

Eastern Golf Club
Mrs FYFFE — Last Friday I was honoured to be
invited to the opening of the Eastern Golf Club course
at Yering, a project I have strongly supported
throughout its planning stage. Designed by Greg
Norman, the course sits in the landscape and reflects the
openness and majesty of the Yarra Valley. It is a
thoughtful development. My congratulations to all
involved. Membership of the club has exceeded
expectations, with the number of people on the
membership waiting list almost exceeding the number
of members.
The Premier had accepted an invitation to open the
course, but unfortunately — for understandable
reasons — had to cancel at the last minute. I was
surprised the Premier had accepted due to his former
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planning spokesman, Mr Brian Tee, savaging the
project, saying it was a stunning betrayal of green
wedges and the local community and that the
consequences would be felt by future generations. How
wrong he and the Labor Party were! The community
has embraced the Eastern Golf Club coming to the
Yarra Valley for the jobs it has created and the tangible
support it is giving to many worthwhile activities in the
Yarra Valley. This was evidenced on its opening day
when the chosen charity to benefit was the excellent
Soldier On organisation.

Julie Dobbie
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — Congratulations to all
those who participated in the Melbourne Marathon on
Sunday, in particular all those participants from Yuroke
electorate, including Craigieburn local Julie Dobbie,
who has taken part in 16 charity events for the cancer
charity Can Too. Over the past six years Julie has raised
more than $16 000 for the charity and covered
hundreds of kilometres to help combat cancer. Julie is
looking forward to completing 20 events for Can Too,
and hopes to raise over $20 000 for cancer research.
She is closer to that goal thanks to her terrific effort at
the Melbourne Marathon, where she ran in the gruelling
41.2-kilometre event and is well on her way to raising
her goal of $1000 for that event alone.
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accommodation, at least for the next few weeks, and are
working with the Department of Health and Human
Services in order to find a permanent solution, but it
was only once people became aware of and concerned
about her mental health that doors started to open. I
must say that I do not believe it is the agencies that are
at fault here. They are doing what they can with limited
resources.

Workplace learning coordinators
Ms RYAN — Labor’s decision to sack workplace
learning coordinators is starting to have a profound
impact on kids in my region. Across Victoria youth
unemployment has increased to 15 per cent under
Labor, and in my own region of Hume it has increased
by 6 per cent since Labor came to office. Youth
agencies are concerned that they will see a further spike
in youth unemployment as a result of these cuts. Last
week I met students studying at the Centre for
Community Education in Benalla. Most of them have
not had the easiest run at school, but they are all there
of their own volition; they want to learn and they want
to work. They are the real faces behind the
government’s decision to cut this support. Under
Premier Andrews, getting a job as a young person is not
about what you know; it is about who you know.

Dyslexia Empowerment Week
All of us here will know somebody whose life has
forever been changed because of cancer. Julie lost her
own mother and father to cancer, and while any loss of
your parents is tragic, it is inspiring to see that act as the
catalyst for Julie wanting to make a real difference.
Because of the work that people like Julie do, it is our
sincere hope that one day we can look forward to a
cancer-free future. Well done, Julie, on all your hard
work, and all the best for your continued efforts.

Euroa electorate public housing

Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — This week is
Dyslexia Empowerment Week. Dyslexia is one of
Australia’s most misunderstood learning challenges. An
estimated 20 to 25 per cent of students have learning
difficulties, which means they struggle with the
acquisition of reading, writing, spelling or maths skills.
The reasons for these difficulties are many and varied,
from missing time at school to having English as a
second language. An estimated 3 to 5 per cent of
students, however, will experience ongoing challenges
to their learning, even when provided with appropriate
support. These students may be classified as having a
specific learning disability such as dyslexia. Dyslexia is
not an intellectual disability, but children with dyslexia
struggle to read, write, organise and comprehend
information and often feel as though they are failing
each and every day.

Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I wish to highlight the dire
need for additional crisis accommodation in my
electorate. The June public housing waiting list shows
there are 202 people waiting for public housing in
Seymour. Last week a desperately vulnerable young
woman contacted my office for help. She had been
given a tent and told there was no other accommodation
available. We have since found her more secure

Ensuring that all children are given the opportunity to
learn to read is important, as is providing appropriate
support and understanding to the one or more students
in every Victorian classroom with dyslexia. This is
what has led organisations and volunteers across the
Australian specific learning disability community to
create Dyslexia Empowerment Week, which is now in
its third year. The aim of this very important week is to

I also congratulate another participant in the Melbourne
Marathon, the member for Sunbury, who ran a personal
best of 3 hours and 5 minutes, a great achievement after
launching the Rock N Roll Exchange band the night
before. No doubt that time can be improved upon next
year with an earlier night and a fresher start.
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increase our community’s awareness and understanding
of dyslexia so that young people with dyslexia receive
the understanding and support they need.
I was pleased to join the Bendigo BOLD group at its
dyslexia empowerment walk on Sunday and
congratulate it on its volunteer work in this field.
BOLD — building opportunities for those who learn
differently — has a focus on each individual’s strengths
and positive qualities to encourage a deeper
understanding about individual learning styles and
encourage the teaching strategies which benefit all
learners, especially those who learn differently.

Grand Final Friday
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — The Andrews
government has failed to convince local businesses in
my electorate of Narracan that the grand final eve
public holiday is good for business. My 2015 Narracan
business survey received over 200 responses, and
97 per cent of those totally opposed the grand final eve
public holiday. Many trade businesses, retail outlets,
shop owners and others said the cost simply was too
great for them to open. One business insisted that the
public holiday would deliver a $10 000 hit to its bottom
line. Some cafe and tourism operators experienced an
increase in activity, but they still faced significant extra
wage costs and profitability was seriously
compromised. The residents of my electorate know that
Premier Andrews is totally focused on metro
Melbourne. This public holiday was a massive cost to
most country business operators.
The holiday also removed the opportunity for a day’s
pay for thousands of casual employees as their
employers chose not to open. Many businesses also
said the impact of the holiday carried over to grand
final day itself, as many families travelled out of their
home town for a weekend away, so in many cases it
was a double blow to local businesses, with no income
on the Friday — or at least a significant drop in profit if
they opened — and less activity on the Saturday.
Country business operators are already doing it tough
because of economic conditions pretty much out of
their control. For the Premier to impose a further
financial burden on Victorian business at this time
shows just how out of touch and lacking in
understanding he is with our business community.

Trevor Sinclair
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I would like to
acknowledge the life of Trevor Sinclair, a former
councillor and mayor of Moonee Valley, who passed
away on 6 October at the age of 71. Trevor had worked
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at the ordnance factory at Maribyrnong for 52 years
before being retrenched. Trevor then threw himself into
community work, becoming a councillor at the City of
Moonee Valley from 1997 to 2005 and mayor in 2000.
Trevor’s mayoral term was marred, however, by the
tragic loss of his only daughter, Aileen, in a car
accident.
Trevor was involved in a number of initiatives, such as
campaigning against the proposal to turn the Niddrie
quarry into a toxic waste dump, establishing the East
Keilor Sustainability Street Community Garden and
erecting story panels along the Maribyrnong River to
pay tribute to World War I ships lost in battle. It is a
4-kilometre run around the river from Maribyrnong
Road up to the bridge and back, and for people like me
who have frequently run around the river this has been
a beautiful addition to the running track.
Recently, along with the member for Niddrie, I became
involved in supporting Trevor’s last project, which was
to seek support from the Anzac commemoration
committee to look at placing new memorial plaques
along the boulevard as part of the centenary of World
War I.
Trevor was actively involved in Neighbourhood Watch
and was chair of the Moonee Valley district since 2013.
He led the creation of the Keilor East branch of the
Bendigo Bank and was the chair for 10 years. He
served on the boards of Lionsville in Essendon and
Doutta Galla Community Health, and he was a member
of the western region Indigenous arts committee.
More than 250 people turned up to Trevor’s service,
including the federal Leader of the Opposition. The
member for Niddrie gave a moving tribute. Trevor was
a loyal and great standard-bearer of our local
community and of the broader labour movement.
Trevor, I will miss your sharp mind, your vice-like
handshake and your unwavering support of our
community.

Armadale Baptist Church community garden
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I attended the grand
opening of the Armadale Baptist Church community
garden. The garden was formed through a partnership
between Stonnington City Council, the Armadale
Baptist Church and members of the local community,
with financial assistance from Baptcare.
The team has transformed unused land on the church
grounds into a thriving community garden. To say there
is demand for community gardens in Prahran is an
understatement. During the recent Spring into
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Gardening event at Victoria Gardens, my stall included
a vision board for the Prahran electorate, where
residents could share their ideas for Prahran.
Community gardens ranked highly as something
residents want for our electorate.

community deserves. Vivien Philpotts, coordinator of
the Lancefield Neighbourhood House, has been
appointed to the investigation and has been working
tirelessly to ensure that the voices of affected
communities are heard.

During my time as a councillor with the City of
Stonnington I was able to secure funding, with the
support of all my fellow councillors, for a sustainable
outreach program. From there a partnership with
Armadale Baptist Church was able to be formed, and
members of the wider community got on board. The
Stonnington area has the second-lowest amount of open
space in Melbourne. That is why innovative approaches
such as partnerships with other groups in the
community are essential to establishing more
community gardens in Prahran.

On Sunday Lancefield and surrounding communities
came together for the Lancefield show. A grant from
the Andrews government enabled free entry, and we
had a fabulous crowd. Estimates are that there were
around 4000 people through the gates, which is a great
boost to community morale. The shire, the CFA, the
Department of Health and Human Services, Cobaw
Community Health Service and all those involved in
the fire recovery effort were there. Importantly,
$10 453 was collected at the gate and will be split
between the Lancefield, Benloch, Nulla Vale Newham
and Pastoria fire brigades.

Community gardens bring people together, form
connections and enable people to grow their own food
in a sustainable way. They also help address the critical
issue of diverting food from the waste stream. Food
makes up around 50 per cent of household waste and is
a major contributor to carbon emissions. By giving
people, particularly those who live in apartments, a
place to compost their food waste, community gardens
play a key role in reducing waste and enhancing local
food production.
I want to congratulate and thank all who were involved
in setting up the community garden and wish them well
as they continue to engage with the wider local
community and to grow food.

Bushfires
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I wish to commend
the many Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteer
firefighters from across Victoria who answered the call
to attend the fire that impacted Lancefield and
surrounding communities over the past few weeks. I
want to acknowledge my local brigades and particularly
Stuart Mustey, captain of the Lancefield brigade, and
Vince Cafari, captain of the Benloch brigade. These
two men have demonstrated great leadership over the
last few weeks, not only in terms of their brigades but
in the community more widely. When emotions have
been running high Stuart and Vince have played a
calming role, with a focus at all times on the safety of
their brigades and the communities they serve.
Members know the fires were a result of a planned burn
that escaped containment lines. What happened is
unacceptable, and I am pleased the government has
moved quickly to establish an independent
investigation to get the answers the Lancefield

We have a long, dry season ahead of us. The Lancefield
fire is a reminder to us all to have our fire plans in place
now.

Cobaarz Eco Salon
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — On Saturday I had the
pleasure of attending the 20-year anniversary of
Cobaarz Eco Salon in Glengarry. Congratulations to the
owner, Nancy Corser, along with her family and staff
on their 20-year achievement. Every business has its
challenges, and I commend Nancy and her team for
their hard work and dedication in providing a quality
hairdressing service to our community.

Country Fire Authority Traralgon West
brigade
Mr NORTHE — On Saturday evening I had the
pleasure of attending the Traralgon West fire brigade’s
75th anniversary celebration dinner and awards night.
The Traralgon West fire brigade has come a long way
since its inception in 1940, when it had just eight
members. The brigade now has approximately
30 members who have done an extraordinary job in
recent years in serving and protecting our community in
a number of complex and major events.
Congratulations to all members who received awards
during the evening, including Heather Bolwell for
10 years of service, Captain Raelene Billingsley for 15
years of service, Ron Holman for 35 years of service,
and Ian Dunbar and Jeff Blythman, both with 40 years.

Gippsland regional achiever award
Mr NORTHE — I wish to acknowledge Jessi
McEwan of Traralgon, who won the Gippsland
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regional achiever award at the regional achievement
and community awards gala dinner on Friday evening.
Jessi has had a number of achievements, including
being selected as Australia’s first young chef
ambassador at the 2014 World Association of Chefs
Societies congress in Norway.
Well done also to Mick Schiller from Boolarra, who
was a finalist in this same category, for his work with
the historical society, the Friends of the Upper Morwell
River and the Boolarra South Landcare Group. He is
also secretary of the Boolarra Men’s Shed.
Both Jessi and Mick are wonderful contributors to our
community and deserve every success that comes their
way.

Link Health and Community
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I rise today to
congratulate the board, staff and volunteers at Link
Health and Community, which recently opened its
doors in Oakleigh. Last week it was terrific to again
welcome the Premier to Oakleigh, where he officially
opened the brand-new, purpose-built facility in a great
location right across the road from the Oakleigh train
station. Link Health and Community, formerly Monash
Link Community Health Service, has been providing
health care and associated services to the local
community in my area for many years.
The origins of this community health network go back
over 40 years to the early 1970s, when\\re it was
situated right in the heart of the Oakleigh electorate, in
Hughesdale. The network has come a long way but has
never lost its vision of caring for the specific health
needs of the community. As Link Health and
Community recognises, while GP care is vitally
important — and it also has excellent doctors — there
are other needs in the community that need to be
fulfilled. These include physiotherapy, diet
management, health promotion, dental services,
specialised women’s clinics and, very importantly for
my community and many others, high-quality and
caring counselling services.
I have never seen so many people at an opening. It was
a beautiful day. They had coffee and food. There would
have been 150 people there from the community. Well
done to all involved at Link Health and Community.
Thank you very much to the chairperson, Felicity
Smith; the former CEO, Gregg Nicholls; the current
CEO, Philip Moran; and of course the Premier of
Victoria, who has, and has had, a keen interest in health
not only in his current position but also in his former
role as Minister for Health. The service that Link
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Health and Community provides is a model not only for
Victoria but for all of Australia.

Mount Waverley police resources
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise in the
Parliament to thank my local police for their continuing
service to our community and for the opportunity to
visit the Mount Waverley police station.
On 29 September I was joined by the shadow Minister
for Police to view the completed upgrade of the Mount
Waverley police station. It was great to see the
completed $1.5 million upgrade, which provides a
modern working environment for local officers and
much-improved visitor facilities. Of course this ensured
that the station was not closed, with the land sold to
developers, as was planned prior to the 2010 state
election by the then Victorian Labor government. I will
continue to work hard for my local community to
ensure that local police are provided with the resourcing
they need to service Mount Waverley.

Avila College
Mr GIDLEY — Today in the Parliament I
recognise Avila College, which this year celebrates its
golden jubilee. It was a pleasure to attend the school on
Thursday, 15 October, to commemorate both Avila
Day and the school’s golden jubilee. I thank principal
Louise Gunther, associated religious orders and all
involved with Avila, which provides wonderful
education opportunities for girls.

Protective services officers
Mr GIDLEY — I rise to call on the Victorian Labor
government to stop the removal of Victoria Police
protective services officers from train stations in the
Mount Waverley district. Currently residents using train
services from Glen Waverley, Mount Waverley, Syndal
and Jordanville stations all have access to Victoria
Police protective services officers at these stations from
6.00 p.m. until morning services resume. From
1 January 2016 Labor will remove many officers from
these local stations. Victoria Police protective services
officers play an invaluable role in improving public
safety. I call on the government to continue this service.

Sunbury Agricultural Show
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — On Saturday,
10 October, I had the great privilege of attending and
opening the 95th Sunbury Show. This was yet again a
terrific day. The sun was out, and people had a spring in
their step. There were rides, show bags, animals and
more. The Sunbury Show is a great Sunbury tradition
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that has stood the test of time. I would particularly like
to thank the Sunbury Agricultural Society for all its
hard work, especially president Tony McMahon, who
has done so much for Sunbury and for the show. I am
already looking forward to the 100th show, to be held
in 2020. I hope to still be the member for Sunbury at
that time. If I am, I hope to be asked back to open the
show again. Well done to the Sunbury community, all
the volunteers and the hardworking stallholders on such
a great day.

Grand Final Friday
Mr J. BULL — I wish to follow up on a previous
members statement with episode 2 of ‘Grumpy Guy
and his not so merry men’. Members will recall the
great fear campaign the Liberals waged before the AFL
Grand Final public holiday. At the Sunbury Show this
was proved unfounded, with many people commenting
on what a great day the public holiday was. This is
supported by an article published in the Age a couple of
weeks ago, which states:
A strange thing happened to Daniel Andrews in the wake of
the AFL Grand Final: he started to look increasingly like the
people’s champion.
First, there was the new grand final public holiday, which
turned out to be a roaring success for families, workers and
footy fans — despite the angst of business groups and
millions of dollars in lost productivity.
…
Whatever you think of Labor’s policies, you’ve got to hand it
to the government for delivering on them.

Warburton Mountain Bike Hub
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — In question time today
the Premier said his government will always work hard
to create jobs. In typical duplicitous style, the Premier’s
actions do not match his words. The Andrews Labor
government had the opportunity to boost much needed
jobs in the Yarra Ranges by supporting the Warburton
Mountain Bike Hub project through the Interface
Growth Fund, but the Premier and his anti-enterprise
government instead decided to turn their backs on jobs
for the people residing in Upper Yarra.
The shovel-ready Warburton Mountain Bike Hub
project is the highest priority of the Yarra Ranges Shire
Council. The reason it is such a high priority is because
it will create jobs and boost the local economy. The
feasibility study — supported by the shire council, in
partnership with Parks Victoria, the then Department of
Environment and Primary Industries, Yarra Ranges
Mountain Bikers, the Warburton Valley Community
Economic Development Association and the
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Warburton Advancement League — shows that this
project is a winner. It is expected to inject an estimated
$23 million into the local economy, creating 175 jobs.
An additional 130 000 new visitors are expected to be
attracted to Warburton every year.
Businesses in the area are suffering at present. If ever
there were a project worth supporting, this is it. The
time needs to be now. The Interface Growth Fund
provided an avenue for funding to complete this
high-priority project, but the Premier and his minister
failed to put their support behind local jobs. Creation of
jobs is not in their DNA. In an extraordinary move, this
government put a playground ahead of this project, as
well as investing $720 000 in the Belgrave community
hub to support the Deputy Premier. Very sadly, the
Premier has put politics well and truly above jobs.

Country Fire Authority Linton brigade
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I was pleased on
10 October to join the Linton Fire Brigade at the
opening of its new fire station. It was certainly great to
be part of that group on the day. It is a brigade of
89 members led by Captain Michael Hough. The new
fire station replaces the 76-year-old building and will
cater for the brigade’s needs into the future, as well as
serving as the general group station for the area.
It was great to hear from firefighter Tim Cooke, who
presented a summary of the 130-year history of the
Linton brigade. The mayor of Golden Plains Shire
Council, Des Phelan, was also in attendance. I was
pleased to offer the brigade my support and thanks for
the great work its members do as volunteers supporting
their community and other communities across this
state.

Country Fire Authority Cape Clear brigade
Mr HOWARD — It was also pleasing to meet there
with Cape Clear Country Fire Authority representatives
Michael Rowe and Terry Kelly. Michael Rowe has just
put out a book, which was launched earlier on the day,
called The Art of Roadside Burning, in which he and
the Cape Clear brigade share their knowledge and
experience to help other brigades do more efficient and
effective burning on roadsides in the future. I commend
them for their great efforts.

East Gippsland Business Awards
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — I had the
privilege of attending the East Gippsland Business
Awards last week. Members of the local business
community from Mallacoota to Lindenow gathered to

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Tuesday, 20 October 2015

ASSEMBLY

3783

recognise some great Gippsland East businesses.
Among the winners on the night were Peter, Rachel,
Ken and Lyn Treasure of Wuk Wuk Beef, taking home
the outstanding achievement award, and Cory Kennedy
of Kennedy Trailers, winning young achiever in
business. These two outstanding local businesses
collected awards in a number of categories. I would like
to recognise all who were nominated and congratulate
the finalists and winners.

The mooncake festival, also known as the Chinese
mid-autumn moon festival, celebrates the overthrow of
the Mongols during the end of the Yuan dynasty in
China. The story goes that during this rule, secret
messages were hidden in the mooncake as part of the
political campaign for change. The festival is celebrated
with colourful lanterns and mooncakes. The cakes are
traditionally rich, round and filled with a mixture of
sweet bean paste, lotus nut paste or salted egg yolk.

Lakes Entrance Schools Community Hub

The association achieved a successful evening full of
culture, which was enjoyed by all. There was an
exciting program, including musical and singing
performances given by many people, traditional dances,
comedy skits, recitals, tai chi demonstrations, art,
calligraphy, food and drink. The festival was well
attended and appreciated by various multicultural
communities in the City of Whittlesea and surrounding
areas. It was a timely reminder of the vital role our local
Chinese community plays in fostering a greater sense of
multiculturalism. The celebration of the mooncake
festival and Chinese New Year provide wonderful
opportunities for members of all communities to
immerse themselves in a rich and vibrant culture,
experience the many shared values and celebrate our
social harmony.

Mr T. BULL — Last Wednesday I attended the
launch of the Lakes Entrance Schools Community Hub,
which is the result of a partnership between the Smith
Family and four local schools: Nowa Nowa Primary
School, St Brendan’s Catholic Primary School, Lakes
Entrance Primary School and Lakes Entrance
Secondary College. They will work together to improve
educational outcomes for the children and young
people of Lakes Entrance. This initiative was funded
partly by the previous coalition government under the
Advancing Country Towns scheme.

Sophie Molineux
Mr T. BULL — I would like to congratulate young
West Bairnsdale cricketer Sophie Molineux, who made
her maiden century playing for Dandenong against Box
Hill in the Women’s Premier Firsts competition
recently. Sophie has been a trailblazer in East
Gippsland cricket, being the first woman to play
A-grade in the local league. As I have mentioned
before, she is clearly destined for far bigger and better
things.

Kate McLeod
Mr T. BULL — It was with sadness that yesterday I
attended the funeral of local police officer Senior
Constable Kate McLeod in Bairnsdale. Along with the
Minister for Police, who is at the table — and I thank
him for attending — I was part of a large gathering
paying respects to a person who contributed a great deal
to our community in East Gippsland.

Whittlesea Chinese Association mooncake
festival
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I
take this opportunity to congratulate the Whittlesea
Chinese Association for organising a wonderful
celebration for the mooncake festival. On 26 September
I was pleased to join with the association at May Road
Senior Citizens Centre, Lalor, to celebrate an important
cultural event in its annual calendar.

I take the opportunity to congratulate the committee
and the organisers on a job well done and for all their
hard work in making the event such a success. I
acknowledge in particular Regina Leung-Hining, who
is the president of the association, and her committee.
Their work is invaluable in bringing these festivities to
life.

Family violence
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — Last night, in what is
believed to be a first for harness racing, the
Maryborough Harness Racing Club joined with
Maryborough Rotary Club to theme all the races with
messages opposing family violence. I was proud to be
able to sponsor race 5, Tolerance, won by Hoo Nien.
Central Goldfields Shire has had a significantly higher
proportion of reported family incidents, nearly triple the
Victorian average, and is ranked no. 2 in Victoria for
incidents of family violence. However, there is a
whole-of-community response to this serious problem,
of which the Maryborough trots is the latest and
perhaps most unusual, event. The Maryborough Rotary
Club has developed and implemented a
#SayNO2familyviolence campaign across the
goldfields region. It is particularly heartening to see this
group of volunteers take on change for this cause.
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The Central Goldfields Shire Council developed and
received funding from the previous Liberal-Nationals
government to create Go Goldfields, a community
social inclusion program that includes work on family
violence. Hatch the Plan is part of Go Goldfields. I was
inspired by the commitment and breadth of the
community participants when I visited and spoke at
their most recent workshop. It is setting out to do
achievable plans to tackle family violence in Central
Goldfields.

and create a new casino precinct in Melbourne. When it
was proposed that Melbourne would have a casino,
many years ago now, there would have been a lot of
opposition at that time to the merits of that proposal. If
you look at the contribution that the casino and Crown
make to our economy, you will see that it is quite
substantial — I understand it is around $2.1 billion per
annum of value-added contribution to Victoria. It is
something that should not be sneezed at nor taken
lightly.

GAMBLING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
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I also note, from the statistics provided by Crown, that
there are around 17 million visitors per annum to
Crown in Melbourne, and that is not necessarily only
those who want to have a bet, a play of the pokies or
otherwise. It is an entertainment precinct on so many
levels and fronts, and it is absolutely critical to tourism
in Victoria. Added to that, there are approximately
8700 people employed at Crown in Melbourne. To my
knowledge, it is Australia’s largest single-site
employer, which is quite staggering when you think
about it — 8700 people working on the one site, in the
one precinct.

Second reading
Debate resumed from 16 September; motion of
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation).
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I rise this afternoon to
speak on the Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill
2015. Principally this bill amends three acts, those
being the Casino Control Act 1991, the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003 and the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation Act 2011. Under the Casino
Control Act 1991, there are changes and clarifications
around interstate exclusion orders and what they might
mean for Victoria. There are also some technical
amendments with respect to training requirements for
special employees. Under the Gambling Regulation Act
2003 we see some significant changes to some of the
compulsory training requirements for certain gaming
industry employees and also some changes with respect
to the disclosure of information in regard to
precommitment. The bill also amends the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011 to confer
new policy and advocacy functions on the foundation
and to empower the foundation to collect fees and
charges in certain circumstances. Finally, the bill
empowers the board to appoint or dismiss a chief
executive officer. That is a broad summary of what the
bill does.
I thank the minister’s office and the department for
providing me with a briefing. At this point I might say
that whilst the coalition does not oppose the bill, it will
raise some issues and concerns that have been
expressed primarily by the industry and stakeholders on
specific elements of the bill.
Firstly, I will deal with part 2 of the bill, which deals
with amendments to the Casino Control Act 1991. As
members would appreciate, in the last 24 to 48 hours
there has been much news about the casino and Crown
in Melbourne and the possibility that Crown will grow

Crown has an annual payroll of over $390 million.
Importantly, from a training point of view, Crown
College, which works within the confines of Crown,
has graduated approximately 4600 apprentices and
trainees since its inception. In relatively recent times I
have had a couple of tours behind the scenes at Crown.
It is a very, very impressive set up; in actual fact it is
quite staggering. I am sure those members of
Parliament or the community who have had an
opportunity to view Crown behind the scenes would
agree that it is simply staggering. One thing that caught
my eye was Crown College, which was established
around 15 years ago. My understanding is that around
1200 Crown employees are currently undertaking paid
training in appropriate qualifications and represent
more than 18 per cent of its workforce. My comments
are confined to the casino, but I must say that Crown
has a very impressive set-up, and I will watch with
interest as developments may or may not occur into the
future.
On the bill itself, I return to clause 3, which makes an
amendment to part 2 of the Casino Control Act and
deals with interstate exclusion orders. Effectively this is
a tidy up or a clarification of the legislation. At the
moment we have the situation where in some
jurisdictions orders are made by a casino operator at the
direction of the chief commissioner of police rather
than by the chief commissioner of police directly. In
Victoria, the Chief Commissioner of Police may issue a
written order if it is in the public interest to prohibit a
person from remaining at or entering a casino. It is
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referred to in the second-reading speech in relation to
alleged underworld figures, alleged Mafia members,
alleged outlaw motorcycle gang members and so forth.
Those directions may be made in those particular
instances, and clause 3 basically tidies this up to ensure
that the orders that are made interstate actually apply
here in Victoria as well.
Clauses 4, 5 and 6 are in a sense technical amendments
with respect to approved training and refresher courses
for people working within the casino. Clause 9
substitutes section 9A.1.18 of the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003, which defines the training and refresher
courses that are approved by the Victorian Commission
of Gambling and Liquor Regulation. This legislation
proposes changes to training provisions in the
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 and new definitions had
therefore to be inserted into the Casino Control Act
1991. I will say more about that shortly.
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electronic gaming machine entitlements, which are due
to conclude in 2022. There is some concern amongst
stakeholders and industry, considering past practice,
about what might happen in the future under a Labor
government. However, we will wait to see and perhaps
hear more on that issue.
There are also current legal disputes with other
organisations. I refer to an article in the Herald Sun of
8 December 2014 which says:
Daniel Andrews’ most pressing problem in his first full week
as Premier is the rapidly increasing compensation bill he
faces.
Add to east–west link a $540 million payout to the Tatts
group after the Court of Appeal upheld an earlier judgement
over gambling licences.

The article goes on to say:
A claim by Tabcorp for $687 million was rejected.

Part 3 of the bill provides for changes to the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003. It should be noted that under
Labor governments gaming in Victoria has
unfortunately had a very chequered history over a long
period. We have seen the pokie fire sale that occurred
some time ago — and the Auditor-General of the day
had plenty to say about that in his report. We have also
seen legal disputes that are ongoing in respect of Tatts,
Tabcorp and Intralot. On that basis alone I suppose one
might say there is not a great deal of confidence
moving forward in some of the changes that have been
made in this area. Again, I will expand further on those
later in my contribution to the debate on this bill.
In fact a media release of 29 June 2011 by the then
coalition government refers to page 81 of the
Auditor-General’s report confirming that the auction
process was led by Labor’s gaming review
subcommittee of cabinet, which interestingly included
the then Premier, John Brumby, the then Treasurer,
John Lenders, and the former Minister for Gaming,
now the Premier. One should not forget that the current
Premier was the Minister for Gaming during a time
when many of these issues were occurring.
The Auditor-General’s report was interesting at the
time because, according to the government’s media
release, it stated very clearly:
DPC and DTF appropriately raised concerns on the merits of
proceeding with the auction with their respective ministers.
However, no formal review was undertaken.

That is one element of that issue.
Digressing slightly, at the moment the lottery licence is
up for review — it is due to expire in 2018 — as are the

It goes on further to say:
The possibility of seeing another $1.1 billion of taxpayers
hard-earnt dollars joining the $540 million taxpayer Tatts’
payout is assuming massive implications for the new Premier.
It’s all very well to float suggestions that the consortium, or at
least some of the companies involved in building the
east–west link, will take one for the government by holding
off on any legal action.

There you have it. Late last year that was conveyed in
the media. We had a massive turn of events in May this
year with legal disputes primarily with Tatts and
Tabcorp. I refer to an article in the Age of 16 May this
year which states:
The $1.2 billion legal brawl over Victorian pokies licenses is
set to roll on in the High Court.
The fortunes of two of Australia’s biggest gaming companies
were reversed on Friday after a High Court ruling paved the
way for Tabcorp Holdings to try to claw back a $686 million
windfall from the Victorian government, with rival Tatts
group battling to keep its $540 million in compensation.

The next part of this article is important as it goes on to
say:
The decision means the fierce contest over the loss of poker
machine revenues has taken another twist. The battle hinges
on a 2008 decision by the Victorian Brumby government to
remove the companies’ duopoly to operate poker machines in
the state.

The article goes on further to say:
Last year a trio of Court of Appeal judges slammed the
conduct of the Victorian government over reform of its
gambling sector, saying it had eroded ‘the state’s reputation
for reliability and commercial morality in its dealings’.
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That quote is not from the coalition; it is from a trio of
Court of Appeal judges who were quite damning in
their remarks about the legal disputes involving the
former Labor government.
There is another legal dispute or two I can refer to. One
is with Intralot. An article of late last year states:
Intralot approached Tatts in a bid to dump their 10-year
contract signed in 2007 to operate Keno and scratchie
businesses, with the state government set to approve the deal
in a bid to limit Intralot’s losses.
The Greek gaming giant has filed a Supreme Court statement
of claim against the government for $63 million in
compensation. The government is now embroiled in four
legal stashes with gaming companies worth almost
$1.3 billion, with several of the companies maintaining
government contracts to provide services despite court action.

There you have it. All of those decisions made in
Labor’s last term of government are to this day the
subject of legal disputes, and we simply do not know
what the outcome of some of them will be.
Indeed, if you read the bill and the second-reading
speech, you see that there has to be an insertion under
section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975 because of
the current dispute that Intralot has with the
government. Clause 8 refers to precommitment, which
Intralot is overseeing on behalf the government. A
whole litany of decisions taken by the Labor
government have now really come back to bite us, and
we are still dealing with those as we are debating the
bill today.
Moving to clause 8, it deals with some of the changes
to precommitment to which I will refer. Voluntary
precommitment is an important tool for gamblers to
use. I might say that it is one of many tools that those
playing poker machines can use. I am proud to say that
it was the coalition that instigated the implementation
of voluntary precommitment and was supportive of its
implementation. Labor is now introducing it, effective
from 1 December. I understand that all is going well
with that rollout. As I said, it is another tool for punters
to use when they are playing gaming machines. People
have various opinions about it, but nonetheless it is
something that we on this side support and we support
the current government’s implementation of it.
Voluntary precommitment — which is being badged, if
you like, as Your Play — provides an opportunity for
players to sign up for a swipe card. They can essentially
set their playing time limits and their monetary limits,
and they can also track their play over a period of time.
Generally those in the industry — those who work at
the coalface, if you like, in our gaming venues — are
very supportive of it. They are cognisant of the fact
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that, I reiterate, it is just one of many tools that can be
utilised by gamblers or punters and by the pubs and
clubs.
Looking back at the history of this, I refer to a media
release of 1 November 2010, in which it was said that a
coalition government:
… will ensure precommitment devices will be fitted to all
gaming machines to limit player losses and the damage that
problem gamblers do to themselves, their families and their
communities.

The shadow gaming minister at the time made some
comments that we would be working with all the
gaming venues to make sure that we could introduce
that voluntary precommitment over a period of time.
Moving forward to 31 October 2013, I refer to a media
release from the then Minister for Liquor and Gaming
Regulation, Ed O’Donohue, a member for Eastern
Victoria Region in the Legislative Council, when the
then government had introduced into the Parliament
legislation to ensure that that would happen. That media
release states:
The Victorian coalition government has moved a step closer
to fulfilling an important election commitment, introducing
legislation to require voluntary precommitment technology on
every Victorian electronic gaming machine.

The bill introduced at that time made it compulsory for
venue operators to connect their gaming machines to
the statewide precommitment system from 1 December
2015. We are not far away from that particular date,
and it is pleasing to see that that will be the case. This
technology is certainly leading the way in Australia,
with Victoria being the first state to introduce voluntary
precommitment. As I said, we on this side are very
supportive of that.
Interestingly, over time there has been discussion about
how loyalty schemes might work within the voluntary
precommitment system. I refer to a media release of
29 July 2014, again from the then Minister for Liquor
and Gaming Regulation. At that time he made the point
that points accrued in gaming loyalty schemes would
not be able to be used for further gaming. At the same
time the then government wanted to make the points:
Allowing loyalty points to be used for further gaming would
undermine precommitment as a vital responsible gambling
measure.
Venues that introduce loyalty programs will have the
opportunity to use the loyalty cards for precommitment …

The rationale or reason for that was to try to reduce any
stigma associated with using precommitment. We
simply want players to be able to use the voluntary
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precommitment system. Interestingly, in recent times
we have seen some media about this. I refer also to
debate in which the current Attorney-General was
speaking on the Gambling Regulation Amendment
Pre-commitment Bill 2013 and what he had to say
about loyalty programs being associated with
precommitment. I quote what he is reported as having
said on 11 December 2013:
It is … worth making the point that the government has been
quite open about the fact that it sees no problem whatsoever
with the precommitment scheme being linked to venue
loyalty cards. It has been remarked by problem gambling
advocates that having a system where a card designed to help
alleviate problem gambling is combined with a card that
rewards gamblers for the amount of gambling in which they
participate is problematic, to say the least. The government’s
response —

that is, the coalition government’s response —
is to say, ‘Combining the precommitment card with the
loyalty program helps to destigmatise the precommitment
technology’. We should all be somewhat dubious about those
claims.

Around that same time the Age had a quote attributed to
the now Attorney-General. The article states:
Opposition gambling spokesman Martin Pakula said it would
be ‘completely inappropriate if precommitment technology is
used for loyalty programs, and the minister should
immediately rule this out’.

What we have are the current minister and the current
government adopting exactly the same approach as that
of the coalition government at the time, putting the
current Attorney-General now very much at odds on
that particular point, I would have thought, with the
current minister for gaming. That was verified in an
article in the Age of 19 September, under the heading
‘Labor backflip on gaming loyalty card’.
As I said, clause 8 addresses voluntary precommitment,
making sure that there are some changes to privacy on
information. Clause 8 prohibits the disclosure of a
person’s precommitment information other than in
limited circumstances. I will not go into all the detail of
that, but it is an important point that a person’s
information is protected in those circumstances. We
certainly want to ensure that the integrity of the
voluntary precommitment system is upheld, and
therefore that system should not be threatened by
people being able to get information about someone
using the system.
Clauses 9 to 13 deal with amendments to training for
gaming industry employees. Essentially the situation at
the moment is that the responsible service of gaming
training can be delivered by a registered training
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organisation and that is generally followed by the
approval of the Victorian Commission for Gambling
and Liquor Regulation. The bill changes the way that
training is delivered. The amendments provide that the
responsible service of gaming training must be
approved by the minister instead of the commission. It
is difficult to know what the outcome of this might be
because the regulations have not been developed, which
is a concern. The advice I had in the briefing is that the
training is expected to incorporate both online and
face-to-face training. The government has given those
of us on this side an assurance that it is adopting
recommendations from a number of different
authorities, including the commission, the
Auditor-General, who did a report some time ago, and
also the Responsible Gambling Ministerial Advisory
Council (RGMAC). Currently the government is
looking at setting up a framework to develop the
regulations.
I know, as it has been said to me, that stakeholders are
concerned about what the end product might be and
about who may deliver the program. There is no doubt
that there is an air of uncertainty about how the training
might be delivered. Nonetheless, as I said, the
government has indicated that these changes are a
consequence of a number of different reports, including
the Auditor-General’s report of July 2012, entitled
Taking Action on Problem Gambling. Paragraph 3.3.3
on page 27 refers specifically to the training.
While I will not go into all the detail of the report, I will
note that it recommended some changes. It suggested
that the commission may not have had the expertise to
evaluate the training courses, which are vitally
important for gaming staff. It also concluded that the
Responsible Gambling Ministerial Advisory Council
extend the purview of the terms of reference of the
review it was undertaking to look at the whole level of
measures, ways and means of improving training for
gaming staff, which made sense. I understand the
working group associated with that was a broadly
representative group, including the Australian Leisure
and Hospitality Group, Gambler’s Help, Crown, the
Australian Hotels Association and the Victorian
InterChurch Gambling Taskforce. There were certainly
a wide range of views and diversity in terms of the
make-up of the working group.
RGMAC made a number of recommendations — I
think 10, from memory — with respect to the
responsible service of gaming training. In
representations to me there has been some support for
the changes to the structure, but other concerns have
been to the effect that a lot of the feedback from the
Auditor-General’s report and even the
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recommendations from RGMAC about what should
happen with the training may be more about the
training content rather than who the service provider
might be. Moving forward, we hope the government in
its wisdom will take all that on board and will make
sure not only that quality training is being provided but
that the providers of that training are suitably qualified
and give confidence to industry and stakeholders,
ensuring that we will not see a step backwards in the
quality of training.
Part 4 of the bill relates to the changes to the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation to which I have
referred. One of the key platforms of the coalition was
to bring in the first ever Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation. I thank those who delivered on
that commitment at the time. Prior to the 2010 election
the coalition made a commitment to develop a
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation, and it
contributed $150 million over four years to be able to
do that. It is something we are very proud of. That was
a substantial increase in funding to address problem
gambling and to improve problem gambling services in
Victoria.
One of the concerns we have raised — and this was
certainly raised in the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing — was the fact that there has been a
reduction of $2 million in funding for the foundation
over the next four years. We are concerned that this bill
broadens the functions of the foundation, which will be
operating with less money. That is a concern for us, and
I know it is a concern for some industry members as
well. We understand the government’s intention of
setting up functions similar to those of VicHealth;
nonetheless this issue causes us some concern.
Clause 15 gives the foundation the ability to cost
recover in certain circumstances, and clauses 16 to 18
provide the capacity for the board to be able to appoint
and dismiss a CEO. There are a number of questions
with respect to the foundation that I have, that we have
and that industry and stakeholders have raised with
respect to these matters. In terms of the first, as
members would probably know, both VicHealth and
the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation have
boards that generally include three members of
Parliament to provide that broad diversity of board
membership. To this point in time, however, no
appointments of any members of Parliament have been
made to those boards. That is a question coming
legitimately from all sides of the house, so we need an
explanation from the government about where that
matter sits.
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With the new role of the board, how will it interact with
other policy and advocacy agencies, such as RGMAC,
Gambler’s Help, the commission and the department
itself? How that might play out is unknown. Will the
foundation undertake its own policy work, or does it
operate only at the directive of the minister? When
giving policy and advocacy advice to the government
or the minister, does the board have to have unanimous
agreement, or does it operate by majority? How does
that information then get back to the government and
the minister?
A legitimate question asked in most quarters is: how
will the foundation undertake its additional
responsibilities and functions when it has less funding?
What will the impact be on problem gambling services?
Does this legislation mean we are going to have to cut
services in one area to ensure the board can undertake
its responsibilities in another area? Will the foundation
be able to set fees outside of what is intended? There is
concern among Victorian industry members and
stakeholders, including venues, pubs and clubs, that the
foundation may be able to set fees and charges for any
type of training or any events that might affect them. I
know the intention is to say this relates to interstate
events and so forth, but this matter is certainly a
concern we need clarified. In summary, the coalition
does not oppose the bill. I have raised a number of
questions for the government to consider.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — It is a pleasure
to rise to make a contribution to the debate on the
Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2015. I thank
the shadow minister for liquor and gaming regulation
for his contribution and for acknowledging that the
coalition will not be opposing the bill. As mentioned by
the shadow minister, the bill amends three bills: the
Casino Control Act 1991, the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003 and the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation Act 2011.
I was privileged to be a board member of the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation during the last term
of Parliament. That represents my area of expertise with
respect to this bill, so I will focus my contribution on
the changes that will be made to the foundation. I think
it is acknowledged by all parties in this house that there
are catastrophic consequences from gambling
addiction. Some people who have a gambling addiction
need to have in place measures to support them, and the
risks around gambling must be managed and addiction
must be treated. There are two political amendments in
the bill. They will, firstly, provide the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation with a policy and
advocacy role. Secondly, amendments to the Gambling
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Regulation Act will develop a framework for the
responsible service of gaming training.
The bill includes a function that the foundation has not
had before. When I first became a board member, while
seeing for myself very clearly the great work that the
foundation was doing particularly in regard to the
promotion of responsible gambling and advertising
around that and certainly putting in place a number of
service provisions around assisting people who had
problems with gambling, it was very clear that the
opportunity was there and certainly the capacity was
there with the other board members and the people who
work at the foundation to have a much stronger and
greater role in the gambling space. That is why it was
wonderful to see a clear commitment made in the 2014
Victorian Labor platform to expand the functions of the
foundation to a policy and advocacy role, which was
explicitly excluded when the foundation was
established back in 2011.
Nevertheless the foundation has been the problem
gambling equivalent, if you like, of VicHealth under
the auspices of a public health framework. VicHealth
has been a national leader in policy and advocacy, and
there is absolutely no reason why the foundation cannot
have a similar role. The bill allows the foundation to
expand from being merely a service delivery and
awareness body to being able to promote policy shifts
and advocate for reform. The work done by the
foundation is quite considerable, and I will run through
some of the great work it does.
The Gambler’s Help services provided face-to-face
counselling to 6962 clients, including over
24 000 therapeutic counselling sessions and
6892 financial counselling sessions during the last
financial year. The foundation has a new in-language
service for culturally and linguistically diverse clients.
It has expanded services for Aboriginal communities in
Victoria, and it has a great school education session to
help students to understand the risks of gambling. It is
called Gambling’s Not a Game, and it is a great school
program that is offered to all Victorian schools and
youth-based organisations to help students, parents and
teachers to understand the risks of gambling and to
make informed decisions around gambling. Around
86 school education sessions were delivered during the
last financial year, including 73 student sessions.
The foundation also helps gambling venues and their
staffs to provide safer environments. The venue support
program works in partnership with gaming venue staff
and management to support the development and
maintenance of responsible gambling environments.
The foundation is doing some fantastic work. It works
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continually towards reducing gambling-related harm,
and the ultimate goal, obviously, is the expansion of
services beyond tertiary treatment-focused programs to
a comprehensive public health response. The
foundation is recognised internationally now as one of
the best gambling health services in the world, and its
help has been sought by international counterparts in, to
name a few, Korea, Wales, Sweden and Japan. In the
US the Bet Regret television ads have been adopted by
the state of Nevada. The foundation is doing great work
internationally.
It is very well known that the actions of problem
gamblers, even if it is just one person in a family, have
negative impacts on the lives of between 5 and 10 other
people. It means that up to 5 million Australians at the
moment could be affected by problem gambling each
year, including friends, family and employers of people
with a gambling problem. It is imperative that we keep
a focus on the foundation, the work it does and how it
goes about establishing new advocacy and policy
programs.
The cost of gambling is extraordinary. People who have
a problem with gambling lose an average of $21 000 a
year — and that is one-third of the average annual
salary. It is hard-earnt money that would otherwise be
used to pay bills, pay off the mortgage or to take a
holiday with the kids. For some families gambling is so
extreme in certain circumstances where a partner might
have a gambling problem that it is a struggle to put food
on the table. However, it is not just about the money; it
is about the harm to these people and their families.
Problem gamblers suffer from both mental and physical
health problems as well. They find it difficult to hold
down a job, and they struggle to maintain relationships.
For many families perhaps the biggest loss is the loss of
quality time together, which can never be recovered.
People with gambling problems are six times more
likely than non-gamblers to get divorced.
I would like to read from an article in the Age in 2014,
which refers to some studies, both Australian and
international, around the impact of gambling, and I
think this is important in the context of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence. It states:
The rapidly changing nature of gambling in Australia has
some troubling consequences with new research warning of a
violent impact on some families and the vulnerability of
Australians to unregulated overseas gambling sites.
…
The families study by Associate Professor Nicki Dowling
from Deakin University said according to a review of
international studies, including Australia, one-third of people
with gambling problems report being the victim of violence

GAMBLING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2015
3790

ASSEMBLY

from someone close, or report being the perpetrator of
violence to someone close to them.
The review of international research also found ‘over half of
people with gambling problems (56 per cent) report
perpetrating physical violence against their children.
Moreover, several recent Australian studies have found that
one-third to one-half … of people with gambling problems
and their family members report some form of family
violence in the previous 12 months’.

There are links both ways. People with gambling
problems have been linked in terms of being
perpetrators of family violence, but people with
gambling problems also have a much higher than
average likelihood of having experienced violence
against them.
A further study done by Dr Sally Gainsbury of
Southern Cross University examined the growth in
online gambling and levels of consumer protection. We
know that the younger cohort, the 18 to 25-year-olds,
are increasingly using online gambling as a source of
gambling rather than pokie machines. Dr Gainsbury
said that more than $1 billion was being spent by
Australians annually on overseas gambling sites that
had no regulatory oversight by Australian authorities.
The article continues:
So you have got now all these offshore operators that are
happily taking money from Australians and they are not
regulated, there is no consumer protection — that’s really
where the next step needs to be taken …

In conclusion, by giving the foundation additional
responsibilities in advocacy and policy we are
acknowledging the significant role it plays in
supporting Victorians affected by problem gambling
and fostering understanding and awareness of
responsible gambling in the wider community. The
advocacy and policy roles will deliver on the
government’s election commitment, and that will be an
important step in reducing the harms associated with
gambling. Based on VicHealth, the new role will enable
the foundation to apply its knowledge and expertise to
problem gambling and responsible gambling in
providing policy advice to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is a pleasure to
rise to speak on the Gambling Legislation Amendment
Bill 2015. It is important to point out that many people
who gamble are not problem gamblers. Gambling has
become a pastime for many over a number of years. In
fact, my late mother used to play the pokies as a social
activity once a week. It was certainly a pastime for her.
However, we have a growing issue in Victoria, as in
many other states and jurisdictions, where we have a
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small percentage of problem gamblers. A longitudinal
study was done initially by the Department of Justice in
2009 and continued by the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation. It showed that problem
gamblers represent 0.7 per cent of gamblers; moderate
gamblers, 2.3 per cent; low-risk gamblers, 5.7 per cent;
and non-problem gamblers over 64 per cent. Certainly a
large portion of those are considered to be non-problem
gamblers.
However, problem gamblers account for 35 per cent of
total electronic gaming machine expenditure, with
moderate risk gamblers representing a further 19 per
cent. We are looking at almost 50 per cent of people
who play the pokies in that risk category. They are the
ones we need to ensure that we have proper support and
proper measures in place for.
The member for Bendigo West highlighted comorbidity
issues, such as family violence and drug and alcohol
issues, which, alongside problem gambling, tend to be a
part of the issue. It is important to point those out. The
reason I frame those issues is that in government the
coalition saw the importance of tackling this issue. That
is why we initiated a number of activities, including the
establishment of the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation. This was certainly a first. It is seen as a key
body not only in Australia but also as an organisation
that has set the benchmark in many other places around
the world. It is seen as already doing something, from
research to training programs and support programs. It
is very much working on how to reform that space and
target that 0.7 per cent of gamblers, and more
importantly it is ensuring that those people are not
affected by some of the other issues I mentioned before,
including ultimately following a path to crime.
I was fortunate to have been one of the government
representatives on the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation. I took that role very seriously because I,
like many people in this house, have had family
members or friends with these sorts of problems. A
relation of mine was a problem gambler. Over the years
we saw him lose a whole lot of money and a whole lot
of friends and family. I can remember a particular time
when my father had to get him out of a really deep
situation he was in because of problem gambling. For
me it was an important thing to get involved in a piece
of policy work that was going to make a difference.
We have already heard from members about the great
work the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation
has done since it was established. I particularly want to
make reference to Serge Sardo, the CEO, and the work
he has done, but also Bruce Singh and all the board
members who led this organisation from nothing. The
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foundation was established with $150 million over four
years to bring all the different agencies and services
together to do important research policy work and
provide programs and support. That has continued to
happen, and we have already heard about a lot of the
great work the organisation has done in a number of the
programs, whether it be teaching young people in
schools or working with young people around the
digital issues going forward. A couple of years ago
during Responsible Gambling Awareness Week there
was a focus which deliberately targeted digital
gambling and some of the things to look out for, and it
provided ideas around research and targeting of this
particular issue.
We have also seen the organisation do work in
culturally and linguistically diverse communities,
particularly in funding these communities to help
address some of the problem gambling issues. It has
produced workplace resource kits. At the time the
foundation identified that a lot of gambling was actually
taking place during workplace hours, where people
would be using computers and mobile devices to
gamble. One of the things the foundation did was to
highlight that issue and address it during one
Responsible Gambling Awareness Week.
The Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation also
highlighted other issues during Responsible Gambling
Awareness Week. One of the other things the
foundation did was bring advocates together, including
some of the football clubs. I recall that the North
Melbourne Football Club was probably one of the first
clubs to sign a declaration that it would do whatever it
could to highlight issues around problem gambling, and
it had representatives speak out against problem
gambling. Certainly a huge amount of work has been
done by the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation, and there is more work to be done with a
whole lot of research and programs.
With the bill before us, I certainly have no issue with
rolling out the precommitment work initiated by the
former government. Having voluntary precommitment
was an important part of the coalition’s bill. This bill
looks at taking that precommitment work further,
ensuring that we have the tools to be able to highlight
that precommitment. The issue I have with the bill is
specifically with provisions about the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation itself. The coalition
highlighted the need to put serious dollars into the
foundation — $150 million over four years. What we
have in front of us now is a cut in the funding to
$148 million over four years, a $2 million cut. That
might not sound like a lot of money in the scheme of
things, but it is a huge amount when costs are going up
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around the foundation and also when it has been given
additional work to do.
Some of the tasks of the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation are around training. Clause 15 of
the bill addresses the issue of the foundation being able
to recover costs in dealing with some of these things. It
is important for us to ensure that there is transparency
in the way the foundation operates. I would hate to see
the foundation have to run programs which cloud the
very work that it does. We need to ensure that the
foundation does what it does in a clear, fair and
balanced way, and that there is not the need for the
foundation to raise money to be able to fund the work it
does. That aspect should have been provided for as part
of this bill.
As part of the governance of this organisation, I note
that I was an inaugural member on the board, and the
member for Ovens Valley and Ian Trezise, a former
member in this house, were board members as well. It
was very important to have members from both sides of
Parliament on the board, because it took away the
politics. Members of Parliament from the coalition and
the Labor Party on the board were able to say, ‘We are
going to work together to address this really important
problem’.
What do we have now? We are 12 months into the
game and we have no parliamentary representatives on
the board. In terms of the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation Annual Report published in
2014, the section headed ‘Governance’ states:
On 5 November 2011, both houses of Parliament passed the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011 (the
act), establishing the foundation as a body corporate. The act
established a board consisting of three members of Parliament
and four to eight non-MP members (including the chair and
the deputy chairperson).

That is what we are meant to have in operation right
now. I question the validity of what is currently in
place, given that we are 12 months into the Labor
government and the board does not have any
representatives of this Parliament. We all passed the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011.
Many people from both sides of Parliament stood up
and celebrated the fact that we had established the
foundation, and it is a disgrace that there has been
12 months of inaction from the current government on
ensuring that we have parliamentary representation on
this important board.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a contribution to debate on the Gambling
Legislation Amendment Bill 2015. At the outset I want
to preface my comments by talking a little bit about the
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gambling industry in Victoria. The reality is that the
industry is a major employer in Victoria. It has played
an important role in driving economic growth,
employment and taxation. From memory I think
receipts from gambling are about the third-largest
taxation item in the state budget. The figure is around
$2 billion. It is a significant contributor to the bottom
line of the state.
I grew up in Wantirna in the 70s and 80s. Before the
introduction of gaming machines, the pubs were
bloodhouses. I remember a time in probably the late
70s when my father came home after having a drink
after work at the Bayswater Hotel. He was quite
surprised that a gentleman had walked into the front bar
and his sexuality had been questioned because he was
wearing a suit. Then it was on for young and old. Pubs
back in the 70s and 80s were not really family-friendly
establishments.
The investment in pubs that accompanied the
introduction of electronic gaming machines (EGM) was
an important economic driver during the course of the
last recession. During the significant economic
downturn, owners of businesses were able to say, ‘I
reckon I’m going to have a bit of a revenue income
stream coming down the line because I’ve got a
regulated licence and a degree of certainty in tenure
over that, so I can ask the bank for a loan that I can
invest’. The capital improvements that occurred in pubs
at that time of severe economic contraction provided a
significant level of employment and a stimulus to the
local economy.
It also made those facilities more family friendly. In
particular, gaming venues not only became more family
friendly but more friendly places for women to
frequent, more so than you would have seen in the 70s
and the 80s. Speaking from personal experience, over
the years I have had some fantastic times with my
family at these types of establishments. You can have a
good feed, a drink and a punt at places like the Burvale
Hotel, the Bayswater Hotel, Zagames or the Anglers
Tavern in Maribyrnong.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — Do you
remember the Swagman?
Mr PEARSON — Acting Speaker, I do recall the
Swagman well. I remember when it became Stylus
before it subsequently burnt down. It was a great
institution in the eastern suburbs.
It is important to note that not everyone who drinks
becomes an alcoholic and not everyone who gambles is
a problem gambler. The reality is that problem
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gambling is a profound issue for those who are touched
by it. When poker machines were introduced into the
state, the former Kirner government established the
Community Support Fund, which is designed to tackle
problem gambling.
I also recognise that as a concept gambling is a tax that
can be best described as a voluntary regressive
consumption tax, meaning that in order to have an
EGM licence you need to have a liquor licence.
Historically most of these licences have been granted in
poorer areas, such as in industrial suburbs and in
regional and rural communities. EGMs are usually
located in these areas. It is a tax based upon
consumption. It is regressive because it is found more
in these areas than in the leafy suburbs of Camberwell,
Hawthorn or Kew. It is voluntary, so it is important to
have an appropriate public policy mechanism in place
to address some of the unintended consequences of
those side effects. That is why the former Kirner
government originally established the Community
Support Fund and the previous government established
the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation.
The bill seeks to implement the government’s election
commitment to give the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation an advocacy and policy role.
That is important because sometimes as regulators we
say, ‘Let’s just try this’, and then we try something else
and something else, and it is never measured. There is
no capacity to work out from an evidentiary base
whether it is working or not and what impact it is
having. Sometimes people are fixated on what sort of
taxation receipts we are getting — for instance,
thinking that if there is a decline or a flatlining in the
level of taxation receipts, it somehow indicates that
problem gambling is declining, or conversely if there is
an increase in taxation receipts, it is an indication that
problem gambling is out of control.
As I said, not everyone who gambles is a problem
gambler, and we need to make sure that proper research
is done to try to test the impact of these reforms. All of
us would agree that we want to segregate problem
gamblers from the broader population, remove them
from harm and provide the wraparound services they
require to get treatment so that they can be cured of
their addiction. That has been the spirit and intent
displayed on both sides of the house in relation to this
industry.
Therefore the bill is important because it will provide
the foundation with a advocacy and policy role. For
example, we need to be able to define a problem
gambler. How do we do that? Is being a problem
gambler a symptom of a deeper cause that manifests
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itself in this way or do we have people who are
pathological gamblers? There is a dearth of research in
this area, and this is something that we can examine and
tackle accordingly. The foundation offers community
education and awareness-raising activities to foster
responsible gambling and promote problem gambling
help services. Again I think that raising that level of
awareness in the community about what is available
and providing families and the community with a
degree of assistance and support to tackle problem
gambling is important.
It is also important that the body be established in the
same way as VicHealth was established — to provide
knowledge and expertise in advocating and providing
policy advice to government. But it is also important
that the foundation continue to engage in good
stakeholder management practices. This means
ensuring that the foundation works closely with the
government of the day, with industry, with health
professionals, with academics and with community
groups, to make sure it has the full array of input and
advice in terms of the way it devises and develops a
proposal to go to government. What we never want is
statutory authorities saying, ‘We are independent, so we
are not accountable or answerable to anyone and we
will just go off and do or say whatever we like and
therefore wasting money as a consequence and coming
up with something that is impractical or unworkable or
does not reflect the views and values of the community.
It is therefore essential that we have the ability to
synthesise the various policy inputs to come up with the
best package for providing a good response.
Anyone who has read Power without Glory will be
familiar with the stories of gambling in Victoria before
the arrival of electronic gaming machines, and in
particular with the stories of John Wren running his
illegal tote in Johnston Street, Collingwood. Blokes
would blow their money on the horses and he would
give them some fish and chips to take home to their
wife and kids. Problem gambling has been an issue for
a very long time, but the reality is that we need to try to
have appropriate settings that reflect changes that occur
over the course of time, and as we are transitioning
more into the digital world, electronic gaming machines
will become a more mature product in the market, and
we will therefore see problem gamblers transitioning
off to other forms of technology, which emphasises the
importance of ensuring that the foundation is properly
equipped and able to address that fact and keep pace
with the technological change because we have seen
some extraordinary changes in recent times.
The bill is an important piece of legislation. It gives
effect to the government’s election commitment and
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ensures that we have the very best levels of protection
for problem gamblers in our community. I am delighted
to commend the bill to house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2015. The
Victorian Greens support the bill, even though it barely
scratches the surface of what needs to be done to tackle
problem gambling. I am unashamedly antipokies. I
believe there need to be fewer of them and greater
control of the ones already out there. They have had a
devastating impact on Victoria and our most vulnerable
communities. Electronic gaming machines and poker
machines have thrown fuel onto the fire of problem
gambling, taking an enormous toll on Victorian
families and our health system. We have seen the
financial stress that it brings — family breakdown, job
losses, depression and crime. More than $13 million
was lost on poker machines in the Prahran electorate in
2012–13, with losses rising every year. Overall
Victorians lost more than $2.5 billion on the pokies last
financial year, with most of these losses concentrated in
low socio-economic areas, often in our outer suburbs
and regional Victoria.
We know people enjoy a bet, but when people can lose
thousands of dollars on a poker machine, something
needs to be done. The type of electronic gaming
machines we have in Victoria are infamous. They are
carefully engineered to be highly addictive, to disguise
losses as wins and to efficiently empty the pockets of
those who are using them. Some of these machines can
turn through thousands of dollars in a single hour, and
they can be found in high numbers across all
communities but again concentrated in some of the
places that can least afford them.
We have heard some talk about the voluntary
precommitment technology, as if that is somehow
progress in addressing problem gambling. But it is a
sham; it is a fig leaf. The voluntary precommitment
technology will do nothing to reduce problem gambling
and next to nothing to assist problem gamblers and
reduce the devastating effects of pokies on our
communities. What is worse, to back this up, one can
look at the budget papers, which show that the
government does not expect any reduction in losses as a
result of voluntary precommitment. Page 165 of budget
paper 5, the statement of finances, estimates that
revenue from poker machines will increase by
$20.5 million between 2014–15 and 2015–16, and will
increase by over $215 million over the forward
estimates, and this is when we know that problem
gamblers make up around 35 per cent of spending on
poker machines.
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The government, the opposition and the community all
know that problem gambling through poker machines is
out of control, but there seems to be a refusal to
implement a workable, evidenced-based solution that
could significantly reduce this problem. Instead we let
the powerful gambling industry sidestep important,
realistic measures designed to control and limit problem
gambling. It does not affect just those who are problem
gamblers but also the 300 000 Victorians who are
affected by someone else’s problem gambling.
The bill contains some positive steps and small reforms.
It makes several amendments to the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011. The most
important of these is to give the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation an advocacy and policy role,
which is a useful amendment in that it gives the
foundation the scope to provide advice to the minister,
and I am sure it will be very interesting to see what that
advice will entail. It also makes a technical amendment
to the definition of interstate exclusion orders under the
Casino Control Act 1991 that will ensure that all
interstate exclusion orders are captured regardless of
how they are made. A number of amendments are also
made to the Gambling Regulation Act 2003. We
support these amendments insofar as they ensure the
provision of responsible service of gaming training that
incorporates the latest research and industry best
practice to those who are on the front line of the gaming
industry.
Lastly, the bill amends the precommitment provisions
in the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to provide that a
person must not disclose information obtained from a
precommitment system to a court. This is all well and
good, but it is not enough to seriously reduce the harm
of poker machines. The idea that a precommitment will
work has no basis. There is no evidence that a
non-binding precommitment system on pokies will be
effective in reducing the losses on problem gamblers,
yet we seem to be told that this is somehow a real
solution. A player can choose whether or not they
register for precommitment; they can have a
non-binding or partial precommitment, if they choose
to register and set a limit; and they can choose not to
enter their card when playing. We know this is
ineffective because high-risk gamblers are often
categorised as having impaired control and as
chronically spending beyond desired playing limits
with significant negative consequences. This
non-binding, partial program provides a number of
means in which a problem gambler can get around this
system, and it does nothing to ensure control and
spending when a gambling addict cannot do this for
themselves.
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The Victorian Greens have had a long history of taking
strong and consistent action aimed at reducing the harm
of gambling. We have shown that, unlike the current
government and previous governments, we are
committed to taking real steps — and I acknowledge
the work of a member for Western Metropolitan
Region in the other place, Colleen Hartland, who is the
Victorian Greens gambling spokesperson, for all the
work she has done in this area — towards negotiating
the removal of ATMs from gambling venues, rejecting
the voluntary precommitment legislation that was
brought in by the previous government and instead
proposing our own bill that would implement dollar bet
limits, which would have effectively targeted problem
gamblers, limited their losses and made real differences
to their lives and the lives of their families.
We have heard the call for more research, and that is all
very well, but the proposal for dollar bet limits is based
on hard evidence published by the Productivity
Commission in its 2010 gambling inquiry report which
showed that dollar bets are the cheapest and most
effective, straightforward option for reducing the harm
of pokies. Given that 88 per cent of recreational
gamblers do not bet more than a dollar a spin, it would
have had a small impact on recreational gamblers
whilst targeting those who need support to stop
problem gambling. But the bill was voted down by the
government — voted down by the Liberal Party, voted
down by The Nationals and voted down by the Labor
Party. Again a real solution to address problem
gambling was rejected. The Liberal, Labor and
Nationals parties have shown that they are hopelessly
compromised when it comes to regulating the gambling
industry and taking action on problem gambling.
We saw it last year with the remarkable Crown Casino
licence extension, which included a clause that prevents
future state governments from implementing public
health reforms such as maximum bet size or smoking
bans in the high-roller lounge without compensating
Crown. We have seen it in the donations made to
political parties for 2013–14. We will not be able to see
results from the last financial year until next February,
unfortunately, but it is worth having a look at those
donations for a moment. We cannot have a situation
where there is an industry that is harmful and dangerous
to the lives of so many in our community and that
needs to be addressed by strong and effective
legislation and at the same time that industry is making
donations to political parties. It creates a conflict of
interest that is against the interests of Victorians.
Let us look at who is donating to those political parties.
There is the Australian Hotels Association, which has
been very generous indeed to the Liberal and Nationals
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parties. There is Crown Resorts, which has been very
generous to the Labor Party and the Liberal Party.
There is Tabcorp, which is donating to political parties.
This is outrageous. These business interests should not
be donating to political parties, otherwise they are
hopelessly compromised in effectively addressing
problem gambling. It is absolutely ludicrous. The High
Court has recently ruled that it is entirely constitutional
for political donations to be banned from certain
industries, and it is time we got on with banning
political donations from gambling companies. Maybe
then we will see the other parties come to the realisation
that to take effective action on problem gambling, the
gaming industry needs to be highly and further
regulated and we will see dollar bet limits placed on
gaming machines.
The bill before the house purports to action the
government’s commitment to developing programs and
policies to address problem gambling, but it just skims
the surface and does not acknowledge an
evidence-based approach that can have a real and
genuine impact. In themselves, these measures are
useful but completely lacking. With the social costs of
problem gambling, it cannot go on, and the current
arrangements perpetuate it just because there is some
benefit from the gambling industry, which seems to be
very generous in its donations to the other parties. We
have safety standards — —
Ms Victoria — You are jealous, aren’t you?
Mr HIBBINS — Some of the donors are actually
from addresses in Prahran; obviously I do not mix with
the right people.
Safety standards are being implemented in other
potentially harmful industries, such as tobacco and
asbestos, so it is about time the gambling industry was
regulated and real reforms were introduced to limit
problem gambling. If this government were serious
about pokies reform, it would introduce legislation like
the Greens’ dollar bet legislation. This would have a
real impact on limiting the losses by problem gamblers
on poker machines and have a positive impact out there
in the community. The Greens will be supporting this
bill, but so much more needs to be done.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — I rise to speak on the
Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2015, and I am
very pleased to do so. The bill will make a number of
amendments, as we have already heard, to the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011 (VRGF
act), the Casino Control Act 1991 and the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003. These amendments will
implement the government’s election commitments and
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address the recommendations made in reports by the
Victorian Public Sector Commission, the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office and the Responsible
Gambling Ministerial Advisory Council.
Of the amendments in this bill, I will focus my
comments on the amendments to the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation Act. Importantly,
the bill will give the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation an advocacy and policy role. While there
are no provisions in the VRGF act that preclude the
foundation from undertaking an advocacy and policy
role in fulfilling its functions and meeting its objectives,
the second-reading speech says that the foundation
would not have such a role.
Currently the foundation plays a significant role in
supporting Victorians affected by problem gambling
and fostering a greater understanding and awareness of
responsible gambling in the wider community. The
foundation works to address problem gambling through
community education and awareness-raising activities
that foster responsible gambling and promote problem
gambling help services, and by undertaking research to
inform best practice in problem gambling treatment,
prevention and responsible gambling communication.
So it is quite a broad area that the foundation works in.
This bill enables the foundation to draw on its
knowledge, experience and expertise, and the
relationships it has formed to provide informed advice
to the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation to address problem gambling in
Victoria. So whilst this government recognises that the
gambling industry is an important part of our
community that provides significant jobs, entertainment
and tourism opportunities, it is also committed to
developing programs and policies to address the
insidious nature of problem gambling, with a specific
focus on the minority of people who develop addictive
and destructive behaviours. We know that gambling
addiction can have catastrophic consequences for some
people, and whilst gambling is a legitimate recreational
activity, the risks must be managed and the addiction
must be treated.
We know that not all who gamble are problem
gamblers, but some are, and the consequences of
problem gambling can be incredibly devastating. These
include financial hardship, relationship breakdown,
involvement in criminal activity and alienation from
friends and workplaces. Problem gambling can also be
a factor in family dysfunction and domestic violence,
including spouse and child abuse.
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This government is committed to providing support to
problem gamblers, to working with industry and
problem gambling experts to prevent and minimise
harm, and to supporting health professionals and family
services to minimise and treat the harm caused by
problem gambling. Providing the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation with an explicit
advocacy and policy role will assist in developing
programs and policies to address problem gambling,
and thereby minimise the harm that is caused. This is
particularly important to me and to my electorate,
because unfortunately the effects of problem gambling
are far too often seen in our community.
In a recent report by Hume City Council the extent of
this problem was very clear. The report, Update on
Gaming Related Matters — May 2015 to September
2015, provided an overview of gaming statistics for the
financial year ending June 2015, comparing them to
statistics for metropolitan Melbourne and Victoria. The
statistics are very concerning. The report notes that the
number of venues in the Hume municipality with
gambling facilities is 14. So there are 14 venues that
have electronic gaming machines, and there are
814 electronic gaming machines operational across
those venues. This is a recent increase from the
previous figure of 805, and it means there are
6.1 gaming machines per 1000 adults in the Hume City
area. If we compare that figure to metropolitan
Melbourne, it is slightly higher; metropolitan
Melbourne has 5.8 machines per 1000 adults.
According to data that was released by the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation, the
net electronic gaming machine expenditure within the
municipality for 2014–15 was just shy of $105 million.
That is an enormous amount of money, and it
represents a 3.1 per cent increase on the expenditure for
the previous year, which was just shy of $102 million.
It also represents a 6.3 per cent increase on the
2012–13 expenditure, which was just shy of
$99 million.
The statistics actually get more concerning when we
look at the losses per machine within the municipality.
Within the Hume area the losses were $130 365 per
machine. In metropolitan Melbourne the losses were
$101 207 per machine. Statewide the losses were
$96 837. Therefore within Hume the average loss per
machine was $33 528 more than the average across the
state. This represents a 25 per cent greater loss on the
machines within Hume. If we look at what that equates
to per adult within the municipality, it was $755 per
adult. The figure in metropolitan Melbourne was
$590 per adult, and statewide it was $564.
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Within Hume municipality, which has a low
socio-economic demographic, there are considerable
pressures already within the household, and yet the
expenditure on electronic gaming machines is very
disproportionate compared with the rest of the state.
The unfortunate reality is that the reason the losses are
greater per machine and per adult is quite simply
because more money is being put in them. That is very
concerning to me.
Hume City Council, according to the report, had the
seventh highest level of net electronic gaming machine
expenditure in 2014–15 when compared to other
municipalities across Victoria, with Brimbank, Casey
and Dandenong being ranked in the top three. In light
of that information, and in light of the provisions of the
bill, I congratulate all of those who are currently
involved in the promotion of responsible gambling.
This is important to our state, and it is important to my
community. The bill will assist in increasing the
informed advice provided to the minister to increase
awareness and address responsible gambling issues. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am also
delighted to rise to make a contribution in relation to
the Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2015, and to
follow my colleagues, the members for Morwell and
Caulfield. As was mentioned earlier, the opposition will
not be opposing this bill. I will go through a bit of the
detail of the bill, and speak in a little more detail after
that.
There are three main issues this bill will address.
Firstly, it will amend the Casino Control Act 1991, and
that is in relation to interstate exclusion orders and
training requirements for special employees. Secondly,
it amends the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 in
relation to compulsory training requirements for certain
gaming industry employees, and provides that
precommitment information cannot be disclosed to a
court, tribunal or other authority. Thirdly, it amends the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011
to allow new policy and advocacy functions for the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation and
empowers the foundation to impose and collect fees in
relation to education information and, more
importantly, empower the board of the foundation to
appoint and dismiss the chief executive officer.
The coalition takes gambling very seriously. In
government we initiated the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation and put more money into
gambling than any other Victorian government ever
has. I was very proud to be a member of the Victorian
Responsible Gaming Foundation board, along with the
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member for Caulfield, Neil Trezise and the member for
Bendigo West, and I believe we all made significant
contributions to it. As the member for Caulfield said,
board members must be impartial. It is not about
politics; it is about getting on and — —
Mr Eren — Do you mean Neil or Ian?
Mr McCURDY — Neil Trezise, Nipper.
Certainly — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McCURDY — Ian Trezise. Neil was Ian’s
father. I believe Neil was in part responsible for
bringing electronic gaming machines into Victoria. I
think that is one of the reasons Ian was on the board —
to fix a few things that were broken.
The $150 million that we put into the foundation over
four years — $37.5 million a year — was a significant
and important investment. We appointed its CEO,
Serge Sardo, who continues in that capacity. We
ensured that there were appropriate checks and balances
and tools in place to deal with problem gambling. As
has been mentioned on both sides of the house, not
everybody who gambles has a problem, but it is
important that we have safety nets in place for those
who do.
In my time on the board we ensured that there were
many avenues for people to get help: Gambler’s Help, a
telephone helpline; financial counselling; face-to-face
peer sessions; and of course online support. It was
evident to the board that the 18 to 25 demographic was
experiencing a growing problem with gambling. Many
people find it very easy to gamble online using their
iPhones or Android phones these days, and we felt it
was important for people to be able to access support
online as well.
I am disappointed by this government’s performance on
gambling on a couple of fronts. It has not contributed
the same amount of funding that we did over the four
years. Funding should have been increased rather than
decreased, because gambling is a concern for a greater
number of families in Victoria today than it was a few
years ago. Nonetheless I am sure we can work towards
that.
My other concern is that the parliamentary board
members are yet to be appointed. As the member for
Caulfield said, impartiality is vital to the proper
functioning of the board. It has to get on with dealing
with families and communities that are struggling with
gambling problems. During my time on the board we
had oversight of many programs and initiatives. Bet
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Regret was one of those. I think it is still running now; I
remember seeing an ad for it just recently. We also had
partnerships with stakeholders that could sell our
message. That is really important for the marketing of
responsible gambling. Some of those partners were
AFL Victoria, Melbourne Victory Football Club, the
Collingwood, Hawthorn and North Melbourne football
clubs and Netball Victoria. Sport is a fantastic conduit
for getting this message out there to the greater public.
I will go into a bit more detail on the bill. It clarifies that
if a person is subject to an interstate exclusion order,
which can be made in different ways in different states,
that order will apply in Victoria. We do not need double
standards around gambling just because there is a state
border involved. For someone whose electorate abuts
New South Wales, I know that it is important that
standards be similar.
The bill makes technical amendments to the casino
training requirements. Definitions of approved training
courses and refresher training courses will be inserted
into the Casino Control Act. Courses will be specified
as ‘approved by the commission’, meaning the
Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation. That is a common-sense and practical
measure. The bill amends the Gambling Regulation Act
in respect of compulsory training of certain gaming
industry employees, which will enable the provision of
voluntary precommitment. I note that precommitment
was part of our work on the board, and that the previous
government was devoted to getting precommitment up.
The member for Morwell mentioned the fact that Labor
has a poor track record when it comes to anything to do
with gambling. The electronic gaming machines fiasco
saw us undersold by about $3 billion. But that is
another issue that we have to put behind us in the hope
that we can move forward and support people with
gambling problems. I urge the government to continue
to invest heavily in this area.
I have mentioned voluntary precommitment, an
initiative of the coalition. I hope the government
continues to take gambling seriously, and remembers
that responsible gambling is not about being
antigambling. It is about helping people and families
who are facing a gambling problem. It is about having a
safety net for those who need support.
The Crown complex is a perfect example of a
professional entertainment complex. It is the largest
single-site employer in Victoria. At times we need to
embrace sensible, safe entertainment, and that includes
gambling, as long as there is a safety net for those who
for whatever reason cannot manage that. That is what
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the responsible gambling foundation is all about. These
changes will assist Victoria in addressing problem
gambling. As I said earlier, we are not opposing the bill.
I commend the bill to the house.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — I rise to speak in
support of the Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill
2015. We have heard a lot from speakers today about
gambling addiction and how it can destroy lives. It can
lead to destructive behaviour that not only can ruin an
individual but also has the potential to break up
families.
The gaming industry plays an important role in creating
jobs in the community. My first job was at Crown
Casino. I was very fortunate to start my career in the
gaming industry at Crown Casino. I was a student at
William Angliss when the first casino was built across
the road from the existing venue, and it was a source of
joy and excitement in Victoria. The fact that hospitality
students were given an opportunity to be employed,
whether it was on the gaming floors or in the
restaurants, boosted the hospitality industry in Victoria.
There is no doubt that the industry provides and creates
jobs, not only at Crown Casino but also in other gaming
venues in Victoria. It also provides tourism and
entertainment opportunities. It has a responsibility,
when it comes to consumers, to protect those who are
vulnerable and have problems with gambling.
I am not happy to report that the City of Brimbank, as
noted previously, is one of the top three municipalities
in which gamblers have poured millions of dollars into
electronic gaming machines. In Brimbank the figure is
more than $130 million. These numbers are extremely
concerning and reflect a greater need to provide support
for problem gamblers and, most importantly, to work
with the industry to prevent the damage that is caused
by addictive gambling.
I note that there are plenty of support services in
Brimbank that provide services and counselling
assistance, not only to the person who has an addiction
but also to the families associated with them. That is
important. It is not just the person who can be affected;
it is the person’s whole family and community that are
affected by problem gambling. It is extremely harmful
and damaging to a person’s identity and family life
when they have what I call an addiction to gaming.
But for those who do not have an addiction, the gaming
machines, the environment and the entertainment at
these venues, whether it is enjoying the fine dining at
the restaurants or having a moment at the machines, can
be enjoyable. I had the opportunity while working at
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Crown Casino for many, many years to meet the
patrons, and I saw firsthand the entertainment that it
provided to many of them.
This bill amends the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 in
order to protect and, most importantly, train gaming
staff. That is really important — making sure that staff
have their training updated and incorporating the
emerging research, best practices and changes to the
regulations. This needs to be worked in with
management. That is critical to making this work —
management needs to be encouraging of staff and to be
making sure that they are able to pinpoint the patrons
who have an issue with gaming so that the patrons who
are identified are then able to seek appropriate
assistance from the programs that are available. There
needs to be a whole-of-community approach. Not only
do staff need to be trained but management has to take
on that leadership role and responsibility. I also note
that staff members who do not complete this training
will not be able to enter the gaming area, and that is an
important aspect to this bill.
Ensuring that staff have the most up-to-date training
and the ability to identify patrons who may have an
addiction to gaming and providing that assistance is the
first call. These amendments will allow for a flexible
framework to be set for the next responsible service of
gaming training model. This is essential to ensure that
gaming and hospitality staff can get on with providing
the services. The training gives them the knowledge
and the ability to spot the problem gamblers and reduce
the harm caused.
In order to tackle this issue we cannot just be reliant on
staff. We need to go beyond that. This bill makes a
number of amendments, which include to the
precommitment provisions of the Gambling Regulation
Act and to provide a person with the opportunity to set
a limit on the time they spend at a gaming machine, and
that will include their losses as well. The system will
allow players to track their play and spending over a
period of time so that they can have some idea of how
much money and time they are spending on the
machine. Hopefully this system will minimise harm for
problem gamblers; it is important that we are able to
protect those problem gamblers.
Some of these amendments include amendments to the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011.
This will confer much more of an advocacy and policy
role on the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation, which plays an essential role in our
community in raising awareness for responsible
gambling in the community and provides support to
Victorian problem gamblers. The foundation will act in
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a manner similar to VicHealth, basically using its
knowledge and experience to provide advice and
knowledge to the minister regarding matters under the
act. Giving the foundation an advocacy and policy role
will ensure that the industry and community groups can
contribute to and participate in tackling problem
gambling through their relationship with the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation.
Let me say that there is no doubt that if you do have a
problem with gambling, there are services to help you.
With the industry and other stakeholders working
together, I think that this bill with the necessary
amendments will ensure that those who have a problem
can get the right counselling and help. I commend this
bill to the house.
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have the research to help us to come up with ideas that
will provide solutions to this terrible problem. As many
speakers have already said, problem gambling does not
just affect an individual, it affects their families, their
friends and the whole of society.
In terms of things that encourage problem gambling
rather than responsible gambling, Productivity
Commission research has demonstrated that, for
example, there is a clear link between accessibility and
problem gambling. Specifically, many organisations are
very concerned about the fact that a lot of gambling
venues are in places that are very accessible, like
shopping centres, such as Epping Plaza, and strip
shopping areas. During the term of the previous Labor
government, planning laws were amended to stop
electronic gaming machines being located in venues
that are highly accessible, such as shopping centres.
However, we are stuck with those machines that had
already been established in venues under previous
planning laws.

Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I also rise to
speak on the Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill
2015. As previous speakers have said, this bill makes a
number of amendments to the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation Act 2011, the Casino Control
Act 1991 and the Gambling Regulation Act 2003. This
legislation will deliver on yet another Andrews Labor
government election commitment, as well as adopting
many of the recommendations that have been made in
various reports from organisations and bodies such as
the Auditor-General, the Victorian public sector
commissioner and the Responsible Gambling
Ministerial Advisory Council.

Epping Plaza Hotel is one such venue. It is located in
Epping Plaza. People gambling at that venue have lost
over $21 million in the 2012–13 year. That is the
highest loss for any venue in the state. It is a terrible
situation and one that all of us should be very
concerned about. The Thomastown electorate also has
one of the highest numbers of gaming machines —
there are 418 machines in my electorate alone.

Before going into the detail of the bill and the
legislative changes that it makes, I want to speak a little
bit about the electorate of Thomastown and the
situation with regard to gambling in that electorate. We
know there is almost universal recognition that we have
a gambling problem in Victoria. It is also a fact that
gambling is regarded as a recreational activity. People
are out to have a bit of fun — they might be going to
the races. It is a social activity where people get
together, and this can involve some sort of gambling.
Unfortunately there is also a very dark side to
gambling, particularly when it comes to electronic
gaming machines.

A lot of organisations are doing work around problem
gambling, such as Whittlesea City Council and
Whittlesea Community Connections. They have done
an enormous amount of research, advocacy work and
strategic planning to address problem gambling and
have it recognised. I would like to acknowledge and
commend the work they have done in this area. The
amendments to the legislation we are talking about
today support the strategies those organisations have
been calling for. Of course these amendments are not
the end of the story for Labor, but they will assist us to
develop a community response to do whatever we can
to prevent and reduce problem gambling.

To give some statistical examples of what is going on
in electorates such as Thomastown, in 2012–13 over
$56 million was lost through electronic gaming
machines in the Thomastown electorate alone. This is
an electorate that has, on average, one of the lowest
household incomes in the state. While we say there is a
problem and that individuals may have problems with
gambling, it is not just a problem for a few individuals.
There are a whole lot of factors at play at the moment
that encourage people to gamble and that can lead to
them becoming addicted. We need to make sure we

The bill makes amendments in relation to the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation, which was
established under the previous government. The
previous government did not give the foundation the
authority to advocate or speak up for the community. In
fact it was specifically stopped from doing that. The
amendments the bill makes to the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011 will allow
the foundation to advocate and speak up for the
community — this was one of Labor’s election
commitments. It has done the research, and it is focused
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on addressing problem gambling. The government
should seek and welcome the foundation’s advice. It
must accept that the foundation speaks for the
community and recognise that the foundation can
advocate and organise within the community and assist
those organisations that are looking at the issue of
problem gambling. The Labor government is not
frightened of robust and fierce debate. We need to have
that sort of debate if we are going to come up with
solutions to problems such as problem gambling,
particularly in relation to electronic gaming machines
and the losses for those using them.
In relation to the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation, I know there has been talk today in the
chamber about the fact that a number of members serve
on the board of that foundation. I know, for example,
that the member for Bendigo West is a member of the
board and she takes this issue very seriously. She has
done a lot of work and is very committed to doing what
she can to reduce the harm caused by problem
gambling.
Another good and practical amendment made by this
bill is to provide that the board of the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation should have the
power to appoint its CEO. The CEO of any
organisation must, or should, work closely with the
board. It is very important that the views held and the
methods of operating align between the board and
CEO. It is very much in line with good governance and
good practice that the board of any organisation
appoints its own CEO so that the views of the board are
respected. That has not been the case. Previously the
CEO has been appointed by the Governor in Council,
but this bill will allow that in future, following the
expiration of the current period of office, the CEO will
be elected by the board of the foundation.
As I do not have time to speak on all the amendments
made by the bill, I quickly raise the amendments about
training. Stakeholders and organisations involved in
problem gambling have expressed concerns about the
training received by those who provide services within
gambling venues, how they interact with people and
support responsible gambling and are able to
understand and assess those who may have a problem
and help or assist them wherever they can.
Amendments to the Gambling Regulation Act provide
more control and oversight of the training that those
working in the industry receive so that they can be up to
date with the best possible research in order to support
those who may have a problem as well as ensure that
they encourage responsible gambling. I support the
passage of the bill and commend it to the house.
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Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — It is a pleasure to rise
to speak on the Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill
2015. I want to make some brief remarks on the
amendments before focusing my remarks on the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation. The bill
amends three acts. It amends the Casino Control
Act 1991 to clarify the operation of the interstate
exclusion order provisions. The bill also makes a
number of amendments to the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation Act 2011, including the
empowering of the board of the foundation to be
responsible for appointing and dismissing the CEO.
The bill also allows the foundation to charge fees for
services subject to the approval of the minister.
The most significant reform of the bill relates to the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation Act 2011,
in particular implementing that vital election
commitment to give the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation an advocacy and policy role. The
second-reading speech relating to the establishment of
the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation
excluded an advocacy and policy role for the
foundation. The changes made by this bill allow the
foundation to expand from a mere service delivery and
awareness body to being able to promote policy shifts
and advocate for reform. In essence it gives the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation more
clout when it comes to addressing gambling-related
harm. The foundation will have a dedicated role in and
responsibility for making recommendations to the
government in the interests of the community.
I am somewhat familiar with the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation because it has a very strong
partnership with football clubs right around our state. It
is no surprise that the foundation has such a partnership,
because football clubs bring with them transformational
power when it comes to putting forward a vital public
health message. It is important to note that gambling is
a legitimate recreational activity, but it can have
catastrophic consequences. As members of Parliament
we should promote responsible gambling, and this bill
goes some way to doing that.
In terms of the partnership with football clubs,
La Trobe University recently conducted some research
which made a number of findings. Some of those
include: football clubs provide an environment where
people are more socially connected at every age group,
compared to other Victorians; football clubs are three
times more useful for developing social networks than
work, education or other community group networks;
football clubs are important and effective vehicles for
delivering health and safety campaign messages for
young people; and a football club’s reach is significant
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and extends beyond the players, coaches, administrators
and volunteers within the club — for every one player,
football clubs reach 10 people in the community.
This is where the foundation’s Gambling’s Not a Game
program is very important. It works specifically with
our footy clubs to push a very strong responsible
gambling message. A number of clubs around the state,
at every level of football, have signed the foundation’s
responsible gambling charter, which commits clubs,
among other things, to not promote gambling activities,
to promote information and Gambler’s Help services,
and to deter anyone under 18 from gambling.
This is all very important, because technological
change over the years has meant that the nature of
gambling has shifted significantly. It is no longer just
the pokies at the local pub, club or RSL. It is now an
app on the phone which allows you to look at odds,
including for a footy match. You cannot watch sport on
TV now without seeing the odds totally in your face. It
is about separating gambling from the love of the game.
That is what it is all about. It is often said that
Victorians love a bet, but I think what is even more true
is that Victorians love their sport — and we should not
be confusing the two.
I am very proud to have a strong relationship with all
the football clubs in my electorate. I am a sponsor of
many of them. I also have the pleasure of being the
patron of the Southern Football Netball League’s
division 3 competition. I am very proud of the work
that the people in the Southern Football Netball League
(SNFL) have done in partnership with the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation. An article in Inside
Gambling began with the paragraph:
With gambling advertising going through the roof, and social
media and apps making sports betting more attractive and
accessible, many young people today consider gambling a
normal part of enjoying the game.

It is the SFNL under the leadership of its CEO, David
Cannizzo, that is leading the way in promoting
responsible gambling among its clubs. David Cannizzo
is quoted in the article as saying:
I personally believe there’s an unhealthy focus on gambling
in sport … It has increased significantly in the last few years.
…
Signing the charter is our pledge to remain free of the
advertising that links gambling and sport, so our players and
members can focus on their love of the game …

Around 150 clubs are currently participating in the
Gambling’s Not a Game program and they have signed
the responsible gambling charter. Of the SFNL’s
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31 clubs, 18 have signed the charter, which is
something they should be very proud of.
Earlier this year, in August, in conjunction with AFL
Victoria, the Bentleigh Football Netball Club hosted the
first Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation
Match of the Month.
Ms Thomson interjected.
Mr STAIKOS — It was against Chelsea Heights.
Bentleigh won by 36 points. I was there with them, and
I was there for the launch.
Ms Thomson interjected.
Mr STAIKOS — No, I did not bet on it. There is no
doubt that AFL Victoria is playing a strong role with
the foundation in promoting responsible gambling.
AFL Victoria has an enormous capacity to do that
because it is comprised of 89 leagues and 1100 clubs in
this state.
We do not want to mix sport with gambling, but our
sporting clubs are a real part of the solution. Therefore
it is entirely appropriate that the foundation should have
more clout and more teeth and that it should be given
an advocacy and policy role in legislation. I note that
the foundation strongly supports this, as would be
expected. The foundation chair, Professor Bruce Singh,
said:
I congratulate the Andrews government, in particular minister
for gaming and liquor regulation Jane Garrett on fulfilling a
key election commitment aimed at boosting the role of the
foundation.
…
A critical aspect to addressing gambling harm, absent since
the foundation’s inception, has been the ability to play a role
in policy and advocacy.
Advising the minister on policy matters and advocating on
behalf of the wider community is essential to delivering a
broad, integrated public health response to gambling harm.

Earlier I listened to some of the contribution to the
debate from the member for Caulfield, who was talking
about a funding cut. The truth is the Andrews
government allocated $150 million over four years for
responsible gambling initiatives in this last budget. I do
note, however, that the former government defunded
the Problem Gambling Research and Treatment Centre,
ending any state-funded problem gambling advocacy in
Victoria.
As I said at the beginning of my remarks, some
Victorians appreciate a bet; however, this is about
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promoting responsible gambling. I commend the bill to
the house and wish it a speedy passage.

in to a number of the games and horrible activities those
two men engaged in.

Ms WARD (Eltham) — As previous members have
today, I rise in support of these amendments. This is
another step in Labor’s journey towards delivering on
its election commitments and coming good with the
promises it made to the people of Victoria, promises it
is working very hard, very skilfully and very
thoughtfully to implement.

It is great we are continuing to push forward as a party
and as a government in trying to professionalise this
industry and to make it as accountable and professional
as possible. Policies can always be refined and
improved, and Labor absolutely understands this and
continues to work to do just that across the whole
policy spectrum. This is just one part of that. In the
Victorian Labor Party’s platform of last year, Labor
said it understood:

It was great to hear the member for Essendon talking
earlier about a very colourful Victorian identity, John
Wren, and the interesting gambling and gaming history
our state has had. As we know, John Wren was
immortalised as John West in Frank Hardy’s Power
Without Glory. Another book currently on our schools
reading list is Runner by Robert Newton, who talks
about Squizzy Taylor, another colourful Melbourne
identity who has also contributed some interesting
stories to our state’s and our city’s history. He was, just
like John Wren, quite involved in gaming and
gambling. Robert Newton paints a picture of Richmond
where:
For the residents of Richmond, only one person came to mind
whenever Goodwood Street was mentioned. That person was
Henry Stokes. Stokes was a self-proclaimed Good
Samaritan …
The truth?
Stokes was an SP bookmaker and sly grogger who’d done so
well at his trade that he’d managed to build up a small
fortune. As part of his tireless charity work, he ran
Melbourne’s biggest two-up school …

Robert Newton talks quite a bit about Squizzy Taylor in
this book, and he sets up a story which I think is a great
indicator of the character of someone like Squizzy.
Squizzy sets up a race between four boys who have to
race to the Orient Hotel to deliver an egg undamaged,
and Squizzy of course takes everyone’s bets across
these four boys. He is the only one who bets on the kid
wearing the red sash. Why does he bet on the kid
wearing the red sash? Because he is the kid with the
hard-boiled egg that Squizzy Taylor has set up for him.
Squizzy, of course, made a fair bit of money on that
race.
These are good indications of why it is so important
that we regulate and professionalise the gaming
industry. We really need to make sure we have an
industry that is properly regulated and that is not
overrun with colourful characters such as Squizzy
Taylor and John Wren who, as I said earlier, added a
fair bit to our history but who also added a fair bit of
misery to people’s day-to-day lives as they got sucked

… the insidious nature of problem gambling and that
programs and policies must be targeted towards the minority
of people who develop addictive and destructive behaviours.

This is exactly what we are speaking to today. We are
speaking to that commitment that this party made last
year to the Victorian people — that we want to do
something and that we want to continue to move
forward and continue to help people who need help. As
has been said earlier in this place, people who have an
addiction do not represent a huge percentage of
gamblers or people who participate in gaming
activities. There are people who have an addiction,
however, and it is our responsibility as a sensible and
conscious government to put in place steps to help
people who are experiencing that addiction and to help
counter addiction as well.
We have put forward a number of changes in this bill,
and in my contribution to the debate today I will focus
on just a few. One of the ones I was most interested in
was improving the skills of workers in venues. I think
that is especially important. It expresses a key theme
that underlies many of the things we do as a Labor
government — that is, we are ensuring we have a
skilled, professionally trained workforce across the
board. No matter what your occupation or profession,
we want to make sure you can be the most skilled and
the best you can be. In professions within the gaming
industry it is especially important that people are aware
of the variety and sometimes intricacy of the laws that
exist around gaming, that they understand what the
regulations are and that they understand how to interact,
manage and work with the huge variety of customers
that come through the doors of venues day after day.
Currently we have courses that are approved for five
years. Things can change so quickly within a five-year
period. As we have seen just last year, governments can
change just like that, and this year we have seen that
prime ministers can change just like that too, so
imagine how quickly things can happen in the gaming
industry. In changing that aspect we are certainly
encouraging the industry to be adaptive to new

GAMBLING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Tuesday, 20 October 2015

ASSEMBLY

community norms and expectations, to adjust to things
as they change and to make sure that the members of its
workforce fully understand not only what they have to
do but their responsibilities. The gaming industry has
huge responsibilities, and it is important that people
who work in the industry not only understand them but
know how to work in a very professional way.
There is also an issue with training quality, which
varies across providers. This goes back again to what I
was saying about this government’s narrative about
ensuring that we have good training practices in place
across the board. That is why the Minister for Training
and Skills has been working so incredibly hard to get
our TAFEs up and running and to have as
professionally developed and skilled a workforce as we
can.
That is exactly what these amendments will do. They
will professionalise this industry and the training people
get to make it more coherent and uniform across the
board. The Victorian Auditor-General has also made
recommendations that we improve courses and have
uniformity. I am glad that again the government has
proved that not only is it being responsive to the needs
of our community but it is taking on board advice. We
are taking on board comments and input from people
who have spent quite a bit of time investigating things,
and we are responding to them, acting and
implementing many of the recommendations made. We
are not ignoring people; we are listening. This is a
hallmark of government; it is what a good government
does. It listens and responds. I will use a phrase from a
Bracks government election platform: ‘We listen and
we act’.
Clause 9 creates a power to make regulations that set
out who can provide the training, the content of the
training and the period for which persons or categories
of persons must undertake the training. This is a really
good move, and I am glad we are making it. The
minister needs to be commended for the work she has
done on the bill and for the approvals she has received
from many in the sector as well as in the community.
The minister has said that we are looking for a decrease
in problem gambling and for people to feel they are in
control of their gambling. That is exactly what happens
when we have voluntary precommitment, which is
something the government is also working towards. It
gives people the option of recognising that they may
need just a little more control in how they gamble.
Signing up to voluntary precommitment gives them a
little bit of a trigger. It is a bit like setting an alarm on
the phone in your pocket that says, ‘Time to stop. You
need to stop here’. Giving people that extra tool to help
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them control their gambling is a very good thing, and
we need to do it.
As the member for Bentleigh said, the amount of
advertising we receive from the gambling industry
means we need to put things in place to help people to
respond responsibly to it. When I was watching the
Brownlow a couple of weeks ago and looking on my
Twitter feed to see what people were saying, which was
often quite funny, the number of ads on my
#Brownlow2015 Twitter feed was just astonishing.
They were coming in — bang, bang. It was way too
much. When you have things going on, when games
are on TV and when things are coming up on all of
your social media feeds around gambling, you need to
reform and refine your responses to gambling and
gaming.
As the Greens are saying, it is too easy to cancel
everything out and make it incredibly hard for people to
gamble. That is when we go back to John Wren and
Squizzy Taylor. That is when we go back to the terrible
poverty, violence and anger that people experienced
during those times. We need to be mature about this,
and we need to be responsive to what our community
wants. Our community wants to bet on stuff; that is
what we do in Victoria. Victorians love to bet. We have
a public holiday for a horse race. That is why it is great
that the government is stepping in and regulating where
it is needed. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise to support the
Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2015. Let me
get it on the record straightaway that I am not what you
would call a gambler. I am lucky if I bet on the
Melbourne Cup once a year. I have been known to buy
Tattslotto tickets with friends maybe once every
10 years, so I am not the person for whom this
legislation is intended. I am not the person who can tell
you about what drives people to gamble; I do not have a
clue. I went to Las Vegas as a 20-year-old with a group
of friends and set myself the humungous limit of
US$10, and once I had lost it I stopped and watched the
entertainment that was going on around me in the Las
Vegas gambling establishment, which was very
entertaining.
This legislation is important because gambling is
always going to occur. We could put our heads in the
sand, as the member for Eltham indicated, and pretend
that we could do away with gambling. We could make
it all illegal. We will not have poker machines or
gambling on the internet — good luck with that! — and
we will not have gambling on horse races, greyhound
races, football, cricket or whatever else people might
gamble on. But the reality is that people make bets. It is
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in our vocabulary — ‘I bet you I have 8 minutes and
4 seconds left to speak’. We like to wager, maybe
without money, and therefore we need to regulate it
properly.
We know there is a proportion of our community for
whom gambling is addictive. They lose expecting that
the next time they will win, and then they lose more.
The next thing you know you see families being torn
apart and people who had good jobs with good incomes
losing those jobs, ending up bankrupt or, in a
worst-case scenario, landing in jail. There is so much
dysfunction that comes with problem gambling at its
worst, and we need to regulate it to try to provide
support for those people so they do not become victims
of their habit. That is what it is — a habit. It is
addictive, and it is a habit. Just as with drugs, cigarettes
and alcohol, gambling is an addictive drug, and we
need to deal with it.
This legislation goes some way towards correcting
what were anomalies in the original legislation in 2011,
which did not recognise the role that government and
government agencies need to play in research and
advocacy around problem gambling. That is why I am
glad to see the legislation before us today, which will
allow the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation
to undertake work in policy and advocacy. That is
crucial, because the more we know and understand how
we limit problem gambling in our communities, the
better off we will be.
The member for St Albans talked about Brimbank. My
electorate takes in part of the City of Brimbank and part
of the City of Maribyrnong. Both areas have high
dependency and problem gambling issues, and both are
trying to tackle those issues as best they can. We know
gaming venues are places to go to forget your troubles.
That is what it is about. We say, ‘Let’s go somewhere
where we can forget what is outside that room. We can
concentrate on having a little bit of fun. We don’t have
to think about things that are outside, whether our lives
are worthwhile, whether our children are safe and
happy, or whether we have responsible jobs’. You do
not have to worry about any of that. You do not have to
worry about any of your responsibilities. You can go
there and lose yourself. We need to make sure that
those people have the mechanisms at their disposal to
control how much they spend and when they spend it
and that they are able to get out of the place with some
money in their pockets.
I will tell a story that someone told me when I was
small business minister. I went on a street walk, as I
used to do, to visit shops and small businesses. I went
to a fish and chip shop, and I asked the proprietor how
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business was, which was always my starting line. He
said, ‘We’ve had to change our policy about ordering’.
I said, ‘Why?’. He said, ‘Because people used to come
in and order their fish and chips. They would go to pick
up some milk or whatever they were doing, and they
would come back, get their fish and chips and pay for
them. Now a gaming venue has opened down the road.
People come and order their fish and chips, but they do
not come back and pay for them because they have lost
their money’. The business changed its policy so that
people pay straightaway when they order their fish and
chips. If they do not come back for their fish and chips,
the proprietor does not mind. But he said, ‘We’ve
noticed the difference’.
We need to make sure we give people the ability to shut
down that addiction so they are able to get out of that
situation — that is crucially important. That is why it is
so important we fund the Problem Gambling Research
and Treatment Centre to enable it to work out what the
triggers are — the very work we need and can utilise to
help these people get out of their habit and addiction.
The other thing I want to do is compliment the Western
Bulldogs Football Club and a number of other clubs
that have taken it upon themselves to sign up to the
responsible gambling charter organised by the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation. The
Western Bulldogs, in the heartland of my electorate of
Footscray, is a great club, doing great things in the
community. I am very proud of its attitude to social
responsibility and of giving back to the
community — —
Ms Hennessy — Almost getting there!
Ms THOMSON — And almost getting there. I put
on the record my congratulations to the Bulldogs for a
very good season. They finished earlier than they had
expected. The Bulldogs signed the charter, with the
Essendon Football Club and the St Kilda Football Club.
An honourable member — Go Bombers!
Ms THOMSON — Yes, go Bombers as well.
Understanding that you rely on gaming to bring in
income but that you also have a responsibility to those
who might get addicted to it and whom it may damage
is a great recognition by football clubs — that they do
have that additional responsibility. It is not just about
raking in the money, and certainly that is not where the
Western Bulldogs come from.
Under that charter, the Western Bulldogs, and all those
football clubs, have committed to:
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Refraining from making sponsorship deals with sports betting
agencies.
Keeping gambling away from areas young people are present,
including club, social and fundraising activities.
Not providing gambling inducements for awards and prizes
and to promote responsible gambling to players, members
and visitors.

It will also:
Commit to engaging with the Gambler’s Help venue support
program and help services.

In conclusion, the only other thing I would like to talk
about is the bill’s responsible gambling provisions and
the training of staff, because the bill is not just about
regulation. We are making those changes in the bill to
recognise the way in which we are going to change
those training packages. It is not just about knowing the
regulation. It is about being able to identify who you
can help and how you can help people who need help.
That skill is going to take a while to learn. Just as staff
have to know how to responsibly serve alcohol and
know when to turn the tap off on someone, they have to
be able to responsibly determine when they need to turn
the tap off on someone who gambles, to guide them to a
point where they may be able to make those decisions
for themselves.
This bill is a great step along the way to ensuring that
we are assisting problem gamblers. It is great to see that
the Andrews government — a Labor government I am
so proud of — is meeting its commitments to the
electorate to tackle problem gambling, and I look
forward to the outcomes of the work that the foundation
will do.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HENNESSY
(Minister for Health).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT (ABORIGINAL PRINCIPAL
OFFICERS) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 16 September; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs).
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to speak on the Children, Youth and
Families Amendment (Aboriginal Principal Officers)
Bill 2015. From the outset I put on the record that the
opposition supports this piece of legislation before the
house. The bill seeks to address some practical
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limitations within the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005, and it is going to allow for a much smoother
application of child protection orders relating to
Aboriginal children.
I will go through the bill in more detail in a moment,
but as an overview the bill provides a definition of the
term ‘principal officer’ within the agencies, which
effectively means a CEO or equivalent of an agency. It
allows the principal officer, who must be an Aboriginal
person, to delegate their responsibilities to a
non-Aboriginal person who is acting in that role if they
happen to be away or not available. The bill allows for
information to be shared between the secretary of the
department and also that principal officer. Previously
that was prohibited, so, again, it allows for that
facilitation to happen. Also, a new part of the bill
prohibits disclosure of information provided by the
secretary to the agency or the principal officer of that
agency to any other person unless it is for the express
purpose of being able to, obviously, assist in an
authorisation to do with the child, and that will now
attract a penalty of up to 10 penalty units.
As I said, the opposition is very pleased to support this
bill because it believes these initiatives will help in
outcomes for children. If we are talking about
outcomes, it is interesting to note that the bill concerns
work done by Mary Wooldridge, a member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region in another place, who at that stage
was a minister in this house. According to the findings
of the Cummins review a lot of initiatives were
undertaken by the former coalition government. As a
minister, Mary Wooldridge introduced a lot of
initiatives, including this one, but I also want to place
on the record my thanks and support for the work done
by the member for Box Hill, who was then the
Attorney-General, and the former member for
Shepparton, Jeanette Powell, in her capacity as Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs. Jeanette did an awful lot in this
space, including establishing the Victorian Indigenous
Honour Roll, and obviously we supported initiatives in
the arts portfolio, including the growth of the Victorian
Indigenous Art Awards.
The member for Gippsland East took over as the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs when Jeanette Powell
retired. He introduced great initiatives, including for
example, moving the Koorie Heritage Trust from its
former King Street home, where almost nobody found
it, to Federation Square, where it has proudly opened. A
lot of the initiatives of the coalition government have
made a real and practical difference to the Aboriginal
community.
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In May 2014 Mary Wooldridge originally introduced a
very similar piece of legislation to this. The legislation
did not get up and ended up lapsing, but its introduction
was certainly very timely because one of the pilot
projects to do with section 18 — which I will get onto
in a moment — could only have been implemented
after that legislation was introduced. In terms of timing
it was important to understand that that had to be
introduced here. Obviously she worked tirelessly in the
area of child protection not only for Indigenous children
but for all children, and she made great headway. It is
one of those portfolio areas that is always going to be
difficult. It is always going to be a heated and sensitive
area, so I commend the work she did.
When we were in government we further strengthened
our commitment to Aboriginal families by introducing
what was known as the Victorian Aboriginal affairs
framework to span the years 2013 to 2018. Again that
was introduced by the former Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs, Jeanette Powell, and the member for Gippsland
East continued her work when he took over as minister.
The framework was constructed to adopt the key
outcomes of the Closing the Gap initiative in order to
create a national approach, and obviously the Council
of Australian Governments was involved in that.
Everyone decided that it needed to happen. It was one
of those things that Victoria took a lead in.
Specific indicators and targets focused on within that
framework included commitments to things like
education and health care and economic outcomes for
Indigenous Australians. Again we made progress in
those areas. A major priority for improved effort and
reform was around protecting and supporting
vulnerable children in the Indigenous community, not
only the littlies but the growing youth, if you like. It is
interesting to note that the number of Indigenous
Victorian children involved in out-of-home care is
approximately nine times that of non-Indigenous
Victorians, which is significant. It needed to be
addressed, and that is another reason why we support
this bill — because we know that it will help in the
outcomes. It is a slow road, but it needs to be started
somewhere.
Some of the key actions taken by the coalition when we
were in government saw the development of a five-year
plan for Aboriginal children in out-of-home care — I
was very proud when that was implemented — and the
increased use of Aboriginal family decision-making
conferences to make sure a whole-of-community
approach was taken rather than decisions being made
by somebody sitting in an office, which we know has
not worked in the past. We increased the capacity of the
Aboriginal permanent care program and increased
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funding for Aboriginal-specific services to provide
support for young people transitioning from state care. I
am always pleased when people are transitioning out of
state care.
We had a commitment to appoint a commissioner for
children and young people. It was the first time that had
been done, and it was incredibly important. Obviously
Bernie Geary has done a great job as commissioner.
Even more importantly, we asked that there be a
dedicated commissioner responsible for vulnerable
Aboriginal children and young people, and again that
was implemented. We have a good record in this area,
and I am glad that most initiatives taken in this portfolio
are bipartisan. We all understand that there needs to be
progress made, and as I said, it is slow, but it is there.
Our government proudly introduced the commissioner,
and I want to acknowledge the amazing job he has done
for all children who are at that very vulnerable end of
the spectrum. I also acknowledge Andrew Jackomos
for his work as the first ever commissioner for
Aboriginal children and young people. As shadow
minister this is something that is close to my heart. I am
very passionate about the Aboriginal community and
the statistics that I see around outcomes, whether it be
in health, whether it be in incarceration, whether it be in
substance dependence or whether it be in abuse, and
trying to make sure that those outcomes improve. That
is where Closing the Gap came in, and it is something
that I commit to furthering.
I will just go back to the establishment of the
commission because I think it was really instrumental
in what is going on here today. The aim of the
commission was of course to make that big difference
in those young lives. In his first report Mr Geary said:
I congratulate the —

now former —
Victorian government on being courageous and having the
drive to create a commission that is truly independent and
able to carry the voice of children to government, service
providers and to the broader community.

Of course that required money. We gave a lot of money
and commitment to our action plan. For instance, if we
take something like Aboriginal health, in 2013 we
committed to a nearly $62 million investment over four
years in Aboriginal health, which was the largest
amount ever invested. We also provided over
$6.5 million in the 2013–14 budget to strengthen
Aboriginal cultural heritage protection and also to
deliver services to support the stolen generation — a
blight on our history books, but the more we
acknowledge what has happened, address it and learn
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from it, the more we can be sure that that will not
happen again. Again, the bill is a very positive move
forward because it means that there is community
involvement rather than somebody sitting in an office
dictating what the policy will be.
A lot of progress has been made in this area in Victoria.
There are more Aboriginal children accessing
kindergarten than ever before, more Aboriginal children
are being retained in the school system for a longer
period of time and Aboriginal student performance in
the national assessment program — literacy and
numeracy
has been improving also, which is very pleasing.
Furthermore, more Aboriginal Victorians are accessing
preventive as well as tertiary health services, which
means they have confidence in the system and what is
being offered to them, and they are finding it
approachable. Much of that is being delivered through
Aboriginal health organisations and community
organisations, and having visited some of those I am
terribly impressed with the work they do in terms of
their engagement, their sensitivity and the holistic
approach they take.
In the 2011 census more than 47 000 people in Victoria
identified themselves as being either Aboriginal or a
Torres Strait Islander. That was a very big jump from
the previous census, and those in the know seem to
think that that is because they are understanding that
there are now more reasons for identifying with their
cultural heritage and background as the services
improve and they can receive benefit in a positive way.
The previous government was very strong in its
commitment to the Aboriginal community, and again I
am pleased that this work is continuing. We also gave
the pledge to deliver an annual Aboriginal affairs
report, and I am certainly looking forward to receiving
one from this government. I have not seen it yet, but I
am looking forward to seeing it.
The bill is another significant amendment that was
envisaged by the coalition government and introduced
by the former Minister for Community Services,
Ms Wooldridge, last year. The aim is for better
outcomes; it is as simple as that. We want better
outcomes for the most vulnerable children who,
through no fault of their own, are in statutory care.
Obviously children are the ones who are not only the
most vulnerable but the most impressionable, and if we
treat them with respect and sensitivity, that will be
reflected later in their lives. As I mentioned before in
connection with over-representation, Aboriginal
children make up about 1. 2 per cent of all children in
Victoria but they comprise about 16 per cent of children
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who are on care orders or in child protection, so they
are highly over-represented. This statistic needs to be
addressed, and I think this bill will help.
One of the major recommendations from the Cummins
inquiry, which was instigated, as I said previously, by
former Minister Wooldridge and on which she did such
a great job, was that there be increased
self-determination. That will certainly happen as a
result of this bill. One of the things we need to focus on
is not only self-management and involvement with
Aboriginal agencies and organisations but also a
commitment to giving these children the opportunity to
continue their connection with their cultural heritage
and their family — all the things we know are
incredibly important to them.
One of the organisations with which we consulted was
the Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency, or
VACCA, which expressed great delight at the bill.
VACCA said there were things they would like to
progress even further, but as it stands that organisation
feels that what is before the house is a good thing and
therefore it supports the bill. I wish to quote some of the
issues covered by the CEO of VACCA, Muriel
Bamblett, because her reasoning is important. Muriel
said the bill will:
… address some practical matters that will allow for the
smoother application of the Aboriginal guardianship
measures.

She also said that VACCA had recently completed a
section 18 pilot project — and that is what I was
alluding to before — and that was one of the really
important things time wise, with the former minister
introducing the bill and then allowing for this to be
assessed. The findings of that assessment have not been
made yet, but anecdotally VACCA and other agencies
are telling me that there has been marked success.
Whether or not it was the cohort of children they were
working with is uncertain, and until we have further
trials or introduce the system that will not be known.
VACCA recently completed a section 18 pilot project,
which I will call the project, which has operated since
October 2013 and which was to prepare for this
legislation and for the full implementation of
section 18. Muriel said that the project:
… has shown to have improved outcomes for Aboriginal
children and facilitated Aboriginal children leaving care and
returning to their families.

There is nothing that could be more important or make
me happier, if all steps are taken to ensure that the
family environment is the right place to be. She also
said that the project:
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… will provide unique input into the forthcoming review of
services for Aboriginal children.

As I said before, I am not sure whether the formal
review has happened yet or not because we have not
seen a report on it, but I am sure it will be released in
due course, and I look forward to reading up about it.
The trial consisted of working with 13 Aboriginal
children of varying ages who had been in out-of-home
care for a long time. Ten of those children in
out-of-home care had been in that care for more than
eight years — an appalling number — and four of the
children placed in out-of-home care had been there
since they were six months old. In other words, they
had only ever known out-of-home care. Of these
children, 46 per cent — a significant number — ‘went
home’ from residential or foster care to their parents or
to another family member as a result of these new
initiatives that Minister Wooldridge at the time
implemented, and that was despite being in
out-of-home care for such a long period. That is a really
good, positive outcome. We look forward to seeing
what the statistics are like when this is implemented
over a longer period, and I can only hope that the
figures remain as high, if not higher.
One of the things that seems to have contributed to that
rather high number is the fact that VACCA staff had
lower caseloads than those in child protection, so they
could spend more time, do more follow-ups, make
more phone calls and be more engaged with the
families as well as the children. Whether or not that will
happen when it is across the broader community I do
not know, but a trial is about to start in rural Victoria
and it will be interesting to see the comparison and
whether they have the staff to pull those sorts of
numbers, such as 46 per cent. Again, we watch with
great interest.
VACCA’s submission to me mentions a November
2013 report entitled Koori Kids — Growing Strong in
Their Culture, which states:
DHS areas with well-established Aboriginal
community-controlled organisations are characterised by
falling rates of Aboriginal children entering out-of-home care.

So we know it is not just a decision that is made here
and now; it is also the backup that goes with it — but
that makes sense.
One of the things that they are doing with these
children — and a lot of the agencies like the Australian
Curriculum Assessment Reporting Authority are doing
it — is trying to instil in them a sense of culture and
heritage. I was privileged to be able to launch the
possum skin cloak exhibition, which was on at the
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Melbourne Museum when I was Minister for the Arts.
It was really heartening to see some of these children
who were not necessarily disconnected but who had not
been as connected or as informed about their cultural
past as possible when they became involved in the
making of these very traditional cloaks and learning
about the incisions that decorate the inside of the cloak,
on the skin side rather than the fur side.
What they learnt about the type of symbolism the
designs depicted was fantastic, and then they sat with
the elders and learnt about what the symbols meant and
learnt about their dreamtime, their culture and their
stories. It really made a difference to these children, and
I found from talking with staff on the day that they
were thrilled at the outcome. They were looking at
different modalities of how they would engage these
children.
If we have a quick look back to section 18 of the
principal act and consider the Aboriginal guardianship
provisions, we see that they are based on the principle
of the right of Aboriginal people — and I talked about
this earlier — to self-determination. I think that is why
the outcomes are starting to show. The Aboriginal
community of Victoria consistently reaffirms its right to
self-determination and its Indigenous rights as outlined
in the Declaration of the Rights of Indigenous Peoples
by the United Nations General Assembly, so we are
heading in the right direction.
Let us talk a little about some of the provisions
contained in the bill that will allow Aboriginal
organisations to progress child protection orders for the
most vulnerable of Aboriginal children without delay
and hindrance, and that is the idea of not only
specifying who the principal is within an agency but
also the fact that they can then delegate their powers. If
the person the powers are delegated to, for example, is
the CEO of the organisation or whomever it might be
and they have gone on annual leave, the only thing that
the incoming person — the delegate, if you like —
cannot delegate is their delegation power. They can
delegate almost anything else, including who is to work
with the children and who is to help make those
decisions.
There are four main new sections that will allow for
greater application and efficiency for the principal
officers of Aboriginal agencies when dealing with
protection orders. New section 18A allows the person
acting as the principal officer to perform the functions
and exercise the powers specified in an authorisation
under section 18 as if the person were the principal
officer, and coming back to their delegation, even if the
person acting as the principal officer — and this is a
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new thing and really important — is not an Aboriginal
person. The heads of agencies are always Aboriginal
people, but the person the power is delegated to does
not necessarily have to be an Aboriginal person. They
obviously have to have the best interests of the children
at heart.
New section 18B allows the delegation of functions and
powers except that of the delegation itself. New
section 18C allows the secretary to share with the
principal officer information that would have been
otherwise prohibited from being disclosed. New
section 18D, which is really important, prohibits
disclosure of information provided by the secretary to
any other person except a person employed by the
agency. This is about respecting the child’s rights and
also their privacy. There is a maximum penalty of
10 penalty units if they breach that provision.
Overall, to me, the amendment in this bill is about
balancing the rights of children. It is maintaining that
balance between overcoming practical barriers,
including disruption to process, which has obviously
happened when agency heads have not been present in
the past. It also helps maintain that balance by
providing Aboriginal people with the self-determination
they obviously want and deserve, and also by protecting
the best interests of the children, and that is no. 1, so it
is very important.
It is never an easy decision to remove a child from their
home, if you like from their family, but it is particularly
important with Aboriginal children. It is a blight on our
history which we cannot sweep it under the carpet
anymore that the past actions of government and also
non-government agencies have negatively impacted
Aboriginal families and their children. That has resulted
in continuing experiences of trauma for so many within
the Aboriginal community, and we certainly do not
ever want to see that happen again. Any policies that
support self-management and self-determination offer
hope for healing for the Aboriginal community, and
that is one of the reasons we say this is a good step
forward. It is also hoped that there is strong emphasis
placed on the connection for children with their family,
their culture and their heritage, and allowing agencies to
be able to do this in a far more expedient way will have
a good impact on that aspect.
One thing I note, and this harks back to the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearings when we
asked a question about the Aboriginal kinship program,
is that the funding allocation is through the Department
of Health and Human Services rather than the Office of
Aboriginal Affairs Victoria, and we still cannot quite
work out where that funding is. Perhaps one of the
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members of the government, one of the ministers,
would like to inform us about that. It is certainly
something that I have been looking for an answer to for
nigh on six months. The government has to be vigilant
to uphold and maintain the process we, as the former
government, achieved in implementing the
recommendations of the Cummins inquiry. The bill
before the house has stepped in that right direction, so I
am very pleased.
In addition, specific attention needs to be given to
incorporating and maintaining the Aboriginal child
placement principle. That is really important for
children in protective care, and I also want to stress that
there need to be regular reviews. As I said, the
section 18 trial has taken place and a review has been or
is being conducted, but we need to see the results of
those reviews. We need to make sure that the processes
are in place, the procedures are adequate and that if they
need tweaking, that that gets done.
As I said, I very much look forward to seeing that. I
very much look forward to seeing the Victorian
government Aboriginal affairs report, which I am sure
will be made available fairly soon, and I look forward
to seeing where the funding is for the program I spoke
about in PAEC. However, I am pleased about the fact
that this is going to achieve further positive results for
Aboriginal children in out-of-home care.
One thing I want to stress is that this requires a
whole-of-government approach. This cannot be a silo
approach. It cannot be thought of as just a child
protection issue or as just an Aboriginal affairs silo in
its own right. It needs to be a whole-of-government
response, whether it be in health, whether it be in
education or whether it be in the arts. All of these must
be included to achieve a positive outcome.
This is something we need to do over the long term. It
is a long-term commitment that must be bipartisan and
have the support of all parties, regardless of which side
of politics members are from. It also needs to have the
commitment of both government and non-government
agencies and, even more importantly, the wider
community. Having said that, this is a good step
forward for our most vulnerable Aboriginal children,
and the coalition will be supporting this piece of
legislation before the house.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is my privilege to
rise to contribute to debate on the Children, Youth and
Families Amendment (Aboriginal Principal Officers)
Bill 2015. I will firstly take a moment to welcome the
opposition’s support for this bill. It is indeed a very
important bill.
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I also take a moment to acknowledge in the gallery
Adjunct Professor Muriel Bamblett, AM, a tireless
campaigner for and on behalf of Victorian Aboriginal
children, and note that Muriel was awarded her AM in
2004 for her services to her community, particularly
through leadership in the provision of services for
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander children and
families. It is people like Muriel who will continue to
play a very important role in keeping governments like
ours honest. Thank you, Muriel.
Before I speak about the bill, I take issue with a couple
of points raised by the previous speaker. While I note
that the opposition is supporting the bill, I think it is
worthwhile to point out to members that the former
government had ample opportunity to take action on
this issue but failed to do so. If we look at the response
of the previous government to the Report of the
Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry,
which was handed down in February 2012, we see it
recommended that a major system reform goal should
be:
A plan for practical self-determination for guardianship and
Aboriginal children in out-of-home care and culturally
competent service delivery.

Despite this being a key recommendation of the Report
of the Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children
Inquiry, it took the coalition government two years to
bring legislation into the Parliament on this issue. The
fact that the previous government then failed to
progress this legislation through the Parliament and
instead let it lapse on the notice paper at the last election
is symptomatic of the dysfunction and chaos that we
became accustomed to under the previous government
and, I might say, its warped priorities.
Nothing should be of higher priority than doing all that
is in our power to protect Victoria’s most vulnerable
children, and in this instance we are talking about a
bipartisan commitment to self-determination by
Aboriginal people in Victoria. The self-determination
of Aboriginal people is absolutely critical to improving
the outcomes and the health and wellbeing of
vulnerable Aboriginal children. This should have been
a key priority of the previous government, but
unfortunately, as we have learnt, it was allowed to lapse
under the previous government because it had other
priorities.
I have to say again that despite what we heard from the
previous speaker, it is true to say that the coalition
government showed no ambition in trying to address
the concerning over-representation of Aboriginal
children and young people in care. It promised to
deliver a plan but never acted on that promise.
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I am very pleased today to speak on this bill being
presented to the house. This is an important and
significant bill for a range of reasons. It is significant
because it is part of this government’s ongoing
commitment to Aboriginal self-determination, one that
it has demonstrated over the last 10 months through the
initiatives already implemented by this government. I
might add that the Minister for Families and Children,
the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and indeed the
Premier himself have been very keen to see this
government deliver initiatives that will help us reach
the aspiration of closing the gap between the health and
wellbeing outcomes for Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal
people in this state.
It is also an important bill because it seeks to improve
the care of Victoria’s most vulnerable children — that
is, Aboriginal children in out-of-home care. As I said
earlier, nothing could be more important for
parliaments such as ours than doing all we can to
protect and enhance the life opportunities of our most
vulnerable children.
In looking at the bill in some detail and what it seeks to
do, the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 includes
a provision to allow the secretary to authorise a
principal officer of an Aboriginal agency to take on
specified powers and functions in relation to an
Aboriginal child subject to a protection order made by
the Children’s Court. The intention of the provision is
to empower Aboriginal agencies to have responsibility
for the care and protection of Aboriginal children. The
bill addresses a number of legislative limitations that
would currently prevent implementation of these
authorisations.
The amendments are necessary to enable Aboriginal
agencies to have responsibility for the care and
protection of Aboriginal children subject to protection
orders. The current provisions present practical barriers
to the authorisation of Aboriginal principal officers and
Aboriginal agencies. These limitations will be
addressed, firstly, by clarifying the meaning of the term
‘principal officer’ in the act; allowing the principal
officer to delegate to an agency within their agency
functions and powers they have been authorised to
perform or exercise; allowing for suitable arrangements
to maintain decision-making for Aboriginal children
subject to section 18 authorisations where a principal
officer takes leave or during recruitment of a
replacement should they vacate the position; providing
for appropriate review of decisions when an
authorisation has been made; and enabling appropriate
information exchange to support authorisation and the
protection of confidentiality in relation to section 18
authorisations.
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The bill is consistent with the legislated principle of
Aboriginal self-management and self-determination
and the recommendations that were made in the 1997
Bringing Them Home report — the ‘Stolen Children’
report — and the 2012 Report of the Protecting
Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry.
As I said earlier, the Andrews government, through the
Minister for Families and Children, the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs, the Premier and the cabinet more
broadly, is making good progress on its commitment to
do all it can to close the gap between the health and
wellbeing and life chances of Aboriginal and
non-Aboriginal people in Victoria. Nowhere is this
more important than in supporting Aboriginal children.
To that end, and to conclude my comments, I want to
make note that in October 2014 Victorian Aboriginal
community-controlled organisations prepared a
submission with a road map to future approaches for
reducing the over-representation of Aboriginal children
in out-of-home care.
The submission entitled Koori Kids — Growing Strong
in Their Culture, called for government to consider
eight priorities, the first of which was to establish an
Aboriginal children’s forum that would be a
decision-making partnership between community,
government and the sector. I am very pleased that the
Minister for Families and Children announced in June
of this year that she would chair a regular Aboriginal
children’s forum to shape policies and practices to
reduce the number of Aboriginal children in
out-of-home care. The minister said at the time that the
forum reflects the Labor government’s belief that
Aboriginal communities best know the challenges they
face and how to provide effective prevention and early
intervention. This bill is a very important bill. I am very
pleased that the opposition is giving its support to it. It
deserves a fast passage through this house. I commend
it to the house.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise to make a contribution on the Children, Youth and
Families Amendment (Aboriginal Principal Officers)
Bill 2015. As was indicated by the coalition’s lead
speaker on this bill, the opposition will be supporting
this bill as it addresses limitations within the current
legislation.
Like the bill that was introduced last year, this bill has
sector support. The sector has a view that this bill will
provide practical measures and will assist generally in
advancing the rights of Aboriginal people within the
state of Victoria. It is a continuation of the work that
was undertaken by the previous government. The
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Children, Youth and Families Amendment Bill 2014
was introduced into Parliament and second-read by the
then minister, Ms Wooldridge.
Many of the areas highlighted in this current bill mirror
what was recommended in the 2014 bill. That includes
clarification of the meaning of ‘principal officer’ and
the measures in the bill to empower the principal officer
of an Aboriginal agency to delegate functions, which
will allow for improved outcomes, as well as the
establishment of appropriate arrangements for sharing
information in relation to what are often referred to as
‘section 18 authorisations’. At the very core of this bill
is an attempt to support Aboriginal children and
families by ensuring that Aboriginal children who are
subject to Children’s Court orders remain connected to
their community and culture. This is extremely
important, and it is something that we have not seen
always occur to the extent that we would have liked it
to in the past.
The section 18 pilot trial has been mentioned by
previous contributors. It was commenced in October
2013, and it was based in metropolitan Melbourne in
preparation for the legislation and its full
implementation. The trial concluded in June this year,
and although we would like to see a little bit more
detail, commentary suggests that the trial had good
outcomes: it showed improved outcomes for Aboriginal
children, and it facilitated Aboriginal children leaving
care being able to return to their families. It also
provided unique input into the forthcoming review of
services for Aboriginal children.
The Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency provided
feedback on this bill, as the lead speaker for the
coalition quite rightly indicated. The agency believes
the bill provides practical measures to ensure what
should be a smoother transition and application of the
Aboriginal guardianship program.
The main provisions of this amendment bill allow for
the person acting as a principal officer to perform the
functions and exercise the powers specified under
authorisation in section 18 of the act. That was not
previously clear. It provides a definition of the
‘principal officer’, which effectively means either the
CEO of an organisation or their equivalent. It allows for
the principal officer to delegate their authorised
functions and powers to suitable employees of the
Aboriginal agency. That flexibility is often required in
such instances, and that is a common-sense
amendment. It determines that the principal officer
must be an Aboriginal person, but it also determines
that the person acting as the principal officer is not
required to be an Aboriginal person. It allows for
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information to be shared between the secretary and the
principal officer, which previously would have been
prohibited, providing it pertains to the child who is the
subject of the authorisation. I think that is a pertinent
point. It also prohibits the disclosure of information
provided by the secretary to the Aboriginal agency, or
the principal officer, to any other person except a
person employed by the agency for the purposes of
making an informed decision as to whether to agree or
disagree with an authorisation.
There are other provisions in this bill, and I will just
touch on a couple of those. The bill allows for the
review of decisions made by the principal officer of an
Aboriginal agency. It requires that the principal officer
must prepare and implement procedures for the review
and provide a copy to the child and the parents, together
with a copy of any case plan that has been required. It
determines that the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT) can review a decision by the
principal officer, or a decision by the Aboriginal
agency, on the application of the parent or the child. So
where a need to challenge the decision that has been
made is identified, we now have a right of appeal.
As the previous speaker touched upon, there is a
significant over-representation of Aboriginal children in
the Victorian child protection system, and it is one of
many areas that has been highlighted in the Closing the
Gap report that we must continue to work on. In my
time as minister I tabled one of the Closing the Gap
reports. They highlight areas where significant gains
have been made, but they also highlight areas where
gains are falling short, and areas where in fact there are
no gains. That clearly indicates to government that
either the policy in place is not working or that it needs
to be tweaked and changed, because we are not getting
the results we would like to see.
Whilst Aboriginal children and young people make up
1.6 per cent of the Victorian population, they constitute
over 16 per cent of children and young people on care
and protection orders. This is something we all need to
take some ownership of and do something about. It has
been very well documented that the outcomes for
vulnerable Aboriginal children are generally poorer
than for other children in a whole range of areas. As I
have said, improvements are being made in certain
areas, but we need to fast-track that and perform better
over a broader range of areas.
In my community of East Gippsland we have a very
proud and very strong Aboriginal community, but we
also have a number of challenges facing our Aboriginal
youth, so this really hits home in relation to my own
patch. It is very important that all of us in this chamber,
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regardless of which side we sit on, be involved in
creating, establishing and having input into innovative
responses to try to address these issues.
Section 18 was included in the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 in the amendments of that year. It
was designed to empower Aboriginal agencies to have
responsibility for the care and protection of Aboriginal
children subject to protection orders. It was a good
move, but we have subsequently found that there have
been some shortcomings with it. The legislation has
caused restrictions in some areas, preventing that work
from being carried out to its full capacity. The wording
of the section has to be changed because the provision
has been found to present a number of impediments
regarding section 18 authorisations. There has been a
lack of clarity regarding the meaning of the term
‘principal officer’. It has not empowered the principal
officer or Aboriginal agency to delegate functions and
powers to suitable employees of the agency. It has not
provided for any review process.
I have mentioned that this bill introduces a review
process through VCAT that was not previously
available. Moreover, there has been no available review
process within an Aboriginal agency for decisions
made under a section 18 authorisation. These issues are
rectified by this bill, and I am sure everybody in this
chamber welcomes these changes. It is certainly a
positive step.
The bill provides for internal reviews in the same way
that such reviews are available in relation to decisions
made within the department. We have not only
streamlined the process but we have also done it in line
with the avenues of challenge within the departmental
structure. Some people would say that an internal
review process will often not get the results that are
sought, and there is now that avenue through VCAT.
This is a very delicate area. When cases arise, they need
to be treated as unique and on a case-by-case basis.
Whilst we on this side of the house support the bill, the
changes will need to be managed with great care and
great sensitivity.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to be
able to join this very important debate on the Children,
Youth and Families Amendment (Aboriginal Principal
Officers) Bill 2015. I have said in this place before that
protecting Victoria’s vulnerable children and young
people is a significant responsibility that falls to
government and to all of us in this place. Aboriginal
young people and children are clearly disadvantaged
and dispossessed in a way that means there is a
significant gap in expectations on a whole range of
measures between those young people and the rest of
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the Victorian community. It is incumbent upon us as
members of this place, and as members of government
on this side of the house, to ensure that we take the
necessary steps to improve outcomes, improve lives
and protect vulnerable young people and children, in
this case particularly those from an Aboriginal
background.
I have talked before about the disadvantage many
young Aboriginal people experience. The Victorian
Government Aboriginal Affairs Report 2013, which is
the most recent available, shows that national life
expectancy for Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal
Australians differs by around 10 years, which is a
significant deficit for Aboriginal people. Aboriginal
smoking rates are higher. Contact with the justice
system is more frequent. Recidivism rates are higher.
Perinatal mortality rates for Aboriginal babies are
higher. There is a significant gap of around 16 per cent
in rates of participation in four-year-old kindergarten
that still needs need to be closed. While I acknowledge
that in many of these areas there has been significant
work and improvement, there is a long way to go.
There is a massive difference in the rates of child
protection substantiations, with some 7.2 per 1000 for
non-Aboriginal children and 67.4 per 1000 for
Aboriginal children. In terms of education, results of
the national assessment program — literacy and
numeracy show a 10 per cent gap in reading ability, a
22 per cent gap in writing and a 17 per cent gap in
numeracy. That indicates a real shortfall in
opportunities and outcomes for Aboriginal children.
This is something we all need to address and take
action to improve.
The bill before us flows from the Report of the
Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry,
which was completed back in January 2012. It was a
substantial report by the Honourable Philip Cummins,
AO, Emeritus Professor Dorothy Scott, OAM, and
Mr Bill Scales, AO. Chapter 12 of the report was
dedicated to meeting the needs of Aboriginal children
and young people. It set out that the panel considered
that more effective outcomes for vulnerable Aboriginal
children would be achieved with greater levels of
Aboriginal self-determination. It went on to say that
while it is recognised there are still a number of
important and complex issues that need to be resolved
in relation to this provision, making progress in this
area is important. A clear strategy is required to
establish a transparent process that seeks to delegate the
guardianship of Aboriginal children removed from their
families to Aboriginal communities.

3813

The value of that chapter to me as a non-Aboriginal
person is quite significant, because it gives a very clear
explanation of some of the reasons for the level of
disadvantage I spoke about before. The lack of trust in
some agencies and authorities is understandable, given
the events in our history not too long ago when
agencies were involved in the removal of children from
their natural families. We have to make sure that there
are culturally appropriate and culturally sensitive
services and agencies that are able to look after
Aboriginal children. We have to follow the principle of
self-determination, and this bill deals with the reform of
section 18 of the principal act that the Cummins report
mentioned. The bill makes provisions which allow the
principal officers mentioned in section 18 to delegate
their specific powers and functions to a person within
their agency, and it allows for those powers and
functions to be exercised by a person acting as the
principal officer, whether that person is Aboriginal or
non-Aboriginal.
The bill repeals section 17(1)(e) of the principal act,
which at the moment prevents the Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human Services from
delegating a function under section 323, and it allows
for the exchange of information that you would expect
to be exchanged between the secretary and the
Aboriginal principal officer and agency for the
purposes of those authorisations under section 18 —
that is, for the relevant transfer of information that is
required for those agencies to do their jobs properly.
It is important for us to keep in perspective the size of
the issue and the level of over-representation of
Aboriginal children and young people when it comes to
children under child protection orders. When you think
that just 1.6 per cent of the Victorian population aged
between 0 and 17 are Aboriginal, yet 16.3 per cent of
children on child protection orders are from Aboriginal
families, it goes to the very heart of the reason this bill
is before the house. There is a need for us to do better in
providing services and in providing the appropriate care
for these kids.
It is great that the opposition is supporting this bill. A
similar bill came to the house just before the last
election. It would have been better, without making a
political point, if this had been acted on sooner, but I
commend the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs here in
Victoria for bringing this legislation into the chamber in
the first year of this Parliament. Of course by the very
fact of bringing this legislation before the Parliament,
she is making a commitment to doing the hard work
that is required. There is no doubt that the
implementation of these changes around section 18 will
require resources and a lot of hard work, and it is great
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that by bringing this legislation in the minister has
indicated that that hard work will take place.
This bill follows a number of reforms that the
government has made an early start on in terms of
protecting vulnerable children. We have had the
$43 million allocation for targeted care packages to
move kids out of residential care and into home-based
care. That had a focus particularly on primary
school-aged children living in residential care, and
getting them into home-based care. In particular there is
a focus on the over-representation of Aboriginal
children in out-of-home care.
A ministerial committee has been established to advise
on out-of-home care and reduce the number of children
in that form of care, again with a particular focus on
Aboriginal children in their primary school years. The
Aboriginal children’s forum has been established, and
the overall allocation for child protection in the last
budget was $257 million — a 17 per cent increase on
the previous year. That budget also included
$1.75 million to directly improve supports that are
available for vulnerable Aboriginal families. There is a
large range of measures that have been taken involving
the investment of fairly significant sums of money and
changes to legislation where it is required. We certainly
need to do further work to improve cultural competency
across the whole of government and in particular to
focus on building capacity and empowering Aboriginal
organisations themselves to assist children and young
people from their own communities. It is great to see
this legislation come to this place. I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — It is a pleasure to
join the debate and affirm that the Greens will be
supporting this bill. As has already been said, the bill
amends the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to
give practical effect to section 18, which would allow
an Aboriginal organisation such as the Victorian
Aboriginal Child Care Agency (VACCA) to take over
the role of the Department of Health and Human
Services in relation to particular Aboriginal children on
protection orders. VACCA has indicated that it
supports the bill. The Greens are strong advocates for
Aboriginal self-determination, and this bill is at least a
step towards that complex but critically important goal.
For these reasons I am happy to say that the Greens will
be voting for it.
As we have heard throughout the debate, Aboriginal
children are heavily over-represented in Victoria’s child
protection system. That is just one of the devastating
consequences of the injustices that have been done to
Aboriginal people over the last 200-plus years in this
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country and a sobering reminder that we need to work
harder and do more to try to right some of those terrible
wrongs and injustices.
Victoria currently has a higher number of Aboriginal
children in out-of-home care than at any other time in
its history, including during the period of the stolen
generations. That is a sobering and terrible fact. The
department is failing many of these children who are in
out-of-home care on a number of counts. I want to read
out some statistics which give evidence to this claim. In
2013, 84 per cent of Aboriginal children in child
protection did not have a cultural support plan, 58 per
cent of Aboriginal children had not been subject to any
attempts to reunify them with their parents and 15 per
cent of Aboriginal children in child protection did not
even have a current case plan, and that is a basic
legislative requirement. It is unbelievable that there are
Aboriginal children in our welfare system without even
this most basic level of support. And in 2013, only
51 per cent of Aboriginal children received
out-of-home care placements in accordance with the
Aboriginal placement principle.
As we know, section 18 sat on the books for a decade
but needed additional amendments for it to function in
practice. This bill provides those additional
amendments, which will allow employees of
Aboriginal organisations to take over the role of the
department in relation to particular Aboriginal children
on protection orders under section 18.
Until recently, VACCA ran a model of guardianship
project as if section 18 was already functional. The
project achieved some really significant results, with
13 Aboriginal children involved in the project. Despite
the fact that 10 of those children had been in
out-of-home care for over eight years, 6 of them were
returned home to either their parents or to family
members.
The main outstanding issue in relation to this bill is the
perennial question of resourcing. The bill nominates a
commencement date of 1 October 2016, so perhaps the
government intends to fund section 18 authorisations in
its next budget. I certainly hope so, and I hope the
minister can confirm this for me and my parliamentary
colleagues before May next year. Clearly section 18
authorisations need to be properly funded in
consultation with VACCA and other Aboriginal
organisations and with an evidence base. It would be
pretty difficult, I imagine, for Aboriginal organisations
to take on section 18 authorisations unless those
authorisations were properly resourced above and
beyond their existing resourcing.
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In addition, I hope the minister and the department are
carefully considering accountability mechanisms to
support these amendments that will improve the level
of compliance relating to Aboriginal children on
protection orders. Additional support through the
Children’s Court, for example, could help both children
and the relevant Aboriginal organisations when
section 18 authorisations are made.
This is a good bill, and I commend the government for
bringing it before the house. I hope it will bring new
hope, new chances for stability, appropriate support and
long-term benefits for Aboriginal children on protection
orders. The Greens are pleased to support the bill, and I
wish it a speedy passage.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — ‘The past is
never dead’, as William Faulkner observed. ‘It’s not
even past’. Sometimes we can overlook different issues
that remain from when this nation, which has the
longest continuous culture known to man, began and
how they continue. It is really important that we have
not just bipartisanship but now tripartisanship on this
issue because this is another step in the evolution of
how Indigenous Australians have self-determination
and the ability to take control of their own lives and
develop beyond the systems that have been in place in
the past.
This bill symbolises the Labor government’s
commitment to supporting policies of self-management
and self-determination for Aboriginal communities.
Why is this important? It is because the
over-representation of Aboriginal children in child
protection is incredible. For it to be this high in 2015
really goes to the issue of how we need a different
systemic approach. The Australian Bureau of Statistics
estimates that as at 30 June last year 1.6 per cent of
Victorian children aged 0 to 17 were Aboriginal.
According to the Report on Government Services 2015,
the number of children on care and protection orders in
Victoria as at 30 June 2014 was 9233, of which 16 per
cent were Aboriginal. The biggest growth was for
children aged 0 to 2, with a 16 per cent increase for all
children and a 22 per cent increase for Aboriginal
children. Every Victorian should be concerned by these
findings.
One of the issues we need to deal with is the echo of the
past and trying to improve on that. That is why I
commend the minister and the leadership being shown
by the Andrews government in bringing this legislation
to the house as part of the evolution in how we deal
with issues such as this within this Parliament. In
addressing it I want to take a bigger picture view as
well because although it starts with the initial care
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provided for children and families and how we help
them, it then moves to consideration of what the
connections are into the education system.
In 2012 the then government in Victoria closed the
Ballerrt Mooroop College in my electorate of
Broadmeadows, which was the major pathway school
for Indigenous children. It is important to look at what
happened there, what went wrong and what can be
done in the future. When we look at education as a
lifelong learning proposition, we want to affect attitudes
and give better opportunities to all of our children. One
of the issues in investigating this was finding out what
had happened. Essendon footballer and former Norm
Smith medallist Michael Long and his wife were
involved. Michael’s wife, Leslie, was the principal of
the school. It seemed to be working satisfactorily, and
the cultural connection to the community was strong.
There was leadership, and there were role models. I
have investigated how we can help bring this
connection back into the community.
One of the things that Michael Long has since done is
to establish a learning and leadership centre in Darwin.
He is using his name power and the lessons learnt
during his life to attract Indigenous children to come
and use sport as a connector back into education. This
is a wonderful set-up backed by the AFL, and it is one
of the mechanisms I am investigating in trying to
determine how we can help bring Indigenous children
back into education.
One of the issues related to this is a campaign I have
been running called Saving Footy in its Backyard.
Believe it or not, eight clubs in the northern suburbs
have folded, and the last remaining club is the Jacana
Football Club. Some members would be aware that this
club produced Carlton Football Club champion Bruce
Doull, Brownlow medallist Scott Wynd and triple
premiership player for Brisbane Chris Johnson, who
was also a member of the AFL Indigenous All Stars
team. He pulled on the purple and yellow jumper again
and played in the grand final for the local Jacana club
this year. That was an enormous effort because the club
is on its knees. All the other AFL clubs in the area have
folded. What we are trying to do is look at how we can
bring in the right people and the right programs to try to
connect the disconnected.
One of the other organisations I have been talking to is
Clontarf, which has been highly successful at using
football as a connector. Obviously we are looking at
what is the right model to bring girls into the picture
and give them the same opportunities and connections.
The cultural connections and the leadership and how
we set that up in a way that works for the Indigenous
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children is critical. The proposition is not our view on it
but what works and what is practical.

Echuca, the Wangaratta-Wodonga region, Gippsland,
Geelong, Bendigo and Ballarat.

My connection with Michael Long goes back to the
fateful initial Anzac Day game in 1990 at the MCG
where issues of race were raised. He did not want to
talk about it. I tracked him down at Windy Hill. Kevin
Sheedy ushered me into the weights room there, and
there he was, doing just the mindless bicep curls. He
did not want to address the issue because at that time
the proposition was that whatever happened on the field
stayed on the field. When I got to interview him finally,
he made the point. He just said, ‘Why do people worry
about race? They don’t worry about the colour of their
car or the colour of their dog. Why do they worry about
anybody’s colour?’. This was the subtext of what was
going on. Because of my connection with him over a
long time, on the day he started on what became known
as the Long Walk, when he walked from Melbourne to
Canberra to see the then Prime Minister and call for
greater representation of Indigenous people in the
debate, he rang me out of the blue just to talk about the
issues and the themes.

A striking observation of committee members at
different times was the importance of there being good
access to services. One of the outcomes of the
committee report was the subsequent institution of
good access to legal advice, that being the Fitzroy Law
Handbook, which was subsequently provided online.
At another level, an important focus was to improve
individual outcomes. It was beyond the comprehension
of members of the committee at the time that in the
Latrobe Valley there was a practice of petrol sniffing,
which caused great harm to the welfare of the people
who embarked upon that activity.

It is really quite remarkable when you were consider
what happened with Adam Goodes as well. Both their
mothers belong to the stolen generations; they were
taken from their families as children. That is why I am
thinking that if we can look at what we need to do to
connect learning, leadership, education and sport, that is
a really important proposition. We should not
underestimate what happens to children and how that
stays with them. These are issues that blight a lot of
people’s lives, and they carry like a shadow. The bill is
another step forward, another progressive step to try to
address some of these issues and create the way for
opportunity.
The last time Michael Long visited the Hume Global
Learning Centre in Broadmeadows he was encouraging
all the children to further their education. He could
barely stand because of his football injuries. He thanked
me for the loan of a couch. I thanked him for an
Essendon premiership — and his knee. The Long Walk
continues — slowly, courageously.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I am pleased
to join the debate on the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Aboriginal Principal Officers) Bill 2015.
Between the years 1999 and 2002, along with a number
of former members and a current member of this
chamber, I was involved in work undertaken by a
committee to review access to law and legal services in
rural and regional Victoria. Representations were made
by members of a number of the Indigenous
cooperatives around Victoria: in Mildura, Robinvale,

The bill has as its object the amendment of the principal
act to make further provision regarding the
authorisation of the principal officers of Aboriginal
agencies. There are multiple provisions. Some of the
relevant ones include that it empowers the secretary to
disclose information to the principal officer of an
Aboriginal agency about an Aboriginal child who is, or
is to be, subject to an authorisation under section 18 of
the principal act; under new section 18(2A) it also
prohibits the disclosure of information provided by the
secretary to an Aboriginal agency or the principal
officer of an Aboriginal agency to any other person
unless the disclosure is to a person employed by the
agency and is for the purpose of assisting in making a
decision whether or not to agree to an authorisation,
which is provided for in new section 18D; and under
new section 18(2A) it requires the secretary to provide
the Aboriginal agency and the principal officer with all
the information that is reasonably necessary to assist
them to make an informed decision whether or not to
agree to an authorisation under section 18 of the
principal act.
A number of weeks ago I had the privilege of meeting
with a man by the name of John Harris, who wrote a
book called One Blood, which I understand was the
precursor to some significant national events. It is a
recording of the Indigenous history of Australia and the
overlapping of white settlement and a number of issues
which arose along the way. In reading about the early
settlement of New South Wales and the hinterland or
the history of Tasmania or Victoria, one reads about
many tragic events that occurred. Whichever prism of
history one looks through, ‘tragic’ and ‘tragedy’ would
be two of the words that would be used to describe the
circumstances and outcomes.
Good work was done by Governor Gibbs in New South
Wales in the 1830s to effect and bring about justice,
following matters such as the Myall Creek massacre —
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that counterbalance between the needs of the colonial
settlement and settlers in a land that certainly was not
terra nullius and the Indigenous populations and
communities, as they sought to advance their own
welfare. There was the taking of the female members of
Indigenous communities by sealers in the early days. In
one case in Tasmania there was a community of 80 to
90 adult males and two women, with many of the
women having been taken by the sealers to the islands
off the coast of Tasmania in a horrific context.
It is interesting to note that in this precinct, just a
number of metres from where we are gathered, there is
a statue marking the life and contribution of an
Indigenous Australian. In the Parliament Gardens
Reserve, just north of where we are, there is a statue
marking the life and contribution of the late Sir Doug
Nicholls. At the unveiling of that statue, which I had the
privilege of attending, a quote, which I will read in part,
was etched in an important book that Pastor Doug
Nicholls had owned. Part of the quote reads:
… but one thing I do, forgetting what lies behind and
straining forward to what lies ahead …

That was a focus of his own life. In the early days, his
memory had been forever seared by seeing his
16-year-old sister Hilda torn from her distraught
mother’s arms and packed off by the police to a girls
home in Cootamundra.
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He made a great contribution to human rights and
community service.
I place on the record that Doug’s great uncle, William
Cooper, was a social and human rights activist who
founded the Australian Aborigines’ League and the
Aborigines Progressive Association in the 1930s.
William Cooper was a lifelong, ardent lobbyist of
government for Aboriginal equality. By 1937 he had
obtained over 1800 signatures on a petition seeking
enfranchisement, direct representation in Parliament
and Aboriginal land rights. All his efforts and claims
were rejected except for one lasting legacy, the
National Aborigines Day, which was first celebrated in
1940. In his day Cooper undertook continually the task
of confronting Indigenous disadvantage. That also
marked the work of Doug Nicholls and his wife,
Gladys, as they developed hostels and holiday
programs and established the Harold Blair Holiday
Scheme and the Tandarra holiday flats. These are but
examples of their work for Indigenous Australians.
The Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency
undertakes important work in the context of the bill
before the house. A recent annual report of the agency
is described as:
… a tribute to our families for bringing us and keeping us
together over generations through thick and thin.

It notes further:
In his early days, Sir Doug had battled poverty,
homelessness, physical hardship and racial prejudice.
Reference has been made to AFL football. In the case
of Doug Nicholls there was prejudice in the first team
he played with. He later moved on to Northcote and
then joined the Fitzroy Football Club, where he was a
crowd favourite. As I understand it, he became the first
person of Indigenous heritage to represent Victoria in
the state team. He later went back to become
Northcote’s non-playing coach. There may be support
within this chamber among those who represent that
region of Northcote and Thornbury, where the
Aborigines Advancement League has its headquarters,
for the provision of opportunities for new presidents to
rise to help guide and nurture the development of young
people in that precinct.
After the war — Doug Nicholls had served in the 9th
Battalion of the Australian Imperial Force — the
Fitzroy police sought his recall to assist them on the
streets of Fitzroy in helping young Indigenous
Australians. There were problems with alcoholism and
gambling and other social problems. There was a large
group of young people who identified with him, and he
established a local Fitzroy church as a meeting place.
He was ordained as a Church of Christ pastor in 1943.

While we will remain committed to the rights and safety of
our children first, we also know that the best place for
children is in safe, thriving, healthy and culturally strong
families.

A focus of this bill is looking after the welfare of
children in culturally appropriate ways to ensure their
safety and also to avert the circumstance where
Indigenous Victorians, who represent 1.6 per cent of
the Victorian population, are represented in the child
protection and child welfare system at a rate tenfold that
number. I am pleased to support the bill before the
house as it seeks to advance the welfare of Indigenous
Victorians and other Indigenous Australians.
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for Women) — It is
my very great privilege to rise to speak in the debate on
the Children, Youth and Families Amendment
(Aboriginal Principal Offices) Bill 2015. Before I
begin, I welcome Muriel Bamblett to the public gallery.
She is somebody who is dedicated to her community
and to her work. Her leadership, her guidance and her
advice to me in this space are critically important, and I
really want to thank her and to put on the record my
appreciation of all Muriel does on behalf of her
community. She is a lesson to all of us.
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As the member for Northcote I am fortunate to
represent a very large Aboriginal community. As I
mentioned earlier, I get a great deal of advice and
support from that community. I have avoided a lot of
mistakes in my career as member for Northcote by
listening to the leaders of the Aboriginal community
within Northcote and those from the league itself in
particular. Yes, we do have some big plans for the
Aborigines Advancement League based on the work
Lionel and others are doing. I very much look forward
to seeing those plans realised based on the leadership
shown by the leaders of the Aboriginal community.
As I say, it is very much a privilege to be here speaking
in the debate on this bill before the house. I commend
the minister for bringing this bill forward. It has sat by
the wayside for far too long, so bringing this bill
forward is an important step, for not just the Aboriginal
community but for our government as well.
As other speakers have said, the bill aims to remove the
barriers in place that see Aboriginal services shut out of
the care of Aboriginal children who are subject to
protection orders. That is obviously a critically
important outcome for this bill. The bill is framed
within the critically important principle — a principle
that should guide the hand of every government and
every agency no matter where it is in Australia —
which is that when it comes to promoting outcomes for
Aboriginal people, the solutions and leadership et cetera
must come from the Aboriginal community itself.
The truth is that Aboriginal people know and
understand what is best for Aboriginal people, and for
too long we non-Aboriginal people have simply got it
spectacularly wrong. In truth our cultural arrogance has
failed us consistently in this space because we have
always overlooked the value of the Aboriginal culture
and way of life. To address this bias a critically
important first step is to support policies that support
self-determination and self-management in everything
we do. This is not just something that clearly improves
outcomes for Aboriginal people. If we take the time to
stop and listen — and if we park our own cultural
biases at the door — we see time and again that this
rich and valuable culture and these people provide very
important lessons for the non-Aboriginal community —
lessons we can clearly learn from.
I have seen this directly, time and again, in the family
violence space. Written submission after written
submission to the royal commission as well as evidence
given in the public hearings call for a whole new
approach with respect to family violence. They call for
a holistic approach — to see the family as a whole
within the wider community and not to silo our services
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in response to family violence. This is a constant theme
across the submissions to the royal commission.
The fact is that if you are looking for a model response
to family violence that is best practice, you need look
no further than the Aboriginal community. Their
culture, their way of life, intuitively guides Aboriginal
people in this way. They do it without thinking, and it is
this best practice model that the rest of us in a sense are
trying to catch up to. For example, in my community in
Northcote we see some of the most forward-thinking
family violence response practices, and they have been
operating in this way for a considerable period of time,
because the culture and values of the Aboriginal
community have informed that family violence
response.
There is a great deal to learn from the principle of
self-determination and self-management. It is not a
one-way street; it is a two-way street. We have a
tremendous amount to learn from the Aboriginal
community. The important principle which guides and
directs the bill before the house is also a very important
principle that we need to put in place for our family
violence response.
The important point that needs to be made with respect
to the bill is that we have to do so much more to
support Aboriginal services as they are delivering
support for their own communities. As speakers before
me have highlighted, it is Aboriginal children who are
most at risk and most harmed by a failed response that
we might put in place. We know that Aboriginal
children are over-represented in the child protection
system but I hasten to add that this is not simply
explained by looking at the Aboriginal family and what
is going on around it. We must also look to ourselves in
part, to our failings and our biases that have no doubt
contributed to these poor outcomes.
I take this opportunity to commend the work of Andrew
Jackomos, the commissioner for Aboriginal children
and young people. He was one of the first people I met
when I became Australia’s first Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence. Early on in my time as
minister, I also met Antoinette Braybrook, the CEO of
the Aboriginal Family Violence Prevention and Legal
Service. They both brought home to me and highlighted
the fact that the extremely high rates of Aboriginal
children disproportionately represented in out-of-home
care as compared to non-Aboriginal children meant that
not only was the system failing but somehow we were
contributing to those failings. Having a
self-determination and self-management principle is the
first significant step in addressing the failings we
present.
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The Australian Bureau of Statistics is pretty stark on
this. It notes that 1.6 per cent of Victorians aged from 0
to 17 years are Aboriginal, and yet 16 per cent of those
children are on care and protection orders. It is
disturbing to note that our state runs second only to
Western Australia in the disproportionate representation
of Aboriginal children in out-of-home care. To make
matters worse we then place these most vulnerable
children away from their culture and their communities
and somehow expect that this is going to lead to better
outcomes, when clearly it does not. It does not make
any sense that we have had this approach.
This has raised well-founded fears within the
Aboriginal community that we are seeing a whole new
lost generation of Aboriginals who are disconnected
from their culture and from their people. This is a harm
we have seen generation after generation and that we
have imposed on Aboriginal people. This is a very real
fear, and it is our limitations we need to look to in order
to address that concern.
Sadly, too often family violence is the driver of these
protection orders. When you look at the system itself
and you drill down into the family violence responses,
it is clear that the system does not support Aboriginal
women faced with family violence. Mothers are often
not aware of their legal rights when it comes to custody.
The protective parenting lens that is applied by child
protection, which was highlighted as part of the Luke
Batty inquest, is ruthlessly applied to Aboriginal
families. Many times Aboriginal women have said to
me, ‘Stop locking up my partner’. That blunt
instrument, that blunt one approach that we have, is
leading to terrible outcomes for these families, and it is
worse for these mothers. Their children have been taken
away from them at rates that are way too high.
In response we have our family violence royal
commission that is going to report in February next
year. We have specifically asked it to have a look at this
high-risk group. We are going to have a round table
next week to look specifically at Aboriginal rates of
family violence. We want to get this right. We want to
listen to the Aboriginal community specifically about
how they see that we can tackle the harm of family
violence and rates of out-of-home care.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise with pleasure to
speak on the Children, Youth and Families Amendment
(Aboriginal Principal Officers) Bill 2015. I, too, would
like to acknowledge the presence of Muriel Bamblett in
the gallery today.
Like the member for Northcote, pockets of my
electorate have a very strong and rich Aboriginal
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culture and history — I have both Taungurung and
Wurundjeri communities. Unlike many other members,
I have very little multiculturalism in my electorate, but I
have two well-entrenched Aboriginal communities.
The purpose of the bill is to make further provision in
relation to the authorisation of a principal officer of an
Aboriginal agency, whether it is a childcare or health
agency. There are provisions to strengthen the way the
system works. At the core of the bill is greater
protection for Aboriginal children. The amendments
make a number of changes to the act to smooth out a
few bugs and make the system more integrated, which
works for the protection of the very vulnerable. This is
another step towards improving both the legal and the
statutory systems to protect Victorian children.
By way of background there is great
over-representation of Aboriginal children in the child
protection system. It is something I see in my
electorate, which was formerly the electorate of
Seymour and is now the electorate of Eildon. I have
sought representation from different people from time
to time, and from the stories that have come up this
over-representation is evident.
The Cummins inquiry into protecting Victoria’s
vulnerable children was commissioned in 2012 by
former Minister for Community Services Mary
Wooldridge. It is a pretty amazing piece of work.
Judge Philip Cummins submitted a very detailed and
lengthy report, with recommendations for the way in
which we should strengthen the system for our most
vulnerable children — and our Aboriginal children,
among those, are our most vulnerable. Outcomes for
Aboriginal children are much poorer than those for
other groups. One of the most surprising statistics is
that 16 per cent of children on care and protection
orders are Aboriginal children, yet they make up only
1.6 per cent of the population. That figure is very
damning. The need to come up with different responses
and different ways of dealing with the facts as they are
is imperative. We need to be more innovative and to
think more creatively outside the square.
In his inquiry, Philip Cummins noted that the history
and past actions of government and non-government
agencies have impacted negatively on Aboriginal
families and the result is a continuing experience of
trauma in Aboriginal communities. Whilst in the past
there may have been some successes with programs,
more generally they were not as successful as perhaps
they could have been. Judge Cummins also noted that
policies that support self-management and
self-determination offer greater hope of healing for
Aboriginal communities and that will likely increase
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their capacity to care for their children. He pointed out
that it is important that the system is strengthened. He
recommended that the government address current
legislative limitations and implement authorisation
provisions in order to promote practical
self-determination in relation to Aboriginal children in
out-of-home care.
The Cummins report also noted that policies which
support self-management and self-determination are the
ones that offer hope to heal those communities and help
increase the capacity of families within the system to
care for their own children.
Reflecting on your contribution earlier, Acting
Speaker — I know it might be a little bit more difficult
for you in the chair — with all due respect, the work
done by the previous government was quite significant
as the then minister, Mary Wooldridge, now a member
for Eastern Metropolitan Region in the Council,
inherited a very broken child protection system. The
former Labor government had 11 years to address that
and did nothing to progress the situation. The previous
government’s announcement of an inquiry in 2011 and
other action were the first steps in groundbreaking work
to try to turn the child protection system on its head. It
certainly sounded, Acting Speaker, like you were trying
to recreate history — and I know you were not a
member of Parliament at the time — and the chamber
needs to be reminded that this work was undertaken by
the coalition government and it had been left for a very
long time by the former Labor government.
We are where we are. A version of this bill was
introduced in May 2014 by then Minister Wooldridge.
The crux of this bill is about the protection of our most
vulnerable. The child protection sector, which is so
important, is very supportive of these very practical
measures, which build on the previous bill but with
tweaks. The main provision allows for a person acting
as a principal officer, who may be a chief executive
officer or executive director — whatever name the
position is known by within that organisation — to
perform the functions and exercise the power specified
under authorisation in section 18 of the act.
The bill also allows for the principal officer to delegate
their authorised functions to somebody else who may
be deemed suitable in that organisation to get on and do
the job. This provision is important because often in
organisations various circumstances may lead to a
situation where it is best for somebody else to work
with a particular family or in a specific area because
they have developed an expertise. It may be very
necessary for them to undertake a certain role. Having
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this provision in place may make for a much smoother
system.
I use this opportunity to talk about the Wurun Child and
Family Place in Healesville, which underwent a major
expansion in 2014. I was at the opening or unveiling of
the new centre, which offers a high quality integrated
range of services. Jan and Louise and the team there are
doing a great job. One of the things built into the
community hub at the centre is integrating the Boorai
early years transition program from the Badger Creek
Preschool. The weekly program, targeted to children
12 months and older, aims to culturally strengthen their
bonds. It also offers greater involvement, interaction
and integration with the other early learning services
there so that these children and their families are not left
isolated. The children have a greater sense of belonging
whilst at the same time there is a working towards
cultural strengthening.
One of the really good things the centre has done —
and it is all well and good to say, ‘Yes, we are
culturally sensitive; we’re certainly making it culturally
welcoming’ — is go to a lot of effort with staff training
and also the look and the feel of the place to make sure
that when people are there, they feel very welcome.
Another great thing is that when you walk through the
front door you could be accessing any service. There is
no stigma attached if you are involved in the Boorai
early years transition program that you are going
somewhere special or different. The centre really is
quite welcoming. The Indigenous health nurse from
Yarra Valley Community Health pops in occasionally
as well to the centre.
The centre is doing a lot to help strengthen families at
that very early period so that they build their own
capacity to be much better at what they do in the family
situation. Already the program is reporting that families
are much better linked into services, and the transitions
to school or to other funded programs are already
reaping rewards. There is still room for growth of the
program, but the more successful the program is, the
more people will talk about that trust and how good that
centre has been and the work being done, and that is
great. This program is linked to the bill before the
house, because if we can build the capacity of families
to look after their own children and have good solid
links with the community, that is a great thing. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — It is a privilege to
speak on the Children, Youth and Families Amendment
(Aboriginal Principal Officers) Bill 2015. This bill
broadly addresses the issue of Aboriginal children in
child protection. Presently there is a significant

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES AMENDMENT (ABORIGINAL PRINCIPAL OFFICERS) BILL 2015
Tuesday, 20 October 2015

ASSEMBLY

over-representation of Aboriginal children in the child
protection system. The system is failing. The Australian
Bureau of Statistics estimates that as at 30 June 2014,
1.6 per cent of Victorian children aged between 0 and
17 years were Aboriginal. The coalition government
showed no ambition to try to address the concerning
over-representation of Aboriginal children and young
people in care. The previous speaker mentioned that the
coalition government commissioned an inquiry. The
coalition in government promised to develop a plan, but
it never acted on it. However, it is pleasing to see the
coalition in opposition is supporting this initiative. It is
great to see tripartisan support in this house.
Evidence would suggest that the involvement of
Aboriginal community-controlled organisations in the
delivery of services to Aboriginal children and families
can reduce their admission into out-of-home care. The
bill addresses a number of legislative limitations in the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 that prevent the
implementation of authorisations through Aboriginal
community-controlled organisations. The capacity to
authorise a principal officer is included to enable
Aboriginal agencies to have responsibility for the care
and protection of Aboriginal children subject to
protection orders. The principal officer in this context is
the chief executive officer of an Aboriginal
organisation or its equivalent.
The intention of the provision is to empower Aboriginal
agencies to have responsibility for the care and
protection of Aboriginal children. Before giving an
authorisation the secretary should provide all the
information about the children to the Aboriginal
organisation and the authorised officer. This will allow
the agency and the principal officer to make an
informed decision as to whether or not they agree to the
authorisation. It also helps the agency to provide the
best care and build a relationship with the children, as
the agency will have inside information about the
children.
Aboriginal children in out-of-home care have every
right to be nurtured in an Aboriginal cultural
environment with Aboriginal values. Otherwise they
may grow up in somewhat similar circumstances to
those of the stolen generations. The members of the
stolen generations were not only physically stolen but
also had their culture, values and interrelationships
stolen. In fact their unique sense of humour, as
connected to their culture, was stolen. Their folklore
and even their bedtime stories were stolen, which is
something I understand, having been brought up with a
different cultural background. The bedtime stories I
heard are very different to those of my grandchildren,
who were born here. According to the Report on
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Government Services 2015 the number of children on
care and protection orders in Victoria as at 30 June
2014 was 9233, of which 1507, or 16.3 per cent, were
Aboriginal.
The bill is consistent with the legislated principles of
Aboriginal self-management and self-determination.
These are the recommendations made in the 1997
Bringing Them Home — The ‘Stolen Children’ Report
and the 2012 Report of the Protecting Victoria’s
Vulnerable Children Inquiry. This bill symbolises the
Labor government’s commitment to supporting policies
of self-management and self-determination for
Aboriginal communities. The former Liberal
government failed to respond to the critical issue of the
child protection system, particularly with regard to
Aboriginal children and young people. The Report of
the Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry
was handed down in February 2012. It recommended,
as a major system reform goal:
a plan for practical self-determination for guardianship of
Aboriginal children in out-of-home care and culturally
competent service delivery.

Unfortunately it took the coalition two long years to
bring legislation into the Parliament on this issue. It
failed to progress this legislation through the Parliament
and instead let it lapse on the notice paper at the end of
the last Parliament. It was a shameful act. Former
government members chose to debate other legislation
ahead of dealing with these important issues. The
coalition could not get its priorities right, probably
because its members did not believe in Aboriginal
self-management and self-determination. Unfortunately
very little occurred under the previous government.
The Andrews Labor government fully committed itself
to addressing the over-representation of Aboriginal
children and young people in the child protection
system from day one. This starts by recognising the
importance of the early years. The Report on
Government Services showed that around 73.9 per cent
of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander children were
engaged in preschool nationally — a gap of almost
18 per cent compared to the total population.
In March the government launched the Koorie Kids
Shine at Kindergarten campaign to encourage more
Aboriginal families to enrol their children in
three-year-old and four-year-old kindergarten. In
October 2014 Victorian Aboriginal
community-controlled organisations that deliver child
and family services as well as the Koorie Youth
Council, the Commissioner for Aboriginal Children and
Young People and other community service
organisations prepared a submission, with a road map

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES AMENDMENT (ABORIGINAL PRINCIPAL OFFICERS) BILL 2015
3822

ASSEMBLY

to future approaches for improving the
over-representation of our children in out-of-home care.
The submission, titled Koorie Kids — Growing Strong
in Their Culture, called for government to consider
eight priorities, the first of which was to establish an
Aboriginal children’s forum which would be a
decision-making partnership between community,
government and the sector. This was significant
because it brought together Koori and non-Koori
sectors for the common purpose of improving the life
outcomes for some of our most vulnerable children —
those already in statutory care and those leaving care —
and to prevent them from entering statutory care. The
forum will work towards the development of a
comprehensive outcomes framework to develop the life
skills and cultural identity of children in care to enable
successful transitions to adulthood.
The bill places all Aboriginal children in care under the
authority and case management of an Aboriginal
organisation and creates better supports for carers of
Aboriginal children. It provides Aboriginal families
with access to accountable universal services to support
their needs. This process is a significant point of change
in Victoria in the way we work for the protection of our
most vulnerable Koori children. I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — It is with great pride that I
rise to speak on behalf of The Nationals and the
coalition. We will be supporting the Children, Youth
and Families Amendment (Aboriginal Principal
Officers) Bill 2015. The purpose of the bill is to amend
the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to make
further provisions in relation to the authorisation of a
principal officer of an Aboriginal agency. These
provisions are especially relevant to the people of
Lowan, given that we have a very strong relationship
and history with the traditional custodians of our land. I
would like to speak of the family groups with whom I
have worked closely in my time as the member for
Lowan and previously as CEO of the Edenhope
hospital. Those people are the Wotjobaluk, the Jaadwa,
the Jadawadjali, the Wergaia and the Jupagulk people.
It is important that bills such as this one be introduced
to strengthen the relationships between Aboriginal
people and give them the opportunity for
self-determination and self-management. That is why I
am very proud to stand before the house today and
make this contribution to the debate in support of the
amendment.
The bill includes a number of provisions and, as
outlined by the member for Eildon, contains much
housekeeping and tweaking to improve upon the work
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of the previous coalition government. Therefore I will
briefly reiterate the main provisions. The bill allows for
the person acting as a principal officer to perform the
functions and exercise the powers specified under
authorisation in section l8 of the act. It provides a
definition for principal officer, which effectively means
CEO or their equivalent, and allows for the principal
officer to delegate their authorised functions and
powers to suitable employees of that Aboriginal
agency. The principal officer must be an Aboriginal
person; however, the person acting as principal officer
does not need to be an Aboriginal person.
In addition the bill allows for information to be shared
between the secretary and the principal officer that
previously would have been prohibited, providing it
pertains to the child subject to the authorisation, and
prohibits disclosure of information provided by the
secretary to the Aboriginal agency or principal officer
to any other person, except to a person employed by the
agency and for the purposes of making an informed
decision as to whether or not to agree to an
authorisation. The associated penalty for a breach is
10 penalty units.
As mentioned, the bill builds upon the good work of the
previous coalition government. The Children, Youth
and Families Amendment Bill 2014 was introduced to
this house and second read by the then Minister for
Community Services, Ms Wooldridge, on 7 May 2014.
It then lapsed before it could be introduced in the other
place. Many of the provisions in this bill, which I have
just gone through, mirror what was recommended in
the 2014 bill, specifically including: clarification of the
meaning of the term ‘principal officer’; empowering the
principal officer of an Aboriginal agency to delegate
functions; and the establishment of appropriate
arrangements for sharing information in relation to
section 18 authorisations. Quite clearly there is a link to
the work of the coalition government. It is positive that
we can see the Labor government building on the good
work of the coalition, and I hope it continues in that
direction.
Section 18 is the specific part of the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005 to which the bill relates. For
context, it was introduced on the back of a
recommendation arising from the Protecting Victoria’s
Vulnerable Children Inquiry, a very significant inquiry
undertaken in 2012 by Judge Philip Cummins. The
inquiry recommended a major systemic reform, the
goal of which should be to:
plan for practical self-determination for guardianship of
Aboriginal children in out-of-home care and culturally
competent service delivery.
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The core of that recommendation is around
self-management and self-determination, which are at
the heart of ensuring better and more positive outcomes
for people of Aboriginal heritage. Of course we have a
jaded past in relation to the stolen generations, and it is
very positive to see that we have learnt from that
negative experience and that we are ensuring that
Aboriginal people have good input into what happens
in their own family groups. More importantly we are
building on that locally and ensuring that we have
cultural events and linkages to younger Aboriginal
people so that they can understand their cultural history
but also be proud of it, which is an enormous step
forward.
The provisions of section 18 have been trialled, and
although not formally evaluated, early indications are
that we are achieving improved outcomes for
Aboriginal children and facilitating Aboriginal children
leaving care and returning to their families. This
provides a unique input into the forthcoming review of
services for Aboriginal children, so the indications for
the implementation of the provisions in section 18 are
very positive.
As I mentioned, we have a strong and proud Aboriginal
heritage in the Lowan electorate, but it is concerning
that we consistently see over-representation of
Aboriginal people in some of our key health and social
indicators. Primarily in relation to this bill, 1.6 per cent
of the Victorian population are Aboriginal children and
young people, but 16 per cent of Aboriginal children
and young people are on care and protection orders,
which is an enormous over-representation of young
Aboriginal people in the core group.
There are many health indicators as well, and I
commend a number of Aboriginal cooperatives in my
area which are making significant inroads into closing
the gap. The first of these is the Winda-Mara
Aboriginal Corporation, which covers Hamilton,
Hayward and Portland. It has done some fantastic work,
being not only a health service but also providing a
number of other services. It incorporates the land
council as well, and it has also developed a fantastic
project, which I would encourage members to
investigate further, in partnership with Alzheimer’s
Australia, Indigenous Hip Hop Projects and the
Gunditjmara community. They have produced a video
called ‘Yarn Up about Dementia’, and the intention is
to look at how we can address the high rate of dementia
among Aboriginal people. It has a strong message
around educating people about dementia, but it also
works on the wellbeing, culture and respect that is
essential in those local communities.
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The Budja Budja Aboriginal Cooperative has a medical
service and does a lot of work around allied health and
social and cultural opportunities, as well as maternal
and child health services. It is based in Halls Gap and
runs a fantastic service, and I commend it for the work
it does. It is a very vibrant group. I also mention the
Goolum Goolum Aboriginal Co-operative. It is based
in Horsham but services all of the Wimmera. It also
runs a medical clinic which is highly successful, as well
as a number of services which complement each other.
It really sees itself as a one-stop shop. It has a specific
focus on family, offering family counselling and
decision-making, support to stop family violence and
quit smoking, drug and alcohol support and also
support for members of the stolen generations.
This cooperative also has a fantastic focus on children
and youth. Recently I visited Goolum Goolum and was
pleased to see the progress in the work it is doing to
extend its facility to offer playgroup and youth support
services. Part of what they do at Goolum Goolum
Aboriginal Co-operative is offer children’s health
check-ups, arrange all immunisations, dental and
hearing check-ups for the younger children and run
Sista Girl and Brother Boy social and cultural activities.
They also run the fantastic Black Cockatoos playgroup
and the Kookas homework club, which are making
great inroads in ensuring that our younger Aboriginal
people have access to those really important early years
educational opportunities. The cooperative runs fun
fitness activities, including a fantastic gym. It has
certainly made good inroads into improving the fitness
opportunities and outcomes for younger Aboriginal
people who are linked in with Goolum Goolum. The
cooperative has programs on healthy eating and
hygiene, how to deal with bullying, and it provides
support for young people in the justice system.
So here we see three fantastic Aboriginal organisations
making huge inroads into closing the gap and ensuring
that we do not have continual over-representation of
Aboriginal people in our key indicators of how healthy
a community is and how healthy a family unit is.
I would like to mention briefly the Barengi Gadjin Land
Council. On the weekend I attended the Horsham
Northfest, and the festival included some of the
Aboriginal people linked to the land council doing a
cultural dance and teaching young kids how to do that.
It was such a positive thing to see kids involved and to
see Aboriginal people having their culture included in
day-to-day activities in our community. To ensure that
they have opportunities for self-determination and
self-management is a step in the right direction, and I
believe this bill achieves such a step. I commend it to
the house.
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Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise to speak on the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Aboriginal Principal Officers) Bill 2015. I
start my remarks by acknowledging Muriel Bamblett in
the gallery today. In July this year I had the pleasure to
represent the state government at the 42nd Aboriginal
Justice Forum in Mildura, and I had an incredible two
days there. This legislation goes a long way to cover
some of the work that we did in Mildura and some of
the work that is continuing to be done by the Andrews
government. Possibly that was my most important
meeting since becoming Parliamentary Secretary for
Justice.
However, I also rise to speak as the member for
Niddrie, which includes the land originally owned by
the Wurundjeri tribe — I pay my respects to the
elders — with the very historic Brimbank Park, which
has been known to contain Indigenous artefacts more
than 30 000 years old. I could not be prouder than to
represent my electorate and my community, and it was
only during the last sitting week that I invited the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
to visit Brimbank Park to ensure that it gets the
significant investment in heritage funding that it
deserves.
When I attended the 42nd Aboriginal Justice Forum, I
found it to be a very important meeting and very much
about the reconciliation between Aboriginal and
non-Aboriginal Victorians. The Andrews Labor
government recognises that as a critical and ongoing
process that requires deep commitment and respect.
Because I wanted to give the justice forum the respect it
deserves, I went to Mildura a day early for meetings
with different Koori leaders. A highlight was the caucus
dinner the night before where there was a very relaxed
atmosphere and we got to know each other before the
big day that followed.
While I was there I met with Rudy Kirby, CEO of
Mallee District Aboriginal Services, and saw the great
work that he is doing on the ground as a leader,
investing upstream, with the biggest priorities being
children from conception to four years of age, then up
to eight years of age. I will never forget what Mr Kirby
said to me. He said, ‘We know that if we can invest
there, we can change the next generation’.
Dr Alf Bamblett was another person whose passion was
education and family and investing in upstream
outcomes. A gentleman who did much in the social
justice space, he was honoured on the Victorian
Aboriginal Honour Roll. In August it was great to be at
the Koori Community Justice Awards when
Dr Bamblett’s work and the contribution he made as a
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leader, not only in Victoria but also across the nation,
was recognised. I will never forget when Alf Bamblett,
Jr, was quoted in May on the ABC when he was talking
about his father and said:
His main driver was his people and their living conditions and
education …
His whole involvement was education, justice, community
and services.

That is really what brings us to this legislation before
the house today. Consider the over-representation of
Aboriginal children in the Victorian child protection
system: while Aboriginal children and young people
make up 1.6 per cent of the Victorian population, they
constitute over 16 per cent of children and young
people on care and protection orders. We had the
Cummins inquiry. The Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable
Children Inquiry led by Philip Cummins, recommended
three years ago — in 2012 — that a major system
reform goal should be to plan for practical
self-determination for guardianship of Aboriginal
children in out-of-home care and culturally competent
service delivery.
If you compare the lives of young Aboriginal children
with Victorian children generally, you can see that the
government needs to do a lot more work. That is what
this legislation is putting in place: the framework where
we can deliver on the letter of our work. The outcomes
for Victorian Aboriginal children are generally poorer
than for other children, and it is important that the
government and the broader community develop new
and innovative responses to address the needs of
Aboriginal children in Victoria.
Many of the previous contributions have been about
section 18 of the principal act and the role of Aboriginal
agencies, but I do not want to go into that detail. I really
want to focus on the future and what these reforms we
are talking about and debating right now will do. Many
speakers have spoken about how the removal of
children from parental care is one of the most
challenging issues, but in particular that is true for
Aboriginal communities. In the light of historical
practices in child welfare, many Aboriginal families
and communities still experience the traumatic impact
of those past practices today. This is a big issue that
needs to be addressed, and both sides of the chamber
today are willing to address it. It is understandable then
that there will be a variety of views in Aboriginal
communities about Aboriginal organisations taking on
this role and responsibility. It is entirely understandable
that there will be a difference of opinion, and it is
important that the minister has committed to ongoing
consultation to make sure that the way the new
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section 18 works will be in line with the principles of
natural justice and the principles of self-determination.
The minister herself in her second-reading speech said
that the implementation will be managed with great
care and the issues will be approached sensitively. For
section 18 authorisations to happen, both the board of
an Aboriginal agency and the Aboriginal principal
officer need to agree to accept the authorisation.
Importantly this legislation will clarify the meaning of
the term, ‘principal officer’, which will be defined as
the chief executive officer or equivalent of an
Aboriginal agency. This is a position most similar to the
position of secretary of a department; the person
employed as the head of a organisation. This legislation
will empower the Aboriginal principal officer of an
Aboriginal agency to delegate authorised functions and
powers to suitable employees of their agency. It will
allow for the powers and functions of a section 18
authorisation to be exercised by a person who is acting
as the principal officer, whether that person be
Aboriginal or non-Aboriginal.
This legislation is very much about making sure that we
get the parameters and the settings right. Importantly
though — and I think it is incredibly important — it
should provide for internal reviews and decisions made
in the course of section 18 authorisations within the
Aboriginal agency, in the same way that reviews are
already available in relation to decisions made with any
government department administrative law process. If
the internal review process has been exhausted, an
application can be made to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal for a review of the decision.
This mirrors the processes whereby the secretary or the
delegate is the decision-maker.
I am very proud to be part of the Andrews Labor
government, which is fully committed to addressing the
over-representation of Aboriginal children and young
people in the child protection system. The Premier
himself started to address this matter from day one. We
know Aboriginal children are over-represented at the
tertiary end of the system and under-represented in the
early years. The report on government services also
shows that around 73.9 per cent of Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander children were engaged in
preschool nationally — a gap of almost 18 per cent
compared with the total population. In March the
government launched the Koorie Kids Shine at
Kindergarten campaign to encourage more Aboriginal
families to enrol their children of three and four years
old in kindergarten.
History has shown that past actions of government and
non-government agencies have negatively impacted on
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Aboriginal families. This has resulted in continued
trauma for Aboriginal communities. Policies that
support self-management and self-determination
provide for healing opportunities and increase the
capacity for Aboriginal communities to care for their
children.
The legislation we are debating today is a powerful
instrument, and the importance of this and the
importance of getting the policy settings right should
not be lost. The Andrews Labor government is
committed to developing a service system based on the
principles of self-determination and reform. This will
go a long way towards improving outcomes and the
cultural connectedness of Victorian Aboriginal
children.
I commend this legislation to the house. I know it is
legislation that Dr Alf Bamblett would have been very
proud of, and it is a tribute to Muriel that she is in the
gallery to hear the speakers today. The Andrews Labor
government, whether it be through the Aboriginal
Justice Forum or even choosing the Budj Bim national
heritage landscape as our no. 1 priority for UNESCO
world heritage listing, has shown it is committed to the
First Australians and to doing everything it can.
It took a Labor government to ensure that this place, the
Victorian Parliament, had the Aboriginal flag where it
should be — proudly displayed. That was a historic
occasion that should not be lost on anyone. That was an
occasion I was proud to see happen and on which I was
proud to be in this chamber. I commend the legislation
to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I too rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Children, Youth and
Families Amendment (Aboriginal Principal Officers)
Bill 2015. The purpose of the bill is to amend the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 and to make
further provisions in relation to the authorisation of a
principal officer of an Aboriginal agency. The more
common version of this is really that we are trying to
improve the child protection system and out-of-home
care, particularly for Aboriginal people, by getting
some of the administration right.
In pursuing that aim, the bill will allow for a person
acting as a principal officer to perform the functions
and exercise the powers specified under new section 18
of the act. I will talk a little later about the new
subsections proposed to appear in section 18 of the
principal act. The bill provides a definition of ‘principal
officer’, which effectively means the CEO or
equivalent. It allows for the principal officer to delegate
their authorised functions and powers to a suitable
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employee of an Aboriginal agency so that the whole
thing can work. The principal officer must be an
Aboriginal person. However, the person acting as a
principal officer does not need to be an Aboriginal
person.
The bill allows for information to be shared between
the secretary and the principal officer that previously
would not have been possible, providing it pertains to
the child subject to the authorisation. It also prohibits
the disclosure of information provided by the secretary
of the Aboriginal agency or principal officer to any
other person except to a person employed by the
agency for the purposes of making an informed
decision as to whether or not to agree with an
authorisation. There are penalties for breaching this.
I will look now at the main part of the bill and the way
it differs from the act. The bill repeals section 17(1)(e)
of the act, which prevents the secretary from delegating
the function requiring the secretary to be satisfied that a
permanent care order placing an Aboriginal child solely
with non-Aboriginal carers will accord with the
Aboriginal child placement principle before such an
order can be made. Both the secretary and the
Aboriginal principal officer will be able to delegate this
function, which will prevent any delays associated with
carrying out this function. That information taken was
from the second-reading speech.
The second-reading speech goes on to clarify section 18
by saying that the bill provides for internal reviews of
decisions made in the course of a section 18
authorisation within an Aboriginal agency in the same
way that such reviews will be available in relation to
decisions made within the department. If the internal
review process has been exhausted, an application can
be made to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal for a review of the decision. This mirrors the
process whereby the secretary or other delegate is the
decision-maker.
In my view this brings some decisions about
out-of-home care far closer to the communities where
these children are likely to be and will be best cared for.
Also it requires that the principal officer of the
Aboriginal agency must prepare and implement
procedures for the review and provide a copy to the
child and their parents, along with any case plan that is
required. So all the usual checks and balances are there.
There is one slight area of concern in relation to this,
which is that since the conclusion of the Victorian
Aboriginal Child Care Agency the Department of
Health and Human Services has supported a pilot
program within the rural Aboriginal

Tuesday, 20 October 2015

community-controlled organisations which is due to
commence in 2016. I think there is a little more
information needed on how that is going to work and
how it will be evaluated.
I think it needs to be said that this bill is building on all
of our commitments in this place to do a better job of
managing out-of-home care for Aboriginal people. It
certainly has been said many times in this debate that
for a part of a community that is 1.6 per cent of the
population, 16 per cent of the cases of out-of-home care
is certainly a statistic that you just cannot get away
from.
I would also like to talk about the services that are
provided in my electorate. We have Mallee District
Aboriginal Services, which has operated in various
guises since the 1980s. It began as Sunraysia District
Aboriginal Corporation, then became the Mildura
Aboriginal Corporation before taking on the name it
has today. It has been recognised through its 30 years of
work in Mildura as having made a considerable
difference.
I pay particular tribute to Rudolph Kirby, who is the
CEO of Mallee District Aboriginal Services. In his
time, and under the current board, the organisation has
taken its services to another level. It provides
considerable assistance to the Mildura community. I
would like to list some of the services it provides to
demonstrate what is available and why this organisation
is in such a good position to look at not just the care of
children but also some of the base causes for children
ending up in care.
Mallee District Aboriginal Services operates a home
and community service. It has supported
accommodation and assistance programs. It has
services for Aboriginal tenants at risk of eviction. It
helps early school leavers, works in youth justice and
has an early years program. Its Bumps to Babes and
Beyond program is, I am sure, an investment that will
bear a lot of fruit in the future. It has in-home support. It
has the Koori preschool assistant program, which I have
seen at work; again, getting children into the education
system is vitally important. It provides an Aboriginal
kinship carer program and residential care. There is a
whole host of services aimed at supporting families so
that we can do something about that 16 per cent of
children and young people in out-of-home care who are
Aboriginal. I know it does its work very well.
The organisation also offers a sport and recreation
program. It has a Koori offender and support mentoring
program, again aimed at trying to keep families
together and prevent some of these issues from arising.
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It is working with homeless youth. It has a clever
program of better life and longer living. There is the
Koori youth night patrol, which is very effective. It has
a very extensive medical service, which has been
brought very much into view recently.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.
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local farmers and primary producers, who have been
waiting patiently for an announcement regarding the
fund.
If the lease of the port takes another 12 months, will the
minister leave this program unfunded? Does the
minister have any plan at all to support the cattle
underpass program beyond saying she is waiting on
funds? I ask the minister to commit to funding the
program immediately, as farmers and primary
producers in my electorate of Narracan have already
waited 11 months too long for news.

Stock underpasses

Family violence

Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Agriculture. The action I seek is for
the minister to reinstate the cattle underpass scheme,
which has been forgotten and left unfunded. I note the
minister answered a question without notice on
17 September regarding the program. She stated:

Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — My adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence. The action I seek is that
the minister join me on 4 December at a community
forum to be held at Kyneton Secondary College to
discuss the steps our community can take to prevent
family violence. I have recently launched a community
campaign entitled Macedon Says No to Family
Violence. The purpose of the campaign is to raise
awareness of the extent of the challenge we face in a
country where 69 women have lost their lives this year
alone as a result of family violence and where family
violence is the leading cause of death and disability for
women between the ages of 14 and 44.

This is a $2 million fund to support the installation of stock
underpasses in regional Victoria, which was established under
the Regional Growth Fund by the former government. Those
arrangements have existed for some time, preceding my time
in the role. I am informed, though, that that has been fully
allocated.

The facts are that this program was introduced by a
former Labor government and then continued by the
Baillieu and Napthine governments which allocated
around $2 million from the Regional Growth Fund to it.
The purpose of the program was to provide up to
$40 000 in funding to subsidise the construction of a
cattle underpass to provide access across arterial and
local roads for farmers whose property was divided by
the road network. The program has been very
successful and has assisted our farmers to improve
safety for local road users and their cattle. These days
dairy herds are a lot larger than they used to be, with a
500-head dairy herd almost the average and many even
bigger. To move a herd this size across a busy road
takes time and certainly compromises the safety of
vehicles, farmers and the cattle, especially in times of
poor vision due to fog, darkness or inclement weather.
I ask the minister to urgently review the funding
options for this program. Saying that the funds have
been fully allocated makes no sense, as the minister has
now been in her position for 11 months and has not
allocated any funding to the cattle underpass program.
The minister also said that the lease of the port of
Melbourne was needed to fund the establishment of the
Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs Fund, from where I
assume she is suggesting future funding for the
underpass program would come. This is no help to my

Schools, public services, community groups, sporting
clubs and businesses have been invited to participate in
the campaign by making and displaying a banner that
signals their support for ending family violence.
Already more than 20 organisations have signed up. In
addition, an information kit to support workplace
discussions will be supplied. I look forward to each
organisation participating in our forum, which will
focus on some of the positive actions that are taking
place to prevent family violence. I am grateful to the
Centre for Non-Violence and the Cobaw Community
Health Service for their advice in designing this
campaign, and I am also grateful to the Macedon
Ranges Shire Council and the Macedon Ranges Local
Safety Committee, which have been consulted in the
development of the campaign.
There has been a focus in my community on the
inadequacy of the Kyneton courthouse to provide safe
access to justice for women experiencing family
violence. This remains an issue to be addressed. But it
is my aspiration that we reduce the number of women
and children being beaten, assaulted, manipulated and
abused in their homes.
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This will be solved not by the justice system alone, but
by our community taking responsibility for gender
inequality and the behaviours that we have all too often
walked past. The minister has shown tremendous
leadership on this issue, and she would be warmly
welcomed to Macedon. I hope that the minister can join
with me in saying no to family violence on 4 December
in Kyneton.

Protective services officers
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Police. The action I seek is for the minister to reverse
the Victorian Labor government’s decision to remove
Victoria Police protective services officers from
services from 6.00 p.m. until the last night-time train
service as of 1 January 2016 at Glen Waverley, Syndal,
Mount Waverley and Jordanville stations. Currently
residents using Glen Waverley, Mount Waverley,
Syndal and Jordanville stations all have access to
Victoria Police protective services officers at those
stations from 6.00 p.m. until the last night-time train
service. However, from 1 January 2016 the Victorian
Labor government will remove many of these officers
from these local stations. That is of great concern to me
and of great concern to the community I represent.
Victoria Police protective services officers play an
invaluable role in improving public safety, whether it
be providing a warm and welcoming greeting to
residents when they get off the train at any of those
stations or providing an escort to residents when they
get off the train and walk to their parked car,
particularly children and women late at night. It
concerns me greatly that this system, which has been so
successful and has had so much support from residents
in my district, is now under threat. I note that residents
in my district who might be travelling outside of those
four stations are likely to also face the scenario that
while at the moment they can be assured of a Victoria
Police protective services officer being at the station
when they get off, from 6.00 p.m. until the last
night-time train service, they will not have that
available under Labor’s program, from 1 January 2016.
There is just no question that a frontline policing
presence in the form of these protective services
officers not only increases the feeling of public safety
among the residents of my district but is also a strong
deterrent to crime and criminal behaviour. On those two
fronts in particular I would have thought the
outstanding success of the Victoria Police protective
services officers program implemented by the former
Liberal-Nationals government would have stood. I
again call on the minister to ensure that the Victorian
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Labor government restores these officers at the stations
I have mentioned from 6.00 p.m. until the first of the
regularly scheduled morning train services commence
for all passengers in my district.

Southern Autistic School
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — My adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for Education.
I call on the minister to support the Southern Autistic
School in its endeavour to upgrade a junior toilet block
at the school with specialist facilities. To its credit, the
school has been fundraising through the local
community for this, and it is seeking state government
support to supplement its efforts. Anne Crawford,
school counsellor at Southern Autistic School, is a
passionate advocate for the school and for this
particular project. I wholeheartedly support her in this.
Like me, I know the minister is a strong advocate for a
fair go for all. I call on him to support this fair outcome
for the children at Southern Autistic School.

Bayswater electorate level crossings
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Today I rise to
request the Minister for Roads and Road Safety to
come out to the Bayswater electorate to meet with
concerned constituents at the site of the Mountain
Highway and Scoresby Road level crossings. The
minister is requested to explain to them why this site,
which Labor, when in opposition, listed as one of the
50 most dangerous and congested level crossings in
Melbourne, has not yet been funded. Over the past
several years the former coalition government spent
quite a few million dollars in my electorate on the
planning stages, consultation and also importantly the
preliminary works to get this project shovel ready, yet it
is still sitting there, as it is, with two level crossings.
Along with the people of Bayswater, I am a bit
dumbstruck as to why this is not being done as a
priority.
We have had deaths occur at these level crossings, so
for my electorate it is a very important place. The fact
that this is not a simple project should not be a reason
why it has not been done. Not only are there two level
crossings there, but there are also maintenance sheds
and stabling for trains parked overnight. It is a difficult
job, and we have known that right from the beginning,
which is why the last government went out to such
great consultation.
Simply not getting these works done because they are
too hard is inexcusable. At the last election my
opponent stood out there with great placards which
said, ‘Only Labor will remove these level crossings’,
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nearly causing accidents. I am still waiting for that to
happen. Regardless of whether or not Labor won the
seat, a promise was made to remove the level crossings,
and I expect that to happen.
Not only have we had unfortunate fatalities there, but
quite often the boom gates are stuck. That not only
affects people going to and from work and school but it
is also a great hindrance to the many great businesses
that have been on Mountain Highway for many years,
because people simply cannot get to them. Whether it
be Heavenly Pies & Cakes, Montano’s Patisserie Cafe
or one of the new places along that road, people cannot
stop because the traffic congestion is so bad.
Under freedom of information, a document was
received from the Department of Treasury and Finance.
It was a ministerial brief to the Treasurer. It said that
action was required by 11 December 2014 and that the
level crossing removals for these two sites were listed
as shovel ready. Again I request that the minister come
out to meet with my constituents who are in my office
on a weekly basis asking when this is going to happen.
It was promised: it was promised by us, and it was
promised by the Labor Party. We expect it to happen,
and I would like that to be explained to my constituents.

Beveridge Primary School
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Education, and the
action I seek is for him to do all in his power to support
Beveridge Primary School in its rapid transition from a
small rural school to a suburban school. It is always a
pleasure to visit Beveridge primary as it has very
dedicated staff and a passionate group of parent leaders
who work collaboratively to deliver quality programs to
its 230 students. Sadly, the quality of the buildings lags
well behind the quality of the people who work and
learn there. They are manifestly inadequate to support
the future needs of this growing community.
Since I began representing Beveridge some 10 months
ago, I have become aware that this school has been on
an emotional roller-coaster ride of having its hopes for
capital improvements and increased funding repeatedly
raised and then dashed. In Labor’s May 2010 budget,
Beveridge primary was allocated $850 000 as part of
the rural school upgrade program, which was to build
much-needed new permanent classrooms. By the end of
2010 this funding was cruelly taken away by the
incoming Liberal-Nationals government. On not one or
two but four occasions the school has not received the
portable classrooms it has badly needed to begin the
school year.
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When the urban growth boundary was extended beyond
Craigieburn, past Beveridge to Wallan by the then
Minister for Planning, now Leader of the Opposition,
Beveridge primary had its rurality funding cruelly
ripped away, because the accompanying
stroke-of-a-pen urban growth boundary changes by the
coalition government meant that Beveridge was no
longer a rural school. But what is urban about no
reticulated water, especially as a severe El Niño and
drought bear down? What is urban about no reticulated
sewerage, with the principal having to get it pumped
out every term break? He even had to clear it himself
when the pit backed up under classrooms and decking.
What is urban about having to maintain your own
additional water storage and a diesel generator for
firefighting in a proven fire-prone area? What is urban
about little or no mobile phone coverage to receive
emergency warning messages?
Recently the school had difficulty getting its diesel
generator serviced. I am advised the education
department was unable to provide advice or assistance.
Ultimately the Country Fire Authority supplied the
school with a list of 170 approved contractors, but it
took more than a week of constant phone calls to locate
one contractor to attend Beveridge and undertake the
service. So any sensible person would not have to ask:
what is not rural about all of these challenges? And in
the face of this, the school went from 50 to 230 students
this year, with 260 expected to enrol next year.
Sadly, with the halving of school capital by the
Liberals, it is students like those at Beveridge primary
who have suffered. I urge the minister to come out to
see firsthand how this school needs to be supported in
its growth phase, and I thank him for the additional
funding that has come in this budget, especially the
equity funding of $71 000. But more needs to be
done — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Goulburn Valley Health
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Health, and the action I
seek is that the minister accompany me on a visit to the
emergency department of Goulburn Valley Health in
Shepparton. Our emergency department has only
11 treatment spaces; it needs 30. Late this afternoon my
husband, who is a visiting medical officer at Goulburn
Valley Health, told me that the pressure will be so great
tonight that doctors will be asked to discharge patients
where safe to do so and avoid admissions where they
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can be avoided. The reason is the overwhelming
demand on the emergency department.
On 5 October at 8.30 a.m. a school bus carrying
47 secondary college students between Nagambie and
Euroa was involved in a collision with a truck. While it
was reported that no students suffered life-threatening
injuries, eight of the children had to be taken to
Goulburn Valley Health for treatment. With only
11 treatment spaces and a high demand in the
emergency department, it is easy to see the pressure this
places on that department and its staff. In saying this,
however, I have been advised that the emergency
department staff coped amazingly well in what were
clearly difficult and cramped circumstances. I
congratulate them for the work they did on this
occasion and on every other day they are faced with
such limited facilities.
Works are currently being undertaken on this 24-hour
emergency service to provide some more waiting area
space for families with children and a separate
treatment area for children. All of the funding for these
works has come from philanthropic organisations
including the GV Health Foundation, local Rotary clubs
and the Blue Ribbon Foundation, to name but a few.
Funding for the redevelopment of Goulburn Valley
Health has been neglected for years, and there appears
to have been an extraordinary lack of political
commitment to our health service. The Goulburn
Valley Health annual report tabled in the Victorian
Parliament in the last sitting week says the number of
people living in the catchment area who receive
services from the hospital is at a low of 73 per cent.
That means that over one-quarter of the people needing
treatment in the area must find it outside the region.
There is a 10-year plan to increase the number of
people receiving treatment to 86 per cent. However,
there is a need for infrastructure and support to provide
the ongoing services.
I am pleased to say that we are soon to announce the
membership of the Goulburn Valley Health
Community Advisory Group and I look forward to
working with GV Health, the Department of Health and
Human Services and the government to achieve an
investment in the much-needed and long overdue
redevelopment of Goulburn Valley Health.

Pascoe Vale electorate bus services
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is for the minister to
accompany me to Batman railway station in Coburg
North to discuss with locals plans to extend the bus
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services along the Gaffney Street corridor. I have
spoken in this chamber before about the increased
population growth along the Gaffney Street corridor, in
particular between the Batman railway station in
Coburg and Pascoe Vale railway station, and the need
for public transport services between the two railway
lines to link those communities. Those services would
also carry commuters from the homemaker precinct to
the new Coles and Coburg North village precinct and
down to the Pascoe Vale end of the electorate. I would
appreciate it if the Minister for Public Transport could
accompany me on a visit to Batman railway station to
discuss these issues with the local community.

Ararat and Maryborough rail services
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Public Transport. I ask the minister
to make public any documents, business case, plans,
time lines, costings and funding option assessments for
any plans to increase passenger services on the
Maryborough and Ararat rail lines that the Andrews
Labor government has undertaken. I refer to my
comments in this place as part of my response to the
budget, when I said:
I note there is no move to increase passenger train services
from Ararat and Maryborough into Ballarat and through to
Melbourne. These are valued services. Patronage is growing
on the Ararat line, and there is no question that we need
additional services. That is why the coalition government
committed to putting them there. Labor has not taken up that
idea. Labor is prepared to let country people have inferior rail
services. We need to continue to upgrade these rail services,
and I will continue to advocate for them.

It is now many months on from the budget. By now I
would have hoped that the minister would have taken
note of my continued advocacy for additional passenger
rail services on both the Ararat and Maryborough lines
and would have recognised that the high level of
support within the communities along those rail lines
for additional weekday and weekend services is driving
my actions. The people of these areas, at council,
community group and individual levels, constantly tell
me to keep going to get these much-needed upgrades.
Maryborough currently has one return service a day via
Ballarat. A clear gap is the inability to spend the
weekend in Maryborough, as the only train on a
Sunday leaves at 8.10 a.m. The previous Liberal and
Nationals government announced very specific costed
plans for these lines The policy announcement of a total
of $178.l million to improve regional passenger rail
services across Victoria noted that the 9.08 a.m. train
from Southern Cross station to Ballarat would be
extended to Maryborough. The return train would leave
Maryborough at 1.10 p.m. on weekdays, 1.35 p.m. on
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Saturdays and 3.15 p.m. on Sundays and provide a
convenient afternoon train to Ballarat, Ballan and
Southern Cross. At the time, then Premier Napthine
said:
The Victorian coalition government wants to double V/Line’s
long-distance train patronage within 20 years. This is the
biggest single boost to V/Line’s long-distance trains in the
past 30 years.

On this side of the house we understand that it is not
sufficient to continue to run with policy stuck in time
since 1999, the last time Labor announced plans for the
Ararat passenger line. We have a clear plan on this side
of the house — a costed plan — and I look forward to
support from the minister to gain these additional rail
services for the Ararat and Maryborough lines.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order.

Responses
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — I would like to thank the member
for Macedon for her invitation to attend her local family
violence forum. I would like to take this opportunity
also to congratulate the member for Macedon for her
unwavering advocacy in addressing the harm of this
national crisis — which is, of course, family violence. I
must say that every time I see the member in the
corridors of Parliament she talks to me about her latest
local initiative designed to raise awareness and tackle
the harm of family violence. I want to take this
opportunity to congratulate her on her leadership.

Eltham electorate children’s facilities
Ms WARD (Eltham) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Families and Children. The action I
seek is that the minister visit Eltham to inspect the
works being done at Woodridge Pre-school and Eltham
Child Care Co-operative — two great children’s
facilities in my electorate. The works at Eltham Child
Care Co-operative will provide a kindergarten room
with 33 spaces, and the new works at Woodridge
Pre-school will allow for additional kindergarten
groups and the commencement of an after kinder care
program, the provision of which is critical for working
families in my electorate. As we head towards these
facilities being available for use in 2016, I ask the
minister to visit and view them and meet the people
putting in the hard work providing excellent and critical
early childhood education.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I
refer to the matters raised by the member for Bentleigh
and the member for Yan Yean. Both members asked
the Minister for Education to support their schools. I
submit that Rulings from the Chair says that requesting
that the minister continue to do something does not
constitute an action. The only way these matters could
possibly be in order is if you are willing to rule that the
minister has not been supporting these schools over the
last 11 months.
Ms Neville — On the point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I think the wording used by those members
was appropriate and has been used previously. They
sought action in relation to issues at those schools that
were confronting, and the wording they used was
appropriate for the adjournment debate, as it has been
for the 13 years that I have been in the Parliament.

Earlier this year I was delighted to attend Kambrya
College with the member for Narre Warren South to
launch her Say No to Family Violence campaign. It
was a fabulous day, and I note that the member for
Macedon is now taking up this campaign for her local
community. I have no doubt it will be a tremendous
event, so I very much look forward to joining the
member on 4 December at Kyneton Secondary College
to discuss the importance of tackling the harm of family
violence.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — There were a range of other
matters raised by a number of members. I will refer
those matters to the relevant ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.24 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005, the Constitution Act 1975, the
Coroners Act 2008, the County Court Act 1958, the
Court Security Act 1980, the Crimes (Mental
Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997,
the Judicial Entitlements Act 2015, the Magistrates’
Court Act 1989, the Supreme Court Act 1986, the
Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 and the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act
1998, to make consequential or minor amendments
to other acts and for other purposes.
Read first time.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING
AMENDMENT (SAFE ACCESS ZONES)
BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) introduced a
bill for an act to amend the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act 2008 to provide for safe access zones
around premises at which abortions are provided, to
prohibit publication and distribution of certain
recordings and for other purposes.
Read first time.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Special religious instruction
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The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Victorian Labor
government reverses its broken promise and allows students
attending government schools to attend SRI during school
hours.

By Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully)
(323 signatures).

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the Mildura electorate draws to the
attention of the house that the government has scrapped
special religious instruction (SRI) in Victorian government
schools during school hours.
Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor said they
would not scrap SRI during school hours in Victorian
government schools. Daniel Andrews and James Merlino
have announced that next year they will break their promise
and will only allow SRI to occur outside of school hours or
during lunch breaks.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its broken promise and allows students attending
government schools to attend SRI during school hours.

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (24 signatures).

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the Rowville electorate draws to
the attention of the house that the government has scrapped
special religious instruction (SRI) in Victorian government
schools during school hours.
Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor said they
would not scrap SRI during school hours in Victorian
government schools. Daniel Andrews and James Merlino
have announced that next year they will break their promise
and will only allow SRI to occur outside of school hours or
during lunch breaks.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its broken promise and allows students attending
government schools to attend SRI during school hours.

By Mr WELLS (Rowville) (152 signatures).

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

Greyhound racing
This petition of residents in the Ferntree Gully electorate
draws to the attention of the house that the government has
scrapped special religious instruction (SRI) in Victorian
government schools during school hours.
Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor said they
would not scrap SRI during school hours in Victorian
government schools. Daniel Andrews and James Merlino
have announced that next year they will break their promise
and will only allow SRI to occur outside of school hours or
during lunch breaks.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of undersigned residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house the recent horrific footage of live
baiting in the greyhound racing industry as depicted in the
ABC Four Corners program. With several high-profile
trainers involved, including a two-time Australian Greyhound
trainer of the year, a former steward and an industry
‘integrity’ manager, along with several high-profile trainers
subsequently admitting live baiting is endemic throughout
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training practices, this industry must not be allowed to
continue. The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria act to end the cruelty of greyhound
racing immediately.

By Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (534 signatures).

Grand Final Friday

Wednesday, 21 October 2015

National Parks Act 1975 — Advice under s 11
National Rail Safety Regulator, Office of — Report 2014–15
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Boroondara — C218
Casey — C181, C212, C213, C216

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
Darebin — C138, C147
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria to note the harmful impacts
of the decision by the Andrews government to declare new
public holidays in Victoria.
At a time of high and rising unemployment and when many
businesses are already doing it tough, the Andrews
government has imposed a major new cost that will see many
businesses close their doors for the day, employees lose
much-needed shifts and inflict significant damage on our
state’s economy.
The Andrews government’s own assessment of the grand
final eve public holiday put the cost of the holiday to Victoria
at up to $898 million per year.
The impact of these additional costs will not be restricted to
businesses, with local government and hospitals also affected,
leaving ratepayers and the community to foot the bill.
We therefore call on the Andrews government to reverse its
decision to impose the grand final eve public holiday.

Golden Plains — C63
Greater Geelong — C265
Hobsons Bay — C108
Hume — C197, C199
Kingston — C143
Melbourne — C173, C196, C198
Monash — C124
Moreland — C123
Nillumbik — C111
South Gippsland — C77 (part 3)
Wellington — C86
Yarra Ranges — C112

By Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (28 signatures).
State Electricity Commission of Victoria — Report 2014–15.

Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Ferntree Gully be considered next day
on motion of Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Macedon be considered next day on
motion of Ms THOMAS (Macedon).

The following proclamation fixing an operative date
was tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 24 February 2015 — Racing
Amendment Act 2015 — Whole Act — 21 October
2015 (Gazette S309, 20 October 2015).

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Gavin Wallace

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Rowville be considered next day on
motion of Mr WELLS (Rowville).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Morwell be considered next day on
motion of Mr NORTHE (Morwell).

Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — On 1 October a friend
and long-serving community man left this world. Gavin
Neil Wallace, aged 62, served Victoria with distinction
and honour. Gavin will always be known as a loved and
loving husband to Deirdre, and a much-loved cousin,
uncle, brother and friend. Gavin was generous, loving,
caring, kind and dependable. He was ethical.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Department of Education and Training:
Strategic Planning — Ordered to be published
Essential Services Commission — A Blueprint for Change:
Local Government Rate Capping and Variation Framework
Review

Gavin was a conversationalist; he could talk to anyone,
and he could put anyone at ease. Gavin did not like the
Hawthorn Football Club — he loved it! Actually he
was a fanatic. He was the type of man who did not
mind a drop or two of red wine. He loved a party and
the opportunity to talk to his friends.
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Gavin joined Victoria Police in 1977 and retired after
33 years of dedicated service. I knew Gavin as our
family friend, the copper. He encouraged me to join the
police force and was always available when I was in
doubt or questioned something. Gavin worked on the
Sheree Beasley and Carmen cases and his dedication to
analytical work was appreciated in those difficult cases.
Assistant Commissioner Steve Fontana, a colleague and
friend of Gavin’s, spoke highly of Gavin the police
officer and more highly of Gavin as an all-round top
bloke. Gav, you will be remembered for the way you
helped people, your dedication to Diedre, your
commitment to the community and your fun and loving
personality. We are all proud to have known you. My
thoughts go to Diedre, to Gavin’s brother, Darrell, and
all of Gavin’s friends at this sad time. Gavin, we will
miss you, as will Victoria Police and the entire
Victorian community.
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Don Chambers
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — My condolences
go to the family of Indigo shire councillor and
Rutherglen community campaigner Don Chambers.
Don had a heart attack and died suddenly while
holidaying in Rome at the age of 78. Cr Chambers was
first elected to council in 1997 and was mayor in 1999
and 2000. He was involved in a myriad community
organisations, including Keep Australia Beautiful at
both the national and state levels and was a
long-serving member of The Nationals. Don was
married for 52 years to Margaret, who passed away two
years ago, and was the father of five children. He had a
lifelong interest in athletics and had won medals at
masters games competitions. In Rutherglen Don was
involved in Landcare, the historical society and the
Rutherglen Gold Battery committee of management.

Anzac centenary
Penalty rates
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Industrial
Relations) — I recently had the opportunity to defend
the rights of Victoria’s most vulnerable and low-paid
workers in the Victorian government’s response to the
Productivity Commission report entitled Workplace
Relations Framework — Draft Report. There are many
workers in my electorate who will struggle to put food
on the table if the Turnbull government moves to cut
Sunday penalty rates, as it has suggested.
The Andrews Labor government’s reply to the
submission details how the cuts would affect the safety
net that protects thousands of Victorian workers, with a
level 1 retail employee facing an effective pay cut of
nearly 11 per cent or $105.64 per week. I recently met
with Jessica, who lives in my electorate. She said that
she depends on weekend penalty rates to meet her
travel and university costs and that without the
additional $100 a week she receives from penalty rates
she is not sure how she will continue on with her
university course.
The submission disputes the assumption that the
majority of retail and hospitality workers are
low-skilled and young employees, citing the Retail
Council’s 2015 report, which found that the number of
mature-age workers in the retail sector increased 50 per
cent in the last decade. The wages and conditions of
thousands of Victorian workers should not be put on
the chopping block. If the industrial relations
framework is working, then why push for an underclass
of workers whose time with friends and family is
valued as less important? Why cut more than $100
from the earnings of a level 1 retail employee?

Mr McCURDY — Last Sunday I had the honour of
attending the unveiling of the memorial wall and World
War I honour board at the Greta-Hansonville hall.
People from across Australia and overseas attended the
event to mark the unveiling of the Greta-Hansonville
World War I honour board and World War I centenary
of Anzac memorial wall and plaque. The honour board
includes the names of the 56 who served and the 15
who paid the supreme sacrifice from the
Greta-Hansonville area in World War I. Local residents
laid wreaths and flowers and there was a World War I
display. Well done to Joan Ellis and Noeleen Lloyd,
who did much of the research for the Greta Heritage
Group project, and to the entire committee, who helped
to make the day an outstanding success.

Peter Hopper
Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to Bright
resident Peter Hopper, who received the Premier’s
Senior of the Year Award. Mr Hopper received the top
honour for his tireless efforts in advocating for the older
residents of the Bright and the Alpine shires and
assisting those who are marginalised due to their
ethnicity or cultural background.

Sherbourne Primary School
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise to congratulate
Sherbourne Primary School, a terrific school in my
electorate, on its fantastic success at the 2015
Tournament of Minds. The Tournament of Minds is an
international problem-solving tournament that invites
teams of school students to respond to demanding
challenges in one of four different categories without
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assistance from parents or teachers. Students then
present their responses to a panel and are judged against
other teams. In addition to building problem-solving
techniques students must also develop teamwork,
planning and project management skills.
Sherbourne primary has been competing in Tournament
of Minds for more than 20 years, but this year has been
one of its most successful. It had three teams win at the
Melbourne metro northern regional level and progress
to the state finals in the maths, engineering, social
sciences and applied technology categories. At the state
finals the applied technology team was victorious and
went on to compete at the Australasian Pacific finals in
Sydney this past weekend. Although they did not take
out a prize, the team’s effort was wonderful.
I congratulate Damien Gooi, Alayna Hanlan, Dylan
Zipsin, Rory Koerner-Brown, Aiden Zipsin, Roisin
O’Reilly and Zac Borello on their outstanding work.
Further, I congratulate Karen Paul, who accompanied
the team to Sydney and who has been involved in
Sherbourne’s 20 years of success at the Tournament of
Minds.
Sherbourne primary is yet another example of the
wonderful work undertaken by our state schools —
their staff, students and community — and I
congratulate them for the fantastic work they have
done.

China-Australia free trade agreement
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to draw to the
attention of the house the momentous free trade
agreement that the federal government has negotiated
with China.
China is Victoria’s largest trading partner — it is also
Australia’s largest trading partner — and clearly there
are significant opportunities for Victorian businesses if
this agreement comes into being. I would urge the
Labor Party to continue to modify its initially
aggressive stance on this agreement.
As a consequence of this agreement, when it is fully
implemented, 95 per cent of Australian goods will be
free from tariffs and 85 per cent of Australian goods
will be free from tariffs immediately after the
agreement is implemented. There are significant
opportunities for agricultural businesses in Victoria,
knowledge industries, such as our universities, and
service industries, such as the tourism sector.
This agreement has been negotiated on top of
agreements with Japan and South Korea, and all
agreements will provide Victorian businesses with very
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significant opportunities internationally. It is of course a
two-way street, and under the free trade agreement with
China, Australian consumers will pay less for goods
from China upon the agreement’s implementation.
I applaud the export emphasis of the federal
government. It is critical to jobs in Victoria.

Betty Burgess
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I am
delighted today to congratulate Betty Burgess of Pascoe
Vale, who was honoured with a Council on the Ageing
Senior Achiever Award during the 2015 Victorian
Senior of the Year Awards at Government House.
Mrs Burgess was among 14 seniors honoured, with
awards presented by the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. The prestigious event marked
the opening of the 2015 Victorian Seniors Festival and
honour a number of seniors who have contributed to
our community.
Betty Burgess has lived in Pascoe Vale or in the area
her whole life. She bought her first home with her
husband on Pascoe Vale Road. Betty makes a
difference to our community through hands-on
volunteer work, and she is an inspiring example of how
volunteer services provide a better quality of life for all
people.
Indeed Betty herself spoke to this last week at the
Moreland citizenship ceremony, where she talked about
how she had witnessed the Pascoe Vale area go from
being a post-war settlement to welcoming migrants
from Italy and Greece and through to being the global
hub it is today, with people from all corners of the
globe. Betty also talked about how important it is for all
people, whether they are aged or in the younger stages
of their lives, to volunteer in the community and make
our community a welcoming place for all people.
Betty is an active member of the Country Women’s
Association. Indeed she is an executive member of the
Pascoe Vale branch and has been involved with the
association for more than 30 years. Betty has given
tirelessly through catering, fundraising, planning for the
future, mentoring, empowering others to volunteer and
encouraging self-development.

Police resources
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — This statement
condemns the Andrews Labor government for its
failure to commit to and fund critical new police
facilities and infrastructure to deal with Melbourne’s
rapidly expanding population and increasing crime rate.
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In my own electorate of Rowville in the 2014–15 year
crime in the suburb of Scoresby fell by 34 per cent and
in Rowville by 5 per cent. This significant decrease in
crime followed on from four years over which the
coalition government delivered a record
1900 additional police officers and 950 protective
services officers. At the November state election the
coalition promised another 600 new sworn police and
specialist crime fighters to meet the many challenges
faced by Victoria Police.
By contrast, despite the obvious challenges facing
Victoria Police, the Andrews government has failed to
commit to any new police anywhere in Victoria, except
for 15 officers specially provided to Geelong and the
Bellarine Peninsula. There has not been one new police
officer provided for the rest of Victoria for the next four
years. This comes at a time when Melbourne’s
population growth is the highest of any capital city in
the nation, at 1.7 per cent; Police Association Victoria
has forecast that by 2018 Victoria will have a critical
shortage of police needed to properly resource police
stations; and the increased terrorism threat has resulted
in the end of single-police patrols.
Despite these pressures, the Andrews Labor
government has failed Victoria and the Victorian
community. The government stands condemned for not
committing to and funding new police officers and
infrastructure.

St Albans railway station
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — Last week the
demolition of St Albans railway station and platform 2
was completed. The works have ramped up to make
way for the removal of the Main Road level crossing. I
would like to thank the hardworking Metro Trains
Melbourne staff who have made the transition for
commuters from trains to shuttle buses between
St Albans and Keilor Plains stations very smooth and
stress free. Metro staff have been exceptional,
informing and helping locals with their questions
regarding the changes and also directing commuters at
specific strategic points to locate the bus drop-off and
pick-up points. Again, I thank the Metro staff.

Brimbank Melton Community Legal Centre
Ms SULEYMAN — On Wednesday, 14 October, I
was pleased to visit Brimbank Melton Community
Legal Centre and hear firsthand about some of the
funding that the centre has recently received. The grant
will create an opportunity for the centre to employ a
Vietnamese lawyer to provide targeted legal services
for the Vietnamese community. There will also be a

3837

family violence duty lawyer to assist victims of abuse. I
commend the passionate and dedicated staff of the
Brimbank Melton Community Legal Centre for their
commitment to justice for all members of the
community.

Veterans health
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — Congratulations to the
RSL and others who organised the Red Cliffs veterans
health day, and a big thankyou to the service providers
who came along to showcase the services and support
that are available for veterans needing health care. We
owe a debt of gratitude to our veterans, and for many of
us that is difficult to repay. We can take comfort in the
services and the quality of the people who provide
those services to meet the particular needs of our ageing
veterans.

Mildura Show
Mr CRISP — Mildura’s biggest event, the Mildura
Show, was again a great success. Congratulations to the
show committee, the secretary and the volunteers, who
play a big role in bringing this event to Mildura. In the
modern era an event like a show is no easy task to
organise and fund, yet it is important in the social cycle
of a vibrant rural city like Mildura. To all those who
have worked so hard: enjoy the weekend off, because I
know that planning for the show next year needs to start
almost immediately.

Biggest Ever Blokes Barbecue
Mr CRISP — The Mildura Biggest Ever Blokes
Barbecue was held on 9 October and featured a
star-studded cast and huge support from the community
for the Prostate Cancer Foundation of Australia. The
guests included Brendan Fevola, Greg Champion and
Brad Hodge, and the master of ceremonies was the
legendary John Deeks. Valuable research dollars were
raised for this important charity.

Ted Hurley Memorial Classic ski race
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — The Ted Hurley Memorial
Classic ski race was held last Sunday. It is a ski race
between Mildura and Wentworth, and return. The event
builds on the success of the Mildura 100 ski race at
Easter and further enhances Mildura’s reputation as an
event centre. Again Mildura’s commitment to
volunteering to make these events happen was
reinforced. Well done to the Mildura District Ski Club
and all those who gave up their weekend to help.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
3838

ASSEMBLY

Tucker Road Bentleigh Primary School
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — The Deputy Premier,
who is also the Minister for Education, recently joined
me on a visit to Tucker Road Bentleigh Primary
School. At Tucker Road the minister met with teachers,
parents and students and heard all about the strong need
for a new gymnasium to accommodate the school’s
600 students. We saw the existing gymnasium, and the
minister agreed that it is just too small. Currently there
is no space for whole-of-school assemblies and very
little space for wet weather activities.
I am proud that this year the Andrews Labor
government delivered the biggest education budget in
Victoria’s history, including record funding for
rebuilding schools. A total of $18.6 million was
invested in rebuilding schools in my electorate as part
of the last budget. My community is still celebrating
this investment, but there is more to be done.
I gave a commitment to my community that I would
advocate for this vital facility at Tucker Road, and that
is exactly what I am doing. I thank the minister for his
visit and his continued support of schools in my
electorate. Local families love the Tucker Road primary
school. It is a growing school with many
up-and-coming community leaders. I look forward to
visiting Tucker Road again soon to present the Lorraine
Francis Community Award to a very worthy student.

Bushfire preparedness
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Although the Mornington
Peninsula countryside looks green at the moment and
despite good winter rainfall, the area will start to dry
out considerably over the coming weeks. This, together
with consistent forecasts of a dry summer, means that
the Mornington Peninsula is heading for a high fire
danger period.
I have a number of worries regarding the fire season
this year. Locals do not believe the forecast because the
forecast last year was very inaccurate. The tens of
thousands of city day visitors and renters know little if
anything about fire awareness. The southern peninsula
is one of the three most dangerous fire areas in Victoria
due to its heavily timbered areas, very explosive tea
trees, massive seasonal population increases and totally
congested freeways, roads and streets, and, being a
peninsula, there is a lack of exit and access routes for
emergency vehicles.
Fire authorities say a major fire is now not a matter of
if, but when. On the positive side, much planning has
been done and our local Country Fire Authority
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brigades are first class. I ask all relevant government
department agencies and ministers to facilitate more
emergency clean-ups and to educate residents and
visitors as to the fire danger and their responsibility to
clear up their land and have a thorough fire plan.
Unfortunately the reality is that if a major fire starts and
you are on the southern peninsula, you will not be able
to leave. There will be no escape, so plan accordingly.

Tweddle Child and Family Health Service
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — Last Sunday
Tweddle Child and Family Health Service celebrated
95 years of service provision to families in their very
early years. It was an absolute delight to celebrate with
it. Tweddle has made such an enormous contribution to
children and families right across Victoria, particularly
to vulnerable families. Ninety-four years ago Joseph
Thornton Tweddle, a businessman and philanthropist,
started Tweddle Hospital for Babies and School of
Mothercraft, which looked after the most vulnerable of
children, many of them abandoned or foundling babies.
Established in Footscray, the work Tweddle does in
providing social support and psychology services,
childbirth education programs, community-based
programs and therapeutic support for families with
children who have additional needs is truly inspiring. It
is particularly inspiring to see Tweddle continue to
transform to meet the community’s needs.
Tweddle is now targeting early intervention and
prevention programs for young families, including a
sleep school to help young mothers deal with babies
who will not go to sleep. Tweddle is a remarkable
organisation which does incredible things with families
which often must deal with complex and compounded
issues around health, addiction, family instability and
violence, as well as other factors like financial stress,
age and ethnicity. What Tweddle does is incredibly
important and innovative. Congratulations to all
associated with Tweddle.

Professor Graeme Clark
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I would like to
pay tribute to and mark the 80th birthday of Professor
Graeme Clarke. According to John Howard:
No living Australian has done more to help the hearing
impaired than has Graeme Clark. He has made a lasting
impact on the lives of hundreds of thousands of adults and
children around the world with the development of the
multi-channel cochlear implant or bionic ear.
…
… This has been Graeme Clark’s special gift to his fellow
men and women.
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Ian MacPhee, a former federal minister, said of Graeme
Clark:
A truly remarkable achievement by the most modest of men.
…
It would be hard to imagine that anyone could help so many
people throughout the world as Graeme has done. His legacy
will endure forever.
… The fact that Graeme declined to take shares in Cochlear
testifies still further the special ethics and qualities of this
great man.

According to correspondence from the night of
Professor Clark’s 80th birthday celebration, Barry
Jones said:
Graeme is an authentic hero of our time. We admire him
greatly.

Sandringham Yacht Club
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to Kate Mitchell
as commodore and the board members of the
Sandringham Yacht Club on their great work in
running the club. This year the Sandringham Yacht
Club open day was attended by people from Japan,
including the Japanese Consul-General and those taking
part in the Melbourne Osaka Cup yacht race. I pay
tribute to the range of foreshore yachting and boating
clubs in the Sandringham electorate, which have had
their opening season throughout the months of
September and October.

Sunbury municipality
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I call on the
Victorian government to overturn the Sunbury out of
Hume decision because of the exorbitant rate rises it
would deliver for residents in Sunbury and the
unnecessary cost increases for residents throughout the
City of Hume. The former Liberal government’s policy
was not only unfair, unsustainable and unprecedented,
but the inquiry into the proposed transition by a former
Supreme Court judge has found that it may also be
illegal. A split would result in a rate rise of 14.2 per
cent for residents of Sunbury and 3.8 per cent for the
rest of Hume, according to the Sunbury Hume
transition audit report.
I challenged former Liberal Premier Denis Napthine,
and in the last Parliament described the project as ‘the
triumph of politics over rational decision-making’,
which it has proved to be. I hope the people of
Melbourne’s north never forget that this scam was the
last misuse of executive power by a dying one-term
coalition government. It would place a needless and
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unfair burden on families throughout the City of Hume.
The transition audit identified:
Splitting liabilities, intangible and moveable assets and staff
by 23.6 per cent to Sunbury and 76.4 per cent to Hume, as
provided in the current order in council, would not be
appropriate or equitable in the circumstances.

The report also criticised the $30 million cross-subsidy
from one of the poorest communities in Victoria,
noting:
The adoption of a cross-subsidy from Hume City Council to
Sunbury in the present context and certainly for the lengthy
period involved, would constitute a substantial shift from the
well-established principle of local government that councils
are to operate on the rate base generated within their
municipal boundaries …

Put simply, the coalition acted above the law — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Burwood Heights Primary School
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I recently had the
pleasure of attending the Burwood Heights Primary
School art show. It was great to be able to see the many
and diverse student works on display. I congratulate all
the students on their great work and also the principal,
Esther Wood, and the staff for organising another very
creative and successful show. It was also a pleasure to
hear the school choir perform during the show, so my
congratulations go also to the choir members and staff
involved.

Emmaus College
Mr ANGUS — It was a pleasure recently to attend
the Emmaus College annual art show and present the
awards to the show winners. Once again there was a
very diverse range of works on display, with some
outstanding pieces amongst them. I congratulate the
principal, Tony Hirst, the students and the teachers who
were involved in putting on this exhibition.

Forest Hill College Men’s Shed
Mr ANGUS — I recently had the great pleasure of
joining with Dave Rogers, the principal, and Geoff
Cheah, the school council president, of Forest Hill
College, together with Andrew Hill, the executive
pastor of Crossway Baptist Church, and many others,
for the opening of the new Forest Hill College Men’s
Shed. The shed is a joint community initiative between
Forest Hill College and local church Crossway. The
shed is sited in the grounds of the Forest Hill College
and will provide an opportunity for men to meet, make
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social connections and become involved in projects to
make a positive contribution to the local community. I
congratulate the many people involved in making this
project happen. I look forward to seeing the shed grow
and to visiting again.
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wonderful day on the bay. Congratulations to all
involved.

Alana O’Neil

Mr ANGUS — I recently had the pleasure of
attending the Vermont Secondary College annual art
and design show. Once again there was a very diverse
range of works on display, with some outstanding
pieces amongst them. Works ranged from paintings and
drawings to ceramics, woodwork and other media. I
congratulate the students, together with the teachers,
who were involved in putting on this exhibition.

Ms KILKENNY — I would also like to
acknowledge the recent death of Carrum Primary
School principal Alana O’Neil. Until her death Alana
had been principal at Carrum since 2001 and had spent
all but one year of her entire teaching career at Carrum.
Alana was always concerned with the welfare of all her
students and was passionate about the importance of
educating the whole child. I feel very fortunate to have
worked with Alana. She taught a couple of generations
of kids in Carrum. Her funeral is today. She will be
missed enormously.

Vermont South Community House

Latrobe Regional Hospital

Mr ANGUS — I was pleased to recently attend the
opening of The Café House at the Vermont South
Community House. I was also delighted to be able to
present certificates to students who had completed their
placement at the cafe. This cafe is a new social
enterprise aimed at providing opportunities for young
people, as well as local residents and visitors to the
house.

Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — On the night of Saturday,
10 October, I attended a fundraiser for the Latrobe
Regional Hospital mental health unit at the Claypot
Curry House. I rise to congratulate Shirani and Ranjith
Perera for helping to raise awareness about mental
health issues in the Bass Coast. In Gippsland, from
Phillip Island in the west to the New South Wales
border in the East, we have the highest suicide mortality
rate in Victoria. We have more than double the
Victorian state average of intentional self-harm hospital
presentations. There is also a critical shortage of
supported accommodation housing and acute care
psychiatric beds. The relationship between mental
illness, homelessness and suicide is well known.

Vermont Secondary College

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Carrum Sailing and Motor Boat Club
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — Last Sunday I was
honoured to ring the bell for the blessing of the fleet at
the Carrum Sailing and Motor Boat Club on the
foreshore at Carrum. Under the watch of Commodore
Carol Flanagan and a tremendous club committee, the
club celebrated 50 years on the water, and just as
importantly, a proud 50-year history in the local
community, introducing many generations to the joys
of sailing and boating.

Mates Day on the Bay
Ms KILKENNY — Also on Sunday I was
delighted to attend the annual Mates Day on the Bay.
Trevor and Lynette Hogan from Launchingway and a
team of incredible volunteers organised a day of fishing
on the bay for many intellectually disabled members of
our community. This was followed by a huge barbecue
cook-up on the shores of our beautiful Patterson River.
The participants were clearly ecstatic with their catches,
and others spoke excitedly of the ones that got away.
There are people in our communities, together with
their carers, who for 365 days a year face incredible
challenges. However, for this one day they enjoy a

On the Bass Coast, when people require acute care,
they are usually taken to Wonthaggi, often to the
emergency unit, triaged and if hospitalisation is
required, they are then sent to Traralgon or Dandenong,
if a bed is available. It is clear that the lack of adequate
support services for those with a mental illness is felt
even more acutely in our region. As a member of this
Parliament, I would like to express my sincere gratitude
to Shirani and Ranjith for leading by example, for
promoting the dialogue and for helping to change the
way in which we think about this issue and raising
funds to support this cause.

Do It in a Dress
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Last Friday the senior
level students at Diamond Valley College held a very
successful fundraiser, Do It in a Dress, throughout
which the boys showed particular leadership. Do It in a
Dress supports the education of girls and women in
Sierra Leone and other parts of the world. On the day,
students were encouraged to donate to the cause and to
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wear a dress. Activities included a barbecue, raffles and
of course the wearing of dresses. The school raised
more than $2000.

in the community. It was a pleasure to give my support
to that fundraiser and those efforts. I wish Edithvale
Aspendale all the best.

I would like to single out Chae Rogers, a year 12
student and one of the organisers. I thank him for
inviting me to the school to participate in a great day. It
was very impressive to see this project in support of
girls in the Third World being led by busy year 12
students. Teacher Kate Boundy also assisted with the
activities. There will be no elephant stamps for teachers
Geoff Portbury and David Finlayson, who wimped out
on wearing a dress — although I know they bought lots
of raffle tickets. I hope to see them doing it next year.

Lisa Singh

I also commend the great work of principal Greg
Williams, who did wear a dress on the day, for his great
work and leadership of the school since 2009. He is
now retiring. I look forward to celebrating a job well
done with him tonight at the Diamond Valley College
graduation awards. Greg Williams, you have improved
the school no end.

Edithvale Aspendale Sporting Club
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It was a
pleasure to attend the Edithvale Aspendale Sporting
Club presentation night last Friday. It has been a
successful year for Edithvale-Aspendale Football
Netball Club, with a growing list of young footballers
and netballers coming through and supporting it. The
football seniors managed to get into the finals this year,
led by Graeme Yeats, who has had a glittering career as
a coach with the Dandenong Stingrays. He is leading
the charge and will take Edithvale Aspendale into next
season. On the netball side, out of the four Edithvale
Aspendale teams, three won premierships, which is an
absolutely outstanding result. It shows the growth of
women in sport and the growth of Edithvale Aspendale
Sporting Club. They are very well led by netball
manager Helen Hollis, who is a tireless advocate for the
club and is working hard to get them a netball facility.
I pay tribute to Peter O’Connor, affectionately known
as the Ox, who is president of Edithvale Aspendale
football club. I also acknowledge Andrew Jamieson,
the secretary, for his ongoing and tireless work. This is
a fantastic club with excellent values. In his address on
the awards night, under-19s coach Aaron Martello
touched on its great spirit and community values.
Edithvale Aspendale Sporting Club held a fundraiser
earlier in the year for Yarrabah School, a special
development school in our electorate, and raised
$15 000. That shows how community-oriented the club
is. It has the right values and spirit and knows its place

Mr LIM (Clarinda) — The relegation of Senator
Lisa Singh to the unwinnable no. 4 position on the ALP
Senate ticket has outraged the multicultural community,
especially the Asian and Indian communities. The loss
of Lisa Singh is a loss for diverse leadership. Her
replacement by a male candidate is bizarre and ironic,
given that the ALP at its recent national conference
adopted a policy to have women making up 50 per cent
of its MPs in 10 years.
Lisa has a proven track record for advocating on issues
within and beyond her portfolio. Her stance on issues
pertaining to the environment, human rights, racial
discrimination and the restoration of federal funding for
the arts has been significant. I hope and trust federal
Labor will realise that it should not do something just
because it can. I hope and trust it will do the right thing
and restore Lisa to a winnable spot on the ticket.
Lisa made history as the first South Asian to enter the
Australian Parliament. She was promoted to the
shadow ministry in 2013 as shadow parliamentary
secretary to the Attorney-General during a turbulent
period. She fought tooth and nail, with her party,
against the repeal of section 18C of the Racial
Discrimination Act 1975. She was highly regarded and
respected for that action. She showed conviction and
compassion in tirelessly pushing the ALP’s position
and advocating to free Peter Greste, who has since
visited this Parliament, and in her opposition to the Bali
Nine executions — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Government achievements
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — It is a wonderful day
today under an Andrews Labor government — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The member’s time has expired, and the time for
making statements has also expired.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — There is nothing
like a quick contribution!
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This morning I want to again refer to the alert report of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee tabled in
the house in June. The final report is not yet tabled, but
without breaching any committee confidences I am
certain it is not far away. In the interim, we have the
transcripts, we have the ministers’ presentations, we
have the questions on notice and I am now very pleased
to say that we also have a complete set of
questionnaires. It took a little bit of time to achieve that,
but we now have all those questionnaires up on the
committee website. I thank the Minister for Health or
indeed whichever member of her staff it was who was
apparently listening when in the last sitting week I
again raised the issue of the missing Department of
Health and Human Services report, because magically
that afternoon that questionnaire finally appeared.
It does raise the issue that we have a government that
claims it is open and claims it is transparent, yet it took
almost four months into the financial year — well past
the completion of the first quarter, and quite a bit longer
since the budget — to shake loose this questionnaire
and finally provide the committee and the Parliament
with this information. I draw comparisons with the
actions of the former government throughout the
57th Parliament. In every year of that Parliament the
questionnaire was made available to the committee
prior to the public hearings so members of the
committee had access to the information prior to those
public hearings.
It is absolutely extraordinary that the department and
indeed the minister’s office can take so long to make
this information available. It also raises the question
that if the minister, her office or her department can
take five and a half months — and that is how long it
took from the time the questionnaire was initially
provided to the department to the time of its receipt —
to deliver a response to a simple parliamentary
questionnaire, how on earth can we have any
confidence that the same group of people can manage a
department with outputs in excess of $20 billion this
year? Anyway, we now have the information, and that
information is available for consideration in the
presentation of the final report.
Another factor in the hearings in May was the issue of
employment, and the funding of infrastructure also
featured prominently. With employment, we have
subsequently heard that not only has no progress been
made on the 100 000-person full-time employment
target but in fact that figure has gone backwards and the
target is now 107 000.
We also had the infamous $1.5 billion of
commonwealth money that had been received for the
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east–west link. During the hearings the commonwealth
budget was brought down and we learnt that there was
a reasonable expectation that that money would be
returned. I sought to ask the Secretary of the
Department of Treasury and Finance, through the
Minister for Finance, about this issue. This was the first
opportunity we had had to question the secretary
directly, but unfortunately the Minister for Finance
declined to allow the committee to have that
opportunity and declined to allow me to direct a
question directly to the secretary, so we still do not
know what the secretary thinks about this $1.5 billion.
Essentially the minister’s answer was, ‘Well, we hope
it’ll be okay’.
The fact is that the government brought into this house
a budget which includes $1.5 billion that actually
belongs to another government and has been claimed as
such. Subsequent policy adjustments may deal with the
issue, but the fact is that it brought in a budget which
was a false representation of the financial position of
the state at the time. No amount of policy adjustment
will absolve the government of the manner in which,
with this budget, it falsely represented the financial
position of the state.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I, too, would like to
make a contribution to debate on the 2015–16 budget
estimates report. I refer to the transcript of the evidence
the Treasurer gave on 8 May 2015, particularly
page 25, where he is reported as stating:
… the recasting of our industry systems is so important.
There is the Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel at
$508 million and a start-up initiative at $60 million. The
government’s $200 million Regional Jobs Fund will play a
critical role in collectively assisting in the identification of
where the growth areas are that are coming through in the
Victorian economy that the government should be putting its
effort and emphasis into. We see them as medical technology
and pharmaceuticals, new energy technology, food and fibre,
transport, defence and construction technology, international
education, and professional services. Those moneys, together
with $200 million for the Future Industries Fund, are about
identifying those growth areas, skilling up the workforce and
making prudent investments, getting behind those industries
that are growing into the future.

That was a very important statement because what the
government is really trying to do, and what the
Treasurer was alluding to in his statement, is take
advantage of the transitioning of the economy so that
we can move the economy into areas of high economic
growth in order to create growth, wealth and prosperity
in our communities. It is about recognising the fact that
in the Asian century Victoria’s narrative is about
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quality rather than quantity. It is about producing, for
example, high-quality wine to be sold to the Asian
middle class in China, as opposed to producing
megalitres of cask wine for broader domestic
consumption. It is about trying to find those areas of
specialisation.

Pepsi is proposing to create a new Pepsi Perfect. I think
that would be fantastic. The budget was a fantastic
initiative that was about growing the economy.

It is also about looking at finding the ability to develop
these industries to create new products and drive
innovation because the world has changed and is
continuing to change. I think back to how significantly
the world has changed in the last 30 years, for example.
Some might ask, ‘Why is 30 years significant?’.
Thirty years is significant because in the movie Back to
the Future, which was filmed in 1985, today is the day
that Marty McFly was to come back. That is important
because I feel a degree of regret that today I caught the
Craigieburn line train to Parliament when what I
wanted to do was to come to Parliament on a hover
board.

Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I rise to make a
contribution on the report of the budget estimates
hearings in May of this year. I am mindful that it is an
alert report, but nonetheless it clearly sets out the
intentions of this government. As we know, this
city-centric Labor government is primarily focused on
metropolitan Melbourne — unless, of course, if you
live in Geelong, Bendigo or Ballarat.

Mr Foley interjected.
Mr PEARSON — It is funny that the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing should mention that
because it is interesting to recall that in the movie there
were self-adjusting clothes. There was a jacket which
automatically retracted to fit Marty McFly better. In
terms of future industries, I would like to see this
government create things like automatically retracting
jackets. I think that would be great. It is also important
to note that flying cars were supposed to have been
created. If we still had an automotive manufacturing
industry in this state, we could hope to have such a
thing. This is about transitioning the economy so that
we can take advantage of the future and make sure that
we seize the advantage and fulfil our destiny. In the
1989 sequel to the film, they talked about the Chicago
Cubs being world champions in 2015. The Chicago
Cubs have not won a world series since 1908, but lo
and behold, the Chicago Cubs are there now.
The budget is not so much about back to the future; it is
about building the future. Various predictions that were
made in 1985 have come true, such as video glasses —
I think we have video glasses now. I think some of the
gaming technology used in that film has also
eventuated. News drones were talked about in 1985 in
Back to the Future and they are present today. This
budget is important because it is not only about
recognising that it is 30 years since Back to the Future
was made but it is also about identifying other
initiatives and building on that to create greater wealth
and prosperity. That is what is important. I also note
that in the film there was a drink called Pepsi Perfect. I
am advised that for the 30th anniversary of the film

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)

Page 9 of this report explores the evidence from the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety and highlights the
fact that more than $80 million has been ripped out of
the roads budget under this Labor government. The
previous coalition government invested $486.4 million
in roads, compared to the $402 million that Labor now
provides. There is no doubt and it is clear that regional
Victorians are being hit worst by this massive reduction
in funding.
There is no better example of this than just north of
Katamatite on the Tocumwal-Benalla Road, where the
100-kilometre-per-hour speed limit that had been in
place for decades has now been reduced due to the
deterioration of the road surface. We are now back to
80 kilometres an hour. Instead of fixing the road, they
have just put a bandaid on the problem by reducing the
speed limit to 80 kilometres an hour and they think that
is the solution. The previous government would have
highlighted areas such as that and we would have gone
on and fixed them. We are talking about a stretch of
road of only less than a kilometre, we are not
suggesting hundreds of kilometres, but now VicRoads
is changing speed limits on country roads rather than
completing the necessary roadworks to keep them up to
scratch. The inconvenience is one thing but the refusal
to repair the road is the real issue. I find this action
reprehensible by a government that extols its virtues,
saying that it represents regional Victoria. What its
members say versus what they actually do are two
completely different scenarios.
The 10 per cent cut in the roads funding will be yet
another slap in the face for county motorists,
particularly after it was revealed that 10 of the
48 bridges to be upgraded through the Stronger Country
Bridges program are in metropolitan Melbourne. Tell
me how that works. Again, country road users will be
the losers. All 10 of those Melbourne bridges are
miraculously within 4 kilometres of the Premier’s own
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electorate. To anyone trying to demonstrate that this
reduction of $80 million has no effect I will argue that
we need look no further than Katamatite in the Ovens
Valley to see the effects of the reduction to our country
roads budget.
To add insult to injury, this section of road is the major
arterial to Brisbane from Melbourne and the most
common route from the Riverina to the port of
Melbourne. So our local communities and families are
at risk, and our major transport companies are
compromised as they endeavour to freight their produce
to the port of Melbourne and the Melbourne market.
Road funding projects in the Ovens Valley electorate
are sadly lacking under this city-centric Labor
government. Last year I announced $2 million in road
safety improvements at the intersection of Snow Road
and the Wangaratta-Whitfield Road at Oxley, including
a roundabout and $308 000 to fix a section of the
Katamatite-Shepparton Road near Invergordon.
Unfortunately, we have not seen anything like that from
Labor this year. The King Valley is still waiting for an
upgrade of the Wangaratta-Whitfield Road at Edi
Cutting.
In the transcript of the budget estimates hearings the
minister is quoted as saying:
The Andrews government is very much getting on with the
projects this state needs so we can get people home to their
families safer and sooner.

‘Safer and sooner’ — you only have to come to the
Ovens Valley to see that they are ignoring that. They
are not repairing the roads; they are just putting a
bandaid on the problem.
The minister went on to say:
… they deserve safer roads because they use them every day;
ensure that people spend more time at home and less time on
the road; and ensure that regional Victoria has better freight
corridors and freight, with stronger bridges and a better rail
network.

We need the minister to deliver on that.
In addition to this, the axing of the coalition’s
$160 million country roads and bridges program is
another example of shifting funds from country areas to
metropolitan areas. This is classic robbing Peter to pay
Paul, or it is better described as siphoning funds that
were supposed to be for the country into the city. Do
not get me started on the $640 million that was ripped
up. What a difference that would have made to regional
and country roads. The Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings document is a living, breathing,
blatant example of this transfer. If what has happened in
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my electorate is representative of what will happen in
the whole state, given time we will have
80-kilometre-per-hour sections on every major road in
our regions, which will then be backed up with speed
cameras — and the revenue generated from that will
also be spent on level crossings in Melbourne.
It is time that this government looked a little closer at
regional Victoria. Country Victoria has already had
enough of being ignored by this government and this
certainly needs to change.

Family and Community Development
Committee: abuse in disability services
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I rise to make a
statement on the Family and Community Development
Committee’s interim report of its inquiry into abuse in
disability services. If I could take a moment first to
respond to the member for Mornington. I respect the
member greatly, but being lectured to about jobs by a
member of a former government that did not have a
jobs plan between the time it won election in 2010 and
just a month before the 2014 election — during which
period it took us down the road to the highest job rate in
more than a decade — is just pathetic and laughable.
The abuse of people who access disability services is a
disturbing violation, as we know, and we have heard a
lot about it in the media. Recently I was invited to
Caulfield Community Rehabilitation to meet an
individual called Mickey, who gained an individual
support package through the office of the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing and my hardworking
office. This gave me a better insight into the enormous
personal cost to individuals and families in terms of
what they are already going through even without the
fear that their relatives could be abused in facilities.
Things are tough enough for them.
I met Mickey. His family was there. There were lots of
tears. I was taken on a tour of the Caulfield facility.
Mickey was a strong bloke. He had a job and a family.
He loved his dog and his footy. What happened to him
could have happened to any of us. He had a stroke, I
believe, and was struck down. He has made an amazing
recovery with the help of the people at Caulfield
Community Rehabilitation, a centre-based service
which provides clients with short-term, intensive
rehabilitation usually for eight weeks, but longer if
required. The team there provides physiotherapy,
occupational therapy, speech therapy, social work,
community health nursing, dietetics, allied health
assistance, rehabilitation medicine, neuropsychology
and individual therapies targeting strength, balance,
community access, communication and hydrotherapy.
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I guess my point is that it is so important that the
committee gets this inquiry right, because there is so
much riding on the committee’s work for people who
are already doing it tough in our community. I would
like to give a shout out to Bronwyn from the Young
People in Nursing Homes National Alliance. She met
me the day I met Mickey. These people work tirelessly
to ensure that families can navigate the system and
achieve a good result.
Many members on the other side of the chamber talk
about the past and what they could have done. The first
individual support package we were able to gain for a
member of the Frankston community came on April
Fools’ Day. The surgeon who had to sign the document
had never seen one before, so he ripped it up and threw
it in the bin and laughed at the nurses. Now that is
hanging in a frame on the wall, and I think that is
testament to the 800 more individual support packages
that the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
and our government are providing to people in need.
To wrap up, I note that in the second stage we are going
to inform the rollout of the national disability insurance
scheme and the safeguards attached to it. We really
have to get this right, because people in this position are
vulnerable. We have seen in the media what happens
and how long it takes for the process to roll out and for
people to be made safe once an incident happens. We
need to make sure we have the safeguards in place to
ensure these incidents do not happen and, if and when
they do, that they are appropriately dealt with in the
right circumstances and through the right chain of
command, so to speak.

Accountability and Oversight Committee:
oversight agencies 2013-14
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise
today to speak on the first report of the Accountability
and Oversight Committee in the 58th Parliament,
entitled Report into Victorian Oversight Agencies
2013–14, which was tabled in this place in the last
sitting week. The report arises as a result of one of the
statutory roles of the Accountability and Oversight
Committee — that is, the role of examining the annual
reports of the three agencies that the committee
oversees. Those are the office of the Freedom of
Information Commissioner, the Victorian Ombudsman
and the Victorian Inspectorate. Pages ii and iii of the
report outline in detail the committee functions.
The authority for the committee’s functions is found
primarily in two pieces of legislation, the Parliamentary
Committees Act 2003 and sections 26H and 26I of the
Ombudsman Act 1973. Those pages go into great detail
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about what the Accountability and Oversight
Committee can and cannot do in relation to those
agencies, and it is very instructive to see it reviewed in
the report.
The report comprises four chapters and two appendices,
the first being the introduction, which goes through the
matters that I just talked about, including an outline of
Victoria’s integrity system. Chapter 2 deals with the
Freedom of Information Commissioner and, for the
benefit of all readers but certainly members of this
place, it goes through a whole range of aspects of the
FOI commissioner, particularly its functions. It talks
about the various complaints that are investigated,
completion rates, review of decisions, appeals and so
on.
Chapter 3 deals with the Victorian Ombudsman and,
again for the benefit of readers, it provides an
introduction to the Ombudsman’s functions in relation
to complaints handling and investigations. Chapter 3.4
is headed ‘Interactions with the committee’ and
chapter 3.5 is headed ‘Interactions with other elements
of Victoria’s integrity regime’. This helps to bring into
light the relationship between the Ombudsman and
IBAC as well as other matters. Chapter 3.6 deals with
the performance of the Ombudsman, the quantitative
and the qualitative performance measures as well as
timeliness measures.
Chapter 4 looks at the Victorian Inspectorate and deals
with its functions and powers. It talks about interactions
with the committee as well as raising a number of key
issues under chapter 4.4, where we have identified
matters that have been raised in the inspectorate’s
annual report. They deal particularly with compliance,
the monitoring of the Ombudsman and complaints.
There are also a couple of appendices, and appendix 2
in particular could be very informative to members. It
deals with Victorian Ombudsman relevant
legislation — what can be investigated and protected
disclosures. It is in a very detailed format for members
to read exactly what the Ombudsman can and cannot
look at, and I think that is a very informative part of the
document.
Pages x and xi list the findings and recommendations.
There are three findings together with eight
recommendations. Some of the recommendations were
noted in the Accountability and Oversight Committee’s
previous report, which was tabled in the
57th Parliament. We have identified some of the
matters that still require addressing and they have been
listed for future follow-up.
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In conclusion, as chair of the Accountability and
Oversight Committee I want to thank, firstly, my fellow
committee members who have worked diligently and
made significant contributions to this report and to
other matters that the committee has dealt with; and
secondly, and most importantly, the staff who have also
worked very hard and constructively for the benefit of
the committee. I thank them particularly for their hard
work in relation to the report. This is a good report that
should be of interest to members, and I commend it to
the house.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — I rise to discuss the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee Alert
Digest No. 13. The report deals with four bills directly
and additional feedback was sought on two others. The
bills are the Adoption Amendment (Adoption by
Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015, the Gambling
Legislation Amendment Bill 2015, the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Police Custody Officers) Bill
2015 and the Victorian Energy Efficiency Target
Amendment (Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015.
Additional feedback was sought on the Gambling
Legislation Amendment Bill 2015 and the Public
Health and Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play)
Bill 2015.
Six of the seven members of the committee, of which I
am also a member, are brand new to the committee in
this term of Parliament — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! I draw the attention of the member for Sunbury
to Rulings from the Chair headed ‘A member may not
comment on Alert Digests’:
Alert Digests on bills, by the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, are not available for commentary
during statements on parliamentary committee reports.

I encourage the member to come back to making a
contribution in relation to parliamentary committee
reports.
Mr J. BULL — I stand corrected, Acting Speaker. I
refer to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
report and the bills dealt with this week, which include
the Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015 and the Gambling Legislation
Amendment Bill 2015. The report goes to the heart of
all of these bills. I apologise for my error.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The time for making statements on committee
reports has expired.

TERRORISM (COMMUNITY
PROTECTION) AMENDMENT 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 Terrorism
(Community Protection) Amendment Bill 2015 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill implements a number of the recommendations of the
2014 Victorian Review of Counter-Terrorism Legislation
(review report) by amending the Terrorism (Community
Protection) Act 2003 (the act) in order to provide for the
remote entry of premises to access electronic equipment for
the purposes of covert search warrants, and to extend the
operation of preventative detention and prohibited contact
orders. It also amends the expiry date of the act as a whole
from 1 December 2016 to 1 December 2021. As this
effectively re-enacts the act for a further five years, this
statement of compatibility considers the human rights impacts
of the act in its entirety, not just the provisions of the act
specifically amended by the bill.
The purposes of the act are to provide powers and obligations
relating to the prevention of and response to terrorist acts, to
provide for the application for, and the grant and execution of,
search warrants authorising covert searches by police officers,
to provide for the application for and the making of
preventative detention orders, to provide for mandatory
reporting of the theft or loss or discrepancies in quantity of
certain chemicals and other substances, and to protect
counterterrorism methods from disclosure in legal
proceedings.
Human rights issues
Part 2 — covert search warrants
Part 2 of the act provides for the issue of covert search
warrants for the purposes of investigating suspected terrorist
activity. The warrant is covert in the sense that the occupier of
the premises in question knows nothing about its issue, or the
subsequent entry and search carried out under its authority.
The use of covert search warrants has been invaluable in
investigations into possible terrorist offences in the past, and
these provisions are regarded by investigation agencies as an
essential part of their investigatory toolkit.
Section 6 provides that a police officer, with the approval of
the chief commissioner, a deputy commissioner or an
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assistant commissioner, may apply to the Supreme Court for
the issue of a covert search warrant if the police officer
suspects or believes, on reasonable grounds, that: a terrorist
act has been, is being, or is likely to be committed; a person
who resides at or visits the premises has been involved in
planning a terrorist act or has provided or received training
from a terrorist organisation; there has been activity on the
premises connected with a terrorist act; entry and search of
the premises would assist in preventing or responding to a
terrorist act; and it is necessary for that entry and search to be
conducted without the knowledge of the occupier. The court
may issue a covert search warrant if satisfied that there are
reasonable grounds for the suspicion or belief founding the
application for the warrant. If necessary, the court can require
that additional information is provided before it makes its
decision.
Generally, applications must be made in writing and
supported by an affidavit. In urgent circumstances, the
warrant may be issued on the basis of a telephone application.
In either case, the applicant must notify the Public Interest
Monitor (PIM) of the application, and the PIM is entitled to
make submissions to the court.
A warrant issued under part 2 may authorise the person to
whom it is directed (and any other person named or described
in the warrant) to enter premises, or other specified premises
adjoining or providing access to the premises, by force or
impersonation if necessary; search the premises; seize, copy,
photograph or otherwise record a description of a thing at the
premises; place a thing at the premises; operate any electronic
equipment on the premises and copy, print or otherwise
record information from the equipment; or to test, or take and
keep a sample of a thing at the premises.
In addition to the existing provisions, clause 5(2) of the bill
inserts new subsection 9(1)(fa) into the act, which enables a
warrant issued under part 2 of the act to authorise the
operation by way of remote entry of any electronic equipment
on a premises and to copy, print or otherwise record
information from that equipment. This amendment is
necessary due to developments in technology since the act
was originally passed, as it is now possible to remotely access
a computer without being physically present. Remote access
is a safer and less intrusive process than physically entering
premises in order to access the device.
Right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. By
their nature, covert search warrants enable police to interfere
with privacy by entering and searching private premises.
However, the charter right to privacy will only be limited if
the interference is unlawful or arbitrary.
In my view, the interference will not be unlawful, as it will be
authorised under the act and approved by the Supreme Court.
It will also not be arbitrary, as the power is sufficiently
constrained to the very limited circumstances described
above. Examples of circumstances where covert warrants
may be necessary include where notification of a search could
jeopardise an ongoing investigation by revealing that there
has been a tip-off, or by revealing police methodology.
In deciding whether to grant a warrant, the court must
consider the nature and gravity of the terrorist act (or
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suspected act), the extent to which the warrant would assist
the prevention of or response to the act, and the extent to
which the privacy of any person is likely to be affected. These
requirements enable the balancing of the legitimate aim of
investigating suspected terrorist acts with the significant
interests of the individual in privacy, particularly in relation to
the home.
The court must also consider any conditions to which the
warrant may be made subject. Such conditions could include,
where appropriate, a requirement that the applicant notify the
occupier of the premises at a specified future time that the
search has taken place.
The court must also consider any submissions made by a
PIM. The involvement of the PIM ensures that an
independent third party is aware of the application for and
grant of a warrant, and enables submissions to be made to the
court in relation to the public interest, including in the
protection of human rights. I note that this aspect of the
scheme distinguishes the Victorian provisions from the
delayed notification search warrants available under
commonwealth and NSW legislation, where no provision is
made for submissions by a PIM or equivalent body.
Further safeguards include a requirement that the person to
whom a warrant is issued must report back to the Supreme
Court on the use of the warrant within seven days of its
expiry. The chief commissioner must also report annually to
the minister on police use of covert search warrants, and that
report must be tabled in Parliament.
The above considerations demonstrate that the covert search
warrant powers are carefully tailored to ensure that
interferences with privacy are reasonable and justified by the
important purpose of protecting public safety. Taking these
considerations into account, there are strong grounds for
concluding that the covert search warrant powers are neither
unlawful nor arbitrary, and so do not limit the right to privacy
in s 13(a) of the charter.
Fair hearing
Section 24 of the charter provides that a person charged with
a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right
to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing.
The right to a fair hearing includes a requirement that a party
must be afforded a reasonable opportunity to present his or
her case in conditions that do not place him or her at a
disadvantage vis-a-vis his or her opponent, a principle that is
often referred to as ‘equality of arms’. The covert search
warrant powers are relevant to this aspect of the right to a fair
hearing, as the fact that a person is not present for a search
may make it difficult to claim legal professional privilege in
relation to privileged documents, to challenge whether a
warrant has a proper legal basis, or to demonstrate that a
search has not been executed in accordance with the warrant.
In my view, on balance, these concerns are addressed through
the numerous safeguards, set out above, surrounding the
application for and use of search warrants, and outweighed by
the importance of the legitimate objective of counteracting
suspected terrorism. I therefore consider that there are strong
grounds for concluding that the covert search warrant
provisions do not limit the right to a fair hearing.
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Freedom of expression
Section 15 of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of expression, including the freedom to seek,
receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds. This
right is subject to special duties and responsibilities, and may
be subject to such lawful restrictions reasonably necessary to
respect the rights and reputation of others, or for the
protection of national security, public order, public health or
public morality.
Applications for covert search warrants are made in closed
court. Section 12 prohibits the publication of information or
reports derived from application proceedings. This means that
anybody in attendance will be unable to publish material from
the proceedings. While the right to freedom of expression is
relevant to this restriction, in my view the restriction is
reasonably necessary to respect the rights and reputation of
other persons and for the protection of national security.
Right to property
Section 20 of the charter act provides that a person must not
be deprived of their property other than in accordance with
law. This right requires that powers which authorise the
deprivation of property are conferred by legislation or
common law, are confined and structured rather than unclear,
are accessible to the public, and are formulated precisely. This
right is relevant to the provisions enabling seizure of property.
However, as the seizure provisions meet the relevant
standards of lawfulness, the right is not limited by these
provisions.
Compatibility of covert search warrant scheme
The covert search warrant provisions have implications for
human rights. In particular, these powers significantly affect
the right to privacy, given the fact that a person is not present
during a search and may not find out about it afterwards.
They also have implications for the right to a fair hearing,
given the difficulties that may be associated with claiming
legal privilege or challenging the lawfulness of evidence
obtained during a search. In light of the above analysis, and in
particular the potential limitation of the rights under
sections 13 and 24 of the charter, I consider that, while there
are strong grounds for concluding that extending the
operation of the covert search warrant provisions is
compatible with the charter, the bill may be partially
incompatible with the charter.
Nevertheless, I consider that the object of the provisions
justify their continued operation for the extended period set
out in the new sunset provision. As set out in the review
report, the covert search warrant powers have been used on
very few occasions since their introduction, and have been an
effective tool in investigating suspected terrorist activity.
Given the numerous safeguards in place, and the necessity of
supporting investigatory agencies in their efforts to combat
terrorism, I therefore consider it is necessary to support these
powers, even in the event that they are incompatible with
charter rights.
Part 2A — preventative detention orders and prohibited
contact orders
Part 2A of the act provides for the making of preventative
detention orders (PDOs) to prevent an imminent terrorist act
occurring, or to preserve evidence of, or relating to, a recent
terrorist act. A person may be detained under a PDO for up to
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14 days. During detention, a person may also be subject to a
prohibited contact order (PCO), which limits the detainee’s
ability to communicate with specified individuals.
Only one PDO has been applied for and granted since the
introduction of these provisions in 2006. This reflects the high
threshold of necessity that must be reached before such an
order is sought, and the significant protections built in to the
act to ensure that these very serious powers are not used
inappropriately.
The operation of these powers is summarised below, followed
by consideration of their impact upon human rights.
Summary of provisions
Application process
Only an authorised police officer may apply for a PDO.
Under section 13E, the Supreme Court may grant the order if
satisfied on reasonable grounds that the person in relation to
whom the order is sought: will engage in a terrorist act;
possesses or has in his or her control a thing connected with
the preparation for, or the engagement of a person in, a
terrorist act; or has done an act in preparation or planning for
a terrorist act. The court must also be satisfied that making the
order would substantially assist in preventing a terrorist act
occurring, and that detaining the person for the period for
which the order is sought is reasonably necessary for that
purpose. The terrorist act must be imminent and expected to
occur within 14 days.
Alternatively, the court may make a PDO if satisfied on
reasonable grounds that a terrorist act has occurred within the
last 28 days, that it is necessary to detain the person to
preserve evidence of, or evidence that relates to, the terrorist
act, and that detaining the person for the period for which the
order is sought is reasonably necessary for that purpose.
The applicant must notify the PIM of the application
(section 13DA), and the court must have regard to any
submissions made by a PIM (s 13E(1A)).
The person to whom an application relates is entitled to
appear at the hearing of the application, give evidence, call
witnesses, examine and cross-examine witnesses, adduce
material and make submissions (section 13E(9)(a)). However,
an application for a preventative detention order may be made
ex parte (unless the person is already being detained).
Where the application is made ex parte, if the court wishes to
hear from the person concerned, an interim PDO may be
made to hold the person in detention until the matter is finally
determined. An interim order allows for a maximum
detention of 48 hours, or until the final determination of the
application (whichever is the later).
Making of the order
A PDO must set out a number of matters, including: the
period of detention; any place or places where the person may
be (or must not be) detained; what contact is authorised
during the detention; and a summary of the grounds on which
the order is made. Information is not required to be included
in the summary if to do so would be likely to prejudice
national security (section 13F(4)(h) and section 13F(5)). The
Ombudsman and the IBAC must be notified of the making of
a PDO (section 13F(10)).
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Orders may be extended under section 13I; however, the
extension must not result in the PDO exceeding 14 days.
Prohibited contact orders
The Supreme Court PCO under section 13KA in relation to a
person subject to a PDO. Under a PCO, a person may be
prohibited, while being detained under a PDO, from
contacting the person specified in the PCO (sections 13L(5)
and 13K(5)). The court must be satisfied that making the
order is reasonably necessary to: avoid risk to action being
taken to prevent a terrorist act occurring; prevent serious harm
to a person; preserve evidence of, or evidence that relates to, a
terrorist act; prevent interference with the gathering of
information about a terrorist act or preparation for a terrorist
act; or to avoid risk to a terrorism related arrest, the taking
into custody of a person to whom a preventative detention
order has been or is likely to be made, or to the service on a
person of a commonwealth control order.
The applicant for a PCO must notify the PIM, who may make
submissions before the court. If an order is granted, the
Ombudsman and the IBAC must be notified and given a copy
of the order.
Other contact while in detention
Under section 13ZC, a person detained under a PDO is not
entitled to contact other persons except as provided for in
sections 13ZD, 13ZE, 13ZF and 13ZH. Subject to any
limitations in a PCO, a detainee is entitled to the following
contact:
Once, with persons who otherwise may be concerned
about the whereabouts of the person (family members,
housemates, employers, employees or business partners,
or other persons authorised by police) solely for the
purpose of letting the person know they are being
detained and are safe (section 13ZD). The person may
disclose the fact that a PDO has been made, the fact that
he or she is being detained, and the period of detention.
The Victorian Ombudsman or IBAC (section 13ZE).
Lawyers, for the purposes of for advice or representation
in relation to the PDO, a PCO, or his or her treatment in
connection with the detention (section 13ZF).
For persons under 18, or persons who are incapable of
managing their own affairs, a parent or guardian or other
person able to represent that person’s interests
(section 13ZH).
The PDO itself must also set out whether the person is
allowed to have any further contact with family members or
other persons, and any conditions applicable to that contact
(see section 13F(4)(e)).
If the detained person wishes to contact a particular lawyer,
but is unable to do so, then the police officer detaining the
person must give the person reasonable assistance to choose
another lawyer (13ZF(3)). Assistance must also be provided if
the person has difficulties choosing or contacting a lawyer
because of language difficulties (13ZF(4)).
Under section 13ZG, the contact that the detained person has
with another person under section 13ZD or 13ZF must take
place in a way that can be effectively monitored by a police
officer. Further, any letters a person detained under a PDO
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wishes to send (other than letters to the Ombudsman or
IBAC) must be given to a police officer. Subsection 13ZC(4)
provides that this includes legal documents and letters to
lawyers.
Under section 13ZJ, it is an offence for a person detained
under a PDO to intentionally disclose to another person the
fact that a PDO has been made, that he or she is being
detained, or the fact that a prohibited contact order has been
made in relation to the detention (unless the disclosure is
authorised under sections 13ZD, 13ZE, 13ZF or 13ZH).
Offences are also created in relation to unauthorised
disclosure of those matters by lawyers acting for detained
persons, parents or guardians, interpreters, and third parties
who have received unauthorised disclosures.
Oversight and review
If a PDO is made, a senior police officer who was not
involved in applying for the order must be nominated to
oversee the exercise of the powers and performance of
obligations under the order, and the treatment of the person in
connection with their detention. The detainee, their lawyer, or
a person they are in contact with under section 13ZH(2), as
well as the Ombudsman, IBAC, or a person exercising
authority or enforcing the order, is entitled to make
representations to the nominated senior police officer about
those matters.
A person who is subject to a PDO may also, with the leave of
the Supreme Court, apply to the court for the revocation or
variation of the order, or of any PCO that is in force in
relation to that person (section 13N). The court may grant
leave if satisfied that new facts or circumstances have arisen
since the making of the order.
Further, a police officer who is detaining a person must apply
to the Supreme Court for revocation or variation of the order
if the grounds on which it was made have ceased to exist
(section 13O). Clause 8 of the bill amends section 13O(2) of
the act to also require a police officer who is detaining a
person under a preventative detention order to apply to a court
to have the order revoked or varied if satisfied that it is
appropriate to do so because new facts or circumstances have
arisen since the making of the order. Previously, section 13O
only provided for an application to have the order varied (not
revoked).
Clause 8 also inserts a new subsection 13V(1A) into the act
which requires a police officer to release a person from
detention without delay if the police officer is satisfied that
the grounds on which the order was made have ceased to
exist.
Under section 13ZU, proceedings may be brought before a
court for a remedy in relation to a PDO, a PCO, or the
treatment of a person in connection with the person’s
detention under a PDO. Finally, under s 13ZR, the minister
must make an annual report to Parliament on any applications
for or making of PDOs and PCOs, and any complaints made
to the Ombudsman or IBAC.
Relevant human rights
Rights to liberty and freedom of movement
Section 21 of the charter provides that all persons have the
right to liberty and security of the person, including the right
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not to be arbitrarily detained (subsection (2)) and the right to
be informed of the reason for detention (subsection (4)).

Right to humane treatment when deprived of liberty and right
not to be subjected to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment

In my view, to the extent that the right to liberty is limited by
the PDO provisions, that limit is reasonable and demonstrably
justifiable in accordance with section 7(2) of the charter. In
the review report, the review committee stated that it was ‘in
no doubt that, in the circumstances in which a PDO can be
made, detention for the prevention of harm to other persons is
justifiable’. As noted by the review committee, the basic
objective of this and other parts of the terrorism legislation is
the protection of the community from the acts or potential
acts of others. To the extent that PDOs enable detention for
the preservation of evidence of a terrorist act that has already
occurred, I consider that such a measure is justifiable on the
basis that identification and prosecution of those responsible
is an essential measure to prevent further terrorist acts from
occurring. While I acknowledge that detaining persons
without charge is a serious and unusual measure, in the
limited circumstances that it is allowed under the act, that
detention is justifiable in light of the seriousness of the
terrorist threat and the potentially devastating consequences
for the community.

Section 22(1) of the charter provides that all persons deprived
of liberty must be treated with humanity and with respect for
the inherent dignity of the human person. Subsection (2)
relevantly provides that a person who is detained without
charge must be segregated from persons who have been
convicted of offences, except where reasonably necessary.
Subsection (3) provides that a person who is detained without
charge must be treated in a way that is appropriate for a
person who has not been convicted. Section 10(b) of the
charter provides that a person must not be treated or punished
in a cruel, inhuman or degrading way.

I note that a court, when making a PDO, is likely to be bound
to give effect to the liberty right in the charter, either because
it is acting in an administrative capacity and is therefore
bound by the public authority obligations the charter, or
because the charter applies directly to the court by reason of
section 6(2)(b). As the review committee noted, before
issuing a PDO, a court would be required to consider whether
there are any less restrictive means of achieving the purpose
of the order. This provides a strong safeguard against the
inappropriate use of PDO powers.
Further, as a person may only be detained by order of the
Supreme Court in the very limited circumstances described
above, I consider that the detention is for a proper reason and
is therefore not arbitrary within the meaning of section 21(2).
In relation to the right to be informed of the reason for
detention, in most cases the act does not limit this aspect of
the liberty right. Section 13ZA requires that a detained person
be given a copy of the PDO, which includes a summary of the
grounds on which it was made (section 13F(4)(h)). In some
cases, information may be excluded from the summary of
grounds if providing that information would prejudice
national security. To the extent that this will result in a
limitation on the right in section 21(4) of the charter, in my
view, any limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justifiable in accordance with section 7(2) of the charter.
Information about the reasons for detention will only be
withheld where it is necessary to do so for the important
purpose of protecting national security. The limitation is
directly tied to achieving that purpose, and there is no less
restrictive means by which this purpose could be achieved. I
therefore consider that the limitation is justifiable.
Finally, I note that the right to freedom of movement in
section 12 of the charter may be limited by the PDO
provisions, which restrict a person’s movement for the
duration of the order. However, any restriction is reasonable
and demonstrably justifiable for the important purposes of
preventing terrorist acts and preserving evidence of recent
terrorist acts.

The rights in section 22(1) and section 10(b) are recognised
under section 13ZB of the act, which explicitly requires that
persons detained under a PDO be treated with humanity and
respect for the inherent dignity of the person, and must not be
subjected to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment. Nothing
in the act authorises treatment of a person which would be
contrary to these fundamental rights.
I note that, as a person subject to a PDO may be detained in a
prison or youth justice facility, the right to be segregated from
convicted persons is relevant. However, given that contact
with other persons is significantly restricted under a PDO, a
person held in such a facility is unlikely to be authorised to
have contact with other prisoners. As such, I do not consider
this aspect of the right to be limited.
On the other hand, the limitations on contact with other
persons under a PDO will result in a highly restrictive form of
detention. The detention is not strictly ‘incommunicado’, as
the detained person may have contact with a lawyer or with
IBAC or the Ombudsman, which offers strong protection
against the risk of inappropriate treatment while in detention.
However, the restrictions effectively mean that detention may
amount to solitary confinement. This has an impact upon
detainees’ social contact, as well as their ability to engage in
activities that otherwise may reduce the adverse
psychological effects of being detained, such as exercise,
work or education programs. Solitary confinement may
present particular difficulties for persons who suffer from
mental illness, intellectual disability, or for young persons.
However, in the circumstances in which a PDO is made, I
consider that these restrictions do not amount to a breach of
section 22(1), section 22(3) or section 10(b). The restrictions
do not amount to ‘cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment’ as
they are not intended to punish, degrade or humiliate the
detainee. They are intended to prevent the person from
circumventing the purpose of the detention or from
compromising ongoing investigations into terrorist threats.
The restrictions only apply for the length of time necessary to
achieve the purpose of the PDO, and in any event, for a
maximum of 14 days. There are therefore no less restrictive
means available to achieve the relevant purpose of a PDO.
I note that the legislation makes specific provision for
additional contact for young persons and for persons lacking
capacity to manage their affairs. Further, the Supreme Court
may authorise additional contact for a person subject to a
PDO beyond that provided for under the act. This provides a
further safeguard against any inhumane treatment, as the
court may provide for protective measures for particularly
vulnerable persons. Taking these matters into account, as well
as the seriousness of the threat of terrorism, and the
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permissible purposes of a PDO, I am of the view that there
are strong grounds for concluding that these provisions are
compatible with the rights in section 22 and section 10(b).
Protection of children
Section 17(2) of the charter provides that every child has the
right, without discrimination, to such protection as is in his or
her best interests and is needed by him or her by reason of
being a child. Section 23(1) of the charter is also relevant, as it
provides that a child who is detained without charge must be
segregated from all detained adults.
These rights may be limited by the act, which enables a PDO
to be made in relation to a person who is 16 years or over.
The power to detain minors in these circumstances is a
significant one, and a measure of last resort. However, it is
considered necessary given the potentially devastating
consequences to the community of a terrorist act, and the
demonstrated risk of radicalisation of young persons who
may carry out such acts. In my view, there is no less
restrictive means available to achieve the same purpose.
I note that a number of provisions in the act ensure that young
persons detained under a PDO are treated appropriately and
that their rights are limited no more than is necessary. These
include:
The requirement that a PDO specify where a person
under 18 is to be detained (subsections 13F(4) and (8)).
The detention must occur in a youth justice facility
unless the court is satisfied that it is reasonably
necessary to detain the person elsewhere. The court must
have regard to the person’s age and vulnerability, and
the likely impact of detention on the person.
The provision for a person under 18 to have at least
2 hours contact per day with a parent, guardian or a
person capable or representing the person’s interests
(section 13ZH). The court making the order may also
specify that the person may have more than the 2 hours
daily contact provided for in the legislation
(section 13F(7)).
Section 13WA applies certain protective provisions in
the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to the
person’s detention in a youth justice facility. For
example, section 478 of that act applies, which prohibits
a number of things including physical force (except as
reasonably necessary for specific purposes), corporal
punishment, and psychological pressure intended to
intimidate or humiliate.
Section 13ZBA provides that a minor who is detained
under a PDO must not be detained with adults, except in
exceptional circumstances. This could include, for
example, where it is in the child’s best interests to be
detained with an adult.
Taking these safeguards into account, and the fact that any
application for a PDO, and particularly an application that
relates to a young person, will be scrutinised with extreme
care by the Supreme Court, I consider that there are strong
grounds for concluding that any limit on the rights of the child
is reasonable and demonstrably justifiable in accordance with
section 7(2) of the charter.
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The right to equality
Section 8 of the charter provides that every person has the
right to enjoy his or her human rights without discrimination,
and that every person is entitled to the equal protection of the
law without discrimination, and has the right to effective
protection against discrimination.
Section 13WA is relevant to this right. In applying
section 478 of the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to
a detainee held under a PDO in a youth justice facility, it
provides that the aspect of that provision that prohibits
discriminatory treatment does not apply to the extent that
‘discriminatory treatment … is reasonable and necessary
having regard to the nature of the person’s detention’
(section 13WA(5)(g)). This potentially limits the right to
equality by allowing discriminatory treatment. However, any
limit must be ‘reasonable and necessary’, and the person
imposing the limit would be subject to the public authority
obligation in section 38 of the charter, so could not
discriminate in a way that imposed an unreasonable limitation
on the right. I therefore consider that section 13WA is
compatible with the right to equality.
The right to a fair hearing
The right to a fair hearing is relevant to these provisions in
two ways: first, an application for a PDO may be made ex
parte, and so a person may not have the opportunity to be
heard; second, monitoring of communications between
detained persons and their raises issues regarding the right to
legal representation and legal professional privilege.
In my view, the right to a fair hearing is not limited by these
provisions. Although a PDO may be made at an ex parte
hearing, if a court is concerned that the person subjected to
the PDO will not be heard, the court can make an interim
order to hold that person in detention while giving them the
opportunity to be notified of and to appear at the hearing of
the final determination of the application. I consider that a
court acting in these circumstances is bound to give effect to
the right to fair hearing, either because the court is acting in
an administrative capacity and is a public authority under the
charter, or because the court would be directly bound to do so
because of the effect of section 6(2)(b) of the charter. Further,
even if no interim order is made and a person is subjected to a
PDO following an ex parte hearing, that person may apply to
have the order varied or revoked if he or she has new
information or circumstances that were not before the court
when the PDO was made.
With regard to the monitoring of communications between
detainees and their lawyers, the fact that police may be privy
to such communications could raise an issue regarding
equality of arms. It may also be relevant to the right not to be
compelled to testify against himself or herself or to confess
guilt, which is an aspect of the fair trial right that is also
specifically protected under section 25(2)(k) of the charter.
However, in my view, these concerns are addressed by the
numerous safeguards in the act.
Any communication between a detainee and a lawyer for a
purpose approved under the act is not admissible in evidence
against the person (section 13ZG(5)). Under
section 13ZJ(10), no information can be disclosed for any
purpose by a police officer or interpreter monitoring such a
communication unless the information was communicated in
the context of the detainee or lawyer breaching the act by
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engaging in unauthorised communication. Section 13ZT
makes clear that part 2A does not affect the law relating to
legal professional privilege or client legal privilege. Finally,
under section 13F(6), the Supreme Court may include a
provision in a PDO directing that the contact that the person
has with a lawyer under section 13ZF must not be monitored.
Given these protections, I consider that there are strong
grounds for concluding that the right to a fair trial is not
limited by these provisions.
Right to privacy
The right to privacy is affected by the PDO provisions in
three main ways: first, by the monitoring of contact for
persons under a PDO; second, through the powers granted to
police in executing a PDO; and third, through the provisions
enabling the taking of identification material from detained
persons.
Monitoring of contact
As discussed above, any contact a person who is subject to a
PDO has while in detention must be monitored by police.
This constitutes a significant intrusion on a person’s private
communications with family members, lawyers and others.
However, the interference with privacy is not unlawful, as it is
authorised by the act. It is also not arbitrary, as it only occurs
in circumstances where the Supreme Court has determined it
appropriate that a person be detained under a PDO. If a
person under a PDO were able to communicate with others
without being monitored by police, this could seriously
compromise the purpose of the PDO, which is to prevent a
terrorist act or to prevent the destruction of evidence of a
terrorist act. In these circumstances, such interference is not
considered arbitrary.
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effectively carry out the PDO. I therefore consider that these
provisions do not limit the right to privacy.
Taking of identification material
Section 13ZL provides that identification material may be
taken from a person detained under a PDO if the person
consents in writing, or if a police officer believes on
reasonable grounds that it is necessary for identification
purposes, or to document an illness or injury. Police officers
may use such force as is reasonably necessary to take the
identification material.
No identification material (other than hand, finger, foot or toe
prints) may be taken from a person under 18 or a person who
is incapable of managing his or her affairs without an order
from the Magistrates Court or the Children’s Court. If
identification material is taken from such a person, it must be
done in the presence of a parent, guardian or other appropriate
person. Material may be taken from a person under 18
without an order from the court if both the person and his or
her parent or guardian (or other appropriate person) consents
in writing.
Identification material taken from a person detained under a
PDO may only be used for identification purposes. The
material must generally be destroyed after 12 months.
While these provisions permit an interference with privacy, I
consider that the interference is neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
The circumstances in which identification material can be
taken and used are strictly confined by the legislation, and
safeguards are in place to ensure that identification material is
not inappropriately taken from young persons or persons
lacking the capacity to consent. I therefore consider that these
provisions do not limit the right to privacy.

Execution of PDO

Right to freedom of expression

A number of provisions relating to the execution of a PDO
involve interferences with privacy.

The right to freedom of expression is significantly affected by
the PDO provisions. In particular, as set out above, a detained
person is subject to serious restrictions on who they can
contact, and what matters can be discussed during that
contact. The right is further restricted where a PCO is made.
Third parties are also restricted in relation to what information
can be disclosed regarding a PDO.

Under s 13R, a police officer may require a person to provide
his or her name or address if the officer believes on
reasonable grounds that he or she may be able to assist the
officer in executing a PDO.
Under section 13S, if a PDO is in force, and a police officer
believes on reasonable grounds that the subject of the order is
on any premises, the police officer may enter and search those
premises using any force that is reasonably necessary. Such
entry must not occur between 9 p.m. and 6 a.m., unless it
would not be reasonably practicable to take the person into
custody at another time, or unless it is necessary to enter
during those hours in order to prevent the concealment, loss
or destruction of evidence concerning a terrorist act.
Under section 13T, a police officer may conduct a search of a
person taken into custody under a PDO to ascertain whether
the person is carrying any seizable items, or evidence of, or
evidence relating to, a terrorist act. The officer may seize any
such thing found as a result of the search.
The interferences with privacy enabled by these provisions
are not unlawful, as they are provided for under the act. They
are also not arbitrary, as they enable police to require
information, to search premises, or to search persons in
restricted circumstances where it is necessary to do so to

While these restrictions are significant, in my view they are
permissible restrictions in accordance with subsection 15(3)
of the charter, as they are reasonably necessary to protect the
rights of others and to protect national security, public order
and public health. Where a threat of terrorism exists, or where
a terrorist act has occurred and there is a risk that evidence
will be destroyed, limiting the communication of persons
suspected to be involved in those matters may be necessary to
ensure that the aim of the PDO is not compromised, and that
the public can be protected and public order maintained
through effective investigation of offences. For these reasons,
I consider that the restrictions imposed under PDOs and
PCOs are compatible with the right to freedom of expression.
Charter compatibility of the PDO scheme
The PDO provisions affect a number of fundamental human
rights. In particular, the potential for solitary confinement, the
detention of young persons, and the monitoring of
communications with lawyers have significant implications in
relation to the right to be treated humanely while in detention,
the rights of children, and the fair hearing right. In light of the
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above analysis, and in particular the potential limitation of the
rights under sections 17(2), 22 and 24 of the charter, I
consider that, while there are strong grounds for concluding
that extending the operation of the PDO provisions is
compatible with the charter, the bill may be partially
incompatible with the charter.
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Relevant human rights
The right to liberty and security of the person
The right to liberty is relevant to section 18(1)(c) of the act,
which provides power for police to detain a person. In my
opinion, although they can result in the deprivation of liberty,
the detention powers are not arbitrary. The powers are only
exercisable for the purpose of preventing or limiting the
spread of any contamination caused by the terrorist act, or
suspected terrorist act. Like the other powers in section 18,
the detention power only operates for a limited period, and
only for so long as the preconditions for the authorisation of
the powers are met. Further, section 18A provides specific
safeguards for persons detained under section 18, namely that
police must facilitate any reasonable request by a detained
person for communication or medical treatment.

Nevertheless, I consider that the object of the PDO provisions
justify their continued operation for the extended period set
out in the new sunset provision. In my view, the PDO scheme
is fundamentally important for the protection of the Victorian
community given the potentially devastating consequences of
terrorist acts. I consider that adequate safeguards are in place
to ensure that the powers under the scheme are not used
inappropriately. The fact that only one PDO has been issued
since the powers were introduced nearly a decade ago
demonstrates the effectiveness of such safeguards. I therefore
consider that any risks to human rights inherent in a scheme
of this nature are adequately balanced by the importance of
the objectives of the legislation.

Accordingly, I consider that the detention powers are
compatible with section 21 of the charter.

Part 3 — police powers to detain and decontaminate

The right to freedom of movement

Part 3 of the act provides Victoria Police with special powers
for use in the event of a chemical, biological or radiological
attack, in order to protect the public from contamination.

The right to freedom of movement is relevant to the direction
powers in section 18(1)(b) and (d) of the act, which enable
police to direct persons to enter, not to enter or to leave any
particular premises or area, and to direct persons to submit to
decontamination procedures by emergency services.
Although these direction powers do not amount to physical
detention, they do constitute a potential restriction on a
person’s movement, particularly as it is an offence to fail to
comply with a direction.

Where a senior police officer reasonably believes that a
terrorist act has occurred, or may have occurred, and that the
area or the people in it will be or may have been exposed to
contamination by substances released as part of the act, that
officer may authorise another police officer to exercise the
powers set out in part 3.
Under section 18, for the purpose of preventing or limiting the
spread of any contamination caused by the terrorist act, or
suspected terrorist act, the police officer authorised may:
direct persons to enter, not to enter or to leave any
particular premises or area;
detain a person (whether alone or with others);
dispose of, destroy or seize any source of contamination
or possible contamination, or anything contaminated;
direct a person to submit to decontamination procedures
by emergency services;
enter a place in the suspected contaminated area, without
the consent of the occupier, in order to carry out any of
the above actions.
The authorisation enabling the use of these powers lasts for a
maximum of eight hours, unless extended by a maximum of
further 16 hours by the Chief Commissioner of Police, a
deputy commissioner or an assistant commissioner and with
the agreement of the agency under the State Emergency
Response Plan.
Sections 18(7) and 18(8) make it an offence to fail to comply
with a direction under 18(1)(b), or to hinder, obstruct or delay
a police officer exercising any of the powers under 18(1). For
dealing with urgent situations, where a person does not
comply with a direction under section 18, section 21 provides
power for an authorised police officer, or another police
officer acting under an authorised officer’s direction to use
reasonable and necessary force to ensure compliance with the
direction.

However, any limitation on the right to freedom of movement
is reasonable and justifiable under section 7(2) of the charter.
It is recognised that the right to freedom of movement is often
subject to restrictions necessary to protect public order, public
health or morals or the rights and freedom of others. The
purpose of the direction power is to ensure that the public can
be efficiently moved on from areas of contamination to limit
the public’s exposure and protect them from chemical,
biological or radiological contamination. The direction
powers only operate for a limited period, and only for so long
as the preconditions for the authorisation of the powers are
met. Further, the offence of failing to comply with a direction
under 18(1)(b) is subject to a ‘reasonable excuse’ defence.
For these reasons, in my opinion the detention powers
constitute a reasonable and justifiable limitation on the right
to freedom of movement and are therefore compatible with
the charter.
The right to property
The powers contained in section 18(1)(ca) of the act, which
authorise police to dispose of, destroy or seize any source of
contamination or possible contamination or anything that is
contaminated, have the potential to interfere with a person’s
property. However, the circumstances in which police may
dispose of, destroy or seize property are clearly set out in the
legislation and confined to only interfering with property that
is linked to contamination or possible contamination. Further,
the powers may only be used within the prescribed time limits
of the authorisations. In my opinion, any interference with
property occasioned by these powers is in accordance with
law and is therefore compatible with the charter.
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The right to privacy

Other human rights relevant to the use of force

The right to privacy is relevant to the power to enter property
without consent in section 18(1)(e). Further, because the right
to privacy includes notions of private life and personal
autonomy as well as information privacy, it is relevant to the
power in s 18(1)(d) to direct a person to submit to
decontamination and the powers of police in section 21 to use
reasonable and necessary force to ensure compliance with a
direction (including, for example, forcibly decontaminating a
person).

The use of force provision in section 21, which provides for
the power to use reasonable force to compel a person to obey
a direction may involve the physical restraint or apprehension
of a person, which may constitute an interference with an
offender’s rights to life (s 9), bodily privacy (s 13), security of
person (s 21), humane treatment when deprived of liberty
(s 21) and protection from cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment (s 10).

In the case of entry to residential premises, occupiers are
entitled to a higher expectation of privacy. Accordingly, the
power to enter premises without consent is tailored and
limited to the important and urgent circumstances set out in
s 18(5), namely that there are reasonable grounds that
immediate entry to that place is necessary to ensure the safety
of any person or prevent or limit the spread of contamination
caused by the terrorist act or suspected terrorist act.
In the case of the power to direct a person to submit to
decontamination, the power is confined and clearly confined
to the circumstances of preventing or limiting the spread of
contamination.
The carefully circumscribed powers reflect an appropriate
balance between ensuring compliance with the protective
purpose of the provisions and individual privacy.
Furthermore, each power has appropriate safeguards to ensure
that any interference with privacy will not be arbitrary. For
these reasons, I consider that the powers in section 18(1)(e)
and 18(1)(d) do not limit the right to privacy.
Right to be presumed innocent — reverse onus
The right in s 25(1) of the charter is relevant where a statutory
provision shifts the burden of proof onto an accused in a
criminal proceeding, so that the accused is required to prove
matters to establish, or raise evidence to suggest, that he or
she is not guilty of an offence. This right is relevant to
section 18(7) of the act, which makes it an offence to refuse
or fail to comply with a direction by police to enter, not to
enter or leave any particular premises or area, unless the
person has a reasonable excuse.
By creating a ‘reasonable excuse’ exception, the offence in
section 18(7) may be viewed as placing an evidential burden
on the accused, in that it requires the accused to raise
evidence as to a reasonable excuse. However, in doing so, this
offence does not transfer the legal burden of proof. Once the
accused has pointed to evidence of a reasonable excuse,
which will ordinarily be peculiarly within their knowledge,
the burden shifts back to the prosecution who must prove the
essential elements of the offence. I do not consider that an
evidential onus such as this provision limits the right to be
presumed innocent, and courts in other jurisdictions have
taken this approach.
As such, in my opinion, section 18(7) does not limit the right
to be presumed innocent.
I note that the same analysis applies in relation to the reverse
onus provisions in section 13R and section 13T of the act,
which are referred to above, and the offence provisions in part
3A of the act, discussed below.

The use of force may reasonably limit these rights provided it
occurs within the framework of the law and with the objective
of protecting public order, people’s lives or property. Human
rights principles require that the law and policies governing
the use of force protect life to the greatest extent possible and
safeguard the circumstances in which force is used. Any use
of force must be no more than absolutely necessary and
strictly proportionate to achieving a clearly defined lawful
purpose.
Section 21 of the act accords with these principles as it
permits reasonable force to be used only in strict
circumstances directly connected to protecting life. It is only
authorised where a terrorist attack has occurred, or may have
occurred, and that the area or the people in it will be or may
have been exposed to contamination by substances released
as part of the act. The use of force power is only enlivened
where a direction has been given for the purpose of
preventing or limiting the spread of any contamination caused
by the terrorist act, or suspected terrorist act, and a person has
refused to comply with that direction, and is therefore
available as a last resort.
Accordingly, I am satisfied that any interference with human
rights caused by section 21 is proportionate to the risk, and is
reasonable and justified in line with section 7(2) of the
charter.
Part 3A — special police powers
Part 3A of the act allows for the authorisation of the police to
exercise special powers in limited circumstances.
Authorisation is granted by a judge of the Supreme Court,
who must be satisfied that particular grounds exist for the use
of the special powers. The chief commissioner is also able to
make an interim authorisation, with the approval of the
Premier, to use special powers, however such interim
authorisation must be confirmed by the Supreme Court within
24 hours.
For the purposes of achieving the objective of the
authorisation, the powers that may be exercised by the police
are as follows:
obtain disclosure of identity (s 21O): If a police officer
believes a person to be the subject of the authorisation,
in the company of a person who is the subject of the
authorisation, in a vehicle subject of the authorisation, or
in an area which is the subject of an authorisation, the
officer may request proof of that person’s identity, and
may detain the person for as long as is necessary for the
purpose of doing so. It is an offence to fail or refuse to
comply with a request from a police officer under this
provision, or to give a false name or address. The
offence provisions contain a defence of reasonable
excuse, with an evidential onus on the accused to make
out the defence.
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search persons (s 21P): If an officer believes that a
person meets the criteria outlined above in relation to
obtaining disclosure of identity, the officer may, without
warrant, stop and search the person and anything in the
possession or control of that person. The power to search
a person includes the power to carry out an ordinary
search, a frisk search or, where someone is suspected to
be the target of the authorisation, a strip search may be
undertaken. The act provides for limits and rules on the
conduct of searches, and safeguards for the protection of
a person’s privacy and dignity during a search
(Schedule 1). In particular, no strip search may be
carried out on a child under the age of 10 years, and
special rules apply to minors between the age of 10 and
18 years or persons of limited intellectual ability, who
may only be strip searched in the presence of a parent or
guardian, unless the seriousness and urgency of
circumstances require otherwise.
search vehicles (s 21Q): Again, if the criteria outlined
above is met, an officer may, without warrant, stop and
search a vehicle and detain the vehicle for as long as is
necessary to enable the search to be conducted, and may
order the driver or rider of the vehicle to remove it from,
or to keep it within, the relevant area.
move vehicles (s 21R): Where a particular geographical
area is the subject of the authorisation, an officer may
move or have moved to the nearest convenient place any
vehicle parked or left standing in the area if, in his or her
opinion, it is a danger to other persons or vehicles, is
causing or likely to cause congestion or is hindering the
exercise of the special powers authorised under this part.
Reasonable force may be used to enter the vehicle for
this purpose.
enter and search premises (s 21S): If the subject of the
authorisation is a person or vehicle, and a police officer
reasonably suspects that the person is on certain
premises, then the officer may enter and search those
premises. Further, any premises which are themselves in
an area which is the subject of the authorisation may
similarly be searched. The officer may order any person
or group of people to leave, or not to leave, the premises
entered and searched. The act provides duties on the
officer to do as little damage as possible.
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The circumstances that allow an authorisation to be given for
the use of special police powers are:
to secure an event that is likely to be attended by a large
number of people, or a gathering of ‘prominent persons’,
where reasonable grounds exist that the event may be
the target of a terrorist act and where the giving of
authorisation targeting a particular area is necessary to
assist in protecting any person attending the event from a
terrorist attack (s 21B);
where a terrorist act is occurring, or is expected to occur
within the next 14 days, to prevent that act, reduce the
threat of it or to reduce the potential impact of it (s 21D);
to assist in the recovery process following a terrorist act,
or to assist in the apprehension of those responsible and
to preserve evidence (s 21E); or
to protect essential services infrastructure from a terrorist
act, to mitigate the effect of such an act on the service or
on people in the vicinity or to assist in the recovery of an
essential service (s 21F). Unlike the first three grounds,
authorisation under this ground must be given by order
of the Governor in Council, on the recommendation of
the minister responsible for the service, made with the
approval of the Premier and in accordance with advice
received from the chief commissioner.
Various safeguards exist regarding the operation of the
special police powers, including a number of checks and
balances built into the provisions to prevent misuse of the
powers, outlined below. There are also provisions which
allow for a level of ministerial, judicial, parliamentary and
public scrutiny, including reporting requirements of the
Premier to the Parliament, the oversight of the Supreme Court
and that only the chief commissioner may apply for an
authorisation with prior approval of the Premier.
Relevant human rights
The range of special powers available to police where an
authorisation has been given under this part is relevant to a
number of charter rights:
requiring a person to disclose their identity is relevant to
the right to privacy in section 13 of the charter;

place a cordon around a target area (s 21T): An officer is
empowered to cordon off any area which is the subject
of the authorisation, or any part of it. Persons or groups
of people may be ordered to leave, or not to leave, the
cordoned-off area.

stopping and searching of persons is relevant to the right
to freedom of movement under section 12 (and, if the
stopping occurs for long enough, the right to liberty in
section 21) as well as the right to privacy in section 13 of
the charter;

seize and detain things (s 21U): In connection with a
search carried out under this part, a police officer may
seize and detain anything that the officer reasonably
suspects may be used, or may have been used, to
commit an act of terrorism, or anything that the officer
reasonably believes may provide evidence of the
commission of a serious indictable offence. Provision
for the return or disposal of anything seized is made in
the section.

entering a vehicle for the purpose of moving it, and
entering and searching premises is relevant to the right
to privacy in section 13 of the charter;

reasonable force (s 21V): In the exercise of any of the
above special powers, the use of reasonable force is
expressly permitted (s 21V).

cordoning off areas, and directing persons not to enter or
leave such an area is relevant to the right to freedom of
movement in section 12, and on occasion, the right to
liberty in section 21;
seizing and detaining items is relevant to the right to
property in section 20 of the charter;
the use of reasonable force is arguably relevant to the
protection against inhuman and degrading treatment in
section 10 of the charter;
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the use in offence provisions of ‘reasonable excuse’
defences bearing an evidential onus on the accused is
relevant to the right to be presumed innocent in s 25(1)
of the charter; and
the potential of such powers to be exercised in relation to
young persons is relevant to the protection of children in
section 17(1).

In my consideration of these powers, I note observations of
the review committee that these special powers are not so far
removed from powers available to police on other occasions
as to render them remarkable, and are considered necessary
having regard to the circumstances for which they were
designed.
Where a search is authorised by the court or where there are
reasonable grounds to suspect a criminal offence and it is not
practicable to seek a warrant, the detention and search of
persons, vehicles and property is compatible with the rights to
privacy, movement and liberty. With regards to the exercise
of special powers in respect of a particular person named or
described in authorisation, I am satisfied that the exercise of
such powers is compatible with the rights in the charter
having regard to the strict processes for authorisation,
including the seriousness of the criteria with which a court
must be satisfied. Similarly, the exercise of such powers with
respect to a particular vehicle would only pose a low level of
interference with charter rights and are likely to be
compatible.
There is likely to be a limitation on charter rights, particularly
the right to privacy, from the exercise of special powers in
relation to ‘target’ areas, which allows the special powers to
be exercised in relation to any person, any vehicle and any
premises within the area described in the authorisation. Of
particular relevance to my consideration is the statement of
compatibility made to the Parliament in respect of the
Summary Offences and Control of Weapons Acts
Amendment Bill 2009, which declared a partial
incompatibility with the charter regarding the provision of
stop, search and seize powers that could be exercised on all
persons in designated areas to detect carriage of weapons,
without need for reasonable suspicion on the part of officers
exercising such powers. However, in contrast to those
provisions, I am of the view that the seriousness and urgency
of the objective of mitigating and preventing the risk of
terrorist acts, and the existence of the embedded safeguards,
judicial oversight and constrained authorisation processes,
leads to the conclusion that any limitations arising from the
exercise of the special powers would be reasonable and
proportionate. I am of the view that where the statutory test
for authorisation is met, and where it is considered
appropriate to make an authorisation in relation to a specified
area, it is not an arbitrary interference with privacy to exercise
special powers in respect of any person, vehicle or premises
in that area.
I note that these powers, enacted since 2003, have been used
on just one occasion and this involved an extraordinary set of
circumstances during the Commonwealth Games in
Melbourne in 2006.
Accordingly, it is my view that, given the seriousness of the
circumstances in which an authorisation to use such powers
would be granted, part 3A of the act, including the provisions
regarding searches in the schedule to the act, are compatible
with the charter.
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Part 5 — protection of counterterrorism information
Sections 23 and 24 of the act contain measures to protect the
confidentiality of sensitive police investigative methods
where appropriate. The provisions allow for the exemption
from disclosure in legal proceedings of ‘counterterrorism
information’. This is defined in section 3 as information that
relates to the covert methods of investigation used in relation
to a terrorist act or a suspected act.
The act does not provide a blanket protection from disclosure
of such information. Rather, a case-by-case decision must be
made by the court, balancing the competing public interests of
protecting the information relating to the covert methods of
investigating the terrorist act or suspected act against
providing an accused person with all the evidence available.
The procedures replace the balancing exercise required of the
court under the law relating to public interest immunity, and
give effect to the process by which the court deals with
competing issues by enabling greater participation of an
accused without undermining the reasons why the documents
should be kept confidential.
Under section 23, if in any legal proceedings an issue arises
relating to counterterrorism information as defined above, a
person may be excused from disclosing that evidence if the
court is satisfied that the disclosure of it would prejudice the
prevention, investigation or prosecution of an act of terrorism
or suspected act; and the public interest in preserving the
confidentiality of the information outweighs the public
interest in its disclosure.
In balancing these competing interests, the court must
consider which of the parties is seeking the disclosure, the
nature of the proceedings and the importance of the
information to the case, and the likely effect of disclosure.
However, the court is not restricted to those considerations
and may inform itself as it sees fit in reaching a decision. The
court is entitled to inspect any documentary evidence before
ruling on it.
Relevant human rights
Right to a fair hearing and rights in criminal proceedings
The principle of equality of arms in the fair hearing right
under section 24 of the charter, discussed above, is relevant to
these provisions. Section 25(2) of the charter is also relevant,
which provides that a person charged with a criminal offence
is entitled to certain minimum guarantees, including the right
to be informed of the nature and reason for the charge, to have
adequate time and facilities to prepare a defence, to examine
or have examined witnesses against him or her, and to obtain
the attendance and examination of witnesses under the same
conditions as witnesses for the prosecution.
As is evident from the rights in sections 24 and 25 of the
charter, one of the basic tenets of the right to a fair trial is that
the accused is entitled to know the case against him or her.
However, this has to be balanced against the need to keep
some sensitive information from the accused or from the
public. This balancing exercise is often carried out by the
courts in situations where they have to decide whether to
admit evidence which may be subject to public interest
immunity.
In my opinion, although the rights in sections 24 and 25 of the
charter are engaged by part 5 of the act, the limitation on
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those rights is proportionate, reasonable and justified, taking
into account the following considerations:
The nature of the information to which the provisions
apply, and the purpose of protecting sensitive police
investigative methods; and
The fact that the provisions do not interfere with the
Supreme Court’s ability to conduct its proceedings as it
sees fit, including the manner in which it evaluates the
evidence once submitted, or the manner in which it
affords procedural fairness after the application is made;
and
The fact that the court is given guidance at section 23(2)
on matters to be taken into account in ensuring fairness
whilst carrying out the important balancing exercise
referred to above; and
The further fact that section 23(3) makes it clear that the
court may inform itself in any way it sees fit, and in
doing so, may inspect any document for the purpose of
deciding whether disclosure should be ordered
(section 24).
Accordingly, I consider that part 5 of the act is compatible
with the charter.
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:
Counterterrorism legislation in Australia exists as part of a
nationally agreed framework comprised of commonwealth
legislation, the referral of powers by the states and
complementary state legislation.
Under this legislation, a range of powers exist to provide
relevant tools for law enforcement agencies to respond to the
threat of terrorist acts. These powers do not target any
particular individuals or groups within our society. The
powers are applicable irrespective of the ideological
justification used by terrorists and terrorist groups.
The rise of ISIS and incidents over the past two years or so
has provoked a number of changes to existing legislation and
consideration of the continuing appropriateness of existing
legislation and practice by all jurisdictions.
The commonwealth has made several amendments to its own
legislation. There has been a review by the Council of
Australian Governments of commonwealth legislation. In
Victoria, there was a review of counterterrorism legislation,
culminating in a report to the Parliament tabled last year on
16 September 2014.
This bill makes a number of technical amendments to the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 (the act),
including the implementation of some of the
recommendations of the Victorian review.
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This bill supports the safety of Victorians by ensuring the
powers in the act remain relevant and necessary. It
complements the government’s broader approach to social
cohesion and community resilience that focuses on the safety
of Victorians, while also emphasising the need to work
closely with communities to understand and address violent
extremism.
Sunset provisions
The bill includes an important amendment to sunset
provisions. There are two separate sunset provisions in the
act. The first, in section 13ZV, relates to preventative
detention orders and prohibited contact orders.
The Supreme Court, on the application of police, may issue a
preventative detention order (PDO). The PDO authorises a
person to be taken into custody and detained for up to
14 days. The order is preventative. It protects the public from
harm by preventing a person supporting or participating in a
terrorist act or from destroying relevant evidence following a
terrorist act. Prohibited contact orders restrict a person from
having contact with specified persons if there are security
reasons that justify such an imposition.
Under section 13V, after 9 March 2016, preventative
detention orders and prohibited contact orders cease to have
any effect and cannot be applied for by police. The bill
repeals that provision.
These powers have not been widely used in Victoria. Police
successfully sought the first preventative detention order in
April in relation to the alleged attack during ANZAC day
celebrations. They have been used on several occasions in
New South Wales. Despite their infrequent application, recent
events and the evolving threat environment demonstrate the
need to retain these powers. All other jurisdictions have
similar powers. The majority in the Victorian review also
concluded the powers should be retained.
The second sunset provision is contained in section 41. It
provides that the act expires in its entirety on 1 December
2016. The bill retains that sunset provision but amends the
date to 31 December 2021.
The sunset provisions are a safeguard that ensures the
practical operation of the act’s provisions remain appropriate
and balanced. It is clear that there remains a need to retain this
legislation.
When the Victorian review completed its report last year, the
requirement for a statutory review ended. This bill amends the
act to require another statutory review to be completed and
tabled in the Parliament before 31 December 2020. The
government recognises the powers in the act must be
maintained but considers the amendments to the sunset
periods and the requirement that there be another statutory
review are important elements that demonstrate to all
Victorians that the existence and use of these powers is
subject to monitoring and, ultimately, overseen by the
Parliament.
Victorian review recommendations
The Victorian review made 13 recommendations. Many of
those recommendations are consistent with amendments
recommended by the earlier COAG review.
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The bill implements six recommendations made by the
Victorian review. Six of the remaining recommendations are
under consideration, including those which are the subject of
ongoing discussions between the commonwealth and the
states and territories. Those discussions have not been
completed sufficiently to prepare relevant amendments.
The government will not be implementing recommendation 4
of the Victorian review to provide for delayed notice to be
given to an occupier of premise(s) and any adjoining
premise(s), which are the subject of an executed covert search
warrant.
Recommendations 2 and 3 relate to the covert search warrant
provisions. The recommendations were to amend the act to
clearly provide for ‘remote entry’ or ‘remote access’ to data
held on a ‘target’ computer and that a definition of ‘vehicle’
be included in section 3, so that it applies consistently to the
whole of the act.
Covert search warrants are issued by the Supreme Court on
the application of police, if the court believes that a terrorist
act is likely to happen, or has happened, and the warrant will
assist police in responding to or preventing the terrorist act.
Warrants are issued in relation to ‘premises’. They are covert
because the occupier or owner of the premises is not made
aware of their existence.
Covert search warrant powers have been used once in
2004–05. In 2012–13, six covert search warrants were issued
by the Supreme Court, but not executed by Victoria Police.
They have not been otherwise used. These powers are not
used often but they remain an important tool for law
enforcement.
Technological advancements since the act first commenced
allow a person’s computer to be accessed by ‘remote entry’
without police being physically present. It is safer for police,
less intrusive, and may negate the need for a physical search if
nothing of concern is revealed.
The bill amends section 9(1) to include the ability of police to
search by means of remote entry. A definition of ‘remote
entry’ is inserted into section 3. The bill also amends the
relevant reporting requirement to include the number of
occasions when equipment was accessed by remote entry.
The amendments do not affect the threshold requirements that
police must meet in order to persuade a court to issue a covert
search warrant. They simply add the ability to conduct a
search by remote entry to the list of activities that are already
authorised when a covert search warrant is issued.
The bill inserts a definition of ‘vehicle’ into section 3,
providing a consistent approach for the purposes of the entire
act. The specific definition of ‘vehicle’ for the purposes of
part 3A — special police powers is repealed.
This change clarifies the term ‘vehicle’ for the whole act. The
definition of ‘vehicle’ covers all forms of transportation, and
includes a vessel and an aircraft.
The bill implements recommendations 7, 9 and 10 in relation
to PDOs. Recommendation 7 recommended an amendment
to provide that a PDO must contain the name of the person in
relation to whom it is made, or the name by which the person
is known to police.
Under section 13F(4), a preventative detention order must,
amongst other things, state the name of the person to whom it
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relates. If police do not know the true identity of a suspect,
they cannot apply for an order. The use of false names or
aliases is not uncommon. Such aliases may appear on official,
though false documents, such as passports and drivers
licences. The bill addresses this problem by amending
section 13F(4) to require that an order must set out the name
of the person or, if the name is uncertain, the name or names
by which the person is known to police.
Recommendation 9 of the review recommended an
amendment to provide that the responsibility for the welfare
of a detainee transfers from the police to the prison authorities
at the same time as the detainee transfers from the custody of
one to the other.
Division 5 of the act imposes requirements as to the humane
treatment of a person subject to a PDO. Under section 13ZB,
a person subject to a PDO must be treated with humanity and
respect for human dignity and must not be subjected to cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment. The remainder of part 5
imposes requirements in relation to the treatment of a person,
their contact with others (including family, the Ombudsman,
lawyers), prohibiting questioning of the person, requirements
for a detained person under 18, disclosing information and
taking identification material. Section 13ZN creates an
offence where a person, through act or omission, contravenes
these safeguards.
Under section 13W, the police officer detaining a person
under a PDO may request the secretary of the Department of
Justice and Regulation to authorise the transfer of that person
to a prison. The police officer making the request to the
secretary retains overall responsibility for the detainee while
they are in prison. However, that police officer has no actual
control over the person when they are in prison detention.
This potentially results in a situation where a police officer
has no actual control over what happens in a prison but may
potentially be liable under the offence provision in
section 13ZN if prison personnel contravene safeguards.
The bill amends section 13W to clarify that the responsibility
of the police officer does not apply only to the extent that the
police officer cannot reasonably perform any of the various
obligations. The section already makes it clear that the
governor of a prison assumes responsibility for a person when
they are transferred. The police retain an overriding
responsibility for a PDO and the ability to enter a prison at
any time for purposes connected with the PDO.
Recommendation 10 of the review recommended that the act
be amended to provide that, as soon as is practicable after the
detaining officer becomes satisfied the grounds on which a
PDO was made have ceased to exist, the detainee must be
released. Recommendation 11 recommended that the act be
amended to require that police apply to the court for a
variation or a revocation depending on the circumstances if
they are satisfied that the grounds on which the order was
made have ceased to exist or the facts and circumstances on
which the order was based have changed.
Under section 13O, where the police officer detaining a
person under a PDO is satisfied that the grounds on which the
order was made have ceased to exist, they must apply to the
Supreme Court to revoke the order. There is no corresponding
requirement that, in such a circumstance, the person must be
released from detention. In other words, whilst there is a duty
on the police officer to make an application to the Supreme
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Court, there is no corresponding duty to release the person
from detention and, in these circumstances, the person
potentially remains in detention when no basis for that
detention exists.
The bill amends section 13V by inserting a new
subsection (1A) that requires the police officer detaining a
person to, without delay, release them or arrange for their
release if satisfied that the grounds on which the order was
made have ceased to exist. This amendment operates as a
further safeguard for a person subject to a PDO by
recognising that their detention ought to cease as soon as the
basis for that detention ceases. A similar provision appears in
the New South Wales legislation. In this situation, the police
must also make an application to revoke the PDO under
section 13O(1).
Section 13O requires a detaining police officer to make an
application to the Supreme Court if they are satisfied that,
because of new facts or circumstances, it is appropriate that
the order be varied. In this situation, the court can vary the
order but not revoke it, notwithstanding it may form the view
that revocation is appropriate given the changed facts or
circumstances. Under section 13N, an application by a person
detained under a PDO to revoke or vary the order can result in
the court either revoking or varying the order because of new
facts and circumstances.
As noted by the Victorian review, there is no basis for this
distinction. The bill amends section 13O to make it clear that
where the detaining police officer is satisfied that either the
grounds on which the PDO was made no longer exist or the
facts or circumstances have changed, they must apply for a
revocation or a variation of the PDO. The Supreme Court will
have the power to revoke or vary the order.
Reporting amendment
Section 21M requires the Premier to cause a report to be
prepared about the operation of part 3A (special police
powers). The report must be laid before each house of the
Parliament within 15 sitting days of it having been completed.
The Attorney-General has administrative responsibility for
the act (except for part 4, which is the administrative
responsibility of the Minister for Police). The bill makes a
minor amendment to substitute the reference to the Premier
with the Attorney-General, thereby transferring responsibility
for tabling the report to the Attorney-General.
Further amendments
Six of the remaining recommendations of the Victorian
review are still under consideration. A number of them are
affected by ongoing discussions between all jurisdictions. The
government will consider further amendments when
discussions have been completed and jurisdictions are in
general agreement as to the need for and scope of further
amendments.
The range of powers in the act exist to provide relevant tools
for law enforcement agencies to respond to the threat of
terrorist acts.
The amendments are a necessary response to the evolving
threat of terrorism and clarify the operation of certain powers
and provisions but do not alter threshold requirements or
detract from any safeguards.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 November.

CHILD WELLBEING AND SAFETY
AMENDMENT (CHILD SAFE STANDARDS)
BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) 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 Child
Wellbeing and Safety Amendment (Child Safe Standards)
Bill 2015 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill will amend the Child Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005
(the principal act) to provide for standards in relation to child
safety with which certain entities must comply. The bill will
also amend the Commission for Children and Young People
Act 2012 to improve the operation of that act and the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 in relation to the
definition of child abuse.
The bill is another important step in implementing the
government’s response to recommendation 12.1 of the report
of the Family and Community Development Committee of
the Parliament: Betrayal of Trust — Inquiry into the Handling
of Child Abuse by Religious and Other Non-Government
Organisations (Betrayal of Trust report).
Recommendation 12.1 of the Betrayal of Trust report
recommended that the government review its contractual and
funding arrangements with education and community service
organisations to ensure they have a minimum standard for
ensuring a child-safe environment and consider extending a
standard for other organisations or sectors that have direct and
regular contact with children.
The bill will empower the minister to make standards (the
child safe standards) to ensure that in the operation of
applicable entities, the safety of children is promoted, child
abuse is prevented and allegations of child abuse are properly
responded to. The minister must publish the child safe
standards in the Government Gazette.
The bill also includes a definition of ‘child abuse’ in the
principal act and amends the definition of ‘child abuse’ in the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 so that ‘child
abuse’ has the same meaning as it has in the principal act.
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Human rights issues
The following right under the charter act is potentially
relevant to the bill: right of children to protection
(section 17(2)).
Protection of children
Section 17(2) of the charter act provides that every child has
the right, without discrimination, to such protection as is in
his or her best interests and is needed by reason of being a
child. Section 17(2) recognises that children are vulnerable
because of their age and entitled to special protection.
Clause 17 of the bill provides for the minister to make child
safe standards. Clause 19 requires certain entities to comply
with the child safe standards, unless the entity is exempt
under clause 22, or the regulations provide that the entity is
exempt from the requirement to comply with the child safe
standards, or the entity is prescribed under clause 20 or
belongs to a class prescribed under clause 21.
Clauses 20 and 21 of the bill allow for the prescribing of
additional entities or class of entities by regulation, to enable
the range of entities to which the child safe standards apply to
be expanded if further classes of entities or individual entities
are identified as being required to comply with the child safe
standards.
Clause 23 provides that the regulations may also prescribe
that an individual who is not an applicable entity and who
carries on a business that belongs to a prescribed class and
that provides services specifically for children, or facilities
specifically for use by children who are under the individual’s
supervision, must comply with the child safe standards on and
after the day prescribed.
I consider that the provisions of the bill promote the right of
children to protection, as it will ensure a consistent approach
to child safety by entities that: (a) provide any services
specifically for children; (b) provide any facilities specifically
for use by children who are under the entity’s supervision; or
(c) engage a child as a contractor, employee or volunteer to
assist in the provision of services or facilities.
Martin Foley, MP
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing

Second reading
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
This bill proposes amendments to the Child Wellbeing and
Safety Act 2005 to enable the introduction of minimum
compulsory child safe standards to better protect children
from the risks of abuse.
The bill will insert a power in the Child Wellbeing and Safety
Act 2005 for the minister to determine minimum standards
that organisations providing services to children must comply
with in order to create and maintain a child safe environment.
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On 13 November 2013 the Family and Community
Development Committee (the committee) tabled to the
previous Parliament its report entitled Betrayal of Trust —
Inquiry into the Handling of Child Abuse by Religious and
Other Non-Government Organisations (the Betrayal of Trust
inquiry). The committee made a number of findings and
recommendations about the need to improve organisations’
responses to child abuse and prevent child abuse from
occurring in organisations.
This bill substantially implements recommendations 12.1,
13.1 and 13.2 of the Betrayal of Trust inquiry.
Recommendation 12.1 of the Betrayal of Trust inquiry
provided that the government review its contractual and
funding arrangements with education and community service
organisations that work with children to ensure minimum
standards for ensuring a child safe environment. The report
further recommended that the government consider extending
the standards for child safe environments to other
organisations or sectors that have direct and regular contact
with children.
The proposed scope of organisations that will be required to
comply with the child safe standards gives full effect to the
recommendation of the Betrayal of Trust report, by ensuring
that there is a minimum standard for child safety in all
organisations providing services to children, not just services
funded by government. This scope also reflects feedback
from stakeholder consultations.
The bill includes a power to prescribe additional entities or
class of entities within scope of the child safe standards. For
example, additional organisations could be prescribed as
within scope of the standards in response to recommendations
from the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to
Child Abuse.
This bill meets an election commitment by implementing key
recommendations of the Betrayal of Trust inquiry. The
government is committed to implementing all of the inquiry’s
recommendations and has already responded to the majority
of the recommendations.
This bill complements and builds on the Education and
Training Reform Amendment (Child Safe Schools) Act 2015
which was the first step towards implementing
recommendations 12.1 and 16.1 of the Betrayal of Trust
report. The Education and Training Reform Amendment
(Child Safe Schools) Act 2015 ensures that all Victorian
schools are required to take action to better manage and
reduce the risk of child abuse, including in responding to
allegations of child abuse.
The bill will enable the introduction of standards to improve
child safety in all organisations that provide services for
children in Victoria, and improve the manner in which these
organisations respond to allegations of abuse in relation to
children.
The child safe standards will drive cultural change in
organisations so that protecting children from abuse is
embedded in everyday thinking and practice. Further, the
organisations proposed to be subject to the standards are
wideranging and different. For these reasons, principle-based
standards supported by capacity building activities are
proposed. This will enable the diverse range of organisations
in scope some flexibility in how they meet the requirements,
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and ongoing improvement will remain a focus of the
standards.
Consultations with stakeholders took place from late 2014 to
early 2015 to inform the content of the standards, their scope
and how organisations can be supported to meet the
standards.
The child safe standards include requiring organisations to
develop a code of conduct that establishes clear expectations
for appropriate behaviour with children, human resources
practices that reduce the risk of child abuse by new and
existing personnel, and policies for reporting and responding
to allegations of child abuse.
Many organisations may have existing policies and
procedures which aim to keep children safe. The child safe
standards will, as far as possible, use existing mechanisms to
improve child safety in organisations and increase
consistency across sectors.
Future oversight and monitoring mechanisms for the
standards are being considered by government
The child safe standards will commence in two phases. It is
intended that organisations regulated or funded by
government will be required to comply with the standards
from 1 January 2016. This first phase will include registered
schools, out-of-home care services, hospitals, early years
services and organisations funded by government to deliver
services to children. Organisations in the first phase are
already regulated or funded by government, and compliance
with the standards will be initially monitored through these
existing arrangements. Education, awareness raising and
helping organisations to create and maintain child safe
environments will be the initial focus of the standards. It is
intended that other organisations providing services to
children that have limited or no funding or regulation by
government, including many sporting and youth
organisations, will be required to comply with the standards
from 1 January 2017.
The Betrayal of Trust inquiry also recommended
(recommendations 13.1 and 13.2) that the government
identify ways to support peak bodies to build preventative
capacity in sectors that interact with children, identify ways to
encourage smaller organisations or activities to be affiliated
with peak bodies to enable access to capacity building
opportunities and ensure that non-government organisations
are equipped with high quality information and advice about
the prevention of criminal child abuse in organisations.
The government is undertaking capacity building activities to
support organisations to meet the standards including
developing tools, training, templates and other materials. The
child safe standards, and supporting organisations to meet
them, substantially implement the relevant recommendations
of the Betrayal of Trust report.
In conclusion, the bill will amend the Child Wellbeing and
Safety Act 2005 to provide for standards to ensure that in the
operation of organisations providing services to children, the
safety of children is promoted, as far as possible child abuse is
prevented and allegations of child abuse are properly
responded to.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 November.

STATE TAXATION ACTS FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the State Taxation
Acts Further Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the State Taxation Acts Further 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 amends the Duties Act 2000, the Payroll Tax Act
2007 and the Valuation of Land Act 1960.
The bill amends the definition of ‘cattle’ in the Duties Act
2000 to include bison. This aligns the definition of ‘cattle’ in
the Duties Act 2000 with the corresponding definition in the
Livestock Diseases Control Act 1994. The Livestock
Diseases Control Act 1994 regulates the sale of livestock and
provides various compensation funds on which claims can be
made. Chapter 10 of the Duties Act 2000 governs the
imposition of duty on livestock sales and provides for the
duty received to be paid into the relevant fund.
The proposed amendments to the Payroll Tax Act 2007
update the terms of an exemption provided for a ‘new entrant’
to reflect current legislative and administrative arrangements
and do not alter a taxpayer’s entitlements or obligations or
engage a charter right.
The Valuation of Land Act 1960 provides for a ‘general
valuation’ to be undertaken every two years and for further,
‘supplementary’ valuations are done as the need arises. These
valuations are used for the calculation of council rates (on
‘rateable’ land), for the determination of land tax (on ‘taxable’
land) and since 2012, for the collection of the fire services
property levy (on ‘leviable’ land). While some lands will be
rateable, leviable and taxable, other lands may be subject to
some, but not all, of these rates and taxes.
The bill makes some adjustments to statutory time frames for
the submission of nominations for general valuations and the
return of those valuations, and also fills a gap in the current
legislation to ensure that a supplementary valuation may be
conducted if a change occurs that could affect a valuation
used for rating, or levy, or tax purposes. It also rectifies a
drafting issue in the provisions authorising the valuer-general
to give a valuation to a rating authority, such as the State
Revenue Office. Consistent with the intention of the original
amendments, it validates the provision of supplementary
valuations made since 2012, to put beyond doubt the use

STATE TAXATION ACTS FURTHER AMENDMENT BILL 2015
3862

ASSEMBLY

made of supplementary valuations certified by the
valuer-general.
The bill also addresses an anomaly in treatment of
apportionment. Currently the provisions governing
apportionment assume that the land will be at least partly
leviable or rateable. However, there are some lands that are
non-rateable and non-leviable, but nonetheless require
assessment for land tax purposes. In the interests of
consistency and fairness, valuations done for land tax
purposes should adopt the same methodology. The bill
accordingly amends the Valuation of Land Act 1960 to
enable apportionment to occur in respect of non-rateable and
non-leviable lands. This amendment is to operate
retrospectively, so that valuations already made in 2014 on
this basis — in the absence of any alternative basis for fairly
calculating the value for tax purposes — can be relied upon
for the whole of the valuation cycle, i.e. for the land tax
assessments issued in 2015 and 2016.
Human rights issues
To the extent that proposed amendments affect a natural
person’s liability for a tax or levy, the bill engages rights
under the charter as outlined below.
Right to property
Section 20 of the charter protects against the deprivation of
property other than in accordance with law.
The inclusion of bison in the definition of ‘cattle’ in section 3
of the Duties Act 2000 will make the sale of bison a dutiable
transaction. This engages property rights under section 20,
because purchasers who currently are not liable when they
buy bison will be charged duty on these transactions. Duty is
assessed in accordance with chapter 10 of the Duties Act
2000. As with all dutiable transactions, taxpayers liable for
duty on bison sales may dispute their assessments in
accordance with part 10 of the Taxation Administration Act
1997.
This amendment preserves consistency between the regimes
by which livestock are compensated under the Livestock
Diseases Control Act 1994, and subject to duty under the
Duties Act 2000. Having regard to the wider context in which
livestock sales are taxed and the public purposes for which
the revenue is applied, I believe the imposition of duty on
bison sales to be a reasonable limitation of the right to
property.
Right to privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter protects a person’s right not to have
his or her privacy, family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with and not to have his or
her reputation unlawfully attacked.
This bill does not expressly provide for the collection or
disclosure of personal information. However, it does increase
the range of circumstances in which a supplementary
valuation may be undertaken and, where applicable, provided
to the commissioner of state revenue. The proposed
amendment to the Valuation of Land Act 1960 engages the
right to privacy to the extent that they provide for a
supplementary valuation of a natural person’s property to be
undertaken and given to the commissioner of state revenue,
who may then retain, use and disclose it as permitted under
the taxation laws. Providing for supplementary valuations to
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be done when any relevant change occurs ensures that land
valuations are kept up-to-date. Having regard to the purpose
for which this information is collected, in my view the
proposed amendment is a reasonable limitation on the
person’s right to privacy.
Supplementary note on the retrospective operation of some
proposed amendments
The retrospective operation of laws that impose a tax, duty or
levy may involve the exercise of administrative powers that
engage a person’s charter rights. I therefore provide an
outline, for the sake of completeness, of two amendments to
the Valuation of Land Act 1960 that will have a retrospective
effect. However, in my view these amendments do not
engage charter rights; they merely rectify a technical defect or
omission in the statutory framework.
The bill corrects a technical defect in the provisions
authorising the provision of supplementary valuations to
ratings authorities such as the commissioner of state revenue.
It is clear that the current provisions were intended to
facilitate the provision of these supplementary valuations, and
that a mere technical defect has impeded their intended
operation. In these circumstances, retrospective application of
the amendment to supplementary valuations made from
1 January 2012 is consistent with the purpose of the original
provision.
The amendments providing for the apportionment of value for
taxable land that is non-rateable and non-leviable are to have
retrospective operation to put beyond doubt the validity of
valuations already made on that basis. When these
circumstances have arisen, the valuations have been
calculated by applying the general principle that value should
be apportioned between the occupancies. To do otherwise
would have given rise to an inconsistency in the method used
to calculate the value of rateable and non-rateable lands.
Taxpayers who were dissatisfied with valuations made on this
basis were entitled to object to that valuation under division 3,
part III of the Valuation of Land Act 1960, which explicitly
provide for apportionment to be grounds for objection.
Providing for these amendments to operate retrospectively
will ensure that an apportioned site value made in or after
2014 can be relied on for land tax assessments made in 2015
and 2016.
Tim Pallas, MP
Treasurer

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The State Taxation Acts Further Amendment Bill 2015
makes a number of technical amendments to the Duties Act
2000, the Payroll Tax Act 2007 and the Valuation of Land
Act 1960.
The integrity of Victoria’s tax system relies on effective and
sustainable tax administration.
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The Victorian government is committed to maintaining best
practice tax administration and ensuring that the
commissioner is well positioned to meet the needs of both the
government and community as we move into the future.
This bill supports this commitment by making amendments to
update and clarify Victoria’s revenue laws. These measures
will make it easier for Victorians to comply with their
taxation obligations and ensuring equitable and fair outcomes
for all Victorians affected by the taxation regime.
In line with the commitment to maintain best practice tax
administration, this bill amends the Duties Act and the Payroll
Tax Act.
Duty is payable on the sale of cattle, calves, sheep, goats and
swine under independent provisions in the Livestock Disease
Control Act 1994. The duty collected is paid into
compensation funds, such as the Cattle Compensation Fund,
and used for the prevention, monitoring and control of
livestock disease, and to compensate livestock owners for
losses caused by disease. The definition of cattle in the
Livestock Disease Control Act was amended to include
‘bison’ so that bison come under the regulatory and
compensation scheme of the Livestock Disease Control Act.
As a result, a consequential amendment is required to ensure
the definition of cattle in the Duties Act is aligned for the
purposes of imposing livestock duty on bison.
The Payroll Tax Act provides an exemption for the wages
paid or payable by an approved group training organisation to
a ‘new entrant’ apprentice or trainee. As a consequence of
changes to the legislation governing registered training
organisations, which include group training organisations, the
definition of new entrant in the Payroll Tax Act has become
obsolete. The amendment to the Payroll Tax Act updates the
definition of ‘new entrant’ to preserve the scope of the
exemption.
The Valuation of Land Act establishes the process for the
administration of land valuations in Victoria. Valuations are
conducted biennially by valuation authorities and establish the
value of properties as at 1 January each even year.
Supplementary valuations are also made during each
valuation cycle to account for a variety of circumstances,
including new properties arising from subdivisions of land
and changes in the use or status of existing properties. These
valuations are used for assessing council rates, land tax and
fire services property levy. The amendments to the Valuation
of Land Act make improvements to the valuation process and
provide the legislative certainty to existing administrative
practices.
The land valuation amendments ensure the valuation return
timeline is aligned with the new council budget timelines,
improve the accuracy of the valuation data received by a
rating authority and permit the valuer-general to accept a late
nomination from a council requesting the valuer-general
conduct the general valuation on their behalf.
As a result of amendments to the Local Government Act
1989 in 2014, councils are now required to adopt their
budgets by 30 June each year. The valuation best practice
specifications guidelines were amended to recommend that
general valuations be submitted to the valuer-general by
30 April. Currently, the Valuation of Land Act requires that a
valuation be returned by 30 June, which gives rise to
scenarios where councils have no time between receiving
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final valuations and adopting their budgets. Therefore the due
date for a return of the general valuation will be brought
forward to 30 April, which is in line with the guidelines. This
amendment will not commence until the 2018 general
valuation cycle, which should give councils and valuers
sufficient preparation time.
Councils are required to conduct general valuations every two
years. Under the Valuation of Land Act, a council may
nominate the valuer-general to conduct the general valuation
on the council’s behalf. A nomination must be made by
30 June of the even year preceding the next general valuation.
Councils that wish to nominate the valuer-general to conduct
the general valuation may not be able to meet the nomination
cut-off date for various reasons. The Valuation of Land Act
will be amended to allow the valuer-general to accept a late
nomination if the valuer-general considers it appropriate to do
so.
Supplementary valuations are completed during general
valuation cycles to account for new properties and changes to
existing properties. This ensures the accuracy of the valuation
data received by rating authorities such as the SRO. The
provisions providing for supplementary valuations allow for
changes to properties where they move from non-rateable to
rateable and/or from non-leviable to leviable. However, the
provisions do not provide for the opposite change — i.e.
where properties move from rateable to non-rateable and/or
from leviable to non-leviable. Further, the provisions do not
provide for rateable land that becomes leviable or ceases to be
leviable. An amendment to the Valuation of Land Act will
provide for supplementary valuations to be made in these
circumstances. This will ensure that the valuation data is
correct and updated.
The bill makes two other amendments to the Valuation of
Land Act to correct some minor technical deficiencies
relating to the ability to determine a land valuation for part of
a land that has not been separately valued and the provision of
supplementary valuations by the valuer-general to a rating
authority, such as the State Revenue Office.
The measures enacted by this bill will improve the operation
of Victoria’s taxation laws and the land valuation process. In
line with government policy, these amendments will help to
maintain the integrity and sustainability of the taxation
system. They also improve the valuation process and ensure it
is operating as intended.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr M. O’BRIEN
(Malvern).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 November.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
(FAIR GO RATES) BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local Government)
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 Local
Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Local Government Amendment (Fair Go
Rates) 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 purpose of the bill is to give effect to the government’s
commitment to establish a head of power for the Minister for
Local Government to set a cap on general rates and municipal
charges to be levied by councils in any given financial year.
Further, the bill allows a council to apply to the Essential
Services Commission (the ESC) for a higher cap or caps and
the ESC may do so for up to four financial years, on specified
grounds. The minister may also determine that where there
are repeated instances of non-compliance with the cap, the
rates or charges (or part thereof) levied in respect of a
specified financial year are invalid. Repeated non-compliance
may also be a ground for suspension of the council.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
Taking part in public life
Section 18 of the charter establishes a right for an individual
to participate in the conduct of public affairs, to vote and be
elected at state and municipal elections, and to have access to
the Victorian public service and public office, without
discrimination.
Clause 9 of the bill amends existing section 219 of the Local
Government Act 1989 to provide that a council that has
repeatedly and substantially failed to comply with a general
order made by the Minister for Local Government or a special
order made by the ESC, which impose a cap on council’s
general rates and municipal charges, is a ground for the
minister to recommend to the Governor in Council that the
council and all of its councillors be suspended.
The right to take part in public life is engaged by this
amendment since repeated non-compliance by a council with
a rate cap may result in the suspension of the council, and
councillors being removed from office. However, any
limitations, if any, are justifiable. The bill aims to give
Victorian communities accountable and efficient local
councils, by ensuring the budget processes are made more
transparent, and that ratepayers have a say in determining
councils’ funding priorities and control over rates they are
required to pay, strengthening the system of democracy.
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Further, there are standards expected of councils, and the
community is entitled to be represented by councils that act
lawfully and with integrity. It is important, therefore, that
appropriate disciplinary measures are taken against a council
and its councillors that fail to do so.
Further, clause 12 of the bill provides the ESC the authority to
monitor and review a council’s compliance with the rate cap,
including its impact on council’s financial sustainability,
service levels and performance, and to report such matters
annually. This monitoring and reporting function of the ESC
ensures council is notified of any inadvertent non-compliance
and provides it with the opportunity to rectify its practices so
as to avoid future non-compliance and disciplinary action.
Natalie Hutchins, MP
Minister for Local Government

Second reading
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
This bill amends the Local Government Act 1989 and the
Essential Services Commission Act 2001 to provide the
legislative framework for implementing the government’s
Fair Go rates system to protect Victorian ratepayers from
unsustainable council rate increases.
This new system will come into operation for the first time in
the 2016–17 financial year. It will mean that in all future
years annual council rate increases will be capped in line with
increases in the consumer price index (CPI) unless a council
has obtained approval for a higher increase from the Essential
Services Commission (the ESC).
Capping annual council rate increases in this way will
promote greater accountability and transparency in local
government budgeting and service delivery, and will help
ensure that rates and charges are used efficiently and
ratepayers receive maximum benefit.
Setting the average rate cap
The bill empowers the Minister for Local Government to set
an average rate cap to limit the percentage amount by which
councils can increase their rates for a specified financial year.
The bill defines the average rate cap as the percentage amount
equal to the change in the Melbourne CPI for the financial
year as forecast by the Department of Treasury and Finance
plus or minus any adjustment specified by the minister.
Providing for the cap to be adjusted above or below the
forecast change in the CPI provides flexibility for other
matters such as wage pressures or efficiency dividends to be
taken into account where appropriate.
In setting the average rate cap, the minister must request
advice from the ESC. The minister must have regard to any
advice received from the ESC but is not required to follow
this advice. This is to enable the minister to take into account
other issues that might be impacting on a council or group of
councils in a given year.
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Applying the average rate cap to general rates and
municipal charges
The bill authorises the minister to direct a council by order
that the council’s average rate in respect of a specified
financial year must not exceed the average rate for the
previous financial year by more than the average rate cap.
The order must be published in the Government Gazette by
December 31 in the financial year before the capped year.
The bill provides a formula for councils to calculate the
average rate in the financial year preceding the capped year.
This is calculated by taking the total annualised general rates
and municipal charges leviable as at the end of the financial
year (including the full year effect of supplementary rates)
over the number of rateable assessments as at 30 June.
The bill provides that the average rate cap will only apply to
general rates and municipal charges. These rates and charges
currently represent about 88 per cent of councils’ annual rates
and charges revenue. Revenue from service rates and charges
(such as charges for garbage collection), special rates and
charges, revenue in lieu of rates, and the fire services levy,
will not be covered by the first rate cap.
However, the bill also provides for other rates and charges to
be prescribed as subject to the average rate cap. This means
that if councils are found to be disproportionately allocating
their overhead costs to service rates and charges or to other
rates and charges, consideration can be given to extending
capping to include these other rates and charges.
Minister may set different average rate caps
The minister may make an order in relation to all councils, to
a class of councils, or to a single council, so that, for example,
a different average rate cap may apply to a specified group of
councils in a given financial year.
This means the common needs of, say, small rural councils,
or those affected by natural disasters, could be accommodated
should the minister determine that it is appropriate.
Application to the Essential Services Commission
Where a council wishes to increase its rates by more than the
average rate cap set by the minister, the bill provides that it
may apply to the ESC for approval of a higher cap. An
application for a higher rate cap must be made by 31 March
in the financial year preceding the capped year.
The ESC can only approve a higher cap where it is satisfied:
of the reasons for the proposed rate increase greater than
the average rate cap;
the application for a higher cap takes account of
ratepayers’ and communities’ views;
the outcomes being pursued reflect the efficient use of
council resources;
consideration has been given to alternative budgetary
priorities and funding options;
the assumptions and proposals in the application are
consistent with the council’s long-term strategic
planning and financial management instruments.
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The ESC must also be satisfied that the higher cap is
appropriate having regard to the council’s record of
compliance with any previous average rate caps or higher
caps that applied to the council.
The bill requires councils applying to the ESC for a higher
cap to show that they have considered community views in
relation to the proposed higher cap. This is consistent with the
requirement for councils to consult their communities on
proposed budgets under section 129 of the Local Government
Act 1989.
Councils will have the flexibility to seek ratepayer and
community views regarding a proposed higher cap separately,
or in conjunction with consultation on the council’s proposed
budget. Some councils may choose to consult on alternative
budget scenarios in a proposed budget — namely one based
on an increase that complies with the average rate cap, and
another that involves a higher cap for which the ESC’s
approval is being sought and which outlines the services or
capital works that can be accommodated with higher rates.
Essential Services Commission approval of a higher cap
The bill gives the ESC power to approve a higher cap for a
council that applies instead of the average rate cap set by the
minister. The ESC may approve a higher rate cap for a
council for either a single year or for up to four years.
However councils will be required to satisfy the ESC on all of
the requirements needed to support a single year higher cap
over future years before multiple year caps are approved.
Allowing for multiple year caps will allow councils to better
align their annual budgets with longer term strategic planning,
including the development of four-year council plans,
strategic resource plans and 10-year asset management plans.
The ESC has indicated that for the first year of the system’s
operation, higher caps will only be approved for one year.
This will allow time for both the ESC and councils to gain
experience under the new system. It is likely that before
approving multiple year higher caps both the ESC and
councils will require more time for longer term planning to be
undertaken and budget needs properly identified.
The ESC is required to publish notice of all higher cap
approvals in the Government Gazette.
Non-compliance with the cap
The bill provides that if a council fails to comply with the
average rate cap set by the minister or a higher cap approved
by the ESC, the non-compliance can be taken into account
when future caps are set or approved. The minister may take
the non-compliance into account and set a lower average rate
cap that applies specifically to that council. This will allow for
any minor or inadvertent non-compliance to be managed
appropriately. The ESC can also take the non-compliance into
account when assessing a future application by the council for
a higher cap.
In any case of repeated of non-compliance by a council, the
bill provides that the minister may determine that rates or
charges (or part thereof) levied in respect to a specified
financial year are invalid. Repeated non-compliance will also
be a ground for the minister to recommend to the Governor in
Council that a council be suspended under section 219 of the
Local Government Act 1989.
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Fees
Section 243 of the Local Government Act 1989 provides for
fees to be prescribed by regulations. No fees will be
prescribed for the Fair Go rates system’s first year of
operation. Any future fees prescribed for applications to the
ESC will be the subject of a full regulatory impact statement
enabling full consultation with the sector.
Monitoring effectiveness of the system
The bill requires the ESC to report on councils’ compliance
with the average rate cap annually, and the overall outcomes
of the Fair Go rates system for ratepayers and communities
biennially.
The bill also provides for a review of the system by the
Minister for Local Government and the Minister for Finance
by 31 December 2021. The purpose of the review is to
determine whether the mechanism for setting a cap on rates is
still appropriate, and if the legislative framework is effective
or needs to be amended. The bill also requires further reviews
to be completed every four years after the first review is
completed.
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in the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with human rights
as set out in the charter act. I base my opinions on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill will make a number of amendments to the Education
and Training Reform Act 2006 (the ETR act) to alter the
composition of and means of appointment to TAFE institute
boards. Significantly, the bill will add TAFE institute chief
executive officers and staff-elected directors to boards and
will enable boards to elect their own chairpersons, and
directly coopt some members.
The bill will also make a series of technical amendments to
the TAFE institute provisions set out in division 2 of part 3.1
of the ETR act.
Lastly, the bill will make identical amendments to the eight
Victorian public university acts to add elected staff and
student members to each university council and enable the
requirement for university councils to include members with
financial and commercial skills to be met by either
government appointed members or council appointed
members.

Conclusion
Human rights issues
The Fair Go rates system for which this bill provides the
legislative framework will play a central role in giving
Victorian communities the strong, accountable and efficient
local councils they deserve. Council budget processes will be
made more transparent as a result of the changes outlined in
this bill.
The system gives citizens a real say in determining their
council’s funding priorities and a measure of control over the
rates they are required to pay in return for council services. In
doing so it strengthens our system of local grass roots
democracy.
I commend the bill to the house.

Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
There are no human rights protected by the charter that are
relevant to the bill.
Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the bill?
The bill does not limit any human rights protected by the
charter.
The Hon. James Merlino, MP
Deputy Premier
Minister for Education

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).

Second reading

Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 November.

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I move:

EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (TAFE AND UNIVERSITY
GOVERNANCE REFORM) BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Education
Legislation Amendment (TAFE and University Governance
Reform) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE
and University Governance Reform) Bill 2015, as introduced

That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The bill amends the Education and Training Reform Act 2006
(ETR act) and the eight Victorian public university acts to
implement the government’s election commitment to restore
democracy to TAFE institutes and universities, and
independence to TAFE institutes.
Good governance in Victoria
Good governance is about supporting our organisations and
institutions to deliver the right outcomes by building cultures
and promoting behaviours that ensure transparency and
accountability, and result in sound financial management and
good decision-making.
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For many services in Victoria, such as water, electricity and
education, we have actively sought to devolve governance
arrangements away from the public service to ensure that
those making the decisions are as close as possible to those
using the services. This maximises opportunities for
community participation, helps to build trust and ultimately
results in a robust democracy.
It is the role of the government to build and maintain the
frameworks to facilitate good governance to ensure that these
organisations are delivering the outcomes that the community
expects.
The government will lead the way, within Australia and
around the world, by demonstrating what best practice public
sector governance can look like.
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TAFE institutes
TAFE institutes are large, complex entities, in charge of
significant amounts of public funds — however, they cannot
be governed on the basis of commercial drivers alone. It is
essential that boards understand the issues affecting staff,
students and the community. In 2012, the previous
government removed elected staff and students, and chief
executive officers, as board members, and no longer allowed
boards to elect their own chairperson.
The bill will reform the governance arrangements for the 12
TAFE institutes operating in Victoria by adding at least one
elected staff director, and the chief executive officer, to the
boards. In addition, TAFE institute boards will be given more
independence to appoint their own board members, and elect
their own chairperson from the board.

Whole-of-government governance safeguards
Organisations such as TAFEs are overseen by boards of
governance. The government has minimum standards that it
expects its boards, and their chairpersons and directors, to
meet.
The appointment and remuneration guidelines set many of
these standards and have been updated to strengthen our
processes and better reflect changes in government policy,
such as our commitment that 50 per cent of all appointments
to paid boards and Victorian courts are women.
The revised guidelines also clarify who is eligible to receive
payment, what mandatory probity checks must be performed
and which authority is required to approve an appointment.
The revised guidelines are given effect by a new Premier’s
circular on good board governance, designed to lift the bar
higher still and address key risks raised by the Ombudsman in
the December 2013 report: A Review of the Governance of
Public Sector Boards in Victoria.
Specifically, this circular requires a greater duty of care be
taken when recruiting and selecting board members.
Ultimate responsibility for the way public entities are
governed will always rest with the government; but
departments and non-departmental entities are also required
to assist ministers in discharging their responsibilities by
designing recruitment and selection processes that are merit
based, fair, open and attract a diversity of applicants.
In practice, this means that position descriptions and selection
criteria must be developed for all board vacancies; all
chairpersons must maintain a skills matrix to inform
vacancies and assist succession planning; ministers must be
afforded the opportunity to select the strongest candidate for
each vacancy, based on a position description that reflects the
skills and experience required by the board and all appointees
must be selected on merit.
The government also requires that adequate induction
processes be put in place to allow new board members to
participate fully and actively in board decision-making at the
earliest opportunity.
The circular and revised guidelines will safeguard good
governance in all government boards and committees,
providing Victorians with pride and confidence in the
institutions that service them.

These amendments will result in TAFE institutes being
governed by new boards of between 10 and 15 directors. Of
the new boards, at least half will be appointed by the minister,
at least one will be a staff-elected director and one will be the
chief executive officer. The remaining directors will be
coopted by the new board before they elect their own
chairperson.
It is important when members are appointed, including
coopted members, that boards adhere to the government’s
commitment that 50 per cent of all appointments are women,
which will result in more balanced and representative TAFE
boards.
The staff directors will be elected by a direct election — staff
will determine the person they want on TAFE boards.
Candidate eligibility for election will be kept as broad as
possible to allow the greatest pool of talent to nominate for
election. If eligible, elected staff directors will be entitled to
be remunerated. Elected staff must act in the best interests of
the TAFE institute and have the same obligations as all other
directors.
The revised governance arrangements will be implemented
over a six month transition period to allow for TAFE
constitutions to be remade, and elections to be held. The term
of all existing TAFE institute directors as at the day before the
legislation commences will be extended to the end of the
transition period.
During the transition period, the minister will appoint
ministerial nominee directors to take office at the end of the
transition period and be part of the new board. There will be
no prohibition on the minister or the board appointing, or
coopting, former directors to the new board.
While the amendments give boards more say in the way they
are composed, the public and the government need to be
confident that TAFE institutes will be governed appropriately.
This is particularly the case because TAFE institutes receive
significant government funding, educate valuable and
potentially vulnerable students, and are important in driving
regional economic development.
Accordingly, the new governance arrangements to be
implemented by this bill will be accompanied by a series of
measures to ensure good governance.
One of the keys to good governance is to have a strong and
effective chairperson. The government believes that TAFE
institutes are best placed to determine who the most
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appropriate chairperson is, and as such, the bill will empower
TAFE institute boards to elect their own chairperson.
The Department of Education and Training (the department)
will support TAFE institute boards to identify an
appropriately skilled and experienced chairperson. For
example, the department may provide boards with a list of
skills and experience needed for the chairperson and an
outline of how the role of chairperson differs from that of
board director.
Further to this, if the elected chairperson was not considered
appropriate by the minister, the minister will have an
opportunity to object to the appointment.
To preserve the independence of TAFE institute boards, in
the ordinary course of events, only a TAFE institute board
will be able to remove or suspend a chairperson. However, in
exceptional circumstances, the minister will hold the power to
remove or suspend a chairperson, for example, if public funds
or the interests of students were being put at significant risk,
and the board itself had no intent to remove or suspend them.
As with chairpersons, it is important that appropriately skilled
and experienced people are coopted onto the board.
Accordingly, the bill will require TAFE institute boards to
have regard to a range of skills and experiences when
coopting directors. In addition, consistent with the
whole-of-government approach to good governance, I expect
all chairpersons to maintain a skills matrix to inform
vacancies and assist succession planning; coopted directors
should be the strongest candidate for each vacancy, based on
a position description that reflects the skills and experience
required by the board and all appointees must be selected on
merit through a transparent process.
Further measures to ensure good governance will be
implemented in relation to elected staff directors. Remade
TAFE constitutions will require directors, where needed, to
be provided with appropriate governance training and support
to enable them to effectively discharge their duties as board
members. All elected staff directors will undertake this
training.
It is not proposed for the constitutions to specify the exact
training that must be undertaken; instead, TAFE institutes will
be given scope to determine what training is appropriate. The
department will work with boards and other organisations to
develop an induction program and tailored package of
training relevant to TAFE institutes.
The training and support must also make clear to elected staff
members the importance of respecting the confidentiality of
board decisions and documents; as well as understanding how
the rules around conflict of interest apply to them. Other
board members have to adhere to these good governance
principles and rules; elected members and the CEO must too.
I am determined that elected staff members will be supported
to understand their governance responsibilities and
obligations as board members. Once elected, staff directors’
responsibility as a board member is to consider the best
interests of the TAFE institute when making board decisions.
Under the reformed governance arrangements, the Governor
in Council will retain a reserve power to remove the entire
board of a TAFE institute on the advice of the minister.
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Universities
The bill will amend the eight Victorian public university acts
to implement the government’s election commitment to
restore an elected staff member and student to public
university councils. In 2012, the former government removed
this right for university students and staff.
The minimum size of a university council will increase from
11 to 13 to accommodate an elected staff and student council
member. There will not be any change to the maximum size,
which remains at 21. Universities will determine individually,
through statutes or, where more appropriate, regulations, how
many elected members will be on council.
Like TAFEs, university councils will transition to these new
arrangements over a six-month period. During this time,
universities will be required to make or amend statutes to
provide for election processes, including such things as
candidate eligibility, which will be kept broad to allow the
greatest pool of talent to nominate for election. As with TAFE
board elections, these elections will be direct elections.
Elected members must act in the interest of the university and
have the same obligations as all other council members.
University council terms will not exceed three years for
elected staff members and two years for elected student
members. University councils will have the flexibility to
specify term lengths for elected members. This flexibility will
allow casual vacancies to be filled for the remainder of terms;
universities to time elections during university semesters so
that the most staff and students are able to vote on their
respective member of council; and allow new students
starting at the beginning of the year to vote for their incoming
elected members, rather than students concluding their studies
voting on the next years elected members.
It will be fundamental that elected staff and student council
members receive adequate training and support to discharge
their responsibilities. To this end, the bill will give universities
a specific power to make statutes and regulations regarding
the training and support to be provided to members of
council. The government has a clear expectation that it will be
mandatory for all elected members to receive appropriate
training, and available for all council members as universities
see fit. As minister, I will write to universities following the
passage of the bill setting out this expectation.
In my discussions with university chancellors, they agree that
they will provide council members with the training and
support that enables them to understand and discharge
appropriately their governance duties. Everyone’s interests
are best served by doing this.
The training and support will make clear to elected members
the importance of respecting the confidentiality of council
decisions and documents; as well as understanding how the
rules around conflict of interest apply to them. I am
determined that elected members will be supported to
understand their governance responsibilities and obligations
on council. Elected members’ responsibility is to consider the
best interests of their university when making council
decisions.
Elected staff and student members of university councils, if
eligible, will be entitled to be remunerated.
In addition, the bill will broaden the skills mix on university
councils by requiring each university council to include a
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minimum of two members with financial expertise and one
member with commercial expertise from either government
or council appointed members. At present, this requirement
must be met by government appointed members only, which
limits the flexibility of government in relation to university
council appointments.
Conclusion

Human rights issues
Section 12 — Freedom of movement
Section 12 of the charter provides for the right for every
person to move freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it
and to have the freedom to choose where to live. It includes
the freedom from physical barriers and procedural
impediments.

In conclusion, the bill will amend the ETR act and the eight
Victorian public university acts to change the governance
arrangements for TAFE boards and university councils, to
implement election commitments to make them more
democratic, independent and representative of the
communities they serve.

The bill includes, in part 2, amendments to the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act and, in part 4, amendments to the National
Parks Act relating to the creation of new reserve and park
areas and the closure of redundant government roads. In
particular, the bill:

I commend the bill to the house.

(a) creates new reserve areas under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act — see clauses 5 to 8;

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 November.

CROWN LAND LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (CANADIAN REGIONAL
PARK AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Crown Land
Legislation Amendment (Canadian Regional Park and Other
Matters) Bill 2015 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights as set out in
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill:
(a) amends the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and the
National Parks Act 1975 to create Canadian Regional
Park (640 ha), Hepburn Regional Park (3105 ha) and
Kerang State Game Reserve (755 ha), to add
approximately 205 hectares to six existing parks under
those acts and to excise about 5 hectares from three
existing parks under those acts;
(b) amends the Land Act 1958 by inserting new provisions
relating to the licensing of bee sites on Crown land; and
(c) makes consequential or other, minor amendments to
several acts.
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(b) creates new park areas under the National Parks Act —
see clauses 41(1) and (3), 42(1) and 43;
(c) provides that certain areas of land cease to be roads —
see new clauses 10(1)(e), 12(1)(e) and 13(1)(e) of the
second schedule to the Crown Land (Reserves) Act (as
inserted by clause 4 of the bill) and new clauses 21 to 25
of schedule one AA to the National Parks Act (as
inserted by clause 40 of the bill).
Those provisions could be perceived to affect the right to
freedom of movement, to the extent that a person is able to
move freely around Victoria by passing across the sites which
are subject to these clauses. However, the provisions do not
create any restrictions on a person moving freely within the
new reserve or park areas or within Victoria. Therefore, the
bill will not limit the right protected under section 12 of the
charter.
Section 19 — Cultural rights
Section 19 of the charter provides for the rights of Aboriginal
persons to maintain their distinctive spiritual, material and
economic relationship with the land and waters and other
resources with which they have a connection under traditional
laws and customs.
This right is particularly relevant to clause 6 of the bill which
creates Hepburn Regional Park. The creation of the park will
enable Aboriginal title over the land to be granted under the
Traditional Owner Settlement Act 2010 to the Dja Dja
Wurrung Traditional Owner Group in accordance with the
Recognition and Settlement Agreement between Dja Dja
Wurrung Clans Aboriginal Corporation and the state of
Victoria 2013. This will promote the cultural rights protected
by the charter.
Section 20 — Property rights
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law.
Part 2 of the bill (in particular the provisions inserted by
clauses 3 and 4 relating to the revocation of various Crown
land reservations) provide for various areas of land to be freed
from all property interests. Those provisions could be taken to
engage the charter by limiting the property rights of
individuals protected under section 20 of the charter. There
are no known property rights affected by these clauses,
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therefore there are no known limitations of the right protected
by section 20 of the charter.
Part 3 of the bill replaces the existing provisions in the Land
Act, the Crown Land (Reserves) Act, the Forests Act 1958,
the National Parks Act and the Wildlife Act 1975 with new
provisions relating to the licensing of bee sites on certain
Crown land. This could be perceived to affect the property
rights of individuals holding existing licences or permits, to
the extent, if any, that these are property rights.
The bill will not result in the cancellation of any of these
licences or permits. Rather, the bill inserts new provisions
into the Land Act (clause 17), into the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act (clause 19), into the Forests Act (clause 26),
into to the National Parks Act (clause 34) and into the
Wildlife Act (clause 37) to continue any licence or permit
existing immediately before the commencement of the new
bee site licensing provisions under the same terms and
conditions as existed before commencement date until such
time as that licence or permit expires or is cancelled. New
licences can be issued under the new regime inserted into the
Land Act by clause 16.
Furthermore, while the bill introduces a cap on the size of the
licence area for any new licence, the bill ‘grandfathers’ any
existing licence or permit which has a greater licence or
permit area (see proposed new section 142 of the Land Act,
inserted by clause 16), thereby ensuring that the existing
licence or permit area is not affected.
Accordingly, the bill contains no known limitation or
restriction of the right protected by section 20 of the charter.
Hon. Lisa Neville, MP
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The government is pleased to introduce the Crown Land
Legislation Amendment (Canadian Regional Park and Other
Matters) Bill 2015 (the bill) as part of further implementing
its election commitments relating to the environment. It is
also pleased to include in the bill several items relating to new
park areas and the licensing of bee sites on Crown land that
formed part of a bill introduced into Parliament in 2014 but
which was not debated before the 2014 state election.
In summary, the bill amends several acts, but principally the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978, the Land Act 1958 and the
National Parks Act 1975, to:
create Canadian Regional Park, Hepburn Regional Park
and Kerang State Game Reserve;
add land to several existing parks;
reform the legislation governing bee site licensing on
Crown land; and
make some consequential and other, minor amendments.
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Canadian Regional Park — a new park for Ballarat
A key aspect of the bill is the creation of Canadian Regional
Park under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act. This new park at
Ballarat comprises the former plantation land at Mount Clear
and adjoining state forest and will cover approximately
640 hectares.
The Friends of Canadian Corridor have been tireless in
pursuing the goal of protecting this land in a park, a park
which will permanently protect part of Ballarat’s important
open space and a north-south wildlife corridor. I would like to
take this opportunity to pay tribute to the work of the friends
and their strong commitment to this outcome.
It is acknowledged that the government’s election
commitment was for a state park. However, the government
has consulted extensively with the community and key
stakeholders and, as a result of community views, now
considers that the park would be better classified as a regional
park. This is strongly supported by the Friends of Canadian
Corridor, who wrote to the Premier in July 2015 expressing a
strong desire that the park be a regional park.
A regional park will provide opportunities for a wider range
of recreational activities than would normally be
accommodated in a state park, while still protecting and
improving the environmental and landscape values of the
area. Uses such as bush walking, dog walking, mountain bike
riding, horseriding and prospecting will all be able to be
accommodated in the new park. Revegetation of areas of the
former plantation land will boost the park’s environmental
value over time.
The government is keen to investigate a suitable Indigenous
name for the park which acknowledges its location in
Wadawurrung country. To this end, it will work with the
Wadawurrung to identify a suitable name, and planning for
the park’s establishment will provide an opportunity to
consult on the name with the community, stakeholders and
the registrar of geographic names.
The government is confident that the park will be a lasting
legacy for generations to come — a park which combines the
opportunity for recreational enjoyment by lots of people with
conservation outcomes — a ‘people’s park’.
Hepburn Regional Park — a park enabling Aboriginal
title to be granted
The bill also creates Hepburn Regional Park under the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act. The park covers approximately
3105 hectares and is located in the popular mineral springs
country of central Victoria around Daylesford, Hepburn and
Hepburn Springs. It also includes the extinct volcanic crater
of Mount Franklin. The park provides enjoyment for many
visitors, with opportunities for bushwalking, picnicking,
camping, nature study, mountain bike riding, horseriding and
fossicking.
This park is an important part of the country of the Dja Dja
Wurrung Traditional Owner Group, and its formal creation
will enable Aboriginal title to be granted over it to the Dja Dja
Wurrung Clans Aboriginal Corporation in accordance with
the 2013 recognition and settlement agreement between the
Dja Dja Wurrung and the state. After Aboriginal title is
granted, the park will continue to be managed under the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act.
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Kerang state Game Reserve — recognising the area’s
value for hunting
The creation of the Kerang State Game Reserve, east of
Kerang, will recognise the area’s value for hunting and will
formally implement a decision of the previous Labor
government on the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council’s River Red Gum Forests Investigation.
The reserve covers some 755 hectares and includes Fosters
Swamp and land along Pyramid Creek. Consistent with the
final report of the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council’s River Red Gum Forests Investigation, the bill
provides for Lower Murray Water’s ongoing use of Fosters
Swamp for the discharge of treated wastewater, provided that
this occurs in accordance with a licence issued under the
Environment Protection Act 1970.
Alterations to existing parks
The bill adds approximately 205 hectares to six existing parks
under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act (one park) or the
National Parks Act (five parks). The additions include areas
that have been acquired for inclusion in the parks as well as
other areas such as redundant unmade government roads
which will help consolidate the boundaries of the parks.
The main additions are as follows:
Macedon Regional Park (5 ha) under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act — a forested area adjoining the park
which Western Water has transferred to the Crown;
Murray-Sunset National Park (182 ha) — two areas of
purchased land (161 hectares) in the vicinity of
Wallpolla Creek together with several dispersed sections
of redundant unused government road (21 ha);
Warrandyte State Park (8 ha) — two areas (including an
area of purchased land) and a redundant government
road in the popular Pound Bend section of the park;
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In addition, the bill:
excises 4 hectares from Cobboboonee Forest Park under
the Crown Land (Reserves) Act to enable the creation of
a government road to provide legal access along Cut Out
Dam Road to adjoining freehold land;
adds a short section of unmade government road to
Dandenong Ranges National Park;
closes a redundant unmade government road in Port
Campbell National Park;
realigns part of the boundary of Steiglitz Historic Park
along a section of the Steiglitz-Durdidwarrah Road; and
makes several technical amendments or corrections to
the plans of Dandenong Ranges and Great Otway
national parks, Lake Tyers State Park, Gadsen Bend
Park and Otway Forest Park.
Reforms to bee site licensing on Crown land —
supporting Victoria’s apiculture industry
A key aspect of the bill relates to reforming bee site licensing
on Crown land. This implements the reforms commenced by
the previous government in consultation with the apiculture
industry, in particular the Victorian Apiarists Association and
the Victorian Farmers Federation (beekeeper branch). The
government acknowledges the work of these organisations in
pursuing these reforms.
The bill reforms the legislation governing the licensing of bee
sites on Crown land managed by the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning or Parks Victoria. It
inserts a new set of licensing provisions into the Land Act
which will apply uniformly to Crown land (other than
wilderness parks, wilderness zones, natural catchment areas
and reference areas) regardless of the act under which the
land is managed.
In particular, the bill provides that:

Cape Liptrap Coastal Park (8 ha) — Crown land in the
headwaters of Cooks Creek east of the Walkerville-Fish
Creek Road; and
Steiglitz Historic Park (3 ha) — four areas (three of
which were previously acquired to include in the park)
together with two sections of redundant unmade
government road.
The bill also excises about 0.6 hectares from two parks under
the National Parks Act. The National Parks Advisory Council
was consulted over these proposed excisions and have
advised that they are acceptable and should proceed. The two
excisions are as follows:
Lake Tyers State Park — an area of 0.3 hectares of
cleared land which was incorrectly included in the park
when it was created in 2012; and
Steiglitz Historic Park — a narrow strip of land (0.3 ha)
along Hay Track to enable the creation of a government
road to provide legal access over the access route to
adjoining freehold land. The excision is offset by the
additions mentioned earlier.

the minister will be able to grant a bee site licence over
an area of up to 800 metres radius for up to 10 years,
subject to conditions;
at the expiry of a licence, a new licence will be taken to
have been granted on the payment of the licence fee
specified by the minister in the notice of offer of a new
licence;
existing apiary rights will continue until they expire or a
licence is granted under the new provisions; and
in relation to existing licences or permits which cover an
area with a radius of greater than 800 metres, the
minister will be able to grant a licence under the new
provisions for up to 10 years to the holder of such a
licence or permit over the existing licensed or permitted
area; these licences will also be transferable.
The bill also makes consequential amendments to several acts
relating to apiary licences as a result of the new provisions.
Conclusion
The bill will benefit the community and the environment
through the creation of new parks and the addition of several
areas to existing parks. Through the amendments to bee site
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licensing, the bill also acknowledges the importance of the
apiculture industry to the state.

trusts, limitations, reservations, restrictions, encumbrances,
estates and interests.

I commend the bill to the house.

These provisions could be perceived to operate to deprive
persons of proprietary rights that are held in relation to the
land that is the subject of these clauses. However, the
provisions are not intended to abolish known rights, but,
rather, give land the requisite characteristics of unalienated
Crown land. There are known rights in relation to the land to
which clauses 4 and 8 apply, but these are held by bodies
corporate (to which the charter does not apply) and are, in any
case, preserved by clauses 6 and 9 of the bill. As there are no
proprietary rights held by individuals in land subject to the
bill, the bill does not limit the right protected under section 20
of the charter.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 November.

LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Land
(Revocation of Reservations) Bill 2015 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The bill will:
(a) revoke the permanent reservations over three sites and
re-reserve them for purposes that are consistent with the
current use of two sites (Caulfield Park and Wedderburn
Mechanics Institute) and the future use of the site at
Albert Park; and
(b) revoke the permanent reservations over three sites to
enable them to be sold to the current occupiers (North
Ballarat Football Ground, Cobram and Waaia); and
(c) revoke the permanent reservation over one site to
provide practical and legal access to freehold land (Main
Ridge Nature Conservation Reserve).
Human rights issues
Section 12 — Freedom of movement
Clauses 5, 12 and 22 of the bill provide for the reservation of
a number of Crown land sites for particular purposes.
These provisions could be perceived to limit a person’s access
to the relevant sites. However, the reservation of these sites
for particular purposes does not create any restrictions on a
person moving freely within the reserve areas or within
Victoria. Therefore, the bill does not limit the right protected
under section 12 of the charter.
Section 20 — Property rights
Clauses 4, 8, 11, 15, 17, 19 and 21 of the bill provide that, on
revocation of the reservations, the land is deemed to be
unalienated land of the Crown, freed and discharged from all

Hon. Lisa Neville, MP
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The proposed bill will provide for the revocation of
permanent reservations over seven areas of Crown land and,
where applicable, the re-reservation and appointment of
committees of management. This will enable the sites to be
used for other purposes or be sold.
In Victoria, permanent reservations over Crown land may
only be revoked under the provisions of an act of Parliament.
Acts for the revocation of permanent reservations are a
normal part of government business, and Parliament has
passed many of these acts over the years. Indeed, four of the
sites in this bill were included in a bill introduced by the
former government in 2014, but which was not debated prior
to the 2014 state election. These sites were Ballarat North,
Caulfield, Waaia and Wedderburn.
Albert Park — preparing for the new South Melbourne
Park Primary School
A key component of the bill is the revocation of a permanent
reservation over Crown land at Albert Park and the
subsequent re-reservation of that site for educational
purposes. This will facilitate the government’s election
commitment to establish the new South Melbourne Park
Primary School at Albert Park.
The development of the South Melbourne Park Primary
School at Albert Park is in response to enrolment pressures on
existing schools in the Southbank, South Melbourne and Port
Melbourne areas. The South Melbourne Park Primary School
will help ensure that capacity for school places in the area is
increased in a timely manner.
The proposed primary school will be developed within the
footprint of the old Albert Park signal depot and drill hall. The
existing buildings will be redeveloped to house the new
school, giving a new life and purpose to this valuable site.
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Once the land has been reserved for educational purposes, the
Minister for Education will be responsible for administering
the site under the provisions of the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006.

Upon revocation of the permanent reservation, the land will
be deemed to be unalienated Crown land, and the land may be
sold. This is being done to address a longstanding and
inadvertent encroachment of part of a private dwelling.

Ballarat North — supporting the redevelopment of the
North Ballarat Sports Club and Eureka Stadium

The dwelling was built primarily on adjoining freehold land,
with the north-east wall of the building encroaching on the
Crown land. The current owner of the house was unaware of
this encroachment when the property was purchased in 1996.
The error was subsequently discovered in 2010 when survey
work revealed the error.

The bill also provides for the revocation of permanent
reservations over two Crown allotments, totalling
0.1 hectares, situated at the North Ballarat Football Ground,
also known as Eureka Stadium. The revocation of these
reservations will support the proposed redevelopment of
facilities at that site.
The two Crown allotments are situated immediately to the
north of the oval. These Crown allotments, along with
adjoining freehold land, are legally occupied by the North
Ballarat Football Club and constitutes the site of the North
Ballarat Sports Club building. The Sports Club incorporates a
bar, restaurant, clubrooms and other facilities.
Upon revocation of the permanent reservation, the land will
be deemed to be unalienated Crown land. It is then proposed
to sell the two Crown land allotments to the football club at
market value. This will consolidate ownership and
management of the Sports Club.
This change of land status is timely, given the government’s
$15 million commitment to redevelop the Eureka Stadium
precinct.
Caulfield — updating the reservation purposes of Crown
land at Caulfield Park
The bill provides for the revocation of a permanent
reservation over a Crown allotment of approximately
2 hectares that forms the south west corner of Caulfield Park,
and its re-reservation for purposes consistent with the current
use of the park.
The site was permanently reserved in 1966 for a swimming
pool, and associated facilities and car parking, which was
never developed. The land is now occupied by a children’s
playground and is indistinguishable from the rest of the
Caulfield Park. As such, the current reservation does not
reflect the current or future use of the site, or the purposes for
which it is managed.
The bill will revoke the current reservation purpose, and
subsequently permanently reserve the land for the purposes of
a public park, gardens and recreation. This will better align
the reservation purposes with the existing use of the site and
the rest of Caulfield Park.
The bill will also deem Glen Eira City Council to be the
committee of management for the land under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978.
While the bill does not make any substantive change to the
management of the site, it does provide clarity to the local
community and park users as to the purposes for which the
site is managed.
Cobram — addressing an inadvertent encroachment
The bill provides for the revocation of a permanent
reservation over a small area of land (0.03 hectare) on the
Murray River near Cobram to facilitate the sale of that land.

After discovery of the error, the owner was granted a lease to
lawfully occupy the land. This represents a short term
solution and inhibits the current owner’s ability to deal with
the adjoining freehold land. Furthermore, a private dwelling is
incompatible with the current permanent Crown land
reservation for public purposes.
The government considers that, in this particular situation, the
appropriate long term solution to this matter is to remove the
permanent reservation over the affected land, and to
subsequently sell that land to the owner at market value. In
making this decision, it was considered salient that the
encroachment was over land not normally accessed by the
public, it was not intentional and that there was evidence of a
genuine error, and that the owner upon discovering the error
made every effort to rectify the issue. It is also considered that
in this particular situation, any other course of action would
result in undue hardship to the owner of the dwelling.
Flinders — providing access to freehold land
The bill also provides for the revocation of a small part of the
Main Ridge Nature Conservation Reserve at Flinders,
totalling 0.115 hectares.
This is being done to provide practical and legal access to
adjoining freehold land. This will resolve a longstanding issue
where a vehicle track providing practical access to the
freehold land is situated in the reserve, rather than on the
designated (but unmade) government road adjoining the
reserve that provides the legal access to the property.
However, construction of practical access on the unmade
government road would involve clearing vegetation and
construction of a creek crossing. This would have a greater
adverse environmental impact than the works required for
practical access along the proposed access track. Any works
would be subject to the necessary planning approvals relating
to clearance of native vegetation. The Mornington Peninsula
Shire Council will be responsible for maintenance of the
access track on the government road.
To off-set the excision from the reserve, it is proposed, after
the bill is passed, to add to the reserve a section of the existing
unmade government road and adjoining freehold land,
totalling approximately 1.5 hectares, and containing high
quality native vegetation.
The owner of the adjoining freehold land has written to the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
confirming her intention to transfer approximately
0.7 hectares of her land to the Crown for inclusion into the
Main Ridge Nature Conservation Reserve. The addition of
the unmade government road and the freehold land, totalling
approximately 1.5 hectares, will offset any loss of vegetation
and land associated with providing practical access to the
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freehold site, and will result in a net gain to both the size and
environmental quality of the reserve.
Waaia — addressing an inadvertent encroachment
The bill provides for the revocation of a permanent
reservation over a small area of land (0.2 hectare) on the
Broken Creek, east of Nathalia, to facilitate the sale of that
land.
Upon revocation of the permanent reservation, the land will
be deemed to be unalienated Crown land, and the land may be
sold. This is being done to address a longstanding and
inadvertent encroachment of part of a private dwelling.
The Crown land abuts a freehold site, and contains a
longstanding encroachment of part of a house and other
buildings. The house was built about 1930, and encroaches on
the adjoining Crown land. The current owner of the house
was unaware of this encroachment when the property was
purchased in 2007. This error was subsequently discovered in
2011, when survey work revealed the error.
After discovery of the error, the owner was granted a lease to
lawfully occupy the land. This represents a short term
solution and inhibits the current owners ability to deal with
the adjoining freehold land. Furthermore, a private dwelling is
incompatible with the current permanent Crown land
reservation for public purposes.
The government considers that, in this particular situation, the
appropriate long term solution to this matter is to remove the
permanent reservation over the affected land, and to
subsequently sell that land to the owner at market value. In
making this decision, it was considered salient that the
encroachment was over land not normally accessed by the
public, it was not intentional and that there was evidence of a
genuine error, and that the owner upon discovering the error
made every effort to rectify the issue. It is also considered that
in this particular situation, any other course of action would
result in undue hardship to the owner of the dwelling.
Wedderburn — providing for the management of the
Wedderburn Mechanics Institute
The bill also provides for the revocation of the permanent
reservation over a Crown allotment, totalling approximately
0.2 hectares, at Wedderburn. The site is the location of the
Wedderburn Mechanics Institute. The bill will subsequently
temporarily re-reserve the site for public purposes. This will
provide flexibility for the future use of the site.
The bill will also deem Loddon Shire Council to be the
committee of management for the land under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978.
The site of the Wedderburn Mechanics Institute was
originally reserved for the purposes of a mechanics institute
and vested to trustees by a restricted Crown grant in 1862.
The Mt Korong Miners Literary Institute building was
subsequently constructed in 1863.
Originating in Scotland around the beginning of the
19th century, the mechanics institutes movement provided
free libraries and lectures, primarily with a focus on the
development of technical or engineering skills of workers and
artisans. By the mid-19th century mechanics institutes were
operating in many Victorian townships and communities.
More than 900 mechanics institutes were established in
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Victoria. Many of these sites continue to benefit local
communities as local halls, public libraries and other
community facilities. A small number have been in
continuous operation to this day, including the Melbourne
Athenaeum (previously the Melbourne Mechanics Institute)
and the Ballarat Mechanics Institute.
The site has been informally managed, since the 1970s, by
local community groups and the local council. The last
known trustee, by succession, formally surrendered the
restricted Crown grant to the Crown in 2011.
Revoking the existing reservation for a mechanics institute at
Wedderburn does no disrespect to the history of this site, or
the movement it represents. Rather, this bill seeks to ensure
that the Wedderburn Mechanics Institute is formally
managed, and continues to benefit the community of
Wedderburn into the future.
Conclusion
The bill provides for the revocation of seven Crown land
reservations which will enable future and appropriate uses of
those lands, providing certainty to communities and affected
individuals.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 November.

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) 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 Road
Legislation Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Road 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 Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2015 will make a
range of technical improvements and address a number of
operational issues through amendments to the Road Safety
Act 1986, the Marine (Drug, Alcohol and Pollution Control)
Act 1988, the Rail Safety (Local Operations) Act 2006, the
Dangerous Goods Act 1985 and the Road Management Act
2004.
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Human rights issues

Right to privacy

Right to protection against discrimination

Section 13(a) of the charter provides every person with the
right not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. This right is relevant to the amendment to
section 90K(a)(v) of the Road Safety Act 1986 as this
provision relates to the use and disclosure of information.

Section 8(3) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to equal and effective protection against discrimination.
Discrimination under the charter means discrimination on the
basis of an attribute set out in section 6 of the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 such as age, disability or race. The
right to protection against discrimination is relevant to
clause 21 of the bill.
Clause 21 will insert new section 19(4A) into the Road Safety
Act 1986. Section 19(4A) will allow VicRoads to renew a
driver licence for a person of 75 years or older for shorter
terms than the terms that usually apply to a person who is less
than 75 years of age. Section 19(3A) of the act already allows
VicRoads to grant a driver licence to a person of 75 years or
older for shorter terms than the terms that usually apply to a
younger person.
The Equal Opportunity Act 2010 prohibits discrimination on
the basis of age. However, section 75 of that act exempts
discrimination that is authorised by a provision of another act.
Section 19(3A) and new subsection (4A) are both intended to
be authorising provisions for the purposes of section 75.
By authorising VicRoads to renew a driver licence for a
shorter term than that which usually applies to a younger
person, the bill is limiting the right to protection against
discrimination on the basis of age. Nevertheless, this
limitation is reasonable and justified by the need to ensure
that people are safe to drive.
Section 19(3A) was inserted into the Road Safety Act 1986 in
2004 in response to the report of the parliamentary Road
Safety Committee into road safety for older road users. This
report found that the incidence and severity of health issues
that may affect a person’s ability to drive safely increase with
age.
VicRoads renews driver licences for persons of 75 years or
older for a term of 3 years whereas VicRoads renews driver
licences for persons under 75 years for a term of 10 years or
3 years if the person requests a shorter term.
The purpose of the three year renewal term for drivers of
75 years or older is to encourage these drivers to assess their
fitness to drive and future driving needs on a more frequent
basis than younger drivers. While it is the responsibility of all
drivers to notify VicRoads of any condition or injury that may
affect a person’s fitness to drive, a three-year renewal period
for drivers of 75 years or older provides them with the
opportunity for this self-assessment and to discuss continued
driving needs with a medical practitioner, family and friends.
To assist in this regard, VicRoads includes information with
the driver licence renewal notice to alert drivers to their
obligations and to the significance of medical conditions
relevant to a person’s fitness to drive.
Self-assessment of the ability to continue to drive safely is a
fundamental element of the Victorian approach to managing
age-related decline in relation to a person’s fitness to drive.
This approach is significantly less restrictive than age-related
requirements in other jurisdictions that mandate various
medical, road knowledge or on-road testing for older drivers
seeking the renewal of their driver licence.

Section 90K(a)(v) currently authorises the use and disclosure
of registration and licensing information that may identify a
person for the purpose of any legal proceeding arising out of
transport legislation or any report of such a proceeding. This
provision was intended to authorise the use and disclosure of
information for purposes that had been included under (the
now repealed) section 92 of the Road Safety Act 1986. These
purposes included commencing and defending civil
proceedings relating to damage to infrastructure resulting
from road accidents.
Clause 33 introduces a redrafted provision to ensure that
identifying registration and licensing information may be
used or disclosed for the intended purposes, namely, for the
purpose of any legal proceeding arising out of the Road
Safety Act 1986, the regulations made under that act or any
other transport legislation or that otherwise relates to the
performance of a road management function or to damage to
infrastructure resulting from a road accident, including
anything done for the purposes of commencing any such
proceeding or providing a report of any such proceeding.
Section 90K(a)(v) will nevertheless continue to be compatible
with section 13(a) of the charter and will not limit the right to
privacy for the following reasons. Any use or disclosure of
information that is consistent with the provision will be
lawful. Furthermore, the purposes for which information may
be used or disclosed under section 90K(a)(v) are sufficiently
confined to ensure that any use or disclosure of information in
accordance with the provision cannot be based on random or
arbitrary choice.
Luke Donnellan, MP
Minister for Roads and Road Safety

Second reading
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The main purpose of this bill is to allow the analyst who
certifies the results of an analysis for evidentiary purposes to
certify that the analysis was conducted in an approved
laboratory. The bill also makes improvements to the
provisions of the Road Safety Act 1986 concerning the
licensing of drivers and the use and disclosure of information.
The provision of evidentiary certificates by approved
analysts
The Road Safety Act 1986, the Marine (Drug, Alcohol and
Pollution Control) Act 1988 and the Rail Safety (Local
Operations) Act 2006 include evidentiary provisions in
relation to blood, urine and oral fluid tests. Currently under
these provisions a certificate signed by an approved analyst
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with respect to an analysis of blood, urine or oral fluid to
determine the presence of alcohol or drugs that has been
made by that approved analyst is admissible in evidence in a
prosecution and, in the absence of evidence to the contrary, is
proof of the facts and matters contained in it. The legislative
provisions require the certificate to be signed by an approved
analyst and the analysis of the particular substance to have
been performed by that person.
However, the normal practice for toxicology laboratories is
for the approved analyst to take overall responsibility for an
analysis undertaken by other staff.
Similarly, under the Dangerous Goods Act 1985, in legal
proceedings for an offence relating to an explosive or high
consequence dangerous good, the production of a certificate
signed by an approved analyst is, without proof of the
analyst’s signature or that the person is an approved analyst,
sufficient evidence of the identity or quantity of the substance
and other matters stated in the certificate. The legislative
provision requires the analysis or examination of the
substance or thing to have been performed by the approved
analyst. However, the normal practice is for the approved
analyst to take overall responsibility for an analysis or
examination undertaken by other staff.
The bill will resolve this issue by amending the relevant
evidentiary provisions to allow an approved analyst to certify
that the analysis has been undertaken in an approved
laboratory. For the purposes of the Road Safety Act 1986, the
Marine (Drug, Alcohol and Pollution Control) Act 1988 and
the Rail Safety (Local Operations) Act 2006 an approved
laboratory will be one that has been approved by an order of
the Governor in Council and published in the Government
Gazette. For the purposes of the Dangerous Goods Act 1985,
an approved laboratory will be one that has been accredited
by the National Association of Testing Authorities.
Renewal of driver licences for persons 75 years or older
The Road Safety Act 1986 currently allows VicRoads to
grant a driver licence to a person of 75 years or older for a
shorter term than a term that usually applies to a younger
person. This provision was inserted into the Road Safety Act
1986 in 2004 in response to the report of the parliamentary
Road Safety Committee into Road Safety for Older Road
Users. This report found that the incidence and severity of
health issues that may affect a person’s ability to drive safely
increase with age.
The bill will insert a new provision that will allow VicRoads
to renew a driver licence held by a person who is 75 years or
older for a shorter term than a term that usually applies to a
younger person. This amendment reflects the fact that
VicRoads will usually be renewing a licence for persons in
this age group, rather than granting a licence.
The Equal Opportunity Act 2010 prohibits discrimination on
the basis of age. However, section 75 of that act exempts
discrimination that is authorised by a provision of another act.
The new provision that allows VicRoads to renew a driver
licence for a person of 75 years or older on shorter than usual
terms and the current provision that allows the granting of a
driver licence on shorter terms, are both intended to be
authorising provisions for the purposes of section 75.
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Use and disclosure of information for legal proceedings
The bill will amend the provisions in the Road Safety Act
1986 which allow VicRoads to use or disclose information
that is collected or received by it in relation to its vehicle
registration or driver licensing functions or activities and that
identifies an individual or from which an individual’s identity
can be reasonably ascertained.
Firstly, these provisions are being amended to remove the
authorisation for VicRoads to use or disclose this information
for the purpose of responding to correspondence or other
communications. This could be said to authorise VicRoads to
disclose virtually any registration or licensing information
provided that it is being disclosed in response to a
communication sent to VicRoads. The purpose of the
provision was simply to ensure that VicRoads could use or
disclose information when necessary in order to deal with
issues raised in correspondence. However, the use or
disclosure of information for this purpose is authorised by
other provisions in the act, and therefore it is preferable to
repeal this provision altogether.
Secondly, the provision which allows VicRoads to use and
disclose registration and licensing information that may
identify an individual for the purposes of any legal proceeding
arising out of transport legislation or any report of such a
proceeding is being replaced with a provision that makes it
clear that this includes legal proceedings arising out of the
Road Safety Act 1986 or regulations made under that act or
that otherwise relate to the performance of a road
management function or to damage to road infrastructure
(such as a light pole) resulting from a road accident.
Disqualification of licensed vehicle tester
VicRoads is responsible for the licensing and supervision of
vehicle testers. The Road Safety Act 1986 currently allows
VicRoads to disqualify a vehicle tester whose licence has
been cancelled from applying for a further authorisation until
such time as the person demonstrates that the matters leading
to the cancellation have been addressed. This, however, does
not accord with the Road Safety (Vehicles) Regulations 2009
which provide for the disqualification to run for a set period.
The relevant provision is therefore being amended to simply
provide VicRoads with the power to disqualify the authority
of a licensed vehicle tester in accordance with the regulations.
Other amendments
The bill also contains a number of other amendments to the
Road Safety Act 1986, including:
Clarifying that the particular circumstances that road
users must take into account which are specified in that
act apply not only to motorists, but also to pedestrians
and cyclists;
Confirming that VicRoads may remove an alcohol
interlock condition that it has imposed on a person’s
driver licence or learner permit if it is satisfied that the
person has met the requirements for alcohol interlock
usage prescribed in regulations made under the Road
Safety Act 1986;
Providing that a person authorised by Victoria Police to
do so may release an immobilised motor vehicle at a
time directed by a police officer; and

TRANSPORT ACCIDENT AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Wednesday, 21 October 2015

ASSEMBLY

Providing that driver licence and learner permit cards
remain the property of the state.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 November.

TRANSPORT ACCIDENT AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) 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 Transport
Accident Amendment Bill 2015 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights as set out in
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Transport Accident Act 1986 to repeal
certain sections of that act that were inserted in 2013.
Human rights issues
There are no human rights protected under the charter that are
relevant to this bill. I therefore consider that this bill is
compatible with the charter.
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relationship, social and vocational functioning has been
severely impaired.
It also limited the TAC’s liability to pay common law
damages where the transport accident was the result of the
defendant’s own negligence or they were attempting to
commit suicide.
This bill reverses the above changes, and operates
retrospectively from 16 October 2013, to ensure that it applies
for all serious injury applications and application to court for
a decision made under the amended definition, lodged on or
after 16 October 2013.
The bill repeals sections 46A(2C) and (2D) enacted under
Transport Accident Amendment Act 2013 which gives the
Transport Accident Commission the power, with the approval
of the minister, to publish a Guides Modification Document
to set out guidelines regarding the use and application of the
American Medical Association guides for the assessment of
the degree of permanent impairment of a person injured as a
result of a transport accident without going through
parliamentary scrutiny.
Section 46A(2C) gives TAC broad power to exclude
potentially any injury from compensation, not specifically
dealing with a spinal injury arising from the TAC v. Serwylo
(2011) Victorian Supreme Court decision. No guide
modification document has been approved under
Section 46A(2C). A draft document was developed by a
panel of spinal injury experts commissioned by the TAC but
it was not finalised.
The bill also includes a minor amendment to correct an
omission in the Transport Accident Act 1986 regarding
indexation of a claimant’s maximum contribution towards
daily living expenses. The amendment is necessary to ensure
indexation based on consumer price index, instead of average
weekly earnings, is applied as originally intended. A claimant
would generally pay less under a consumer price indexation.
The government is committed to supporting Victorians who
are affected by road trauma and ensuring that the TAC
scheme continues to provide fair, just and affordable
compensation to road accident victims.

Robin Scott, MP
Minister for Finance

Second reading
I commend the bill to the house.

Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The objective of this bill is to implement the government’s
commitment to reversing the provisions enacted under the
Transport Accident Amendment Act 2013 that limit the right
of families of people who die or are severely injured in
transport accidents to seek compensation for mental injury or
nervous shock.
The Transport Accident Amendment Act 2013 introduced a
clinical definition of mental injury for the purpose of meeting
the serious injury threshold. The definition requires the
injured person to show, for a continuous period of at least
three years, they have a recognised mental illness or disorder
that has not responded to effective clinical treatment and their

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 4 November.

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT (ABORIGINAL PRINCIPAL
OFFICERS) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 October; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs).
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to conclude my
contribution to the debate on the Children, Youth and
Families Amendment (Aboriginal Principal Officers)
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Bill 2015. We need to inform the public that Mildura
does have a significant Aboriginal population, and that
is made up of Latji Latji and Barkindji people
principally but we also have others there, including the
Mutthi Mutthi and the Wemba Wemba people.
Mallee District Aboriginal Services (MDAS) has been
tackling child protection head on. That is what this bill
is about: facilitating a better way to work with child
protection, particularly in Aboriginal areas. It has
accepted, as we all have, that the statistics have been
very bad, with Aboriginal children representing 1.6 per
cent of the Victorian population — and it is higher in
my electorate — but representing a disproportionate
percentage of population of children needing
protection.
This bill deals with but one aspect of that. I am very
pleased that MDAS has the programs, the staff and the
board to make a difference in this area. The greatest
thing that can be done in this area is to have the will and
the leadership to make a difference. I would like to pay
tribute to the MDAS board, chaired by Keith Hampton,
the deputy chair, Ada Peterson, and the other members,
and the CEO, Rudolph Kirby, and his team, who are
tackling this task and who I believe are up to the task.
They will be the benefactors of this legislation. In fact I
expect Rudolph will become the principal officer within
the structure. I wish them well in changing those
statistics because it is vital in bridging the gap to have
our young people protected and to make a difference by
improving their welfare. I am sure this legislation is but
one step in a long journey. I wish the bill a speedy
passage through the house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I rise to make a brief
contribution to the debate on the Children, Youth and
Families Amendment (Aboriginal Principal Officers)
Bill 2015. This is an important piece of legislation
because it really strikes a balance in terms of
recognising the rights and obligations of the Indigenous
community. It is also important with a bill like this to
recognise that there are differences between Indigenous
Australia and non-Indigenous Australia. This was
brought into sharp focus in my mind when I read the
contribution that a former member of the Legislative
Council made in relation to the Mabo bill, and that
person was Bill Forwood.
Bill was a former chair of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, and he would have been the
Minister for Planning if the Kennett government had
been returned to office in 1999. In a past life he had
lived in the Northern Territory and worked with the
Country Liberal Party. He told a story in his Mabo
contribution about working in his garden in Darwin one
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weekend when a young Indigenous girl who was
playing in the street came up to him and asked, ‘Do you
belong to this land?’. He replied, ‘No, this land belongs
to me’. Bill used that story as a way of describing the
difference between Indigenous and non-Indigenous
Australia, so there are those real distinct differences.
From a legislative and regulatory perspective there is a
need and a requirement to make sure that we always try
to strike that balance between recognising the inherent
rights associated with self-determination but also
protecting the rights of children because the reality is
that in Victoria Indigenous children represent 1.6 per
cent of the population but represent 16 per cent of
children on court and protection orders. The fact that
there is that high level of over-representation is
concerning.
The bill seeks to make changes to section 18 of the
2005 act, which relates to the ability for Indigenous
agencies to have responsibility for the care and
protection of Aboriginal children subject to protection
orders. The reality is that there have been some issues
with the way this section has operated and there have
been a number of impediments, such as the meaning of
‘principal officer’ and the powers to delegate. These are
important and timely changes that need to be made.
It is also important to recognise the fraught and vexed
nature of removing children from parental care in
Aboriginal communities in light of historical practices
in relation to the welfare of children. What the minister
has sought to do by introducing this bill is look at
making sure that changes are made so that the board of
an Aboriginal agency and the Aboriginal principal
officer need to agree to accept the authorisation. It is
trying to make sure that there are checks and balances.
We need to recognise that an enormous amount of
trauma has been inflicted by the state on Indigenous
communities in Victoria, and we have to try to find that
balance to ensure that the rights of Indigenous children
are protected but also that Indigenous communities are
respected.
I also note that when internal review processes have
been exhausted an application can be made to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT)
for a review of the decision. This is important because,
again, this is about making sure that we have the
appropriate checks and balances in place.
This bill is an important piece of legislation because it
tries to strike a balance. It is about making sure that
under this government we create a service system based
upon the principles of self-determination and reform
that will improve outcomes in a culturally appropriate
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way for vulnerable Aboriginal children. I commend the
bill to the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Police resources
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Police. Noting that the
police association has called for an increase of
1880 new sworn police officers, and at a time of a drug
crisis and rising terrorism threat, why is this
government cutting per capita the number of sworn
police officers in Victoria?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question, and what I
would say to the Leader of the Opposition is that this
government has provided a record budget to Victoria
Police in our first budget — a record budget — and in
addition — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The opposition has asked
a question, and the opposition will allow the minister to
continue in silence.
Mr NOONAN — Already in our first — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! That includes
government members, and the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing is warned.
Mr NOONAN — In our first year in government
we have provided additional funding for over
600 police personnel, and I am very keen to go through
that. We have provided funding for 400 custody
officers. Recruitment has commenced — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the minister is talking about personnel. My
question was directly related to sworn police officers,
not about personnel.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order as yet. I ask the minister to respond to the
question.
Mr NOONAN — The issue here is that by putting
custody officers in police stations you return police to
the front line. The opposition should know about this.
In late 2013 we had 370 people held in police cells, and
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police were off the beat. That is why, when we were in
opposition, we spoke to the Chief Commissioner of
Police at the time about this policy, and he told us it
was a very good policy. Why? Because we get police
back on the beat. So 400 custody officers, recruitment
has commenced — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, I
renew the Leader of the Opposition’s point of order.
The question was about sworn police; the minister is
yet to address that part of the question.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question from the Leader of the Opposition went to
sworn police officers. The Minister for Police is
explaining how the police custody officer policy returns
police to the front line, and it is particularly pertinent in
an environment where the former government did not
fund one additional police officer in four years.
Mr Dixon interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Nepean. The minister will come back to answering the
question.
Mr NOONAN — We have the 400 custody officers
coming, funded in our first budget as promised. In
addition, for our public transport all-night trial, which
will start on 1 January, we have committed
171 additional police personnel. That includes
109 additional PSOs and 60 transit police — they will
be coming. We have a Geelong and Bellarine safety
package, which has 15 additional sworn police. We are
going to recruit 9 additional police to work in our
serious sex offender response units, and again that is
important work done in consultation with Victoria
Police.
Around the ice task force we have committed additional
police personnel to work as forensic specialists and
analysts to work on the issue of ice and drugs. As the
opposition leader has put it, these are challenges. All of
these resources are coming in our first year in terms of
funding, and we will continue to work with Victoria
Police in terms of its additional resource needs in the
future.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — With
24-hour police stations at Reservoir, Epping and
Greensborough now shutting their doors at 11.00 p.m.
and Ashburton closing five days a week, all due to this
government’s refusal to hire more sworn police
officers, I ask: why will the minister not hire more
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sworn officers that Victoria Police needs to keep these
stations open and to keep those communities safe?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — Again, I
thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question. In
relation to police station operating hours, these are
operational matters for the Chief Commissioner of
Police. I find it extraordinary that the Leader of the
Opposition would not appreciate that, because it was
the former government’s legislation, changes to the
Victoria Police Act, that enshrined in law the
independence of the chief commissioner to make these
decisions. Unlike those opposite, we will not meddle in
the affairs of the chief commissioner.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
can be heard in his electorate of Kew. He is certainly
loud and clear, but that is disorderly.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister cannot have it both ways. He is on
record — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will make his point of order.
Mr R. Smith — The minister is on record at the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing as
saying that he is directing 15 sworn officers to the
Bellarine Peninsula and Geelong, so if he is saying that
he cannot — —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The member for Warrandyte will resume his
seat. The member had a good go.

Ministers statements: education funding
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I am
proud to update the house on the progress the
government is making on delivering its promise to
build Victoria as the education state. Since the
announcement of our education state initiatives — a
$747 million package, a 70 per cent increase in
needs-based funding — forums have been held across
the state, in both metropolitan Melbourne and regional
Victoria, with over 770 attendees from our schools.
Following the devastating cuts to regional staff wrought
by those opposite, schools simply could not get the
support they needed because the staff were not there. I
can announce — —
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Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, noting the
Deputy Premier’s statement, we on this side of the
house want to know if the word ‘rort’ is now able to be
used once more.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. I remind members that the ruling of the Chair
related to imputations as directed to individual
members.
Mr MERLINO — I can announce that applications
are now open for senior education improvement leaders
in each of our regions. These are people who will work
with principals to ensure that teaching staff can do what
they do best, and that is teach our kids. While those
opposite were ripping millions of dollars out of
education, neglecting schools and halving the
investment in school infrastructure — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is now debating the issue instead of
complying with sessional order 7. I ask you to bring
him back to compliance.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, in
asking you to rule down the point of order from the
member opposite, truth is clearly a defence in this case,
because they are facts that the minister is putting on the
table about the cuts that the former government made to
education. Putting facts on the table is entirely in
accordance with the standing and sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Education is entitled to provide some context, but only
some context. Having set the context, I ask the minister
to come back to making a ministers statement.
Mr MERLINO — I was making the point that
principals did not have much good to say about those
opposite. This is what they are saying now. In the
electorate of Polwarth, where there is $2 million in
additional funding — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to the provisions of sessional order 7,
which provide for ministers statements to advise the
house of new government initiatives, projects and
achievements. As you have said, after setting the
context that is what the minister is required to do. He is
now defying your order, and I ask you to bring him
back to compliance.
Mr MERLINO — On the point of order, Speaker,
you can only put funding back in if it has been taken
out, so I will set the context. In terms of new initiatives,
I talked about the announcement of the applications for
the senior education improvement leaders and a forum.
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I am informing the house of comments by principals at
the forums that are being held now.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will now
come back to continuing to make a statement.
Mr MERLINO — In Polwarth more than half the
schools received no equity funding. The principal of
Colac Primary School said:
On behalf of my school community I’m extremely pleased; it
will seek to address some of the imbalances in school funding
that have occurred in recent years.

In Ferntree Gully schools are $1 million better off. The
principal of Fairhills Primary School said:
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About 200 — —

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NOONAN — I was asked about Geelong and
Bellarine. It states:
About 200 off-duty officers and concerned locals attended the
rally in Geelong on Tuesday.

This was in May last year. Ron Iddles, the secretary of
Police Association Victoria, attended. If my memory
serves me correctly, the member for Lara also attended.
In a very rare event there were serious concerns about
the issues around Geelong and Bellarine in May of last
year. What did we do? We responded, and indeed in
our first budget — —

At last … we are all in this together …

Murray Plains schools are $4.3 million better off.
According to the Echuca Primary School principal,
funding has been quite restricted over the last two or
three years, so to be able to inject some money into the
school is outstanding.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind the minister of
sessional orders. I request of all ministers that they
adhere to the spirit of the sessional orders. The minister
was entitled to set the context, but I request additional
effort in relation to compliance with sessional orders.

Police resources
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — My question is to the
Minister for Police. I refer to the fact that while the
member for Bellarine is gloating that she will keep her
Bellarine police stations open, and the minister has just
mentioned the Geelong and Bellarine safety package,
the Stawell community’s police station has had to close
at nights due to a lack of police officers under this
government. I ask: the minister has directed police to
the member for Bellarine’s electorate; why is he
playing politics with the safety of my community?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I thank the
member for Ripon for her question, which went to the
issue of policing resources in Ripon and indeed
Bellarine. I have an article which was printed in May
2014 headed ‘Vic police protest over staff shortages’.
This outlines a very rare event that happened in May
last year, and that was a public protest in relation to
policing issues in Geelong and indeed the Greater
Geelong area, which incorporates Bellarine. I will just
read the first couple of lines:
A shortage of front-line police in Victoria’s second-largest
city has driven frustrated officers to stage a rare public
protest.

Ms Staley — On a point of order, Speaker, on a
matter of relevance, I asked about police in Stawell, and
the minister is yet to mention the word ‘Stawell’.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
continue. I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr NOONAN — I am almost finished, but this is
very clear context around why we committed a package
around Geelong and Bellarine. These were
longstanding issues known to those opposite when they
were in government and ignored by those opposite
when they were in government. They just turned away
and did nothing. It is interesting that in relation to that
issue at the time, in May 2014, the then Premier,
Dr Napthine, was asked about the issue. He told Fairfax
radio:
It’s up to the police commissioner and the police command to
allocate those resources across the state to meet the needs of
making our community safer.

That was the former Premier.
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is very happy to go on about a report in the
paper about a protest down in some other area, but he is
not going to be talking about the protest in Somerville,
the protest that was demanding police — —
The SPEAKER — Order! That is not a point of
order.
Mr Burgess — He will not even open that. It is
relevance, is it not?
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings knows that that is not a point of order.
Mr Burgess — My point of order is about
relevance.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member will resume
his seat.

a significant impact right across Melbourne and
Victoria.

Mr Burgess — My point of order is about
relevance. The minister is not being relevant to the
question. He has not mentioned Stawell at all.

The SPEAKER — Order! Has the Minister for
Police concluded his answer? The minister has
concluded his answer.

The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard sufficient
on the point of order. The member has had a very good
run. I thank the member. The member will resume his
seat. There is no point of order.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 11(2), which enables
you to determine that an answer to a question without
notice is not responsive to the question. The member
for Ripon asked a very specific question about a
divisional van patrolling both Stawell and Ararat. The
minister has not responded to that question. I ask you to
require him to provide a written response.

Mr NOONAN — It must be Back to the Future
Day. There was the former Premier, Dr Napthine,
saying in response to that issue — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the minister is not specifically talking about
Stawell; he is talking about a protest or community
sentiment around Geelong. If he wants to talk about
community sentiment, maybe he should talk about his
own chief of staff presenting me with a petition two
years ago to reopen Ashburton — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is disorderly to engage
with members in the gallery. That includes former
members, popular as they may have been. The minister
will continue.
Mr NOONAN — Wouldn’t we like to see Bob
Stensholt back in this chamber — a real member for
Burwood, someone who is respected by his
community. That is what we would like to see. What an
injustice it is to have that — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
continue on the question.
Mr NOONAN — When it comes to issues around
resourcing, these are operational matters determined by
the chief commissioner and his police command.
Supplementary question
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — Can the minister confirm
that as a result of his failure to hire more police, and
with the closure of Stawell police station at night, there
is now just one divisional van patrolling both Stawell
and Ararat after hours?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I thank the
member for her subsequent question. Her question is
factually wrong. We have already funded the
recruitment of additional police, we have funded the
recruitment of additional what are called custody
officers, and all of these additional resources will have

Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I ask
that you rule the point of order out of order. I appreciate
that it may have been difficult for the member to hear
the minister’s answer because of the noise from his own
side. The minister at the outset of his response to the
original question indicated that the member’s question
was factually incorrect. He then went on to detail the
operational resources of Victoria Police across the state,
which was entirely in line with the member’s question.
I ask you to rule the point of order out of order.
Mr R. Smith — On the point of order, Speaker, in
order to rule the member for Box Hill’s point of order
out of order, the member’s contention that only one
divisional van is patrolling the areas of Ararat and
Stawell would have to be factually incorrect. That is
just not the case.
Mr Noonan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
member contended that the government has not funded
additional police to be recruited. That, on the point of
order, was the point that I made in my response. I ask
you to rule the member’s point of order out of order.
Mr Walsh — On the point of order, Speaker, if
sessional order 11(2) is going to have any meaning in
this place, I urge you to uphold the member for Box
Hill’s point of order because the Minister for Police did
not respond at all to the context of the question from the
member for Ripon about the divisional van in Stawell
and Ararat.
Mr Battin — On the point of order, Speaker, in
relation to the actual context, the minister was talking
about police resources and the basically back-of-house
staff that he was looking at and they were the extra
recruits. None of those are sworn members. The
question is specifically around sworn members who can
be on the road. If you are not a sworn member, you
cannot drive a police divisional van, and that must be
taken into consideration when you are ruling on this to
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ensure that the minister is responsible in his answer to
the Stawell community, who deserves an answer in
relation to their police resources on the road.
Ms Thomson — On the point of order, Speaker, I
believe I heard the minister adequately answer the
supplementary question of the member for Ripon in
relation to police command’s responsibility for
allocating resources. That is an adequate response to the
question that was asked. I suggest that in light of all the
points of order that have been taken on the government
side there is no point of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard sufficiently
on the point of order. I thank members for their
contributions. I uphold the point of order by the
manager of opposition business.

Ministers statements: public sector enterprise
bargaining
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to update the
house on the status of enterprise bargaining agreement
negotiations with public sector unions. The Andrews
government is working closely with members of the
Victorian public service to reach fair and equitable
outcomes. This government supports public sector
workers and will work cooperatively with all Victorians
to secure their future prosperity. But today it is Back to
the Future Day. It is fitting that it comes the day after
we learnt that the Leader of the Opposition harkens to
take us back to the 1950s. He is the Marty McFly of
Victorian politics. It is a clear sign of a malfunctioning
flux capacitor — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I again
draw your attention to the purposes of sessional order 7
about informing the house and the community of new
government initiatives, projects and achievements. It is
not in order for the Treasurer to spend his morning
dreaming up smart alec quips to throw across the
chamber in personal abuse. He should not be debating
the issue. I ask you to bring him back to compliance.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order at this point. I ask the minister to come back to
making his statement.
Mr PALLAS — We are working to unwind the
damage done to our services by the previous
government, those who are nothing short of economic
curmudgeons. We are investing in more firefighters and
custody officers; we are protecting more vulnerable
people in our community; we are building the
infrastructure that Victorians need; and we are allowing
growth in our expenditure to reach 3 per cent, unlike

3883

those opposite whose expenditure growth going
forward was 2.5 per cent.
But we did not hear from them what that would mean
to the cuts to our services — to police, to firefighters, to
the services that Victorians depended upon. Let us
never forget that those opposite cut 4100 workers from
the public service. Today we hear from the ANZ
Stateometer that Victoria and New South Wales are
leading the growth of the nation. We are essentially
growing the nation, growing the pie and growing
the capacity to improve services. Those opposite
deserted Victorians. We will honour our promises, we
will improve services and we will grow the
opportunities of this great state

Violent extremism
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — My question is to the
Minister for Police. I note the Premier last week said:
… all of us as Victorians and indeed Australians have to
accept that violent extremism is part of a contemporary
Australia.

Does the minister, as Minister for Police, accept it is
government policy that violent extremism is now a part
of modern Victoria or was the Premier wrong?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I think this
is one of those really troubling and sensitive issues that
we should deal with appropriately, and hence I will try
and deal with this question sensitively.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Pearson — On a point of order, Speaker, I heard
the member for Kew indicate that the government was
hoisting up the white flag, which I find personally an
offensive comment by the member, and I ask that he
withdraw.
The SPEAKER — Order! As I understand it,
because the Chair did not hear that remark, the remark
was made in general terms and generically and not
directed at a particular member, therefore a member has
not been impugned. I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr NOONAN — This is an issue for all of us as a
community. You cannot address an issue unless you
acknowledge that it exists, and we have just seen the
tragic events in Sydney involving the death of a New
South Wales police employee. These are very tragic
events that make us stop and reflect collectively about
the work that we need to do.
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Victoria Police, we know from the events that have
occurred here in Victoria, not just in recent times but
over a period of time, have been forced to rethink their
approach, which is very difficult decision for them. We
have seen the onset of a two-up policy, which is about
putting the safety and security of our police at the fore.
That does have some impact in relation to the
operational arrangements of Victoria Police, but when
it comes to issues of safety and security of police, they
are non-negotiable, and that is the way the Chief
Commissioner of Police approaches it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will allow the member for Hawthorn to
make a point of order in silence.
Mr Pesutto — I would like a bit of indulgence on
this point of order, Speaker.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will be
heard in silence. All members will resume their seats
and be silent. I warn the member for Footscray.
Members are to remain in silence when the Chair is on
his feet.
Mr Pesutto — On a point of order, I want to make it
clear — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Pesutto — I am in the middle of a point of
order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will hear the member
for Eltham after I hear the member for Hawthorn.
Mr Pesutto — Acknowledging that this is a very
serious issue — it is acknowledged.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will come
to making his point of order.
Mr Pesutto — On a point of relevance, I understand
the sensitivity of the issue but my question was about a
particular statement that the Premier made last week.
The minister has not addressed that statement, and my
question is asking what that statement means for
government policy.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, in
fact the police minister has been absolutely relevant to
the question, which sought an opinion on the Premier’s
statement of last week. It has been addressed by the
minister in his statement that a problem to be addressed
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needs to first be acknowledged. That was the substance
of the minister’s answer, and the minister then — quite
generously, given that an opinion was sought — has
gone on to place a context around the seriousness of
this issue, which does not appear to be reflected in the
flippant and idiosyncratic way that the member for
Hawthorn has approached his point of order.
Ms Ward — On a point of order, Speaker, I would
like to think that we exist in a professional workplace
despite some of the shenanigans that go on. I do ask the
member for Hawthorn to withdraw his comment when
he called the manager of government business
‘sweetheart’. It is not a professional term to use in this
place, and she deserves greater respect.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn will resume his seat. In relation to the point
of order raised by the member for Eltham, the Leader of
the House, or the member that the comment was
allegedly made to, is in the house. It is incumbent on
the individual member to raise that matter, should they
wish to do so. It did not happen.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! On the point of order
raised by the member for Hawthorn, I do not uphold the
point of order. The minister will continue making his
contribution.
Mr NOONAN — So police have had to change
their operating model and look at the security
arrangements at their stations.
In relation to policy issues and the need for us to
collectively respond as a community, I draw the
house’s attention to a very important body of work
which is being led by the Deputy Premier, a task force
of cabinet ministers, of which I am one, to look at the
issue of social cohesion and dealing with the threat of
violent extremism. It is important work which is backed
by a budget allocation of $25 million — important
work that will draw on best practice from across the
world.
I certainly, as police minister, on an ongoing basis look
forward to the work that we collectively have to do
across this Parliament and in fact across the state to do
everything we can to divert people from taking a radical
course in life and to reduce the risk that that action
poses to community safety.
Mr Pesutto — On a point of order, Speaker, I want
to make it clear, in response to the member for
Eltham’s comment — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
adjudicate unless the Chair can hear the point of order.
The member to make the point of order in silence.
Mr Pesutto — In response to being called ‘a grub’
by the Deputy Premier, I did call him ‘sweetheart’. I
want that clarified for the record.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Having made his point
of order, the member for Hawthorn will now resume
his seat. That is not a point of order.
Supplementary question
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I ask the minister: is
it now government policy not to directly combat violent
extremism and is the Premier’s comment that violent
extremism is now a part of contemporary Australia
totally at odds with the primary function of
government, which is to protect all Victorians from
violence?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — It is really
difficult to dignify this question with a dignified
answer. We have had, during the course of what is a
very sensitive issue, the member for Hawthorn jumping
to his feet to clarify that he called the Deputy Premier
‘sweetheart’, for goodness sake — and wink and laugh.
This is a very sensitive and important issue for our state
and our nation. As I indicated in my previous answer,
you do not start tackling an issue unless you
acknowledge it.

Ministers statements: bushfire preparedness
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I rise to inform the house that Victoria is
leading the way when it comes to aerial support for our
firefighters and in pushing for additional resources at
the national level to protect all Australians. We know
that the fire season has struck early and hard, but we are
in a strong position to defend our state.
We are reinvigorating our fire services, which were
battered by the previous government: tens of millions
of dollars cut, wasted millions in unsuccessful court
battles, failed on presumptive legislation, failed on
emergency management response and failed on
Fiskville. The Andrews government, in contrast, is
investing in our fire services, including new firefighters,
equipment and stations. We have assembled the largest
ever air fleet of 47 craft to give our firefighters vital
aerial support.
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Of course, aerial support is a national issue. Last week,
I visited one of the giant skycranes on stand-by at
Albury to protect Victoria as part of the national
deployment. I also visited South Australia and met with
my counterpart there, as they are facing the same grave
circumstances as we are in this state. Commissioner
Lapsley is confident that Victoria has the aviation strike
force we need, the central component being our two
large air tankers, which will be here for all the summer.
Of concern, though, to all members of this house is that
the two large airranes based in New South Wales are
due to go home in December and January.
I have therefore written to the federal Minister for
Justice, Michael Keenan, calling on the Australian
government to fund an extension for these two large air
tankers. This is given the updated forecast and the early
start to the fire season. It is about governments
cooperating. Victoria is doing its fair share. Instead of
calling on us to fund two more tankers, those opposite
should be calling on their federal mates to step up and
make sure that all Australians are safe in the event that
we have fire incidents in multiple states over this
difficult season.

Melbourne Metro rail project
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — My question is the
Minister for Public Transport. Analysis by Public
Transport Victoria shows that thousands of passengers
will face longer travel times if a South Yarra
interchange with Melbourne Metro is not built.
Passengers travelling from South Yarra to St Kilda
Road, Parkville or the west will have journey times of
up to 8 minutes longer, passengers travelling to South
Yarra from Dandenong lines will be up to 5 minutes
worse off and passengers interchanging between the
Dandenong and Sandringham lines will be 10 minutes
worse off.
Given these longer travel times, will the minister
commit to including a South Yarra interchange in the
Melbourne Metro project and undertake a more detailed
assessment of station designs so it can be delivered in
the most cost-effective and least disruptive way?
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
minister, I note that the Chair accepts that some
preamble needs to be provided to a question, but a
preamble should not constitute a statement. I urge the
member to be more succinct on future occasions. I have
taken no notes on the question, but I am sure the
minister has.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — In
thanking the member for his question, can I say just
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how pleased I am once again to be talking about that
most important public transport infrastructure project
for Victoria, the Melbourne Metro rail project. Great
progress is being made on this important project,
including critical announcements made today about the
construction approach that is going to be taken by the
Melbourne Metro Rail Authority based on the best of
expert advice. Engineers have been assembled, and
people who have worked on projects such as the
cross-city rail project in London and a project in Hong
Kong are coming to Melbourne to give us the best of
international advice on how to deliver this project.
I was asked by the member about an analysis that has
been done on this project. In his question the member
provided a range of details to the house, and I am very
pleased to furnish some additional detail to the house in
answering the question. The connection the member
desires at South Yarra to the Melbourne Metro rail
project would add $1 billion to the project’s cost. It
would destroy more than 100 properties, and half the
Jam Factory would have to be knocked over to
accommodate that connection at South Yarra.
Furthermore, to undertake this havoc on the residents
and on the commercial community of the South Yarra
area would not deliver the benefits the member is
seeking on behalf of his community.
I appreciate that we want to be aspirational. Some
people, certainly those of us on this side, are
aspirational when it comes to making improvements to
public transport. That will certainly be the case with
Melbourne Metro. When it is completed it will relieve
congestion at South Yarra. It will enable more frequent
and more reliable services without causing the havoc
and disruption that the member for Prahran is seeking
to cause in his own community. It is remarkable that the
member is wanting to cause this sort of damage in his
own community for no benefit at all.
I would like to go on about this point because there is a
bit of a familiar theme emerging here. I note that the
Liberal Party has joined with the Greens political party
in its advocacy for this project. It would be of some
interest to members of the house that the connection to
South Yarra has been estimated to have a benefit-cost
ratio of between 0.2 and 0.3 cents in every — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister to continue
in silence.
Ms ALLAN — It is remarkable that as those
opposite did in government they continue in opposition
to advocate for projects that have the lowest possible

Wednesday, 21 October 2015

benefit to the state and wreak the maximum damage on
communities in Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I ask a supplementary
question of the Minister for Public Transport. The
single entrance at South Yarra station is overcrowded,
the trains are full when they arrive, the pedestrian
crossings are dangerous and the connecting Toorak
tram is at 116 per cent capacity. If the minister will not
commit to a South Yarra Melbourne Metro interchange,
will she at least commit to an urgent and long-overdue
upgrade of the overcrowded South Yarra station?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
appreciate that the member may not have been able to
hear my answer when I spoke of the benefits that would
come to passengers who get on and off trains at South
Yarra as a result of the Melbourne Metro project when
they see that congestion that the member talked about
being relieved, once Melbourne Metro is up and
running. There will be more frequent and more reliable
trains coming into and out of the city to South Yarra, so
there will be benefits.
I appreciate that there are other issues in and around the
precinct of South Yarra, as there are around many train
stations around Victoria. We have a commitment to
improving public transport in this state, and we will
look at any of these issues, whether they are in South
Yarra, whether they are in Richmond or whether they
are in Ballarat. We will look at working through these
issues with those communities, unlike those opposite,
who ignored the public transport needs of this state and
preferred projects that would have cost taxpayers funds
and taken people’s homes and properties away for no
benefit or return to the community.

Ministers statements: bushfire preparedness
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — Today I want to provide an
update to the house on the preparedness and capacity of
my department to respond to the earlier than usual dry
conditions; conditions that are impacting on the fire
season and also impacting on many rural and regional
communities in terms of drought. I have asked my
department to assess our staff numbers and resources to
ensure that we are prepared and able to respond quickly
to fire and to drought.
Unfortunately we have to go back and have a look at
the starting point for this, because this is what will
impact most significantly. Our starting point was a cut
of $135 million. We saw a loss of over 900 staff from
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of my department. The regulator, the Environment
Protection Authority (EPA), which has a critical role in
issues of fighting fires in places like Hazelwood and at
other coalmines like Anglesea, saw a cut of a quarter of
its staff — 107 staff. At Parks Victoria 1 in 10 staff
were cut. There was a 31 per cent cut to environmental
programs, leaving our parks and firefighting capacity at
risk. Sustainability Victoria lost over one-third of its
staff. The climate change department lost 75 per cent of
its staff. All of this under four long years of the member
for Warrandyte.
We have made significant investments, the biggest
investment — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I again
draw your attention to sessional order 7 and the purpose
of ministers statements being to inform the house about
new government initiatives, projects and achievements.
With 39 seconds remaining the minister has barely
touched on that, and I ask you to bring her back to
compliance with the sessional order.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will come
back to making a ministers statements.
Ms NEVILLE — We have invested the biggest
amount of money from the environment contribution
levy and the second biggest from the Sustainability
Fund. We have put $15 million in critical funding back
into Parks Victoria and 30 new staff at the Environment
Protection Authority. Our total spend in water is up
33 per cent, and we have new staff in our department to
respond to climate change, water and fire.
I would like to assure the house that in the assessment
of my department and the chief fire officer we are now
better prepared and able to respond. We have not let
down Victorian communities like the member for
Warrandyte did.
Honourable members interjecting.

School bullying
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Education. I refer the
minister to the case of nine-year-old Josh, who attends
Torquay P–6 College. Josh, who has a mild learning
disability, has been verbally and physically bullied for
most of this year, culminating in him being knocked to
the ground, kicked and even hospitalised. He has not
attended school since August out of fear of being
bullied, and I ask: why has the minister not acted to
assist this family, despite Josh’s distraught mother
emailing him at least eight times without so much as a
single acknowledgement?
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Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the Leader of the Opposition for raising this question. I
am not personally aware of this particular issue. This
is — —
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will allow the minister to continue in
silence.
Mr MERLINO — From what the Leader of the
Opposition has said, this is certainly a very concerning
issue, and I undertake to everyone in this chamber that I
will investigate this issue immediately and find out
what support has been provided to the family of this
child.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MERLINO — I will investigate immediately.
This is a significant issue for the child at school and for
the child’s family. I will be attending to this as soon as
question time is over.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — It is a
shame that it has had to be raised in Parliament, but I
ask: given the failure of the minister’s office and
himself to respond to such a desperate cry for help from
a distraught mother, will he now apologise to Josh’s
family and ensure that this just never happens again?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I have
given an undertaking to this chamber that I will
immediately investigate this as soon as question time is
over, because this is — —
Mr Wakeling — On a point of order, Speaker, for
the purposes of relevance, the minister has been
emailed on various occasions. In fact, the minister was
emailed yesterday at 9.49 by the constituent and was
cc’d — —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The member will resume his seat. The minister to
continue.
Mr MERLINO — As I have indicated, I will
investigate this issue immediately after question time. I
will investigate what action has been taken, and I will
do that immediately. That is the appropriate response.
This is a significant issue for the family and the child,
and that is exactly what I will do.
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Ministers statements: VicRoads audit
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — Today I rise to update the house on the
results of an audit undertaken with the assistance of
officers on the management of VicRoads under the
former Liberal government. The results of this audit are
pretty ordinary — the money-gouging, job-cutting and
services-stripping philosophy of the former
government.
Most concerning was a 50 per cent cut in funding to
VicRoads’s incident response unit, a unit that responds
to on-road incidents. It is very much a frontline service.
This had a direct impact on traffic congestion and saw
an increase — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the
standing orders do not permit the minister to spend his
entire 2 minutes talking about the previous government.
He indicated at the start of his contribution that he
intended to spend the entire time talking about the
previous government. I ask you, Speaker, to draw him
back to making his statement according to the standing
orders.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, as the
minister has made very clear, he is referring to a report
which has recently been received, and he is updating
the house about the information contained within it.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, as you
have ruled previously, the minister is entitled to set
context, but he is not entitled to devote the entirety of
his remarks to attacking the former government. He
needs to be informing the house about what this
government is doing. He has now had 30 seconds to
explain the context. He needs to move to telling the
house what his government is doing to inform the
community in accordance with the sessional order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The minister will continue.
Mr DONNELLAN — The audit was undertaken to
ensure that we could identify the problems that need to
be addressed, and what a stupid cut it is to get rid of
50 per cent of an incident respond unit — the people
who clear accidents on our freeway to ensure that these
freeways flow at full capacity.
Equally as alarming were the cutbacks to occupational
health and safety, which have no doubt increased the
serious injury and potential deaths to road workers on
our roads. Maybe the justification of those opposite in
doing that was that they did not complete one major
road project during their whole term of government.

Wednesday, 21 October 2015

The only project they got close to starting was the dud
east–west project, where 55 cents of every dollar was to
be lost. Maybe that is why nothing was actually built,
upgraded or repaired and over 400 jobs were cut from
VicRoads.
Mr Watt — My point of order, Speaker, relates to
sessional order 7. The minister is supposed to be
updating the house with information about new
initiatives, projects and achievements. The minister has
spent more than 11⁄2 minutes talking entirely about
projects, initiatives or achievements or things that the
previous government did. You have ruled previously,
Speaker, on other occasions, that the minister is entitled
to set a context but is not entitled to concentrate only on
former government business or on the former
government at all. You have made two rulings on this
particular topic, Speaker, and all I ask is that you
uphold your own rulings.
Mr R. Smith — On the point of order, Speaker, in
support of the comments of the member for Burwood, I
also refer you back to the comments you made only
50 minutes ago, where you required ministers to make
more of an effort when it comes to adhering to the
sessional orders. Clearly the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety is ignoring the ruling you made just
50 minutes ago. If the sessional orders are going to be
of any use in this chamber and not the farce they appear
to be, then they do require you to rule accordingly.
The SPEAKER — Order! This matter is a different
matter. The minister did indicate that he was providing
new information in relation to a recently released
report. That is new information. The minister will
continue.
Mr DONNELLAN — The most recent report by
VicRoads also highlights some very good news — that
we will be spending $135 million on unsafe and
deteriorating roads across Victoria over the next
12 months. Also the report highlighted that we will be
spending $100 million more, at the very least, in
capital — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, can I
ask the minister if the report will be tabled or made
public.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister will continue.
Mr DONNELLAN — If the shadow minister
actually did his work, he would be aware that the
annual report has been tabled. It is a pity the shadow
minister is not on top of his brief, but I would not
expect anything else because — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
his seat. The minister’s time has concluded. The time
for questions without notice has now expired.
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what advice can VicTrack provide to my constituent to
resolve this issue in a timely manner?

Eltham electorate
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
matter of actually doing some work, I renew my point
of order from yesterday in which I raised the fact that
several dozen questions on notice that I asked of the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety have still not been
answered. You made a ruling yesterday that you would
follow up on that. I have not had one answer back since
I raised it yesterday.
The SPEAKER — Order! I thank the member for
Warrandyte for his renewed point of order. The Chair
has followed through, and my office will remain in
contact with the minister’s office. Further, I can
confirm to the member for Warrandyte that I had
discussions in my chambers with the minister
yesterday.
Mr Katos — On a point of order, Speaker, I also
have at least nine unanswered questions on notice that
were asked on 15 September — one to the Minister for
Ports and eight to the Minister for Public Transport —
and I ask you to instruct those ministers to answer the
questions.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will follow
that through for the member.
Ms Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, I also
request that you follow through on my 39 questions that
are unanswered by the Minister for Training and Skills.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand my office is
following that through as well today.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Caulfield electorate
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — (Question 3688)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. A constituent, Ms Horrex, who resides in
Gibbs Street, Balaclava, has brought to my attention
that she has an off-street car park on a title accessed via
Railway Place. Regrettably she is unable to access her
car park as over time the train line embankment, which
is the responsibility of VicTrack, has encroached onto
the lane, making it impossible to turn into her car park.
As a result the local council is asking that she pay for a
permit for on-street parking, forcing her to park streets
away. My constituent is being given no direction from
VicTrack or the local council on how to fix this issue,
which has dragged on for some time. I ask the minister:

Ms WARD (Eltham) — (Question 3689) My
question is to the Minister for Local Government. In
light of last week’s fantastic announcement of
$3.8 million in funding for the Eltham Leisure Centre
redevelopment and $2.5 million for the Eltham
Community and Reception Centre under the
government’s Interface Councils Infrastructure Fund —
and I thank the minister for this tremendous and
much-needed boost to my community — can the
minister update the house on how the Interface
Councils Infrastructure Fund will benefit councils as
they adjust to a rate-capping environment?

Gippsland South electorate
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) —
(Question 3690) My constituency question is for the
Minister for Public Transport. The minister will be
aware that the Gippsland passenger train line is
regularly the worst performing for punctuality in the
state for various reasons. The minister will also be
aware that the service from Melbourne to Bairnsdale,
including through my electorate to Sale, is often
overcrowded, with passengers often forced to sit or
stand in the aisles. On occasions this occurs even before
the train has left the city. I appreciate that Public
Transport Victoria is going through a review process
for regional services, but we cannot wait indefinitely to
fix this problem. My question is: will the minister
immediately add additional carriages or services to the
Gippsland line to deal with overcrowding?

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (Question 3691) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Families
and Children. Can the minister provide an update on
how the Andrews Labor government’s recent children’s
facilities capital program minor grants announcement to
build and upgrade early childhood facilities across the
state will benefit children and families in my electorate
of Carrum? As the minister knows, access to quality
early childhood education represents the first step in
lifelong learning. Care and education in these early
years are therefore important for a child’s development
and learning as preparation for the later school years.
I encourage all councils in my electorate that did not
make applications on behalf of childhood facilities this
year to do so next year when this grant round opens
again. I know many Carrum families and early
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childhood educators will welcome and look forward to
the minister’s update.
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Sunbury electorate

Ms ASHER (Brighton) — (Question 3692) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety and is in relation to motorists speeding
along St Kilda Street, Brighton, and Nepean Highway,
between North Road and Bay Street, in my electorate. I
have been approached by a constituent in relation to
these speeding vehicles. The constituent advised me
that the speeding increases during the summer months
and over weekends, and from my observations that is
correct. I ask the minister to furnish my constituent with
advice on what he proposes to do to reduce the
incidence of vehicles speeding in this area as they are
particularly dangerous.

Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — (Question 3695) My
question is for the Minister for Education. Can the
minister provide information on what funding sources
are available from the Department of Education and
Training for outdoor exercise equipment for local
schools? My question relates to a recent visit to
Sunbury West Primary School, a fantastic local school
in my electorate. The school has provided high-quality
education in Sunbury for many years and currently has
around 230 students enrolled. Upon visiting the school
and discussing at length the future needs of the school
with principal Inga Wilson, I was advised that the
school is desperately seeking funding for outdoor
exercise equipment. Can the minister provide an update
on what funding sources are available for school
exercise equipment?

Frankston electorate

Bass electorate

Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — (Question 3693)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Health.
I ask the minister to provide more information on the
closure of the drop-in breastfeeding centre in Karingal
by the end of the year. In 2010 Peninsula Health
received one-off funding from the federal government
for a pilot program and has continued to self-fund the
service. Currently the free sessions with a lactation
consultant are fully booked. News of the service having
to shut its doors is of great concern to the Frankston
community. New parents should be able to access
postnatal support.

Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — (Question 3696) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education. I
would like to thank the minister for coming down to the
Bass Coast last Wednesday to meet with me, with the
principal, Mr Garry Dennis, and with the campus
principal, Mr Darren Parker, of Wonthaggi Secondary
College. There have been a number of occasions in
Parliament this year when I have urged the government
to fund the Wonthaggi educational precinct project.
During the last election campaign the Labor candidate
stated the project would be funded from Labor’s
education fund; however, the government failed to
include it in this year’s budget. While I am grateful to
the minister for meeting me on site, the government is
still refusing to provide the necessary funding at this
stage. To that end I stand again before this house and
urge the government to support the Wonthaggi
community. My question to the minister is: will the
Wonthaggi educational precinct project be included in
the 2016–17 budget?

Brighton electorate

Rowville electorate
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — (Question 3694) The
constituency question I ask is for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety on behalf of
concerned local residents and business owners,
including a childcare centre, in Scoresby, which is
within my electorate. Local residents have raised
serious concerns regarding the safety of the intersection
at Koornang and Ferntree Gully roads, Scoresby.
Recently there have been a series of concerning
incidents at the intersection, including one accident on
20 August, in which a vehicle span out of control and
collided with the front fence of a property. Earlier this
year an elderly driver received serious injuries when a
car turning right out of Koornang Road collided with
the car in which she was a passenger. Given the number
of recently reported accidents at Koornang Road, I ask
the minister: why has VicRoads not taken action to fix
this dangerous intersection?

Macedon electorate
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — (Question 3697) My
question is to the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing. I am delighted that the national disability
insurance scheme (NDIS) will become available in the
Macedon Ranges and Mount Alexander shires from
1 May 2017. This is a significant Labor-led reform with
the potential to transform the lives of many people
living with disability and their carers in my electorate.
My question to the minister is: can the minister provide
an update on the rollout, and specifically how will
disability service providers and consumers in my
community be supported to prepare for the NDIS?
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CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT (ABORIGINAL PRINCIPAL
OFFICERS) BILL 2015
Debate resumed.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — It gives me pleasure to
contribute to the debate on the Children Youth and
Families Amendment (Aboriginal Principal Officers)
Bill 2015. This is an important piece of legislation
designed to support Aboriginal children and families by
ensuring that Aboriginal children subject to Children’s
Court of Victoria orders remain connected with their
community and culture. We are all aware of the history
of disconnection and loss that resulted from the
removal of children from their homes and families over
a long period of time.
The United Nations Convention on the Rights of the
Child was ratified by Australia in 1990. In article 20, in
reference to situations where children have to be
removed from their own family environment, it states:
When considering solutions, due regard shall be paid to the
desirability of continuity in a child’s upbringing and to the
child’s ethnic, religious, cultural and linguistic background.

It seems to me that this legislation represents a step in
what has been a journey for legislators throughout the
country. The Bringing Them Home report of the
national inquiry into the separation of Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander children from their families
gathered compelling evidence of the hardships suffered
by Aboriginal children who were separated from their
families. It was tabled in the federal Parliament in 1997.
Former Prime Minister Kevin Rudd’s apology in 2008
to the stolen generations embedded in our history the
knowledge of the devastating effects that resulted from
these policies.
In the Bringing Them Home report, under the heading
‘Self-determination’ recommendation 43c(1) states:
… the transfer of legal jurisdiction in relation to children’s
welfare, care and protection, adoption and/or juvenile justice
to an Indigenous community, region or representative
organisation …

Our communities now expect the deeds of the past to
remain of the past.
One of the terms of reference of the national inquiry
into the separation of Aboriginal and Torres Strait
islander children from their families was to:
… examine current laws, practices and policies with respect
to the placement and care of Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander children and advise on any changes required taking
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into account the principle of self-determination by Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander peoples …

However, there remains a significant
over-representation of Aboriginal children in the
Victorian child protection system. In his second-reading
speech the minister stated that Aboriginal children
make up 1.6 per cent of the Victorian population but
they constitute over 16 per cent of the children and
young people on care and protection orders.
Listening to the debates on this bill in the Parliament, I
note that there have been a number of speeches in
which one side takes credit for something and the other
side is criticised for not having done enough, but the
reality is there has been very little progress in this area.
In this regard I refer to the Koorie Kids — Growing
Strong in Their Culture submission. It states:
Although the Victorian government has committed to
reducing the gap in the rate of Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal
child protection substantiations by 75 per cent by 2023 the
rate continues to increase. In 2010–12 the rate for Aboriginal
children was 62.5 per 1000 as compared to non-Aboriginal at
6.4 per 1000. This increased to 67.4 per 1000 for Aboriginal
children in 2012–13 compared to 7.2 per 1000 for
non-Aboriginal substantiations.

Things are not going all that well, and it is really
important that legislation like this does something to
address those sorts of changes.
I have been well aware of this situation, having been a
practising lawyer in my own electorate of Shepparton
district for many years. My electorate has one of the
highest populations of Aboriginal people outside of
Melbourne. The impact of disadvantage on Aboriginal
communities is well known to all of us, and certainly to
those of us who practise in the legal profession and
particularly to those who practise in the Children’s
Court jurisdiction. People in that jurisdiction have
talked to me about their concerns in relation to the large
number of mothers of Aboriginal descent whose
children are being removed from their care and placed
in out-of-home care.
These mothers face really complex social issues —
often family violence, drug and alcohol issues — but it
is not only the mothers who are having their children
removed from them; it is the children being removed
from their mothers. When you have this sort of
situation it is so important that the children retain some
connection with their families — if they cannot live in
their homes, at least helping them to be connected in
some way with their families is an important objective.
The Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry,
led by former judge Philip Cummins, delivered its

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES AMENDMENT (ABORIGINAL PRINCIPAL OFFICERS) BILL 2015
3892

ASSEMBLY

report in 2012. One of the recommendations was that
there should be:
A plan for practical self-determination for guardianship and
Aboriginal children in out-of-home care and culturally
competent service delivery.

The commissioner for children and young people tabled
a report called “… as a good parent would …” in
August this year. It was a joint report of Bernie Geary
and Andrew Jackomos, who is the commissioner for
Aboriginal children and young people. It highlighted
the serious problems faced by children and young
people in out-of-home care. In the cases referred to in
the commissioners’ report a number of those children
were Aboriginal children.
Among the report’s recommendations was that a
professional system of foster care be put in place. The
overwhelming takeaway message from that report for
me is that the residential services currently provided do
not meet a standard that in any way equates to what a
good parent would provide for the care of their
children. Where children have been removed from their
own homes, clearly the next most desirable
circumstance is for children to be placed with family
members. In speaking to this bill on this issue, I would
like to acknowledge the unbelievable work that
grandparents, aunties, uncles and extended family
members do in our community in caring for children
who are unable to be cared for by their own parents.
My reading around this bill and the reason it was
introduced highlighted that it is part of a process of
government that governments from both sides of
politics have been supporting over a number of years.
Taskforce 1000 met for the first time in May 2014. Its
job was to examine current plans for all Aboriginal
children currently in out-of-home care and to identify
and respond to particular issues that impact on the
stability, development and cultural connectedness of
those children. The name Taskforce 1000 was chosen at
the time because that was how many Aboriginal
children in Victoria were in out-of-home care, and I
dare say there are more now.
Earlier this year Taskforce 1000 met in Shepparton.
Many local agencies attended that meeting and cases of
children in our area who are in out-of-home care were
described to those present. The ultimate purpose of
these Taskforce 1000 meetings is to try to come up with
some better solutions for these children.
Three of our local neighbourhood schools in
Shepparton are the most disadvantaged in our area.
They have set up their own project — a service to each
school that involves assessment by a multidisciplinary
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team, which is comprised of a paediatrician, teachers, a
teacher’s aide and child protection workers. This team
assesses children to determine what they might need
and to try to address their issues at an early stage. They
are suffering from environmental trauma, and they need
their issues addressed at an early stage, otherwise we
will just have this trajectory of intergenerational
disadvantage going on time and again. The schools are
working on the children to help them develop the
resilience they might need to deal with what inevitably
will be very difficult circumstances for them. That
program is looking for funding, and I commend it to the
government to look at.
I have not talked about the mechanics of this
legislation, particularly, but rather the fact that it arises
from a trajectory that federal and state governments
have been on for a long time. The Bringing Them Home
report was probably one of the first major steps in
addressing the outcomes that people faced as a result of
all those years of removal and disconnection, but we
have now had our own inquiries in our own state, and it
is clearly time to do something about the issue.
At this stage we only have two agencies, as they are
called under the legislation, that will be authorised to
deal with Aboriginal children in out-of-home care. It is
important that all the other organisations in our state are
upskilled and supported so they are able to step in and
take on those roles too. In our area Rumbalara is an
Aboriginal-controlled organisation. I hope the day will
come when it will be able to step into the breach and be
involved in making decisions about children in
out-of-home care.
For all those reasons I support the legislation, and I
hope its implementation will be strong.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I rise to speak in
support of the Children, Youth and Families
Amendment (Aboriginal Principal Officers) Bill 2015. I
congratulate the minister for finally bringing this bill
forward. The bill symbolises the Labor government’s
commitment to supporting policies of self-management
and self-determination for Aboriginal communities.
It is well known that Aboriginal children are often
over-represented in the child protection system
compared to non-Aboriginal children. The Australian
Bureau of Statistics estimates that at 30 June 2014,
1.6 per cent of Victorian children aged between 0 and
17 years were Aboriginal. According to the Report on
Government Services 2015, the number of children on
care and protection orders in Victoria as of 30 June
2014 was 9233, of which 1507, or 16.3 per cent, were
Aboriginal. The biggest growth in out-of-home care is
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for children aged 0 to 2 years, with a 16 per cent
increase for all children and 22 per cent for Aboriginal
children. Every Victorian should be concerned about
these findings.
In Geelong we have the Wathaurong Aboriginal
Co-operative, a proud organisation that supports
Aboriginal people in our Geelong region. The
Wathaurong Aboriginal Co-operative was formed by
the community in 1978, and then registered in 1980, to
support the social, economic and cultural development
of Aboriginal people, particularly within Geelong and
the surrounding areas. Their self-management and
self-determination are evident in the valuable work that
they do within our community. I am really proud to say
that my late husband’s family were founding members
of the Wathaurong, and I watched the cooperative grow
from those early years to what it is today.
My father-in-law and his brothers, along with a number
of other families, worked hard to establish a strong
presence within the Wathaurong community. They
were strong leaders and were committed to
self-determination. I recall the many discussions within
the family about how important it was to Aboriginal
people to protect their children. The Couzens family
had moved from the Framlingham reservation to
Geelong to get away from the scrutiny of ‘the welfare’,
as they put it, and to give their children a better chance
in life. They had seen children taken away at
Framlingham over the years, and there was always a
real fear within the Couzens family that the same thing
would happen to them.
It is interesting that often the brothers would talk about
the fact that their political activism was in fact driven
by fear of losing their children, which is how the
Wathaurong Aboriginal Co-operative came about.
Today Wathaurong has continued to provide for its
community and to support parents with a variety of
services. Some of those services are the Best Start
program, the Aboriginal Stronger Families program and
the kinship care program, which supports children in
out-of-home care and caregivers.
The policies that support self-management and
self-determination offer opportunities for healing for
Aboriginal communities that will likely increase their
capacity to care for their children. We know from
working with our Aboriginal communities in Geelong
that it is important to them to have self-determination,
and there are many active and strongly committed
workers and volunteers within the Wathaurong
community who are working hard to ensure that their
children are protected and protected in a way that is
supportive of their families. Local Aboriginal families

3893

need that support, and they need to know that they have
a government like the Andrews government that
supports them and wants them to have the best
opportunities in their lives with their children. I
commend this bill to the house.
Mr LIM (Clarinda) — I rise to speak on the
Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Aboriginal
Principal Officers) Bill 2015. The bill amends the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 and marks the
commitment of our Labor government to policies that
support self-management and self-determination for
Aboriginal communities. In the principal act, section 18
was inserted to empower the Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) to
authorise the principal officer of an Aboriginal
community controlled organisation (ACCO) to perform
specified powers and functions conferred on the
secretary of the DHHS in relation to an Aboriginal
child subject to child protection.
However, evidence would show that the limitations in
the legislation have curbed the implementation of
section 18 authorisations. No authorisations have been
made, although there has been a pilot of the
arrangements as far as possible under current
legislation. The bill seeks to address these limitations.
By clarifying the term ‘principal officer’ and defining it
as the chief executive officer or an equivalent position
title, the bill removes the limitation in the principal act,
in which the term is not defined.
The bill also makes amendments to allow an Aboriginal
principal officer to delegate the functions they are
authorised to exercise to other members of the
organisation. In the current act the delegation power of
the principal officer is not specified, which effectively
prevents the principal officer from delegating any of the
authorised powers and functions to other staff of a
relevant Aboriginal agency. In addition, the bill
addresses the limitation of the current act where there is
no provision for information sharing. The bill makes
amendments to allow information to be shared between
the secretary of the DHHS and the principal officer
with the authorisation provided in section 18. A penalty
provision will be put in place to ban further disclosure
by the principal officer and agency and, along with the
secretary, they will be bound by confidentiality
requirements. Furthermore the bill provides that the
decisions made under section 18 authorisations will be
subject to internal review by the ACCO. If the internal
review process is exhausted, an application will be
made to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal.
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The bill also repeals section 17(1)(e) that prevents the
secretary of the DHHS from delegating a function
under section 323. The function of section 323 is to
determine whether a permanent care order placing an
Aboriginal child solely with a non-Aboriginal person
will accord with the Aboriginal child placement
principle. It is a known fact that Aboriginal children are
over-represented, as previous speakers have mentioned,
in the child protection system. As the Minister for
Families and Children stated in her second-reading
speech, Aboriginal children and young people
constitute over 16 per cent of children and young
people on care and protection orders, while they make
up only 1.6 per cent of the Victorian child population.
The former government failed spectacularly to respond
to the critical issues in the child protection system. The
Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children Inquiry
recommended in 2012 that a major system reform goal
should be to ‘plan for practical self-determination for
guardianship of Aboriginal children in out-of-home
care and culturally competent service delivery’. Under
these circumstances we need policies that support
self-management and self-determination and offer
opportunities for healing for Aboriginal communities
that will likely increase their capacity to care for their
children.
The Labor government has established a ministerial
advisory committee into out-of-home care to assist the
minister in developing policies with a focus on
reducing the number of Aboriginal children in
out-of-home care. The Victorian Aboriginal Children’s
Forum has also been established by the Labor
government. Mr Andrew Jackomos was appointed the
commissioner for Aboriginal children and young
people. This is the first major Aboriginal policy
initiative in Victoria in many years. The Andrews
Labor government is fully committed to progress
measures that have the potential to assist with the very
concerning over-representation of Aboriginal children
in the child protection system. I fully commend the bill
to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SCOTT
(Minister for Finance).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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VICTORIAN ENERGY EFFICIENCY
TARGET AMENDMENT (SAVING
ENERGY, GROWING JOBS) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 October; motion of
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy and
Resources).
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to speak on
the Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Amendment
(Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015. I will begin
by giving some context around the bill and the changes
it brings in. The bill deals with what is known as the
VEET scheme — the Victorian energy efficiency target
scheme — which was introduced by the then Labor
government in 2007. The scheme involves the creation,
transfer and surrender of Victorian energy efficient
certificates (VEECs) to meet the legislative objectives
of reducing greenhouse gas emissions, encouraging the
efficient use of energy and encouraging investment and
employment in technology for the development of
energy efficiency.
The VEET scheme was extended for a period of time
under the coalition government, which then conducted
a review of VEET. In February 2014 an independent
business impact assessment was conducted, which
found that the scheme in its current form was a cost to
the Victorian economy of some $700 million. This
equated to around $50 per participant per annum. It had
an obvious impact particularly on low-income
households. It was pointed out that any future initiatives
would require co-contributions, which would further
reduce the opportunity for low-income households to
participate in the scheme and expose them to scheme
costs. It is important to point this out, particularly
regarding the cost of this program.
While the opposition will not be opposing this bill, it is
important that I refer to some of the costs associated
with it and also look at the details, which at the moment
are lacking in terms of the scheme’s implementation.
We on this side of the house have some questions about
that.
I will come back to the review the government has
since conducted, which enabled it to continue the
scheme and is the basis for this legislation. It is
important to point out — and this is why we on this
side will not be opposing the bill — that the VEET
scheme sets a target of 30.2 million tonnes of CO2 over
five years. The objective to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions is something we on this side of the house
agree is important. The bill also sets VEET scheme
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targets for carbon dioxide equivalents for five years,
replacing the existing three years. It provides that the
minister must have regard to the VEET scheme when
recommending the annual greenhouse gas reduction
rates to be made by the Governor in Council.
As I said, when we look at the details of the bill, we see
it is lacking in detail. The specifics of the bill talk about
an overall reduction in greenhouse gas emissions. I will
now look at the tonnage of CO2. In 2016 the VEET
scheme target is 5.4 million tonnes of carbon dioxide
equivalent; in 2017 it is 5.9 million tonnes; in 2018 it is
6.1 million tonnes; in 2019, it is 6.3 million tonnes; and
in 2020 it is 6.5 million tonnes, which all up to
30.2 million tonnes. If you equate that to the total
tonnage under the coalition government, you find we
have gone from around 27 million tonnes to
30 million tonnes.
A question remains around how we get to this point,
particularly in reference to the independent report I
mentioned earlier which said that a lot of the
low-hanging fruit in terms of energy efficient programs,
lighting and other things had been taken up. In terms of
extending the VEET program it is important to
understand what the government has lined up. We will
be very interested in the details around how the
government intends to extend the scheme.
In my contribution today I will also talk about some of
the questions and concerns of some of the businesses
that are out there promoting products. It is important
that those businesses act properly and not sign people
up who do not really know what they are signing up for
through questionable marketing techniques.
The Essential Services Commission released a report in
2014. I will give a bit more detail on that, but it
highlights some of the questions around companies that
have been reviewed and in some cases prevented from
continuing their operations as a result of their actions.
We will come to that in a minute.
However, I think it is important for us all to understand
what we are signing up to. I have no problem in things
that impose a cost; governments sign up to things
where there is a cost and they also sign up to things
where there is a net return. The current government has
completely spun things around though and said that by
continuing this program the $700 million cost of VEET
will now provide a benefit. It is amazing what you can
make a report say. The report suggests that the
economic benefit of the scheme is expected to be
between $1.3 billion and $3.2 billion net present value
from 2016 to 2050. Firstly, that is a long time, and
secondly, I question how the government can go from a
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$700 million cost to a $3.2 billion benefit. One would
have to say that there must have been some creative
accounting there.
As I say, we have no issue with the intent of the bill, but
it is important for consumers to understand what they
are signing up for, particularly when we have
increasing pressures on electricity and energy prices. It
is important for people to know this and to call a spade
a spade when it comes to creating schemes that create
energy efficiency, which is important — reducing
greenhouse gas emissions is really important — but you
cannot wrap that up and say it is also going to be a huge
economic benefit as well. You have to be real when
you talk about this.
In relation to this, an article by John Ferguson in the
Australian of 1 June pointed out that the turnaround of
$4 billion in claimed benefits for the VEET scheme has
been blasted by industry and raised serious questions
about the modelling of the Andrews government in
reviving the controversial greenhouse strategy. The
opposition has some questions in terms of the
economics of this government in rolling out these sorts
of things. These are questions that we will certainly be
asking over the coming months and years in order to
hold the government to account.
In the same article the Energy Supply Association of
Australia also questioned the modelling used as well as
the reintroduction of the scheme dumped by the
coalition. Its chief executive, Matthew Warren, said:
We just cannot see the merits of having these types of
tokenistic schemes on energy efficiency …We need to evolve
into more sophisticated ways of deciding policy.

The Energy Supply Association said that the modelling
had been loaded.
I again say, without quoting, that inputs can get you
outputs, and in this case that seems to be very true in
terms of the inquiry undertaken by the government. In
the previous budget the government committed
substantial money to undertake this inquiry, with
$1.17 million being committed to conduct a review of
VEET. This is interesting. When you undertake a
review you would think that you are aiming to
determine whether you are going to keep something or
whether you are going to ditch it.
This review was funded with a view to expanding the
program. It was already intended right from the
beginning of the review. We knew what the answer was
going to be. The approach was, ‘Let us look at how we
spend more or do more, not question whether it was
viable or not’. So it was a loaded review, which is
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important to point out. There was no economic benefit
or detail; it was just a look at how the department could
get itself there.
The energy suppliers association said, firstly, that it was
loaded to deliver a favourable economic case for energy
efficiency and, secondly, that the modelling particularly
excluded any private costs to participants. In some of
these cases you will have these companies that will go
out and knock on your door and say, ‘We can do
something for your house. We can get you a
government grant for $5000, but you have to contribute
$5000 to that’. That is a $10 000 cost, and that $5000
cost to the consumer is not included as part of this. The
private costs are excluded as part of this. The
assessment period has gone from 2030 to 2050, which
is extending the period as well. Then the environmental
benefits are also being included, so it is actually adding
that back.
When you look at those sorts of things, you see that that
modelling has been particularly touched up to ensure
that the government got the answer it was looking for.
We have no problems on this side of the house in
promoting energy efficiency — it is absolutely
crucial — but it is important that Victorians know what
they are signing up for and what those costs will be.
Now, more than ever, when we are seeing escalating
energy prices, consumers need to understand that the
decisions that government makes today will affect their
energy bills tomorrow.
It is no use going back and saying, ‘Well, we are
actually going to deliver you billions and billions of
dollars in savings. You have these electricity companies
that will pass these costs on to customers’, when it will
be the customers who will have to front-up pay for
them. Again, I have no issue about it, but it is important
that people know what they are signing up for and that
it is explicit. I think that is a very important point to
make. People should know absolutely what they are
signing up for.
When the previous minister, the member for Morwell,
who happens to be at the table with me today, did a
review he looked at a whole range of different things.
As part of looking at VEET and as part of doing that
independent business impact statement in terms of the
program, he also looked at a whole range of things to
promote energy efficiency and energy savings. I think it
is important at this point to point that out.
One of the first things we did on coming to government
was to extend concessions all year round. We reformed
Labor’s smart meter rollout. We have seen from the
recent Auditor-General’s report that we are still
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struggling to realise the benefits of smart meters. In
2013 we introduced flexible pricing options to save
Victorians as much as $160 per year. That is really
important to ensuring that customers have choice. We
also introduced the My Power Planner — —
Ms Thomas — Which was a dud — come on!
Mr SOUTHWICK — I hear interjections from the
government side to say that the My Power Planner tool
was a dud. In our last budget we committed $4 million
to extend the website. I note that the government did
not hand back the money. I note that the government
did not say, ‘Thank you very much. This is a terrible
project. We will hand back the dough. We will close
down the website. We will do nothing’. I note that.
Rather, they just added a bit more — —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I think the member for Back
to the Future, the member for Essendon, needs to be
quiet at the moment, because following his contribution
today, I will take pleasure in doorknocking all of his
local constituents to get feedback. He is unhinged. The
member for Essendon is absolutely unhinged. He is the
member for Back to the Future.
Let us get back to the bill. I will just finish my point:
this website, My Power Planner, has been extended by
the current government. The former government gave
the dough to do that. It was intended to add gas as well
as electricity. That was always planned, but what did
this government do? What was the one bit of work it
did for $4 million? For $4 million, this government
renamed the website! The brainiacs over on the
government benches renamed a website, and that was
the big announcement we had last week from the
minister. It shows they know nothing about marketing
or the loyalty of all those people who were signed up to
it. All those who signed up for it now have to go and
search for another website name because government
members have renamed it.
Ms Thomas interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — What brainiacs you are.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! I ask that we have less debate across the table
and actually continue with the contribution on the bill.
Mr SOUTHWICK — Where does she represent,
by the way?
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Mr Northe — Macedon.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The brainiac from
Macedon — but anyway, let us continue on. She has
only been here a few minutes, and we still do not know
who she is.
It is important for me to say that we need to ensure that
there is energy efficiency, there is no question about
that. We also need to ensure that customers are not
paying more for their energy. Escalating prices are a
key concern, and I am sure members on all sides would
have constituents writing to them from their electorates
saying, ‘My bills are escalating. What are you going to
do to reduce power bills?’. That is an important point.
There are a number of retailers that have decided to set
themselves up in other jurisdictions but have decided
not to apply for Victorian licenses. These include Mojo
Power Operations, Earth Energy, FirstEnergy, Southern
Energy, SA Power Networks and OC Energy. They
have all decided not to set up here in Victoria because
of the complications and regulations. That creates less
competition, which unfortunately contributes to
escalating prices.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The member for Essendon is
just carrying on in the back row — but we are not
interested in you. As I have said before, if there was a
fourth row, you would be in it. You would be so far
back it is not funny, Mr Back to the Future. You clown!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! Members are not supposed to direct comments
at other members and give them different names.
Mr SOUTHWICK — Through the Chair, I ask that
you get the member for Essendon to cease interjecting.
He is being quite rude from up the back there. If he is
going to interject, then I should have the opportunity to
respond to those interjections.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! I ask the member to continue.
Mr SOUTHWICK — As I have said, the VEET
scheme that is now being proposed is based on an ESC
report entitled Victorian Energy Efficiency Target
Scheme — Performance Report 2014. We are very
interested in some of the details of that report.
Importantly, as I have stated, the review that was done
by the Essential Services Commission — —
Mr Pearson interjected.
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Mr SOUTHWICK — The member for Essendon
should listen up. Mr Intelligence might learn something
up the back.
The report outlines key VEET scheme performance
indicators for 2014. One is that lighting — like the big
light bulb over the member for Essendon — accounted
for 71 per cent of VEECs in 2014, as compared with
6.9 per cent in 2013. That is a large increase in people
taking up lighting efficiency. Weather sealing
represented 8 per cent of certificates in 2014. That is
down from 10.3 per cent in 2013. Water heating also
saw a reduction in certificates, from 9.1 per cent in
2013 to 6.2 per cent in 2014. Stand-by power
controllers dropped from 55.1 per cent of certificates in
2013 to just 5.2 per cent in 2014. It was the very bright
idea of the former Labor government to introduce
power controllers that everybody signed up for but
nobody used. They have ended up in people’s
cupboards. Low-flow shower roses dropped from
6.5 per cent in 2013 to 4.4 per cent in 2014. We have
seen particularly — —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — We had a great contribution
today from the brainiac from Essendon, Mr Back to the
Future.
The commission also looked at compliance monitoring.
This is very important to point out. The investigation
resulted in a number of people being refused
registration certificates. Detailed audits were
undertaken, which included phone audits and site visits.
More than 5000 phone and field audits were conducted.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — Acting Speaker, I am sure
you would be interested in this. The member for
Essendon is not, he is just ranting on like a fool. There
were a number of investigations, and this is quite
serious — —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The member for Essendon
should know that this is quite serious. I wonder how
many of his constituents also signed up to this scheme
and did not know what they had signed up for.
The commission undertook 11 formal audits in 2014.
As a result, 10 143 VEECs were offered for voluntary
surrender and a further 14 000 withdrawn because of
non-compliance. The audit included a follow-up
investigation to see whether companies were meeting
their obligations. The investigation identified that one
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accredited person (AP), Mocomo, was not adhering to
new requirements. Its accreditation to complete
installations was withdrawn by the commission,
pending the AP reapplying and assuring the
commission that its process had been updated. To date
those assurances have not been provided by that
company.
During 2014 the commission determined that the AP
Energy Efficient Technologies Pty Ltd had improperly
created VEECs. The commission refused to register
9142 certificates, and the commission ordered the
company to surrender a further 16 454 certificates
under section 40 of the act. In February the commission
upheld the original decision to refuse to register those
certificates. There we have two companies that have
been refused registration of their certificates or have
had to hand back their certificates.
During 2014 the commission investigated
165 compliance-related complaints. The issues related
to call centre marketing issues, installer misconduct,
bullying and a range of intimidating behaviours, which
the member for Essendon would know a whole lot
about. These are the sorts of things that have happened,
and those complaints were investigated by the audit
team in relation to the misrepresentation of the scheme.
We certainly have some concerns about this, and I
wanted to raise those concerns here today. By all means
we are looking forward to the extension of this scheme,
but it is important that as part of the rollout there is
proper business practice. Our shadow minister for
consumer affairs will be talking shortly. I am sure that
as far as consumer affairs and best practice activities are
concerned, Victorians are protected when it comes to
people signing up for various schemes. We should look
at how we are going to extend the scheme. It is really
important that there be proper practice in the way it is
done. I point to this ESC report. I will be interested to
see what the companies involved in the audit have to
say about it. This does involve an increase in the cost of
doing business and an increase in costs for
householders.
We should be promoting energy efficiency, but we
need to tell people exactly what they will be paying for
it. As long as people are aware of what they are signing
up for, the future cost increases that I am sure we will
have under this government are something we will all
be looking at.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Employment
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker
has accepted a statement from the honourable member
for Malvern proposing the following matter of public
importance for discussion:
That this house condemns the Andrews government for
presiding over the loss of 7800 full-time jobs since coming to
office, and expresses its concern that, having slashed the
infrastructure budget by 24 per cent, the government will
break its promise to Victorians to create 100 000 full-time
jobs in its first two years.

Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Today’s matter of
public importance is a very important topic because
little is more central to the economic security of
individuals, families and the community than a good
job. The coalition parties in this chamber — the Liberal
and National parties — are unashamedly the parties of
economic growth. It is at the heart of our policy agenda
because by growing the economy we create more jobs
and give more individuals and more families that sense
of dignity, that independence and that financial security
that comes with being employed. But it is not just our
words; it is our actions in office that prove the coalition
is the party of jobs in Victoria.
In its last term in office, the coalition created
131 000 new jobs, 30 000 of which were full-time jobs.
This was in very difficult global and national economic
conditions. Yet despite these challenging external
factors, under the coalition the number of Victorians in
work increased — not just over the four years of the
coalition government but in each and every single year
of the coalition government. After 11 long, dark years
of Labor’s financial incompetence and economic
mismanagement, the coalition’s policies were creating
jobs. In fact in the coalition’s final year in office,
Victoria created 77 700 new jobs, 34 300 of which
were new full-time jobs. These jobs were growing
because the coalition’s policies were working.
The coalition drove infrastructure projects. We cut
business taxes, we cut payroll tax, we reformed the fire
services levy and we cut WorkCover premiums not
once but twice. We delivered the best finances of any
state government in the country. We were the only state
with a budget in surplus and a stable AAA credit rating
from both ratings agencies. Yet Labor criticised us.
What did Labor say? This is what the current Treasurer
and member for Werribee, then the member for Tarneit,
said back on 16 October 2013:
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Perhaps more alarming is that the government has watched
insecure and part-time employment form an even greater part
of our economy.

More than 80 per cent of the jobs created by this government
are part-time jobs, because this government wants to
encourage employment insecurity.

The now Treasurer could not have been clearer. He
regards the test of success when it comes to economic
growth and the test of success when it comes to
creating jobs as creating full-time jobs, because he was
then criticising the former government. It was creating
a lot of jobs but he said not enough of them were full
time. This led to some promises that the Labor Party
made to the people of Victoria ahead of the last
election.

That would be the then member for Tarneit, now the
Treasurer, and he said that back in 2013. He was
complaining because he said that over 80 per cent of
the jobs the coalition created were not full time. He was
wrong with his numbers once again. What percentage
of full-time jobs has Labor created out of the total jobs?
Zero. When you go backwards on full-time jobs that is
zero — that is less than zero; that is worse than zero. It
is hard to imagine being worse than zero, but that is
what the Treasurer has done to this economy in just
nine months.

In a press release headed ‘Getting Victoria back to
work — Labor’s plan for 100 000 jobs’, the now
Premier said:
An Andrews Labor government will act immediately on
Victoria’s job crisis … and help create 100 000 full-time
jobs …

What was the time frame for this jobs promise? In Back
to Work — Victorian Labor’s Plan for 100 000 Jobs,
paragraph 1 says:
The plan will help create up to 100 000 new jobs in Victoria
over the next two years.

So you could not be clearer on what the promise of the
Labor Party was: 100 000 full-time jobs over two years.
That was the promise that Labor made to Victorians.
Here we are, nine months into this new Labor
government, so let us see how the numbers stack up.
In December 2014 we lost office and Labor assumed
office. There were 1 968 776 Victorians in full-time
work. By September 2015, nine months later, there
were 1 961 013 Victorians in full-time work.
Mr R. Smith — That is less.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — The member for Warrandyte
is quite right — 7763 full-time jobs were lost by Labor
in its first nine months in office. Nearly 7800 full-time
jobs were lost under the Labor government. You cannot
even blame the participation rate because the
participation rate fell by 0.7 per cent. So thousands of
Victorians actually gave up looking for work under this
hopeless mob opposite, otherwise the numbers would
have been even worse. Labor has lost nearly
7800 full-time jobs in its first nine months in office but
the coalition government last year put on 34 300 new
full-time jobs.
Full-time jobs were booming under the coalition. As
soon as there was a change in government Victoria
went backwards on full-time jobs. Who said this:

The Deputy Speaker might be saying to himself,
‘Maybe it is not Labor’s fault. Maybe the rest of the
country is going through problems as well’. We could
look north of the border maybe to New South Wales.
Victorians often see themselves as being in a bit of a
competition with New South Wales. How are we
going? We have lost 7800 full-time jobs. Over the same
period New South Wales has put on 84 232 jobs. That
is 84 000 new full-time jobs in New South Wales and
7800 jobs lost in Victoria over the same period. Those
Liberals and their job creation!
Why not go a bit further? How about Queensland and
the glorious Palaszczuk regime? No, they have actually
put on 3196 full-time jobs in the last nine months. What
if we go south, because everyone knows Tasmania is a
difficult economy that is having a bit of a problem? No,
it has put on 3006 new full-time jobs. When Tasmania
is beating you hollow on job creation, it is just about
time to give up the game. What about other states such
as South Australia or Western Australia? No, it turns
out that for the last nine months Victoria has been the
worst performing state in the entire nation when it
comes to full-time jobs.
What has happened? Why have we gone from being
one of the strongest performing economies in the
country when it comes to full-time jobs — 34 300 new
full-time jobs under the coalition — to losing 7800 and
being the worst in the country. Maybe it is the change
of government and maybe it is Labor’s policies. When
you slash infrastructure spending by 24 per cent in your
first budget, maybe that has an impact. When you cut
$6.4 billion out of project expenditure, maybe that has
an impact on employment.
The 2014 Victorian pre-election budget update shows
that the coalition government had government
infrastructure investment totalling $26.8 billion over the
forward estimates. In Labor’s first budget covering the
same period that figure was down to $20.4 billion.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
3900

ASSEMBLY

Labor has cut $6.4 million worth of projects — 24 per
cent of the infrastructure budget — and it wonders why
Victoria is the worst in the nation when it comes to
full-time jobs.
It is not just that. This government said it had
shovel-ready projects. What sort of shovel-ready
projects have we seen? Do members remember the
West Gate distributor? The only shovel we have seen
there is the one that was used to dig the hole to bury
that dud project. It never went ahead. What about
Labor’s other projects such as the Melbourne Metro rail
project? We know that Melbourne Metro is not funded,
we know it has no business case and we know it has no
environment effects statement, yet the government is
compulsorily acquiring homes.
What about taxes? The coalition cut business taxes, it
cut the payroll tax, it cut WorkCover premiums and it
reformed the fire services levy. Labor has introduced
two new property taxes, and it has jacked up the fire
services property levy by 7.2 per cent. How about union
control? Labor has abolished the construction code and
the construction code compliance unit. How about a
new public holiday? You do not have to take our word
for it. You could look at the government’s own
economic impact assessment, which says that
273 000 casuals lost their shifts that day. That was
273 000 mostly young Victorians out of a job for the
day, losing a day’s wages, thanks to this lazy bunch of
indolent members opposite.
Labor is now 107 763 full-time jobs short of its target,
with 15 months to go. To reach this target, we would
need a rate of job growth never before seen in this
state’s history. Does the Deputy Speaker think this
government is up to driving record-breaking
employment growth? We should look at its record. We
should not listen to what it says but look at what it has
done. It has gone from taking on the strongest set of
finances in the country with strong full-time job growth
to being the worst in the country. You can ask the
Australian Bureau of Statistics. The ABS makes it very
clear that we have lost more full-time jobs than any
other state in the country since Labor came to office in
December last year. This is the sort of record you get
from a Labor government with no tax reform agenda,
no infrastructure agenda and no productivity agenda —
no agenda at all apart from ripping up projects and
hiking up taxes.
I am pleased to see that the Treasurer has come into the
chamber. He might explain how he proposes to meet
the promise that he and his Premier made to Victorians,
because jobs are too important for a government to
have rhetoric speak for it. We need to see the policies,
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we need to see the projects and we need to see the
action. The Treasurer can smile and smirk but he
should tell that to the 7800 Victorians who have lost a
full-time job since he became Treasurer. He should tell
that to the 7800 families who are without a breadwinner
since he came in, ripped up contracts, hiked up taxes
and gave control of the economy to the trade unions
and his mates.
This is an appalling record from a government that does
not understand the first thing about growing the
economy, does not understand the first thing about
major projects and does not understand the first thing
about creating jobs. This is a government that is in the
grip of militant unions. This is a government that has
slashed the infrastructure budget by 24 per cent. It is a
government that has created new job-destroying public
holidays. It is a government that spends $1 billion to rip
up major job-creating infrastructure projects. It is a
government that has no productivity agenda other than
to stifle it. It is a government that has no tax agenda
other than to hike up taxes. It is a government that has
no infrastructure agenda other than to scrap it.
This government promised Victorians 100 000 new
full-time jobs in two years. It is nine months in and
Labor has taken Victoria backwards. The Andrews
Labor government has failed Victoria on jobs. Look
north at the 84 000 new full-time jobs under Premier
Mike Baird and his Liberal government. Maybe instead
of trying to poach events from around the world, this
government should try to poach Mike Baird to be
Premier. That might be the best thing it could do to
drive economic growth. Maybe we could have Gladys
Berejiklian as Treasurer instead of the member for
Werribee, because goodness knows they could not do
worse than Daniel and Tim have done so far — but
Victorians are paying the price.
This is a government that loves to talk about keeping its
promises to Victorians. Well, it made a clear promise. It
has been written down in red and white — 100 000 new
full-time jobs for Victorians. This government has not
added a single full-time job; it has taken this state
backwards. This is a government that is simply not up
to the job. Everything it has done since coming to office
has been negative for this state in terms of economic
growth, in terms of productivity, in terms of
infrastructure and in terms of tax reform. But it is
Victorians who are paying the price.
Labor promised 100 000 full-time jobs in two years, but
this government is not up to it. Labor has taken Victoria
backwards on jobs. The Andrews government has
failed Victoria when it comes to growing employment,
and the coalition parties will hold this hopeless,
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full-time job-killing rabble to account for their broken
jobs promise.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — Really, you have to
wonder about the level of introspection that goes on
with those opposite. Members should remember the
efforts of the government that opposition members are
advocating for. They are advocating for the flaccid,
feckless, feeble efforts of the previous government
when it came to jobs. Let us remember that that was a
government that refused to even mention the word
‘jobs’ in its first budget speech, as if its commitment to
working people was anything other than a recently
donned coat of convenience.
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gone; and 3500 jobs at Toyota, gone. They were going,
going, gone — and tens of thousands of jobs in parts
manufacturers right across this state and this nation
were being compromised by the incompetence, sloth,
laziness and overblown ego of those opposite, who did
not spend a day concerning themselves about the
welfare of people who bore the brunt of the nonsense
that came from their efforts in government and the
continuing refusal to get up and apologise to the
Victorian people for their sloth and the failure to govern
in any effective way.

Members of the Andrews Labor government are proud
of their commitment to create 100 000 new jobs. We
understand that it is ambitious, but that is what we are
about: we are setting ambitious targets. We announced
a plan and we are going to get there. As JFK said at
Rice University in 1961, we do these things not because
they are easy but because they are hard. We have heard
the former Treasurer prognosticating, saying that this
government has failed in nine months. He is the expert
on failure. Believe me, there is much more to see from
this government, whose members will work every day
in their commitment to deliver to the people of Victoria.
This is a hypocritical, shameless matter of public
importance (MPI) that is not only misleading but also a
demonstration of the failure of those opposite and,
might I say, also the inconvenience those opposite feel
because of the harsh reality of their poor performance
in the management of the Victorian economy.

The only jobs target of those opposite was that they
were going to get to 50 000 to 55 000 a year. That was
it. The former Treasurer is here. He will remember that
he got up and said he was going to create 50 000 to
55 000 jobs a year. Those opposite were an abject
failure. They failed, and they never once apologised. In
fact jobs became something that they did not even refer
to. The target was not accompanied by a plan, because
goodness knows you can have a target without any
strategy to get there! That is a demonstration of how
poor those opposite were in government. In fact their
actual jobs plan was exactly seven words long. It was
only mentioned in passing in April 2011, in the
introduction to their independent review of state
finances. What was their jobs plan? Here it is, it is
brilliant: state governments do not have a
macro-economic role. That was it. They did their
Pontius Pilate, saying, ‘It’s not our fault; blame the
federal government’. In other words, state governments
are not responsible for fostering jobs growth. That was
their approach.

I think it is important that members appreciate the
context in which the then Labor opposition released its
Back to Work plan and set its sights on creating
100 000 new jobs. At the time Victoria was at the
height of an unemployment crisis, one gifted to us by
the coalition government. Its members simply did not
care. In fact, in October 2014 Victoria’s unemployment
rate was 6.6 per cent. Victorians watched nightly
newscasts as they continued to provide a sense of
dread, with people expecting another story of business
closure and lay-offs. The unemployment rate got as
high as 6.9 per cent in June 2014.

Labor does not share this view, which explains why
Labor resoundingly won the last election. When Labor
was in opposition, we released substantive policy
documents that focused on kickstarting our economy
and also creating jobs. Victorian Labor’s Plan for Jobs
and Growth was released in November 2012. Victorian
Labor’s Plan for Jobs and Growth — A Focus on
Geelong was released in November 2013. Project
10 000 was our plan to create 10 000 jobs by investing
in our transport network. All those things were released,
together with Back to Work, our plan to create
100 000 jobs, which we released in October 2014.

It had been almost exactly a year since the opposition’s
federal colleagues dared those in the automotive
industry to leave. The friends and colleagues of those
opposite, those in Canberra to whom they pay homage,
said to people in the automotive industry, ‘If you’re not
happy, leave’. What did they do? They left. What
happened to Victorian workers in that industry? Five
hundred and ten jobs at Ford in Geelong, gone;
610 jobs at Broadmeadows, gone; 1300 jobs at Holden,

Back to Work did not just set a jobs target; it was a plan
of how to get there. The $500 million Premier’s Jobs
and Investment Panel brings together our state’s best
business minds to provide strategic advice on how to
drive growth and also how to create high-skills,
high-wage jobs in this state. It was a plan; it was not
seven words of sloth. The $200 million Future
Industries Fund focuses Victoria’s industry policy on
six high-growth sectors of the economy. The
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$200 million Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund
will foster growth and also create jobs in our region.
We are rethinking how we re-engage with the world, by
opening up new Victorian government business offices
and introducing inbound trade missions. We have also
established a $100 million Back to Work Fund, which
provides direct incentives to Victorian businesses that
are keen to employ more people.
A day after we produced our Back to Work plan, the
coalition produced its Victorian Jobs in the
21st Century plan. It was a masterclass of spin, bluster
and chaos, and it typified the intellectual heights of the
previous government. First the member for Malvern
accused Labor of reannouncing the coalition
government’s initiatives in advance — because we beat
the coalition to it. It was leading from behind yet again,
and it has been brilliant at leading the nation from
behind. Then the member for Malvern accused the
Labor opposition of having been ‘asleep at the wheel
for the last three and a half years’. Apparently he had
forgotten that the coalition was actually in government
at the time — which would explain the lack of effort in
government.
Finally, the member for Malvern and a former member
for South-West Coast fronted a media conference.
There he was, the member for Malvern — the former
Treasurer — with the former Premier. They announced
a continuation of the former government’s failed
policy. Somehow they were continuing the policy, and
they set a target of 200 000 jobs. That, of course, is
what differentiates Labor from the coalition: the
coalition set a jobs target but only Labor developed a
plan. The opposition treated the Victorian economy as a
political piñata. It was just something to beat around —
and to beat the drum on. Opposition members talked
about unions, militancy and whatever else, but they did
not take any responsibility because that would involve
macro-economic activity. That is a quality of those
opposite.
Labor treats our economy as the beating heart of our
state and something that should not be trifled with, and
that is why we are now the government and those
opposite are now the opposition. That is hard to come
to terms with, I know. Those opposite are still doing
great victory laps about how underwhelmingly exciting
they were as a government, but believe me: it takes a lot
to get kicked out in four short years. The geniuses
opposite managed it.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker — —
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I have been
very lenient in this debate. I call the member for
Burwood on a point of order.
Mr Watt — The member has yet to speak once
about the 7800 full-time jobs lost or the 24 per cent cut
in the infrastructure budget. I ask you to draw him back
to the motion.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order. The Treasurer to continue.
Mr PALLAS — We were a much more ambitious
opposition, and believe me: we are a much more
ambitious government. We make no apologies for that.
In fact we will never apologise for trying harder to
secure meaningful and sustainable jobs for Victorians.
The good news — and there is plenty of it — is that
barely a year on our ambition, together with Victorians’
hard work, is starting to pay off.
Let us look at the figures. Between December 2010,
when the coalition was sworn in, and November 2014,
when it lost office, the unemployment rate increased
from 4.9 per cent to 6.7 per cent. That is a 44.2 per cent
increase in less than four years. What an outstanding
performance — what a demonstration of incompetence!
The number of unemployed Victorians increased by
63 885, from 144 559 to 208 444. Since we were
elected in November 2014, the total number of
employed Victorians has increased by 45 674 or 1.6 per
cent, and the total number of unemployed Victorians
has decreased by 14 238 or 6.83 per cent. Further,
during the member for Malvern’s time as Treasurer,
Victoria’s unemployment rate was above the national
average for 19 months out of 21. In contrast, in 2015
we have had only two instances of the Victorian rate
being above the national average.
Nevertheless, unlike those opposite, Labor
governments do not believe in resting on their laurels.
As long as there are unemployed people in Victoria, our
job remains unfinished. The progress we have made
since coming to government has not been by chance.
Thanks to the government’s significant policy
interventions, there is a sense of hope and optimism.
Westpac’s consumer sentiment index has identified a
jump for Victoria of 11.6 per cent in the last 12 months,
the biggest jump in Australia. Victoria currently has the
second highest employment growth rate of all states, at
1.9 per cent.
Consumers are feeling better. In a sign that businesses
are similarly feeling more confident after four years of
inaction, Victorian state final demand growth is up
3.0 per cent — 0.9 per cent in the June quarter — and
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our growth of 2.6 per cent for the first half of the
calendar year was the strongest of all states.
Victoria has the highest participation rate of all the
non-mining states. This government recognises that the
economy is transitioning away from mining, and we
have a plan to help stabilise our economy and continue
its growth.
On the expenditure side, two-thirds of Victorian
demand is in household consumption and dwelling
investment, more than any other state and well above
the national average.
This is a story of achievement, and demonstration of
this continues. Only today the ANZ stateometer has
rated Victoria and New South Wales as the engine
rooms of growth for the nation’s economy. Of course,
the member for Malvern sat idly by as the government
that he was a part of achieved nothing.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — It is a pleasure to rise today to
speak on the matter of public importance proposed by
the member for Malvern, a very important MPI. I note
that in all of the Treasurer’s very enlightening debate
contribution and in the revisionist version of history he
gave, he was unable to mention the figures around
full-time job losses in this state. We all remember that
‘every job is worth fighting for’ and that Victorians are
going to get ‘back to work’. Remember those slogans?
They were great sentiments, but just 11 months into this
government’s term, those slogans are starting to sound
a little bit shrill, are they not? Here we are after
11 months, and job creation is going backwards in
Victoria. The Premier’s solemn commitment to the
people of Victoria was for 100 000 new full-time jobs
by November 2016. We are now 13 months from that
deadline, and we have lost 7800 full-time jobs since
Daniel Andrews became Premier.
The member for Malvern drew a very salient
comparison between the performance of the Premier
and the performance of NSW Premier Mike Baird, who
has created 66 300 new jobs — that is 66 300 more
people in work — in that state since the election of his
government in March this year. In that time the Premier
has created just 300 jobs in Victoria. He created a logo,
‘Best of Victoria’. When the Premier released that logo
we remember Mike Baird saying that Victoria’s offer
excluded Sydney Harbour, infrastructure and sunshine.
I suggest it also excludes jobs, because under the
Premier we are not creating jobs, we are losing them.
Regional Victoria has not been immune. Outside
Melbourne there are 7100 fewer full-time jobs. Let us
look at some of the statistics from around the state. In
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Bendigo, which is in the Minister for Employment’s
electorate, the unemployment rate has increased from
6.3 per cent in November when Labor took office to
7.8 per cent. The unemployment queue in Bendigo has
grown by 600 people. What is the minister doing about
that? She has slashed regional Victoria’s infrastructure
projects by 2.7 per cent. She has taken the axe to
regional development programs. In the Hume region,
my region, which includes Seymour, Benalla and
Wangaratta, unemployment has increased by 1.5 per
cent from 5.3 per cent to 6.8 per cent; 2000 more
people are out of work under the Premier.
Do not get me started on the youth unemployment rate,
because in my region youth unemployment has
increased by about 6 per cent since Labor came to
government. In north-western Victoria the
unemployment rate has increased from 5.2 per cent to
7.4 per cent. The total number of people employed in
that region has dropped by more than 12 000, and the
participation rate has fallen by more than 9 per cent. In
the Latrobe region of Gippsland, and I note the member
for Morwell is in the chamber, employment has
stagnated. Another 300 people are now unemployed.
This may seem like just a lot of numbers, but they are
not; they are real people and real families. They are
families that those opposite were happy to talk about
before the election, but in government they have
become silent; they have gone to ground.
Let us consider the government’s Back to Work
scheme which started on 1 July. Parliament amended
the legislation to include reporting requirements for the
scheme. The government needs to publish at least
quarterly statistics including on how much has been
paid under the scheme, how many payments have been
made, the number of payments made in each postcode
and the number of payments made under each
eligibility criteria. The legislation provides for the data
to be published every quarter, which by my reckoning
would have made it 1 October. Here we are on
21 October and we have no data. The government is in
flagrant breach of the guidelines set out in the
legislation.
Perhaps I could hazard a wild guess as to why that
might be. Why is the data late? Why is the Treasurer
continuing to sit on it? Perhaps it is because the Premier
knows the data will show that it is impossible for him to
reach his commitment of 100 000 full-time jobs by
December next year. So far the scheme has been a
gigantic failure, and the figures will prove it. That is
why the government is in breach of the legislation by
refusing to publish the statistics.
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Then there is the yearly training market data, which has
also been buried by the government. The data is
supposed to tell us how the government has been
performing in vocational education and training. It is
finalised at the end of the financial year each year and
yet here we are, at the back end of October and we still
have not seen it. Why is that? It is because it does not
paint a pretty picture for the government. It shows that
enrolments are dropping because Labor is not investing
one dollar into government subsidised training; not one
extra dollar on top of the coalition’s $1.2 billion.
Who can forget the open letter that the now Minister for
Training and Skills sent to the sector before last year’s
election? He promised that under Labor enrolments in
the state would grow, but he has not increased student
numbers, and the data, which is currently sitting in the
minister’s bottom drawer, proves that. If those opposite
were so confident about their so-called TAFE rescue
package, the minister would be out waving last year’s
figures in everyone’s faces, but he is not. He has put
them in his bottom drawer, or perhaps he has put them
in his new $90 taxpayer-funded briefcase in the hope
that people will stop asking questions about them.
In the middle of all this the government was poised to
sack Victoria’s workplace learning coordinators who
play an incredibly important role in the state. They link
students with industries and make sure they are
connected and job ready. Even the Australian
Education Union was scratching its head about the
government’s decision to sack the workplace learning
coordinators. There are probably more than 50 in the
state, and they are aligned to the local learning and
employment networks. The president of the Australian
Education Union, Meredith Peace, said:
The government has talked about thinking schools and
industry. This is a step backwards …

Do members know the worst thing? The Premier had to
be shamed into reinstating funding for the coordinators.
I have been travelling around the state for the last two
months talking to students who are affected by the cuts,
talking to the workplace learning coordinators and
talking to industry that has been benefiting from the
program. It was only when the story reached the
metropolitan papers that the Minister for Education
made a sudden backflip on Twitter. The government
does not care about the welfare of young people; it just
wants to avoid the negative publicity, and since it is
pretty difficult to outline a policy in 140 characters we
still do not know the details of the minister’s
announcement. I suspect the department does not have
much of an idea either. In any case I urge the
government to contact the workplace learning
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coordinators and reinstate the program immediately.
Schools are trying to make decisions now about what
courses in vocational education and training and
Victorian certificate of applied learning they will offer
next year. Students are trying to make subject decisions,
and until the government makes contact with the
workplace learning coordinators that cannot happen.
I will come back finally to regional Victoria. Is it any
wonder that the unemployment numbers are so bad?
We have had a grand final parade public holiday, which
nobody wanted. It was a public holiday that saw
353 000 casual workers lose their shifts and a
$1.2 billion cost to the state’s economy. We see a
government that has absolutely decimated the regional
infrastructure budget, with just 2.7 per cent of the
state’s total infrastructure budget being invested in
regional Victoria. We have seen massive increases in
the fire services levy. The Premier sits here while we go
backwards in this state, and it is a disgrace.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to join
debate on the matter of public importance. In my time
in this place I have learnt that you have to be able to
accept a lot of the things that are said here and sit
through a lot of debates hearing some things that you
do not agree with. But I tell you what I will not cop —
that is, coming into this place and listening to the other
side of the house lecture us about jobs after sitting
through four years of inaction on jobs, four years of the
worst Treasurer in this state’s history and four years
where we had cuts to TAFE. The Nationals come into
this place and lecture us about TAFE services in
regional Victoria. What a disgrace to be lectured by the
Liberals and The Nationals about jobs and TAFE. It
was an absolute fraud on the Victorian community.
They had a chance to implement a jobs plan. They had
four years, and at the end of that four-year period they
were booted out of office because they were failures.
They failed to listen to the Victorian people, who
wanted them to respond to the jobs crisis. They wanted
them to put the services back in place and to make sure
that kids had access to TAFE. They did not do it.
On this side of the house we know that when those
opposite came into government they inherited an
unemployment rate of 4.9 per cent. Victoria was the
jobs engine room of the country. They left this side of
the house with an unemployment rate of 6.7 per cent.
We have managed to get that rate down to 6.2 per cent
already, and we will continue to do the hard work that
is required to get the unemployment rate down.
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Members opposite, particularly The Nationals, should
hang their heads in shame. Under the previous
government the regions saw their unemployment rates
skyrocket. In Ballarat, the employment rate went from
6.2 per cent to 6.8 per cent under those opposite; in
Bendigo, 5.6 per cent up to 6.9 per cent; in Geelong,
5 per cent up to 8.2 per cent; in Hume region, 5.2 per
cent up to 5.8 per cent; in Latrobe-Gippsland region,
5.8 per cent up to 5.9 per cent; and in Shepparton,
7.2 per cent up to 7.8 per cent.
I heard one of the speakers opposite — I cannot
remember if it was the member for Malvern or the
Deputy Leader of The Nationals, who is soon to be
Leader of The Nationals — mention the youth
unemployment figure. I can tell members that the last
thing you would want to do, if you were concerned
about youth unemployment, is inflict $1.2 billion worth
of cuts to TAFE — what a disgrace! Members opposite
keep pretending — this is a theme I want to come to in
this debate — that the cuts they made did not exist and
that the problems they created did not exist. Members
opposite have not acknowledged the faults they had;
they have not acknowledged the mistakes they made.
This is the essential thing: they have not listened to the
Victorian people, who rejected those TAFE cuts and
who rejected the previous government’s inaction on job
creation.
The member for Malvern boasted about employment
growth of 3.6 per cent under his government and during
his tenure as Treasurer. What he does not acknowledge
is that at the same time there was 44.2 per cent growth
in unemployment — an absolute failure. Some of my
colleagues in the Parliament were not here over the last
four years. The shadow Treasurer has scurried from the
chamber because he is embarrassed. He should hang his
head in shame and run out of the chamber, because he
was here during the last four years, but some members
were not. But I can tell members that we came into this
place and we would not know from one day to the next
which company was packing up and leaving Victoria.
There were almost daily announcements of companies
quitting Victoria because of the inaction, the
uncertainty and the poor policies of members opposite.
At Alcoa, 1000 jobs gone; at Amcor, 100 jobs; at
BlueScope Steel, 170 jobs; at Boral, ANZ, Unibic and
Qantas, over 1300 jobs.
Then, of course, we come to the big car manufacturers.
Who can forget the reaction from members opposite? I
am not going to pretend that there were not bigger
factors at play here. I am not going to pretend that
manufacturing cars in Australia was an easy policy
situation. But let me tell the house, what you did not
need was a federal Liberal Treasurer goading Holden to
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get out of the country. I do not know how I would feel
if I were a Holden worker, watching the nightly news
on TV and seeing the Australian Treasurer in
Parliament daring my employer to leave the country to
effectively leave me jobless. I would have been furious.
We all remember that day in this place. Labor members
were on the other side of the house when Ford
announced that it was going. We know now that former
Premier Napthine knew it was happening the day
before but still decided to scurry up to north-east
Victoria, instead of going to meet with the Ford
workers. It was a one-off event, the loss of Ford
Australia from Australia, and he decided to head off to
north-east Victoria. The reasonable thing to have done
would have been to go and face those workers and talk
about how he might support those communities in
Broadmeadows and Geelong into the future. Of course,
Toyota is also heading offshore.
This debate on the motion put forward by the shadow
Treasurer, who has left the chamber, is all about his
legacy and the legacy of the previous government. It is
all about reframing history. I am very disappointed in
the way in which members opposite have almost
revelled in their view that there are not enough jobs
being created. We need to remember that these are
Victorians — real people — who want a job. Those of
us on this side of the house understand the importance
of a job for people’s dignity, to be able to pay bills and
to provide for one’s family. But for those opposite,
coming into this place is a source of enjoyment; it is a
bit of political theatre. This is more important than
politics. This is about people’s lives. Members opposite
have failed the very first test, which is to show sincerity
about developing jobs for those who need them.
When we talk about the previous government’s legacy,
it is not just about jobs. Members opposite are trying to
defend and rewrite a history of gross economic
mismanagement. As I said before, when those guys
opposite were in power we saw the unemployment rate
go from 4.9 per cent up to 6.9 per cent. We saw debt
double. Members opposite bang on about debt a lot, but
we saw debt from this state double, from approximately
$11 billion in 2010–11 to $21.24 billion in 2014–15.
Confidence in the business community dipped, there
were massive cuts to spending across the board and the
previous government failed to meet its own growth
targets. What an absolute litany of failure! But you
could not tell that to the shadow Treasurer, who likes to
believe his own version of history.
In contrast, we have seen this government get on with
the job and deliver some policies that deliver on jobs
growth, with 45 700 new jobs created by Labor since it
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came to office. The unemployment rate has dropped, as
I said before, by 0.8 per cent. Importantly, we took our
employment policies to the election. The $100 million
Back to Work scheme is focused on getting long-term
unemployed young people and retrenched workers back
into the workforce; there is $500 000 support the
Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel; and $200 million
for the Future Industries Fund.
Up in my part of the world — the northern suburbs of
Melbourne — that Future Industries Fund is an
important source of jobs growth into the future. Food
manufacturing is one of the six sectors the government
is focusing on, and it is an important sector to my
community in the northern suburbs. In the second half
of next year, we are going to see Ford close down and
remove the source of many jobs in the northern
suburbs. Food manufacturing is one important part of a
range of areas where we are going to see the potential
for people to move into other manufacturing jobs. We
did not see any of that sort of policy development from
those opposite — just absolute sloth.
An important aspect is the clear pipeline of
infrastructure this government is getting on with. There
is a historic $22 billion investment in public transport;
the Melbourne Metro rail project and the planned
removal of 50 level crossings. This gives the Victorian
business community a very clear sense of our
infrastructure priorities and an understanding that the
government is going to invest in Victoria.
We have delivered the biggest education budget in
Victoria’s history. It is important to note that in
education alone there is nearly $500 million worth of
capital investment. Aside from the benefits for students
there is significant capital investment that drives the
economic growth of our state. We have invested
$2.1 billion in our health system. We are also investing
back into TAFE and undoing the damage that was done
by those opposite. That also flows through to the
business community, which in effect drives
employment growth in the long term. Under Labor
business investment is up. During 2014–15 Victoria
recorded an increase in business investment of 6.6 per
cent in real terms, which is above all the other mainland
states, including Premier Mike Baird’s New South
Wales. I feel a bit embarrassed for the Leader of the
Opposition that those opposite seem to be much more
in favour of Mike Baird than Matthew Guy — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — It is a pleasure to rise
to speak on this important matter of public importance.
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I will take a moment to pick up on some of the things
said by the previous speaker, the member for Bundoora.
It is sad to see a government inventing fallacies and it is
even sadder to see backbenchers quoting them as fact.
That is what we have heard today — a range of
fallacies being quoted as absolute fact. The member for
Bundoora started with a lot of conviction but he petered
out a little at the end. It was a good start but it needed a
bit in the finish.
The member for Bundoora also raised the issue of debt.
I have previously heard the same member going on
about how the coalition took over government and then
doubled the debt. Anyone who knows anything about
politics and finance knows that debt runs out over the
four-year forward estimates period, and there is very
little that an incoming government can do about debt
that has been set in place by the previous government.
In fact the coalition brought debt down in real terms
over that period of time. I would encourage the member
for Bundoora to look at the figures before he speaks
about debt again, because all he really does is show that
he does not know how to read budget papers and he
does not understand how policies work.
On the matter of public importance, a range of things
have happened but it is important to listen to what
people say and then compare it with what they do. One
interesting thing is to look at what the New South
Wales government said prior to the last election, what
the Victorian government said prior to the last election
and then look at what has happened since then. New
South Wales Premier Mike Baird put the premiers of
Queensland and Victoria on notice. He said:
I am putting the premiers of Queensland and Victoria on
notice — we are coming for your events, we are coming for
your businesses and we are coming for your jobs.

What did the Victorian Premier say? He said, ‘I’ve got
a plan. I’m going to increase employment. I’m going to
put on 100 000 full-time jobs over two years’. He relied
on his Back to Work plan for doing that, and we know
what sort of effect that has had. We know the
government is now in breach of its own legislation. It
has not done the reporting on it that it legislated to say it
would do.
It is also worth looking at the facts. New South Wales
said it would create jobs and Victoria said it would
create jobs, but what has happened? Since the New
South Wales state election New South Wales has
created 66 300 jobs and Queensland has created over
29 000 jobs — and that is saying something. Over the
same period Victoria lost 7800 full-time jobs. The
government that said it had a plan and was critical of
the previous government for not having a plan, which
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in fact created 131 000 new jobs, has gone backwards.
It has done absolutely nothing. In fact it has left
7800 families without jobs. It has left 7800 families
unable to spend money in our businesses. When no-one
is spending money in businesses, businesses cannot
employ people, and then we wonder why we are not
getting new jobs in this state. The reason we are not
getting new jobs in this state is that this government
does not know how to run the state and create jobs.
Even the 7800 full-time jobs is calculated on a basis of
an 0.8 per cent lower participation rate, so saying that
we have lost 7800 jobs is being kind to this
government. We would always want to be kind to this
government because it needs all the help that it can get.
In the period that Premier Andrews lost 7800 jobs, he
really should have created 37 500 jobs if he were to
maintain his promise. Over the next 15 months he has
to create more than 107 000 jobs. I do not know about
the rest of the members of this house, but I do not think
he can do it. If we look at the policies he has got in
place, there is certainly no way he would be able to do
it because he is not genuine about his attempts. If he
were as genuine about creating new jobs for Victorians
as he was about running his red shirt brigade and
making sure that the Labor Party did not pay for the
campaign, we would probably have more jobs in this
state. The Premier certainly worked hard at that and
was able to get the public to pay for it. A lot of hard
work went into that, but it was only about furthering the
Labor Party’s nest, not about doing anything for
Victorians.
Anywhere you look in Victoria you will see things have
gone backwards under this government. In regional
Victoria 14 400 full-time jobs have been lost. I wonder
whether government backbenchers were aware of that.
Are they happy with that? It is a despicable situation.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BURGESS — I hear members on the
government side laughing about that. I do not think
losing 14 400 jobs in regional Victoria is funny at all,
but those on the government side obviously do.
We went from having 440 900 jobs in regional Victoria
in December 2014 to 426 500 jobs in June 2015, which
means that 14 400 families have either reduced or no
incomes. The opposition encouraged the government to
get on board with the policy of moving VicRoads to
Ballarat, but again the Premier was disingenuous. He
said that there had not been any work done on that, but
documents were leaked by some of the government’s
own people which showed that a lot of work had been
done and that the policy was able to be implemented

3907

almost immediately. However, the government found
every reason not to. It has done no work on that.
Youth unemployment has gone from 14.6 per cent in
December to 15 per cent. That has also increased
dramatically: 2300 more youths are unemployed;
7900 fewer youths are in full-time employment. Is this
bad policy? Is it bad advice? Or is the whole thing just
another Labor lie? I think it is probably the latter, and
most people would agree with that.
The budget was a complete failure. If you look at the
way the government went about it, you see that it had
no detailed economic plan and did not really have a
plan for creating jobs. In fact in regard to the plan it put
together, it has shown the respect it has for its own plan
today by not even complying with its own legislation. I
cannot understand why anybody would take it seriously
if the government itself does not take it seriously.
This is the same old Labor, the same old tricks and the
same old mess. Unemployment will be higher under
Labor, economic growth is lower under Labor, the cost
of living pressures are up, infrastructure spending is
down $64 billion over a four-year period, state taxes are
up more than $1.1 billion and $4 billion has been lost
from the surplus. Labor was given a gift by the previous
government, just as Labor always gets gifts from
coalition governments. Labor comes in, the situation is
good, it has a surplus, it is all ready to launch, and what
does Labor do? Absolutely nothing. It does not produce
anything for the state.
Mernda rail is not done, not funded; the Drysdale
bypass, Thompsons Road, Yan Yean — unfunded; no
police for the Somerville police station, and no police
for anywhere in Victoria. Really all that Labor is doing
is just marking time. In fact it is going backwards,
because if you look at some of the smaller type in the
budget, you find an amount that is closer to $1 billion,
with at least $640 million connected to the 3700 jobs
that were just torn up by this government in relation to
the east–west link.
On small business, if the government understood that
small business is in fact the engine room of our
economy, it might be able to move forward instead of
mercilessly attacking it. The growth, sustainability and
productivity of our state is reliant on small business.
Out of 540 000 businesses 90 per cent have fewer than
5 employees and 97 per cent have fewer than
20 employees. Almost half of the non-government jobs
in the state are in small business, and 30 per cent are
located in rural and regional Victoria. What has the
government done about small business? Absolutely
nothing other than imposing on it two brand-new public
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holidays that are doing and have done enormous
damage.
Instead of strengthening, reinforcing and diversifying as
other states in the nation have done, this government
has tried to pull small business down for its own
benefit. Unfortunately that means that what we would
normally rely on as the engine room to create jobs is
unable to do so. Not only is the government not
increasing jobs, but it is putting in place a plan under
the port of Melbourne lease that will put literally tens of
thousands of jobs across this state at great risk. That is
something this whole house should be extremely
worried about, and I encourage the backbench of the
government to have another look at what the
government has planned there.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I agree with the
sentiments which were expressed by my colleague the
member for Bundoora. I also have a low tolerance for
being lectured to by those opposite on employment.
Which bright spark in the opposition rooms decided
they would use the time for raising matters of public
importance (MPI) this week on an issue that they were
a monumental failure on — jobs? It takes someone with
enormous audacity and chutzpah to do that. But
nonetheless, we are here discussing it now.
I know the member for Malvern did some research on
the Labor Party’s jobs plan. I did some research as well.
It took a bit of time, but I found the former coalition
government’s secret plan for jobs. Here is its plan for
2011, 2012, 2013 and 2014. This is the jobs plan. I
could offer to table it, but I do not think that would
achieve anything, because there is nothing in it. That is
the former coalition government’s comprehensive jobs
plan.
The coalition government’s record is characterised in
my mind by two themes: inaction and deliberate
sabotage. It takes a lot of guts to deliberately sabotage
job creation. On the first one — inaction — let us look
at all the transport projects. I was at a transport forum
during the election campaign and my then opponent
was saying how fantastic the Liberal government had
been on a whole bunch of things that it had not actually
done. This is inaction. In 2010 it promised Rowville
rail, Doncaster rail, Avalon rail, Tullamarine airport
rail, Murrumbeena crossing in my electorate,
Melbourne Metro and 40 new trains — but it only
delivered 7. That was in 2010. When we came to the
election in 2014, we found that none of that stuff had
been done. This is inaction of the highest order.
There was no effort to attract investment. Colleagues of
mine have read out the list of devastating job losses
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over the last four years. Just to name a few, Holden lost
1300 jobs; Ford, 1200 jobs; Toyota, 3500 jobs; Qantas,
1300 jobs; Unibic, 170; and ANZ, 600. The list literally
goes on for over a page. I could go on. This is inaction.
There was no actual investment or orchestrated
strategic plan for securing jobs.
Of course I do not expect a government to be
responsible for every job lost in the state — that is
unreasonable — nor every company leaving, but a
government will be judged on what it has done to retain
investment, what it has done to build business
confidence and what it has done to reduce red tape. The
previous government, for all its business pedigree,
which is a cloak that it wears very proudly, did very
little to keep any of those companies in the state and
encourage investment in this state.
Mr McGuire interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — The so-called business
cloak.
The second theme that characterises the coalition
government’s four years of lack of job creation is a
deliberate sabotage element. If you look at the state
government, you see it is the biggest employer in
Victoria, and even in its role as an employer, the
previous coalition government was appalling. It sacked
over 4000 public servants. Public servants get a bad
rap, but they are people, they are human beings, they
have families and they spend in our economy. You
would think there would be some efficiency dividend
here. You would think there would be some relief on
the public purse, but no. I refer to an article by Clay
Lucas and Ben Schneiders that appeared in the Age in
April 2013, and I will read the first line:
The state government is dramatically lifting its spending on
temporary workers —

this is under Baillieu —
and contractors in the public sector to nearly $1 billion — at
the same time as it lays off more than 4000 staff.

How economically prudent is that approach! To quote
the comments of Karen Batt, the state secretary of the
Community and Public Sector Union:
The government is spending $300 million for the most recent
round of redundancies while utilising sham contracting
through labour hire for just under $1 billion.
Ms Batt said the government had ‘perpetuated a political
fraud’ over its redundancy program.

That demonstrates the former coalition government’s
capacity as an employer.
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Secondly, as others have described, the cuts to TAFE
were not only a regressive action in terms of the social
standing of a whole range of communities and career
opportunities for a whole range of underprivileged kids
and adults transitioning to other industries, but it also
took a hammer to future job creation. The result of all
that, as we have heard from the Treasurer, was an
unemployment rate that grew from 4.9 per cent
inherited under Labor to 6.7 per cent — almost
65 000 more Victorians were unemployed. Even the
participation rate was down by 1 per cent, and hours
worked per capita was the lowest it had been since the
recession in the 1990s. That was a result of inaction and
deliberate sabotage.
Our record, on the other hand — and this is where I
find galling the audacity of the opposition to bring this
forward as an MPI theme or topic — is of job creation
in just 10 months; immediate restoration of funding to
TAFE; the largest investment in education in Victoria’s
history — close to $4 billion; major infrastructure like
50 level crossing removals, impacting on 50 local
communities and impacting on 50 local economies as
well as the Victorian economy. The aggregate project is
an eight-year pipeline of work, creating 4500 jobs.
We have Melbourne Metro, we have 50 per cent local
content manufacturing for those level crossings and we
have a 10-year order book for rolling stock, so business
has confidence to invest in rolling stock made in
Victoria. We also have the Premier’s Jobs and
Investment Panel, the Back to Work act and the
Regional Jobs Fund.
I am running out of time. That was in 10 months and I
cannot even get the list out. The comparison is just
astounding, and the result is that unemployment is at
6.2 per cent, from the dizzy heights of 6.8 per cent
under the previous government, and 45 700 jobs were
created — and we have not even begun. We have not
even started; we are talking about 10 months of the
government being in power.
I talked about the Liberal Party’s pretend cloak of good
financial management and business acumen, but when
the opposition was in government it doubled debt from
approximately $11 billion in 2010–11 to $21.24 billion
in 2014–15, with nothing to show for it. The former
government failed to meet its own growth estimates of
2 per cent in 2013–14 and gross state product growth
was about 1.7 per cent. It is interesting how the
opposition has raised this issue as a matter of public
importance. In deciding tactics the opposition probably
thought, ‘We cannot strike a blow against this
government because it is a good government’ — I am
sure they admit that privately — ‘We cannot strike a
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blow, so let us go for areas we are strong at: economic
growth, economic management and job creation’. But
the problem is, federally under previous Labor prime
ministers such as Paul Keating and Bob Hawke, and
then after that Kevin Rudd and Julia Gillard, and in the
state context under previous Labor premiers such as
Steve Bracks and John Brumby, the coalition lost that
mantle. In the same breath the coalition lost the votes of
the Victorian people. There have been 22 years of
Labor in the last 33 years, and that is what the Victorian
people have chosen.
I think the Liberal Party is facing an existential crisis. It
is probably thinking, ‘Where shall we sit in the political
spectrum? Where is our natural ground?’, because it
does not have one now. Labor? This is Labor; not what
the opposition thinks Labor was a century ago. This is
Labor: good economic managers, good social reformers
and good nation builders in terms of infrastructure
projects. Where does the coalition sit? I do not know,
and it has to discover that for itself — maybe at the
Melbourne Club or in the dining room of the Royal
South Yarra Tennis Club, but it has to discover that
because, while it is audacious, bringing MPIs to this
chamber which bear no resemblance to reality, as the
Treasurer and others have said, is not only a disrespect
to the chamber but it is also a disrespect to the Victorian
people.
The Labor government of this term, and the Labor
governments of previous terms, have proven to be very
prudent financial managers, very prudent economic
managers and job creators. We do not create jobs by
having a Parliament that cannot get legislation through
because one of the previous government’s members
went rogue nor by having leadership changes twice in a
short period of time. Jobs cannot be created by thinking
of one project at the 11th hour, which was not even
properly accounted for, and that was the east–west
project. The coalition went to the election saying, ‘We
have created jobs’, but obviously the record does not
speak to that at all. This is a government that creates
jobs — and I caution the tactics team at the Liberal
Party head office and the Leader of the Opposition’s
office — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Yes, exactly — to clearly
try to choose an MPI topic that actually makes sense for
them and gives them some semblance of credibility.
The topic today does not do that because the statistics
do not bear out. My view is that this government will
not only create the jobs it has created in the last
10 months but will also continue to do so in the next
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three years, and I will have a longer list to speak from
in three and a half years time.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to speak on
the matter of public importance in this house
condemning the Andrews government for presiding
over the 7800 full-time jobs lost since coming to office
and to express concern that having slashed the
infrastructure budget by 24 per cent, this government
will break its promise to create 100 000 jobs in its first
two years. This was the big plan; this was what the then
opposition went to the election with when we heard the
member for Mulgrave, now the Premier, and the then
member for Tarneit, now the member for Werribee, the
Treasurer, stand up and say, ‘We are going to come to
government and we going to provide these
100 000 jobs’. We had a Back to Work plan. We had a
plan written in Labor red to say that it was going to
create these jobs, and job creation was all part of the
platform for the 2014 state election.
If we go through the document, we see that the first part
of it talks about every job being worth fighting for. That
was the beginning — that was the letter that was signed
off by the member for Mulgrave, the Premier, that
every job was worth fighting for. We are now not even
12 months in under the new government and we have
lost 7800 jobs — and the only job the Premier is
fighting for is his own job when he has got the red
T-shirt brigade, with people backgrounding him and all
sorts of things happening. That is the only job that the
Premier cares about — it is his own job, not every
Victorian’s job.
I note the member for Broadmeadows is in the chamber
today. We have a situation where hundreds face job
losses as Woolworths axes its Broadmeadows
distribution centre — 680 full-time jobs were lost —
and now the member for Broadmeadows is leaving the
chamber because he does not want to hear that
680 full-time jobs were lost.
Mr McGuire — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Caulfield is misrepresenting
the proposition of what has actually happened in
Broadmeadows. I take offence and ask him to withdraw
the last comment.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order! I
do not uphold the point of order. The member should
sit down.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I note that the member for
Broadmeadows is very touchy when 680 full-time jobs
have been lost in his electorate and he has done nothing
to save those jobs. When asked what the government
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was going to do about those jobs lost — and I note that
the government was going to save every job — a
spokesperson for the industry minister stated that the
government was committed to assisting economies to
transition Melbourne’s north through a $10.5 million
Melbourne North Innovation and Investment Fund. I
am not sure where that $10.5 million innovation and
investment fund will go to save those 680 full-time jobs
that have been lost in the electorate of Broadmeadows.
Obviously the first part of the Back to Work Bill 2015
does nothing to address the fact that every job is worth
fighting for. That is one thing that is certain on this side
of the house — we will work for every job. On the
other side of the house we have a Labor government
that is only interested in spin, talk and no action.
The other thing we see in this document is that the
government will consult the experts and it will create a
Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel — and hasn’t it
mucked around when it comes to that? It has not
determined whether it should be a statutory body; is it a
body within or outside the government? The
government has messed around with this and is
unfortunately missing in action when it comes to that
issue.
Point 4 of this document deals with supporting the
regions. Already part of this document has been
completely torn apart, because we have seen
14 500 jobs in regional Victoria lost. The only jobs that
are being looked after, according to the regions, are the
Premier’s jobs in the region of Mulgrave, where people
are looking after the bridges program, as part of funding
those jobs.
Mr Battin — The Mulgrave Country Club!
Mr SOUTHWICK — That is right — the
Mulgrave Country Club! That is what this Regional
Jobs Fund is all about. It is another complete
misrepresentation in this lovely Back to Work
document that has been cobbled together by the current
government.
The other element we have of this document, point 5,
talks about working with the world. I note that we have
already had a trade mission to China by the Premier,
and I note his activities there, but why do we not hear
him being more active in backing the China free trade
agreement? He was very vocal initially, but all of a
sudden his union mates shut him up and we had a
backflip when it came to backing the free trade
agreement. We need action from this government, not
simply talk and spin.
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We have seen not only jobs lost but, as we heard from
the shadow Treasurer here today, Victoria has fallen to
the back of the pack. When you have New South Wales
creating 84 000 more jobs, and when you also have
Tasmania, Queensland and every other state out there
creating jobs, or at least holding their own, you know
Victoria’s tide is going out. Jobs are being lost, and
again we have the Premier missing in action and doing
absolutely nothing to save those jobs.
I will make this point about some jobs that government
members do care about: there have been jobs created in
the branding area of the government and in the graphic
design area when it comes to creating new logos,
websites, numberplates. Certainly the government has
been active in creating jobs there. It has a $20 million
new logo makeover for Victoria which has ‘the best of
everything’. The government has forgotten the little
tagline that says ‘except jobs’. That should be flagged
there just to ensure that the government is being honest
when it comes to what Victoria has to offer under it.
Government members have also been busy creating a
new numberplate, which is focused on the education
state. That is great, but it cost $45 000 just to change the
slogan, and Victoria will receive $1000 less per student
than New South Wales and $1500 less than our
Queensland counterparts. There is no money when it
comes to building the education state into the future,
but there is plenty of dough when it comes to a rebrand.
In the energy portfolio, on Sunday we just had a new
website launched. The former government had a
website called My Power Planner and even gave the
Labor government $4 million to ensure that gas was
included as part of that website and that it gave more
opportunities for people to compare prices and switch
energy companies. What did this government do? It
spent the money on changing the name. We now have
Victoria Energy Compare. It shows how much this
government knows about business, because we have
now had all these people who have logged on,
registered, got involved with My Power Planner, only
to go back and find it is not there anymore and that they
have to find another website. The government will have
to spend some more money marketing the new website
just to be able to say that it has done something. That is
an absolute disgrace.
Another area in which this government has been pretty
slow when it comes to jobs is in its own departments. In
the new department which is being created advertising
for full-time jobs has just started. So there are a number
of grants that this government has been talking about
that are still missing in action; a lot of these innovations
grants are still not being offered up because there have
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not been staff to create the jobs. We have people who
have been on contract and only now is the government
beginning to offer up full-time jobs. How can you
expect a back-to-work bill to actually mean anything,
when you have a department that does not even create
employment in its own area?
On the government website at the moment you have got
a whole range of messages saying things like
‘innovation vouchers closed’. You have a number of
others such as ‘building global bridges’ and ‘design to
business insight program’. These programs are sitting
there saying ‘closed’ or ‘pending’. They are all missing
in action.
The one lot of jobs that the coalition cannot claim to
have created in its term in government but which
government members certainly can claim in their term
are the part-time jobs that were created by the red
T-shirt brigade.
Mr Battin — The rorting red army!
Mr SOUTHWICK — The rorting red army has
been created under this government. That is how it has
created casual and part-time positions, not the full-time
employment that was promised. We on this side of the
chamber will fight for every job. Instead of that, those
opposite will look at looking after their mates,
deceiving the public and having a campaign that utilises
the red T-shirt rorters. Labor members did anything
they could to get into government; they will do
everything to hold government. They will misrepresent,
they will do everything to hold their time — and we are
still waiting to see whose office employed those red
T-shirt rorters.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
make a contribution to the matter of public importance
(MPI). The member for Caulfield said we would do
anything to keep government; former government
members did everything to get out of government. I
have even got a cartoon to illustrate it, by Spooner,
back from 2012 — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — The
member is not to use props.
Mr CARROLL — It has Mr Baillieu on it, and it
says:
Labor is bagging us about possible government job cuts.

Mr Baillieu said:
If we let Labor keep one job at Niddrie, that should make
them happy.
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The coalition created one job in 2012 — that was me.
Why? It did not have the guts to run a candidate against
me.

That was a motion passed by a Liberal mayor. When
you have that happening, you know you are in deep
trouble.

The member for Caulfield also wanted to highlight
desktop publishing. In relation to the member for
Malvern’s signature project, the east–west link, and the
side deal, this was the former government’s business
case: a 3000-word high school essay. Members of the
former government should be ashamed of themselves.
On this side of the chamber we put a lot of effort into
our communications. We have seen the Minister for
Public Transport do a lot already. But if you go through
this business case, what you see is a freeway already
chock-a-block — and this is the former government
advertising the east–west link — —

In terms of the matter of public importance we are
debating today, I think Josh Gordon hit the nail on the
head in the Age on 19 March in an article headed
‘Liberals are not better economic managers’. He wrote:

Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member is clearly using props. He is
holding up a document and waving it around the
chamber. I ask that you get him to cease using props in
the chamber.

Which brings us to the east–west link … the former coalition
government was so desperate to lock the deal in before the
last election, it agreed to a demand by the consortium
contracted to build the $6.8 billion road to sign a so-called
side letter, guaranteeing a large amount of compensation even
if the contract to build it were rendered invalid by a court.

Mr J. Bull — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
I believe the member was referring to the document in
his hand.

That side letter signed by the member for Malvern,
working with the consortium, will be an albatross
around his neck for the rest of his career at Spring
Street, and he knows it. With this government you will
not get side letters. You will get infrastructure and
building for the future.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
Was the member referring to the document?
Mr CARROLL — It is the business case.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
There is no point of order.
Mr CARROLL — I respect the member for
Caulfield. He is the visiting professor to Spring Street,
but as we know those qualifications are dodgy — as
dodgy as the east–west link business case.
Infrastructure is critical to jobs and job creation. Our
signature project, the Melbourne Metro project, will
deliver enormous benefits. I am very proud that this
government is getting on with the projects we promised
before the last election. The former Minister for Public
Transport, Terry Mulder, said, ‘You can’t build your
way out of congestion’. But I did love the way the
east–west link had Liberals turning on each other. An
article in the Age on 20 August states:
The City of Glen Eira — headed by Liberal mayor Jamie
Hyams — has unanimously passed a motion warning that the
$6 billion to $8 billion project will offer the local area ‘little
benefit’.
‘The east–west tunnel will effectively absorb funds for major
transport infrastructure in Melbourne for many years, possibly
delaying projects that potentially benefit Glen Eira’, the
motion says.

Former Victorian Treasurer Michael O’Brien was cut from
the same cloth, having worked as a senior adviser to
Costello —

former federal Treasurer Peter Costello —
for five years.
…

There was a lot of advice being given to the member for
Malvern at that time about the work that needed to be
done. He only had to pick up the previous government
administration’s report by Rod Eddington, which
reached an entirely different conclusion to those
opposite, with their so-called ‘agglomeration benefits’.
They were picking things out of the air to try to get
their business case to stack up. Rod Eddington’s study
said the estimated benefit-cost ratio would be just 0.5, a
loss of 50 cents for every dollar invested. What sort of
economic management and responsibility is that? It is
unbelievable.
I am very proud that this is a job-creating government.
On Monday I got to bring in representatives from
Ferguson Plarre Bakehouses in my electorate. That is a
110-year-old company in Keilor Park that has been
passed down through five generations. We had a
fantastic meeting with the Minister for Industry about
the Future Industries Fund, through which food and
fibre will be made a cornerstone of our economy in the
21st century. I am very proud of that.
Last Friday VicRoads was out in my electorate to talk
about the CityLink widening project, something that
was announced back when we were talking about
getting rid of our 50 most dangerous level crossings
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through Project 10 000. The opposition still has not
made up its mind about level crossings. It is more
interested in keeping people stuck in traffic at boom
gates. There was, however, the upgrade of the New
Street, Brighton, crossing, which was lower than
no. 200 on the priority list. That is the member for
Brighton’s legacy. We are getting on with the job of
removing our 50 most dangerous level crossings. Work
has already started. The member for Bentleigh is out
there chairing his local committee. We are getting on
with it and doing things.
I also want to talk about the airport rail link. That was
slated to run through my electorate of Niddrie. It was a
surprise to everyone. It was drawn up on the back of a
coaster overnight. Not one local and not one private
business was consulted. That includes Highpoint
shopping centre, one of the biggest shopping centres in
the Southern Hemisphere. It would have been happy to
sit down with the government, but it was not consulted
and nor was there any attempt to attract private sector
investment. The rail link was going to affect Westfield
Airport West, but Westfield was not talked to either.
I wrote to the previous Minister for Public Transport,
Terry Mulder, to see if we were going to get a sound
wall. He wrote back and said, ‘Tell your constituents to
go and speak to the Australian Rail Track Corporation
in Adelaide’. That went down a treat! I had to pass out
a phone number with the area code 08. I said, ‘Here’s
Terry Mulder’s number as well if you’re still upset’.
That was what we were dealing with.
This MPI is a very important one. Before I conclude I
want to make some remarks about jobs. A very
important Age/Nielsen poll was conducted in 2014.
Now that those opposite are back in opposition, where
they belong, after only four years, I want to talk to them
about what the Victorian community is very keen to
see. The 1000 people surveyed ranked health and
hospitals as the no. 1 issue. On transport, 42 per cent of
the people polled said the Melbourne Metro rail project
was the most important, followed by Labor’s plan to
remove 50 level crossings, with the east–west link a
distant last. This was a blow to the previous
government back in 2014. It went through two Premiers
and two Treasurers, and it wonders why it is sitting
over there today.
The Andrews Labor government is investing in health.
It is investing in education. The Minister for
Employment is getting on with the job. She has been
out to Essendon Fields in my electorate. We are doing
all sorts of good business out there. We have the new
hotel being built. We have the LaManna supermarket
going great guns against the Coles-Woolworths
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duopoly. You should come out to visit that one, visiting
professor — you never know! We are also looking at
all sorts of tertiary institutions, and we would love to
have a man of your esteem and qualifications out there.
Bring that wonderful CV of yours as well because it is a
ripper. We all have a plate of it. I want to make sure
that the visiting professor can come out at some stage to
meet and talk to the locals about the cuts under his
government to the Victorian certificate of applied
learning, to TAFE — —
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member has absolutely nothing to say. He
has spent the best part of 9 minutes talking about
nothing but jobs. I ask you to bring him back to the
MPI.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
That is not a point of order. The member will resume
his seat.
Mr CARROLL — Someone is a bit touchy on that
side of the house. I thank members for the MPI debate.
It was a pleasure to make this contribution.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise with pleasure to
speak on the matter of public importance proposed to
this house by the member for Malvern. What a sorry
state Victoria has become. When we see a member of
the government spending all his time talking about
everything the government has not done and every job
it has not created, but for a couple here and there, it is
clear that he fails to understand that the crux of this
MPI is the fact that jobs growth is going backwards.
Sure, you are going to get some wins and losses along
the way. You are going to get some jobs created, but by
far and away jobs are being lost.
In Victoria there is a big lack of investor confidence at
the moment. Small businesses and enterprises, some of
them larger, are feeling abandoned and deserted by a
government that is full of rhetoric, a government whose
actions do not match its words, a government that is
about broken promises. We have heard lots from the
Premier and others before him. They are happy to say
anything to get elected. I think the member for Ivanhoe
confirmed that with his banter across the chamber
before. He knows what they have to say to get elected,
and it does not hold weight.
The Premier keeps telling us that he is keeping his
promises, and I am sure he is hoping that if he keeps
saying that, people are going to believe it. But hope is
not a strategy. He is out there banging on about how
Labor is keeping its promises when in fact he is not
keeping his promises. I was flabbergasted in question
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time today when the Treasurer said in his ministers
statement, which was about job losses, that he was
proud of the government’s work. I found that
extraordinary because this is a government that is not
living up to its promises and is not backing its
promises, especially in relation to boosting the
economy.
Labor said it would not increase taxes prior to the
election — yes, right. There were a couple of new
property taxes introduced. The government upped the
fire services property levy after bagging us for our
well-overdue reforms. Labor has popped it up by about
7 per cent. But I have to tell you, Acting Speaker, this
pre-election promise is a doozy: the creation of
100 000 full-time jobs in two years. I will not walk
members through Labor’s policy document as the
member for Caulfield has already done that, but Labor
produced this very glossy document on the front page
of which it says: ‘Labor’s plan for 100 000 jobs’. That
is certainly a stretch target.
I think I heard the word ‘vicious’ used earlier by the
Treasurer. I am not sure I heard that right, but
nevertheless Labor promised 100 000 new full-time
jobs. What has happened? It has actually gone in the
opposite direction. There have been job losses. Almost
7800 full-time jobs have been lost. You have to look at
the net effect. You win some, but you lose a lot more.
The Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) is telling us
that there have been full-time job losses at a time when
the participation rate has fallen too. I think the shadow
Treasurer mentioned that people are giving up even
looking for jobs because the economy is in such a
dismal state.
Let us look at where these jobs have been lost. In the
six-month period from 14 December there were
2400 jobs lost in Warrnambool and the south-west
coast, 9700 jobs lost in north-western Victoria,
1300 jobs lost in Bendigo, 4300 jobs lost in Ballarat
and 10 500 jobs lost in Geelong. All up Labor has had a
couple of wins, but it has lost a lot of jobs. Some
7800 jobs have been lost, so you have to add those to
Labor’s stretch target of 100 000 jobs in two years,
which brings it to 107 800 jobs in 15 months. If we
thought two years was a stretch for 100 000 jobs, it is
now even harder to achieve.
Yesterday in question time we heard that the highest
number of full-time jobs ever created over a 15-month
period — the time Labor has between the statistical
period and the end of the two years — is 98 784, and of
course that was under a coalition government. The
government has to eclipse anything that has been done
in the past. I think we should ask the bookmakers what
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odds they would give the Andrews Melbourne-centric
Labor government on delivering on its promise of
100 000 new full-time jobs as well as the
7800 additional jobs it has to create. I would like to see
the odds on Labor doing that. That is probably 10 per
cent more than the best record we have.
Yesterday in question time I heard the Leader of the
House, the member for Bendigo East — and it is in
Hansard — dispute the fact that the number of full-time
jobs was going backwards. This is based on ABS data,
so here she is making the call that the ABS is probably
rorting the data just like the Labor Party rorted the
employment of casual staff before last year’s election.
In a very short period of time Labor, not even
one-quarter into its term of office, has trashed Victoria.
From having the strongest finances and from having
strong full-time job growth, we are now the worst in the
country. In his contribution the shadow Treasurer
outlined the figures for other states. In New South
Wales for the same period there were 84 000 new jobs
created. In Queensland, under Annastacia Palaszczuk,
they are also in the black with 3196 new jobs created.
Tasmania is going forward with over 3000 new jobs,
but Victoria is going backwards.
It is easy to start to see where things have gone wrong.
If we look first at what happened when Labor got into
government, we see that even before that the
cancellation of the east–west link meant that 3700 jobs
it could have had on its books would not be there.
Labor chose to take an ideological stand against a
project which will be built at some stage and which
needs to be built. It just shows the government’s lack of
understanding about the bigger picture for the growth
of Melbourne. I am sure if government members go
along to the function tonight with the Committee for
Melbourne, they will find the committee still feels the
east–west link is a project that is absolutely necessary.
Let us look at the policies that Labor has introduced,
such as extra public holidays and the ditching of the
construction code — what shockers. Not only that, but
the government has also cut the infrastructure spend by
24 per cent across the forward estimates, and that is
pretty easy to verify. If we look at the pre-election
budget update, we see in the forward estimates that it is
out to $26.8 billion. If we look at Labor’s fiscal
aggregates, we see that it stands at $20.4 billion, so
$6.4 billion or 24 per cent has been cut.
Let us look at one of the ways you create jobs. You can
create jobs by creating infrastructure. The cut to the
infrastructure budget is across the forward estimates.
This cut is not just this financial year so a bit can be put
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away for a rainy day and then it will be caught up in
coming years; this is across the forward estimates. Do
members know what else they could have done? In my
electorate, in the Upper Yarra, through the Interface
Growth Fund the government had the opportunity to
back a project that would have created 175 new jobs.
But what did it put its money into? A playground — or
trying to shore things up for the member for Monbulk,
the Deputy Premier, by putting additional money into
the Belgrave hub. What could have been an investment
in 175 jobs in an area that absolutely needs those jobs
became a decision by the government to abandon its
job strategy.
The government is not fighting for every job. Every job
is not important. It is absolutely no wonder that, with
policies like those it has and with investment in
infrastructure being scaled back, investors out there
who create jobs — the private sector that employs
people and does projects — are not going to run around
looking to invest their money and employ people in
Victoria. They have lost confidence in the government.
What are they doing? We have seen the statistics we
were given about the positive jobs growth in New
South Wales. It is extraordinarily good positive jobs
growth, so it is no wonder that investors are heading to
New South Wales and it is no wonder that the Liberal
Premier of NSW, Mike Baird, can see what is going on
here and knows how to exploit it. He knows how to
make the most of what is going on in Victoria because
he knows that people are not happy here and there is no
investor confidence. So what is he doing? He is saying,
‘Come to New South Wales. We’ll put a lot of
infrastructure investment on the table. Let’s get things
rolling’. You can see the results already.
Victoria, sadly, has gone from being in such a strong
position economically, where we had great finances and
good jobs growth, to having a government that is
ignoring jobs growth. The government is way behind
the eight ball.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I cannot believe
that contribution from the member for Eildon. For four
years in opposition the Labor Party called for the then
Liberal government under both Mr Baillieu and
Dr Napthine to work on developing a jobs plan.
Everyone knew that Victoria was facing great
challenges in relation to jobs and innovation and that
we needed to prepare for that — that we needed to be
prepared for the changing industries and that we needed
to be preparing our communities for the jobs of the
future.
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What did the coalition do when it was in government?
It cut TAFE; in effect, it murdered TAFE. It took
$1.2 billion out of our TAFE system, depriving young
people of opportunities to be prepared for the jobs of
the future. This government will forever wear that.
What did it do? It made no provision whatsoever for
oversight of the private providers, so we now see a
situation where private providers are being closed
down, called to account or monitored because no-one
under the former government’s watch was monitored or
made to meet the commitments they needed to meet.
Members opposite are taking an outrageous position on
young people by claiming they did anything to help
them get a job. They did the exact opposite — they
deprived young people of the opportunity to be job
ready and able to go into the jobs they needed.
Let us talk about the industries that closed down while
those opposite were in government. They did nothing
about those closures. They stood by and watched the
federal government close down our car industry
overnight. Did they go up to Canberra to see Joe
Hockey and Tony Abbott and talk to them about the
importance of keeping the car industry? I will give just
one example of why this industry was so important to
Victoria. I met with a number of car component
companies, the people who produce bits for cars. One
of them produced tiny little sockets that go into cars,
and they might have been worth about 50 cents each.
They decided they would try to innovate on the back of
the money that was constantly coming in from the car
industry. They started making the stents that are used in
heart operations, which were worth a lot more to them
per unit and were far more profitable. They could not
have done that without the certainty of the money that
was coming in from the car industry. It enabled them to
invest in the research and development they needed to
diversify their product.
It was important to keep the car industry viable. It was
important for the thousands of people who worked in
the car industry directly or indirectly. Let us be very
clear about this: it is not good enough to keep car
industry executives sitting outside your office, which is
exactly what Joe Hockey and Tony Abbott did, and
then sit down and say to them, ‘We are not interested.
You can go’.
The Australian dollar is now at US70 cents. It is
fluctuating at around 71 cents, maybe 72 cents in the
US dollar. We would have a viable car industry today at
that valuation, but do we have one? No. It is leaving our
shores because the coalition was silent and would not
tell Tony Abbott and Joe Hockey, ‘This is not good
enough. We see a future for the car industry here in
Victoria, we see a future for innovative jobs and we see
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a future that can drive change if we keep the car
industry here’. No, they were not prepared to take that
fight up to Canberra. They were not prepared to fight
for those jobs. They did not care. For four years they
did not care.
The fact that Victoria had any infrastructure program at
all was because of the previous Labor government. If
there had not been a tail of infrastructure projects there
for those opposite to rely on, such as the children’s
hospital, the women’s hospital, the regional rail and the
Pakenham bypass — a number of projects that had
been put in train under a Labor government — there
would not have been an infrastructure program they
could have talked about.
If anyone wants to talk about industry confidence, I can
tell them about the number of businesses that have
talked to us about the period the Liberals reigned over
this state and how they felt there was nothing
happening and there was no direction. They got the
sense that the government did not know where it should
go or what it needed to do to help industry get there.
The number of businesses with those concerns is
countless. Just about every businessperson we spoke to
was concerned that Victoria had lost its way under the
Baillieu and Napthine governments.
Did the former government try to resurrect itself? It did.
At the 11th hour it tried to resurrect itself. Did it try to
do it for Victorians? No. It did it to get itself re-elected.
Its plans were thrown out in October 2014. That is not
about a plan for the future. That is about saying, ‘Let’s
try and save as many seats as we can; maybe we can get
re-elected’. The Victorian people saw through that and
threw that government out. They threw that
government out because they knew it did not have a
plan, it did not care and it had no way of preparing
Victoria for the future.
Labor does care and it is why members on this side are
prepared to set an ambitious target of 100 000 jobs. We
are investing in innovative new industries because we
know we have to prepare for a change. We also know
that we need to prepare young people for the future, and
that is why we are reinvesting in training and in our
TAFE system. It is why we are working with people in
industry, to make sure that we are helping them to
create new global markets and the jobs of the future that
we know we need in Victoria — and they are confident
that we will deliver.
I will not have opposition members, who when in
government did nothing, tell members on this side of
the chamber how to help drive an economy. Those
opposite do not have a clue. When in government the
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former Treasurer would get up in here day after day and
say what a wonderful job those opposite were doing in
creating jobs. He got up and spouted about McDonald’s
as the jobs creator of the future. He got up here every
day and talked about McDonald’s creating the jobs of
the future because he had no others he could talk about.
What is that? That is not a jobs strategy. That is an
indictment of a government that did not know how to
do it, whose members were not prepared for
government when they arrived and were not prepared
to do the hard work that they needed to do to have a
jobs plan. That requires government members to
consult with business and to talk with educational
institutions. None of that work was done under those
opposite. They were too lazy to do that work, to work
with Victorians to prepare a plan for how to create the
jobs of the future. That is why now we on this side have
to fight back so hard to re-create the position Victoria
was in as the powerhouse of innovation and jobs.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! The member for Eltham!
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms THOMSON — Let us talk about the
unemployment rate.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! The member for Eltham! Members of the
opposition!
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! The member for Eltham should calm down. I
have asked her several times.
Ms THOMSON — Under the Liberals the
unemployment rate rose from 4.9 per cent to 6.7 per
cent. Those opposite were handed a fantastic economy
when they were elected in 2010, contrary to the spin
they might want to put on it. Unemployment was at
4.9 per cent, and they took it out to 6.7 per cent. We
have brought it back down to 6.2 per cent. Are we
proud of that? No. There is a long way to go, and we
will work every single minute of every single day on
trying to ensure that we are preparing Victoria for the
future it can have. We will help prepare our children for
the future they can have and we will work with people
in business to prepare them to be able to succeed in a
global economy. We have done it before and we will do
it again.
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Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am very pleased to
rise today to speak on the matter of public importance
submitted by the member for Malvern — that is:
That this house condemns the Andrews government for
presiding over the loss of 7800 full-time jobs since coming to
office, and expresses its concern that, having slashed the
infrastructure budget by 24 per cent, the government will
break its promise to Victorians to create 100 000 full-time
jobs in its first two years.’

At the outset, I say that job creation is one of the
important and absolutely fundamental matters for any
government to be involved in, and it is certainly a
matter of vital importance here in Victoria. As we all
know, one of the most important things for all of us is
to be able to have a rewarding job, to be able to fulfil
that, and to deliver for our families — for those of us
who are in that situation.
Before I address the specifics of the matter of public
importance, it is important and instructive to set the
context by looking at a couple of the key aspects of the
current state budget. We need to go back to the time
when the coalition left office and not forget that by any
measure the Victorian economy was the best
performing economy in Australia. It was left with
massive surpluses over the forward estimates periods
well into the future, it had a AAA rating with a stable
outlook from the two major ratings agencies and it was
in just a fine position.
Turning to the actual surpluses shown in the budget and
comparing the pre-election budget update to the figures
on page 13 of budget paper 2 of the first of the Labor
government’s budgets, we can see that the coalition’s
cumulative surplus went from $9.1 billion down to
$4.9 billion over that forward estimates period, which is
an incredible drop in a very short period of time. To rub
salt into the wound, we can see that the numbers the
Labor government has reported include the $1.5 billion
paid by the commonwealth for the now scrapped
east–west link. If you take that out, it of course places
the current year budget result into deficit. So within
months of coming to office we have the incoming
Labor government essentially budgeting for a deficit.
Straightaway the alarm bells are ringing, because we
can see it is Labor of old coming back — reverting to
type and coming back to what we know.
Interestingly, in its pre-election financial statement
Labor committed to delivering the coalition’s surpluses.
Labor has failed to do that. In my view, that is the first
of the broken promises, the first of the Labor lies. That
is evidenced in an article in the Herald Sun of
19 November 2014, where the Premier is quoted as
saying:
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We’re going to maintain a AAA rating, we’re going to run
surplus budgets.

Here is the clincher:
In fact we have got no intention of changing the surplus
profile outlined in the pre-election budget update, which is
$1.1 (billion) in the current year out to about $3 (billion) in
the last of the forwards.

Straightaway we can see that that is the first of Labor’s
lies. It is the first broken promise, and it is out there.
The Treasurer then went on to talk about that on
27 November. He said, amongst other things, on ABC
radio:
… our commitments will have no impact on the projected
budget surplus throughout the four years of the forward
estimates and we will introduce no new taxes to fund our
election commitments.

There we have the empty words of both the Treasurer
and the Premier — the first of Labor’s lies within a
very short time of coming to government.
Secondly, on the important issue of infrastructure
investment as addressed in the matter of public
importance, page 13 of budget paper 2 shows the
outcomes for infrastructure investment. We can see that
under the coalition government over the forward
estimates period that was to be $26.8 billion; under the
Labor government it has been slashed to $20.4 billion.
That is a 24 per cent decrease in infrastructure
spending — a massive $6.4 billion over four years.
Obviously that has to have an impact on jobs, because
in terms of those massive multibillion-dollar
infrastructure projects the government becomes a big
employer.
Thirdly, on the unemployment levels and again
referring back to the budget papers, we can see the true
colours of the Labor government, with all the forward
estimates unemployment levels being greatly in excess
of the previous levels as advised by the coalition when
in government.
It is interesting that on Labor’s promise of
100 000 full-time jobs over two years, as others on this
side have most eloquently outlined to the house, the
reality is that since the coalition left office there has
been a decrease of some 7800 in full-time jobs. All of a
sudden the aspirational target of 100 000 jobs is seen
for what it is — that is, just empty words on a page and
a lot of hot air and nonsense. This government is
incapable of stimulating the economy in a positive way
that will help small and large businesses to generate
those jobs. In order to fulfil that promise, the
107 800 jobs need to be created at the rate of 7187 jobs
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a month or 1658 jobs per week, which is an
extraordinary level.
It is interesting to note, as other speakers have also
noted, that over the same time period some
84 000 full-time jobs have been created in New South
Wales under the strong Liberal leadership there. That is
a very stark contrast for all residents here in Victoria to
see.
The coalition’s record stands up to scrutiny. During the
four years of the coalition government more than
136 000 jobs were created, and more than
34 300 full-time jobs were created during its last year in
office. In addition to that, in government we sought to
stimulate the economy in many ways, including by
relieving the burden on businesses, cutting WorkCover
costs a couple of times, reforming the fire services levy,
doing other reforms as required and endeavouring to
stimulate the economy in a range of ways.
A number of members on the other side have talked
about the big plan to remove the 50 level crossings, and
I think that is a very interesting project or proposition to
look at. We can see that the overall cost of this project
is $5 billion to $6 billion. When we look at what is
budgeted for in the budget papers of this year, we see
that in the asset initiatives table, table 1.7 on page 36 of
budget paper 3, there is a mere $3 million for the level
crossing removal program. Way out on the right-hand
side — after four columns of TBC, which stands for ‘to
be confirmed’ — we see $5 billion to $6 billion. There
we have it. The current budget — the 2014–15
budget — has just that very limited $3 million. There is
no future funding for it at all. Despite all that we have
heard from the other side, the projects that are really
going at any sort of pace are the ones that were initiated
and fully funded under the last budget of the previous
government — the Blackburn Road, Burke Road,
North Road and Main Street projects. You can see that
talk is cheap, and you see what is actually happening
when you look at the numbers.
In conclusion, there is one area where the current Labor
government is leading the way — that is, in the
Australian Bureau of Statistics industrial dispute
figures. The June 2015 figures show that from
December 2014 to June 2015, 14 500 working days
have been lost due to industrial disputes. That is one
record and leadership area that the Labor government
can claim, sadly for the rest of us.
Again, sadly for all Victorians, the Premier’s promise to
create 100 000 full-time jobs over two years is nothing
more than a Labor lie. It is another Labor broken
promise. It is a hoax foisted upon the Victorian people.
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It is a shameful proposition that is misleading the
community. Instead of generating jobs, this Labor
government is trying to crush jobs by introducing new
public holidays and impacting negatively on business in
a range of other ways.
Business interrupted under standing orders.

VICTORIAN ENERGY EFFICIENCY
TARGET AMENDMENT (SAVING
ENERGY, GROWING JOBS) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — As I was saying
before debate on this bill was adjourned, the Victorian
energy efficiency target sis something we must look at
in terms of some of the detail of what is going to
happen once the program is rolled out. The devil is
always in the detail when it comes to these things. In
terms of implementation, we have seen extended
implementation in lighting, which has represented the
largest uptake of energy efficiency. We will be looking
to see how the program will be rolled out from this
point in time onwards. I note that the bill refers to jobs
in terms of job creation. I note that it refers to 2000 jobs
being created as part of the rollout and as part of the
program. It will be interesting to see some of the detail
around that, particularly as we heard in the last debate
that almost 8000 jobs have been lost in 12 months
under the current government. If we are going to see a
huge uptake of 2000 jobs in just one sector as a result of
one program, then I think the government is on a
winner, and it should be looking at seeing how it can do
that to create all the other jobs it is looking at creating,
because it has absolutely been missing in action when it
comes to job creation.
Certainly energy efficiency, renewables and clean
energy are all important things which we should be
looking at, but you cannot hang your hat on everything.
In relation to this legislation there have been a lot of
claims. The claim has been made that it will create
additional economic benefit, but we are yet to see that.
Job creation is talked about as part of all of this. Clean
energy and energy efficiency are important and things
we have to be looking at. That is why this opposition is
not opposing this bill — we believe in the overall
intention. We will be looking very carefully at the
detail, however, and we certainly will be holding this
government to account when it comes to that detail.
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Above all I will say that this opposition believes in
customers getting the best deal and that we should be
looking after their power bills.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — I am sure the member for
Essendon would agree with me in saying that all the
voters who talk to him in his electorate are looking for
cheaper energy — a market-driven approach, not a
back-to-the future approach, which is what we have
heard from government members. They are all focused
on the years of the past — the Cain and Kirner years
and beyond. What we are looking for here is job
creation, leadership and energy efficiency, but I very
much doubt that this government can deliver those
things. I very much doubt that this government has the
tenacity, has the heart and most importantly has the
vision to be able to deliver when it comes to jobs
infrastructure in this state.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is my pleasure
today to rise to speak on the Victorian Energy
Efficiency Target Amendment (Saving Energy,
Growing Jobs) Bill 2015. Might I say it is always a
pleasure to take the opportunity to speak in this house
on this government’s progressive agenda in energy
policy. It is also great to have the minister in the house
for this debate. And what a hardworking minister she
is! If we look back at what that lot on the other side of
the house did in the four years they were in power, we
see that they managed to bring to the house a measly
four bills in the energy portfolio.
What a contrast with this minister and the Andrews
Labor government. We have passed four energy bills
already, and we have not yet been in government for
one year. As good fortune would have it, because of my
passion for energy policy once again I get to speak
directly after the member for Caulfield.
Once again the member for Caulfield has used a
substantial amount of the time allocated to him today,
not to speak on the bill or about energy policy but to
continue to pursue his bizarre fixation with the member
for Essendon. I do not know what it is about the
member for Essendon, but he really manages to rile the
member for Caulfield. So much so that an examination
of Hansard will demonstrate, not only in this speech
but in previous speeches, that he spends most of his
time responding to interjections from the member for
Essendon. He knows full well that that is
unparliamentary. However, the time he takes to respond
to interjections is time that he does not have to speak on
the bill.
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Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, we are now just 2 minutes into the member’s
contribution on the bill and there has been no mention
of anything in the bill. I ask you to bring the member
back to the bill rather than talking about my relationship
with the member for Essendon.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I uphold the point of order. I ask the member to
come back to the bill.
Ms THOMAS — It is my pleasure to speak directly
on the bill. The bill contains three key themes across the
energy portfolio of the Minister for Energy and
Resources. The first theme is a commitment to fairer
pricing and fairer markets for energy consumers and a
consciousness of the need to focus on low-income
families to ensure that they are able to access energy at
the best price and make their contribution to lowering
greenhouse gas emissions.
A second theme in this bill and in other bills brought to
the house by the minister is an absolute commitment to
renewable energy. This government accepts the science
of climate change. Unlike those on the other side of the
house we are not in denial about climate change. We
accept the science, and we are taking real action to
address it.
The third theme is about jobs. The government sees
energy policy as an opportunity to drive job creation in
the state. The very successful Victorian energy
efficiency target (VEET) scheme is based on very
credible estimates and accounts for around 2000 jobs in
the state — 2000 jobs that the former energy minister,
the member for Morwell, who is in the chamber, was
willing to throw out of the window. Having had to
listen to those opposite lecture us about jobs for the last
2 hours, it is bizarre that the member for Morwell is
prepared to sit in the house when he was ready to toss
out 2000 jobs as a result of not continuing with the
VEET scheme.
This is an excellent bill. It amends the Victorian Energy
Efficiency Target Act 2007 to set the new VEET
scheme for the five-year period from 2016 to 2020. It
gives consumers and industry the certainty they need.
The bill also provides a mechanism for setting future
targets and clarifies the link between the target and
annual retailer liabilities under the scheme. I commend
this excellent bill to the house. I note with some
disappointment that opposition members cannot bring
themselves to support the scheme. They are not
opposing it, but they cannot bring themselves to support
it. The member for Caulfield, whose Twitter profile
tries to present him as a member of the Greens party,
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has been at a wind farm. You would think that someone
who was trying to present themselves in this way — —
Mr Southwick — On a point of order, Speaker,
although I love the member talking about my Twitter
profile, the wind farms I have visited, my embracing of
the Clean Energy Council and all of the things I have
done in the energy area, I ask you to bring the member
back to the bill. It is an important bill, and if the
member has nothing to say about it, then maybe she
should sit down.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blackwood) —
Order! I am not sure that the member for Caulfield’s
Twitter feed is included in the bill. I ask the member to
come back to the bill.
Ms THOMAS — I only want to make the point that
the member for Caulfield, despite being the shadow
Minister for Energy and Resources, is not quite certain
whether he is for or against renewables. He needs to be
clear about where he stands. He should be brave and
stand up in his party room and say, ‘We should do the
right thing and we should get right behind this bill. We
should support its speedy passage’. On that note I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I rise to speak on the
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Amendment
(Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015. The title is
an oxymoron given the matter of public importance we
have just debated. If you look at the bill’s title and try to
rationalise it with the fact that the Victorian energy
efficiency target (VEET) scheme target is only
increasing ever so slightly over the next period of time,
you can only wonder how you can equate that to
substantial growth in jobs.
Ms D’Ambrosio interjected.
Mr NORTHE — As the minister interjects, this is
not a jobs growth bill. In the minister’s words, all it is
doing is keeping the jobs in the industry that are already
there.
Nevertheless the bill specifies the VEET scheme target
over the next five years. It provides that the VEET
scheme target for each year from 2021 to 2029 is to be
specified by the regulations. It also requires that the
greenhouse gas reduction rates for electricity and gas
are to be fixed having regard to the VEET scheme
target.
By way of history, the VEET scheme was introduced
by the former Labor government and commenced on
1 January 2009. The coalition government and indeed a
former minister, who is sitting to my right, extended
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and expanded the VEET scheme; in fact they doubled
the target. One of the important things we did at the
time was to ensure that businesses could access the
VEET scheme, and I will refer to that further in my
contribution.
Basically certificates are generated by accredited
businesses whereby energy efficient appliances are
installed or upgraded. Each of those certificates
represents 1 tonne of greenhouse gas emissions to be
avoided. The energy retailers are then required to
surrender a specific number of certificates each year.
There are a number of examples to which that could
apply, and probably some of the most popular are
lighting and stand-by power controllers in some of our
appliances, whether that be televisions, refrigerators or
clothes dryers. From a business point of view access to
efficient refrigeration, display cabinets, low-flow water
trigger nozzles, motors and fans are just some of the
examples of what can be utilised under the scheme.
As I mentioned, the coalition government extended and
expanded the program. It is important to note that as the
scheme drew to its conclusion a business impact
assessment was undertaken. That report was released in
February 2014. The business impact assessment did a
number of things, and its conclusion was clear — that
the costs outweighed the benefits of the scheme. As
referred to by the member for Caulfield, the net cost of
the scheme to the economy was around $700 million.
That is a big number, but when you drill that down to
each household, we are talking about an approximate
annual cost of $50 added to electricity bills. However, I
would think none of us in this chamber would want to
support that.
One of the compelling components of that report was
its finding that low-income households in particular are
most likely to be disadvantaged as part of the scheme.
They would be worse off because, as the member for
Caulfield said, potentially most of the lowest hanging
fruit had already been taken up. If you bring on new
initiatives as part of this scheme, they are more likely to
be the more expensive, more complex products that you
would put in place, and therefore the most
disadvantaged people in our communities would be
impacted upon.
The member for Caulfield also raised a number of
concerns about the business case, and it really tells
another story — that is, how will the scheme operate in
the future? There are a lot of unanswered questions as
to how the targets are going to be met, given the fact
that a lot of the low-hanging fruit, if you like, has
already been taken up. It will be interesting to see what
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products will form part of this scheme into the future,
and that really is a big unknown.
Does the scheme open up to unscrupulous businesses,
for example, who are trying to sell these products?
Acting Speaker, you have probably experienced the
situation that I and I am sure most members of this
Parliament who have been around a little while would
have had of consumers coming into your electorate
office complaining about the activities of door-to-door
salesmen trying to flog off some of these products. In
many cases those businesses doing the wrong thing
need to be held to account. It is important that the
government, if it adopts this scheme, makes sure that
consumers are not subject to some of the practices that
occurred in the late 2000s.
There is concern from other groups and organisations.
One only has to refer to an article in the Australian
newspaper of 1 June this year, under the heading
‘Energy suppliers say $4 bn turnaround doesn’t add
up’. The article says:
A turnaround of up to $4 billion in the claimed benefits of
Victoria’s energy efficiency target scheme was blasted by
industry and raised serious questions about modelling used by
the Andrews government to revive the controversial
greenhouse strategy.
While backing the pursuit of energy efficiency, the Energy
Supply Association of Australia questioned the modelling
used to justify reintroducing a scheme dumped by the
coalition last year.

The article goes on to say:
Energy Supply Association of Australia chief executive
Matthew Warren said he was fully supportive of pursuing
energy efficiency but a return to the VEET scheme was
questionable.
‘We just cannot see the merits of having these types of
tokenistic schemes on energy efficiency’, he said. ‘We need
to evolve into more sophisticated ways of deciding policy.
You don’t have to have token schemes to deliver an outcome,
which is happening anyway’.

They are comments from the Energy Supply
Association of Australia on the VEET scheme itself.
One of the concerns raised by stakeholders as well is —
and it has been spoken about — what potentially
happens with the introduction of ceiling insulation
being included in the scheme? We only have to look at
past history and of what happened at the federal
government level, and we certainly do not want to see a
repeat of that. We need to be very guarded and vigilant
about what types of products will form part of this
scheme.
It is vitally important that we have programs and
schemes that not only are able to save costs from a
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consumer point of view but also improve
environmental outcomes, whether for a household or a
business. Despite the rhetoric in the contribution to the
debate from the member for Macedon, I was proud to
be part of a coalition government that did a whole host
of things to make sure that it not only tried to keep
prices down but also had a number of efficiency
programs to improve the environment.
One of the key things we did upon coming to
government was introduce a 17.5 per cent winter
electricity concession rate. We extended that rate to
apply all year round. The most vulnerable people in our
community then had the opportunity, through
concessions, to get that rebate. You only have to look at
the figures. In 2009–10 concession rates applied by the
Victorian government were about $1.3 billion, and they
increased to $1.6 billion in our term of office — a
substantial improvement.
We operated a whole range of energy efficiency
programs, including the Smarter Resources Smarter
Business program, which was allocated $12.7 million
over that period of time; the Smarter Choice retail
program; the ResourceSmart Schools program, which
was allocated $8.3 million; the Winter Wise campaign;
and the Smarter Renovations program. Also, as referred
to by the member for Caulfield, we initiated the My
Power Planner website. It is a fantastic tool, despite the
member for Macedon’s critique of it. Given that the
government has simply rebadged the website rather
than changed it dramatically, the member for
Macedon’s comment was interesting.
I know that late last year around 95 000 Victorians had
visited the My Power Planner site and had been able to
make some substantial savings — around $340 a year.
The coalition provided more money in the 2014–15
budget to include gas and solar customers as part of that
My Power Planner website. I took up the opportunity
and used that tool to change retailers, along with
hundreds of thousands of Victorians. As the member
for Caulfield said, while the opposition does not oppose
the bill, we certainly raise issues about the
implementation of this scheme.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the Victorian Efficiency Target
Amendment (Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015.
As outlined by previous speakers, the bill seeks to
ensure that we can set Victorian energy efficiency
targets (VEET) for 2016–17, provide a mechanism for
setting future VEET scheme targets and clarify that
retail liabilities are intended to meet the VEET scheme
target.
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The bill is important because it builds on the legacy of
the former Labor government with the introduction of
the original VEET scheme. I looked at the Australian
Energy Market Operator price data for megawatt hours
on an annual basis as well as for the last month. It was
interesting to note that when this scheme was first
introduced the annual average spot price per megawatt
hour in the Victorian energy market was $41.82, and so
far in the 2015–16 year it is $37.69. That reduction is
despite the fact that the Melbourne population has been
growing at between 1000 and 1500 people per week.
The population is going up, the economy has been
expanding constantly throughout that time and yet the
spot price for energy has gone down significantly. To
give an idea of the price fluctuations, in this month
alone the spot price has been $29.31 at its lowest and
$44.24 at its highest. As of yesterday the price was
$41.96.
Let us be clear: the reality is that by having schemes
like VEET we are looking to increase the amount of
renewable energy and reduce the cost of base load
power by having that level of competition in the
market, and that is important. It is worth noting that this
piece of legislation will see us through until 2020, but
we need to think about what the market might look like
in the future. I have previously said that in the future we
will see solar panels on a lot of houses and battery
packs installed in people’s homes, which will further
reduce the requirement for base load,
coal-fire-generated electricity in this state, which we on
this side of the house think is a good thing because we
believe in climate change.
It is also good to think in terms of the obligations of the
state. The reality is that the sun does not always shine,
the wind does not always blow and we do not have
major hydro-electric assets in this state. There will
always be a need for a base load capacity to plug the
gap. When you look at the financial issues and the
problems that the generators in the Latrobe Valley are
having, you would think that over the course of time a
degree of rationalisation will occur in terms of a
reduction in the number of base load generators.
You would also think that there would be a requirement
for the state to intervene in the market and become
owners of base load power generators, because if the
private sector is unable to earn a dollar and unable to
make a profit from owning and operating those assets
and there is a need to provide security of supply to the
people of Victoria, there will be a need for the state to
intervene where there is market failure. If we think
beyond 2020, when the VEET scheme is proposed to
end, it is conceivable that we as a state will have to,
albeit reluctantly, intervene to operate base load power
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generation while we have got such an increase in
renewables.
This is Labor at work. I commend the Minister for
Energy and Resources, who is at the table, for her work
in this space. This is about coming up with practical
and tangible actions that use market tools effectively to
change public policy outcomes for the better of the
state. It is an important step. It is also important to
recognise that we have to handle these matters carefully
and seriously. I note that Alinta Energy recently
indicated it is shutting down its Port Augusta power
station in South Australia. The reality is that the spot
price in South Australia has skyrocketed. You cannot
buy a forward contract on anything less than a 30 per
cent increase. We have to be careful. If we have a
sudden rush to shut down base load power generators,
we will strand those assets, we will strand those
communities and we will strand industry.
This piece of legislation is important because we are
ensuring that we are on a smooth path. It is about
making sure that we provide the jobs for the future and
discharge our obligations and responsibilities as a
government to the people of Victoria. For those reasons
I commend the minister for her work, and I commend
the bill to the house.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise on behalf of The Greens to say that of
course we will be supporting the Victorian Efficiency
Target Amendment (Saving Energy, Growing Jobs)
Bill 2015. As other speakers have said, the bill is about
setting the energy efficiency target for Victoria until
2020, scaling up from 5.4 million tonnes in 2016 to
6.5 million tonnes in 2020 and providing the
regulations for setting additional targets up until the end
of the scheme in 2029. It also means that the minister
must consider the Victorian energy efficiency target
when setting greenhouse gas reduction rates for
electricity and gas, which is a good thing.
This is certainly a far cry from suggestions by the
previous government that the scheme should have been
closed down altogether. I listened intently to the
contributions from the members for Caulfield and
Morwell, who do not seem to be supporting nor
opposing the bill. They do not seem to know what their
position is, and I cannot work it out either. They do not
seem to know what their overall position is on energy
efficiency or energy policy, which is a bit worrying.
In our opinion the targets in the scheme are the
minimum level of ambition that we should be striving
for, and I look forward to Victoria outperforming the
targets set in this bill — which is absolutely doable —
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and showing the rest of the country that we are not only
committed to more efficient energy use but also in
helping households with their energy bills and
addressing climate change. Of course energy efficiency
is an essential part of any strategy to combat climate
change. It is one of the key pillars on the path towards
decarbonisation, and I would say it is universally
supported by climate and environment groups for that
reason.
Energy efficiency is also a great policy because it is not
just a climate change policy. It is a win-win-win
situation. It helps people save money on their energy
bills because they consume less, it helps people make
their homes more comfortable and livable and of course
it helps the climate by reducing greenhouse gas
emissions. For these reasons energy efficiency is a great
tool, but government has an essential role to play in
facilitating energy efficiency where it does not happen
on its own. That can be done through the regulation of
appliances; setting targets for energy efficiency, as we
are seeing in this bill; and improving housing and
building standards, for example. Consumer education
and targeted assistance are also important for
low-income households or for those areas where
targets, regulation or education do not lead to the
outcomes that we need.
It is great that we are seeing the government set this
VEET scheme target. There are a couple of ways that I
think we can improve the effectiveness of the
administration of the scheme.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms SANDELL — I hear interjections from
government members, but I would think they would
welcome some suggestions on how to tighten the
administration of the scheme to make it work better. I
am not sure why they would not like to hear
suggestions for improvements, but anyway that is their
prerogative.
Currently there are some methodologies under the
VEET scheme that are not allowed. The VEET scheme
as it stands is pretty restrictive in terms of its
methodologies. I have been talking to a lot of
businesses in the energy efficiency industry that say this
is a little bit of a problem. Energy efficiency is a fairly
complex equation in a lot of areas, particularly when
low-hanging fruit has already been taken. It would be
good for the government to recognise more bespoke
solutions that are being offered by industry and to really
encourage the industry to innovate, and particularly to
go beyond that low-hanging fruit.
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There are a couple of notable exceptions within the
methodologies. For example, as has been mentioned,
insulation is not in the scheme. It would be great to
bring insulation into the scheme. It is one of the single
most effective ways of increasing the energy efficiency
of a building. Victorian homes are often poorly heated
and poorly cooled. Recently I read an article in the Age,
which I think was written by someone from
Environment Victoria, saying that houses in Victoria
are essentially like glorified tents at the moment; we
have pretty low standards. This is particularly important
for vulnerable people, who suffer through heatwaves
and who often cannot afford to cool their homes during
summer or heat their homes during our freezing
winters. Not only is this a bad climate outcome because
people use more energy and a bad financial outcome
for these people, but it also puts their health at risk. It
often leaves people with quite outrageous electricity
bills as they try in vain to keep these poorly insulated
homes comfortable.
Of course we are still feeling the shockwaves and the
community is still wary of government-supported
insulation programs because of the history with pink
batts. There certainly have been some tragic
circumstances associated with home insulation in recent
history. But rather than shying away from the issue for
fear of political contamination, the government really
needs to overcome this scepticism. We could have a
carefully monitored, effectively administered scheme
for insulation, and we need to educate the wider
community about the importance of insulation in an
energy efficient home. We could be doing this. I hope
the government is not just scared off by some of the
mistakes of their federal colleagues in the past but that
it can actually look at this objectively and put in place
some really robust schemes for insulation. Obviously
we would need robust accreditation of installers,
monitoring and compliance to make sure that we do not
repeat the mistakes of the past.
In addition to the target set out in this bill, the Greens
would like to see some more support for low-income
households built into the VEET scheme to make sure
that it is targeting those who would most benefit from
it. This could be done through VEET. It could be done
through a different system, but we think there is an
opportunity here to do it through VEET. The member
for Morwell was saying that low-income households
might be hit hardest by this scheme, but in fact
low-income households are the ones that could most
benefit from it.
If we just sit back and do nothing, as the coalition
seems to be advocating, what happens is that energy
bills keep rising, people keep just pumping the heat and
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the cool air from the air conditioning out of their houses
because those houses are so poorly insulated or they
have very poor energy efficiency ratings. It leads to
higher bills, and there is no end in sight. We have a
responsibility to look after vulnerable people and
provide them with some easy ways to lower their
energy bills through things like the VEET scheme.
There is another issue, which is about addressing the
needs of large energy users, particularly the EREP
sites — the environment and resource efficiency plan
sites — which are currently excluded from the scheme.
New South Wales has made some good headway with
regard to EREP sites, so I would encourage the
Victorian Parliament to have a look at those and see
whether it can include them in this scheme.
As well as VEET, there are some extra energy
efficiency measures which would be valuable for
Victoria to take up. I have spoken in this house before
about the One Million Homes Alliance, which is an
alliance of not only environment and climate groups but
also social groups, which says we could bring our entire
housing stock up to a 5-star energy standard. It could be
done in a number of ways, and it is not just about one
particular tool; it is about a suite of tools that all work
together.
The first would be introducing mandatory disclosure of
the energy rating of the house at the point of sale. That
is really important and is something that is done in a lot
of other jurisdictions. It also would mean minimum
standards for rental properties when it comes to energy
efficiency. This is something the Greens have
advocated for over a long time. We have introduced
bills in the other place about it which have not been
supported by either the Liberal Party or the Labor Party.
It is necessary because really the only way that we can
support renters with energy efficiency is through
regulation; there is a split incentive which stops
landlords from taking action in a lot of cases, so
regulation is needed not only just through disclosure but
also through minimum standards for rental properties.
Environmental upgrade agreements are a really great
tool that the government could use. At the moment they
are being made available to commercial properties, and
the Greens were pleased to support the bill that
expanded the scheme from the City of Melbourne to
other local government areas, but we could also expand
it to make it available to residential properties.
I have also spoken about using other innovative finance
mechanisms to support homeowners to upgrade and
retrofit. There are many ways that the government
could partner with retailers or local government and the
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finance sector to make sure that upgrades are accessible
and achievable and that they are strongly encouraged.
Lastly, I want to talk about public housing. I have
talked about the need to address energy efficiency in
terms of renters, but the other category of tenants that
are often overlooked is public housing tenants.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms SANDELL — I am talking about public
housing. I would have thought that was something the
government would be quite interested in hearing about,
as this is a natural constituency of the government and
also of the Greens now because the government has not
actually dealt with public housing for such a long time.
I hope members on the other side of the house will
listen to some of these contributions and pick up some
tips on how they might be able to bring public tenants
back into their confidence.
Public housing tenants are often living in highly
inefficient properties that have not been upgraded in a
very long time. In particular, people who live in public
housing are very susceptible to heatwaves. In a lot of
the towers in my electorate, and indeed in the electorate
of the member for Essendon, who seems to be
interjecting a lot during this contribution, people simply
cannot live in the units when there is a heatwave; their
units are like ovens, and it is really unacceptable. The
government has a strong duty of care when it comes to
public housing tenants. We should be working not only
to reduce the energy costs but also to make those
houses not just comfortable but in fact livable — at the
moment they are not livable in a lot of cases.
Energy efficiency upgrades in public housing would
also save the government a huge amount of money. A
lot of money is spent on energy concessions that the
state government gives to concession card holders in
particular. If we invested some money in energy
efficiency upgrades of public housing and low-income
households, we could reduce the cost to the state of
energy concessions. It is a win-win-win, and I do not
see why we cannot do it. But such an upgrade needs to
happen in more than just a handful of properties.
The One Million Homes Alliance is advocating that
something like 10 per cent of public housing properties
be retrofitted in a year. That would mean we could do
the whole stock of around 80 000 properties in
10 years. It would be an amazing aspirational goal for
our state to say, ‘We will upgrade every single public
housing property in 10 years’. That is something really
practical that we can achieve not only in terms of
climate outcomes but also in terms of outcomes for
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low-income households, and it would actually save the
state some money as well. It would mean a funding
injection into the Office of Housing, which is
something that neither government has been really
interested in doing, I understand, and it would also
require clear directions to the department that these
upgrades are a top priority.
I strongly encourage the minister and the Andrews
government to implement some of these additional
proposals as well as VEET, which is a really good start.
It would be great to see some other measures taken as
well. As I said at the start, energy efficiency is a
complex matter and we cannot just put one tool in place
and hope everything will be fixed. It actually needs a
suite of tools covering regulation, targeted assistance,
education, minimum standards and public housing
retrofits. We have a great opportunity to take this action
now, while we have a government that actually believes
in climate change and is not opposed to energy
efficiency. I wish this bill a speedy passage through the
house.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — It is a pleasure
to rise to make a contribution to the debate on the
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Amendment
(Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015. It is an even
greater pleasure because this is the fifth energy bill to
come before the house since the Andrews Labor
government came to power. I congratulate the Minister
for Energy and Resources, who is in the house today,
for her extremely hard work in this area, because there
has been a lot to do to redress what the previous
government did in energy. The previous government
committed, as we know, to abandoning the Victorian
energy efficiency target (VEET) scheme — a scheme
that would have cut the energy bills of families and
small businesses and that efficiently reduces
greenhouse gas emissions. There were many other
issues that we have had to fix.
We have wound back the previous government’s
onerous wind energy laws. We have banned the energy
companies from charging solar customers with higher
supply charges; we have announced the government’s
energy purchasing initiative, which will build
100 megawatts of clean energy and create 1000 jobs;
we have released a renewable energy road map, setting
out a path to increase renewable energy in Victoria; and
we have announced a review of the feed-in tariff
arrangements. We have held public forums across
Victoria on the state’s renewable energy future, and I
was very pleased to attend a forum in Castlemaine
recently. It was extremely well attended, and the
feedback from that forum was, ‘Isn’t it fantastic that we
finally have a government in Victoria that is engaging
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with communities and talking about renewable energy
again’. We have also provided grants for community
renewable energy projects, and I am very proud that the
Minister for Energy and Resources has worked with me
to make sure that Newstead in my own electorate will
become the first community in Victoria to be using
100 per cent renewable energy, off the grid. These are
all great moves.
We have also released an energy efficiency and
productivity statement and held the energy efficiency
and productivity summit. We have legislated to ban exit
fees for fixed-term contracts, which allow prices to
increase, and we have given the Essential Services
Commission the power to fine energy companies who
breach energy laws. We have commenced development
of a Victorian Renewable Energy Action Plan. These
are all things that the previous government failed to do;
it stymied growth in renewable energy across the state.
Why is it so important that we get this piece of
legislation through the house? It is important because it
means we will save the Victorian energy efficiency
target scheme. Through this bill we will cement the
future of the VEET scheme, we will set targets for the
next five years and we will provide mechanisms to set
targets from 2021 to 2029. How are we doing that? We
are removing the barriers to existing VEET activities
and we are including more activities in the scheme.
That is how the scheme will be expanded.
These targets will cut energy bills for families and
businesses. Households will save around $100 per year
and small businesses will save around $400 per year.
These targets will also help the government to support
the 2000 jobs that we know exist in this particular field
and to grow new jobs in clean energy industries. Most
importantly, I am sure the Greens member for
Melbourne will be pleased to know, this bill will reduce
emissions by 30 million tonnes over the next five years.
This has not come about on a whim of the government.
This has come about through significant public
engagement and public forums attended by hundreds of
Victorians.
During the next part of this year we are going to
strengthen the VEET scheme by enhancing the
products and activities it offers and by improving
communication about the scheme across Victoria. That
is in order to maximise the take-up and benefits of the
scheme.
There is only one government that is capable of
delivering a clean energy future and that is the Andrews
Labor government. This bill will give certainty to
energy retailers and VEET certificate creators in regard
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to VEET for the next five years, and no-one can argue
with that. This is a great move; it is setting in concrete
the VEET scheme for the next five years and then
beyond. I am very proud to be standing here to speak
on this bill. It is very important for Victoria’s future. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise to speak on the
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Amendment
(Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015. I was struck
by some comments the member for Essendon made in
his contribution when he noted that when the Victorian
energy efficiency target (VEET) runs out in 2020 the
impact of government policy on renewables will make
coal-fired baseload less attractive. His immediate
response to this was to nationalise the base load. I query
whether the member for Essendon has been reading
Jeremy Corbyn’s manifesto.
This bill is quite complex. There are many reports and
lots of modelling. The effects of this bill are, in many
cases, hidden and contested. After going through all of
these reports, I came to the conclusion that many
aspects of this bill are not good for Ripon. If we look at
previous reports, the Victorian government business
assessment report on the VEET found that for all the
options it tested, the costs were likely to outweigh the
benefits. This government has gone ahead and done
another analysis, which had a positive cost-benefit ratio.
It is worthwhile to think about why the two reports are
different. In fact, the current report goes through the
reasons for the differences.
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If you have a program that is about environmental
benefits, you should include them in the cost-benefit
analysis, particularly reductions in greenhouse gas
emissions. But that is an output of the scheme; it is not
an input. That is what the scheme is trying to do. It
should not be in the cost-benefit analysis. The final
change that has been made that has a significant result
on the cost-benefit analysis is the period of the analysis,
which has been put out an extra two years. All these
things change what was previously found to be a highly
expensive scheme which had an annual cost to the
Victorian economy of more than $700 million, yet now
the scheme supposedly gives us a net benefit over its
life. I think we should question how that has come
about.
The current report also quotes the Australian Bureau of
Statistics (ABS) Analysis of Victorian Energy
Efficiency Target Administrative Dataset by asserting
that, in particular, low-income households have
benefited from the VEET scheme. This is just wrong.
The ABS’s report says that the take-up of energy
efficient items is 14 per cent in quintile 5 — in other
words, the lowest socio-economic status — compared
to 30 per cent in quintile 1. A prime example is rural
and regional people, or quintile 5, who have an 18.5 per
cent take-up of low-energy lamps versus 33 per cent for
those in Melbourne. So low-income households benefit
least under this scheme. I must say that the Ripon
electorate has a lot of low-income households.

The first point is that the cost of the certificates
purchased within the scheme is lower. It is lower
largely because of the unexpected rapid fall in the cost
of LED lighting. That seems to be a completely
reasonable change, but then there are three more points
that we really have to question. The first one is that
private costs to participants are excluded. Under the
VEET, particularly going forward, households need to
purchase the energy efficient items and they get the
rebate through the people who knock on doors and do
all of that sort of thing.

The other point is that regional and rural areas have had
the lowest take-up of this scheme. That is because they
have not had the same access. People do not just come
and knock on your door if you live on a farm or a small
holding. This bill discriminates against the poor and
those who live in rural and regional areas, and it is
flawed for those reasons. In fact the cost benefit of
complying with the VEET has been found to be very
positive for residential participants. However,
residential non-participants are massively subsidising
participants to the effect of $170. As I said, the
non-participants include the poor and those who live in
rural and regional areas.

In the future, we are not going to be talking largely
about removing lightbulbs and turning them into LED
and other energy efficient forms of lighting. Most of
that low-hanging fruit has already been addressed, as
the report notes. These sorts of things in the future will
be much more expensive to install; therefore removing
the private costs has a significant impact on the
cost-benefit analysis.

This bill is flawed. I wish the government would take
heed of some of the commentary in its own report that
notes the ways that those in rural and regional areas, in
particular those in low-income households, can be
assisted. It has chosen not to do that. As a result we will
again have high-income households being subsidised
by low-income households. I do not think that is a good
outcome.

The new report also includes environmental benefits.
On the face of it that may seem an obvious thing to do.

Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise to speak in support of
the Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Amendment
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(Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015. I am very
happy to say that we on this side of the house have
always led when it comes to progressive environmental
policy because we understand that when we support
good environmental policy we support a number of
factors in this state. We support jobs, we support
growth and we support the economy. It is not just a
simple equation of saying that we want to hug trees and
save the planet. We do indeed, but there is far more to it
than that. We on this side of the house have the vision
to understand and implement exactly that.
The Victorian energy efficiency target (VEET) scheme
was first implemented in 2009. Figures from last year
indicate that 2.6 million energy efficiency actions were
undertaken, including lighting, heating, insulation and
appliances which have been installed in 1.4 million
households. That was last year’s figures so we can
expect that it would be much more than that now. In
December 2014 the government committed to making
the changes we are discussing today. Yet again this is
another policy area on which we are delivering. We
need to be very clear — —
Mr Pearson — We are getting on with it.
Ms WARD — I say to the member for Essendon
that we are indeed getting on with it. We are doing
exactly what we said we would do. We are not sitting
idly by doing nothing, unlike those opposite. I do have
to say that those opposite did try to wind back VEET;
they did try to get rid of it. Coalition members did not
understand the underlying principles of this very good
policy. They were so short-sighted they thought they
would get rid of the 2000 jobs this scheme supports. It
is amazing that those opposite can stand up and talk
about their passion for jobs and in the next instance get
up and say that the 2000 jobs supported by this
legislation are not important. They do not care about
these jobs at all.
Last year when the Liberals were talking about getting
rid of this scheme Mark Wakeham from Environment
Victoria said:
Given the debate around jobs we are having, it is astonishing
that the energy efficiency industry is being hung out to dry …

That is exactly right. Why were we talking about jobs
last year? We were talking about jobs last year because
we had the worst unemployment figures in mainland
Australia. What did those opposite do? Nothing. Did
they want to keep the scheme going? Did they want to
expand and refine far-reaching visionary legislation like
this? No, they did not. They wanted to shut it down.
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We need to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. There is
absolutely no question that we need to act now. We
need to do every little bit we can, whether it is just
changing a light bulb, whether it is putting more
insulation into our homes, whether it is putting on solar
panels, whether it is investing in wind farms — all the
things this government is doing we need to keep doing.
We need to keep investing.
The potential for the amazing industry, jobs, innovation
and intelligent design that this education state — the
smartest state in the country — can create is
phenomenal, and to have an opposition that cannot
embrace that or get excited by the possibilities is an
absolute disgrace. It shows the lazy intellect possessed
by those opposite. They have no vision and cannot see
the future.
We have cracked a couple of jokes about hoverboards
and other things today in terms of going back to the
future. The sad thing is that whilst today is Back to the
Future Day, as the member for Essendon said in his
contribution to the debate, we are looking to the future.
We are not trying to drag this state backwards. We are
not trying to create a state where things do not happen.
We want things to happen and we want good, positive
legislation. We want the amendments that are being put
forward in this bill to be passed.
I will go back to last year — slightly back to the
future — when Bruce Easton, the president of the
Energy Efficiency Certificate Creators Association,
which represents the businesses that provide the
certificates for energy-efficient actions, warned that
hundreds of companies would be in limbo due to the
uncertainty created by the then Napthine government
because it did not know what it wanted to do. It did not
have the faith or the vision to support the VEET.
Mr Easton could not believe it wanted to axe a scheme
that had benefited almost 1.5 million energy-efficient
Victorian households and businesses. He said:
This is incredibly disappointing, especially considering that
the scheme has delivered proportionally more for Victorians
on low incomes …
Axing the VEET scheme will cost more than 2000 jobs, it
will cost households and businesses, and it will discourage
take-up of energy efficiency activities in Victoria.

That is exactly what the Liberal-Nationals coalition did.
It ground alternative energies to a halt.
This government is doing something about it. We are
putting investment, we are putting infrastructure and we
are putting excitement back into alternative energy. It is
a great thing we are doing. I commend the minister in
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this place today for the work she has done on this. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Victorian Efficiency Target
Amendment (Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015.
I think we can probably, after all of this, pretty much
cut to the chase. The purpose of the bill has been
explained in terms of the mechanics of the Victorian
energy efficiency target (VEET) scheme, and its
running until 2029. This is about energy saving
initiatives and energy generating initiatives. I think we
need to look at these, and how they will work.
There have been some energy saving devices out there,
some of which are good and some which have already
been thrown away. In that area, LED lights are
wonderful, but does anyone remember that device to
shut off the TV? I doubt if there are too many of those
left around; they have all been thrown far away or,
hopefully, in a recycling bin. I am sure there are more
of those devices that were offered up that have not
worked. This scheme really needs to focus on getting
back to the basics of what we want to work. Labor
needs to be wary of the snake-oil salesmen who have
been selling devices and other items to save energy or
create energy, because we are spending taxpayer
dollars, energy users dollars, and we need to spend
them wisely and we need to spend them well.
I suspect that in all of this people are concerned about
the environment, but when push comes to shove I think
they are more concerned about their energy bills. What
we need this VEET scheme to do is to make a
difference for everyone. The way we go about that does
keep changing. Just in recent days I have been looking
at the Powercor’s tariff structure statement for 2017 to
2020, which is again going to change how energy is
charged. For those people who are looking at the
demand curves, what they can and cannot do within
their discretionary use of energy, this could well have
an impact and see their energy bills rise yet again. As
mentioned by earlier speakers, this will have an impact
upon those who do not have the money to invest in
some generating capacity or the circumstances where
they can have generating capacity on their roofs.
Particularly if you are installing solar — the way I
analyse the proposed changes from Powercor, which
will then flow through to the tariffs offered by the
retailers — rather than focusing on generating as much
energy as you can from your solar panels, you probably
need to weight some of those facing westward, because
the time that you generate the power becomes
important. I think increasingly rather than seeing a
focus on east–west configurations, we will see some of
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these placed north–south. People need to keep up with
how this is changing and the pace of that change, and
that becomes quite frustrating, particularly with the
demand charges that are coming along as well.
The other area I want to touch on relates to some major
renewable energy projects. In my electorate, at
Carwarp, we have 40 dishes, which were part of a Solar
Systems project. There are considerable government
dollars in that, and the project is currently mothballed.
We have to ask ourselves, why is it mothballed? Is it a
technology issue? Or is it that there was no market for
that energy and no profit for that company? I tend to
favour the latter — that there was no market for that
energy to create a profit.
We have also seen some media speculation about yet
another proposal and stating that government is being
lobbied to enter into a power purchase agreement for a
project there. The project is supposed to be providing
power to Yarra Trams, and there is an artist’s
impression that is floating around. In the news article
reporting this, which was published in Sunraysia Daily
on Friday, 17 July, page 3, I notice that it says the
company is negotiating with the state government to
approve this venture. It is in a considerable financial
investment, and I would hope that if the government is
working with Yarra Trams to introduce solar power,
this would go to tender. That is not mentioned in the
article, and what we do know is that whatever the
power purchase agreement is, it has to give a return on
capital for those who are involved.
In my electorate some questions have been asked about
why we would build one solar power station next to
another that is mothballed. These things concern my
community, and in such things it serves to cast a very
discerning eye over some of these renewable energy
projects. We need to have confidence from the public,
particularly those who are investing their own money or
those who cannot invest their money but who have to in
some way pay for this through their electricity bills, that
this is a fair and equitable system, and that it is
delivering what everybody wants to be delivered.
With that said on this particular bill, I will be watching
how the government goes about implementing a target
that is fair, that is wise and that is equitable for all
involved, including both the environment and
consumers.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am pleased to also
add my comments in debate on this bill, which sees the
government reinstating the Victorian energy efficiency
target (VEET) scheme, as it said it would do ahead of
the election, and ensuring that this great scheme

VICTORIAN ENERGY EFFICIENCY TARGET AMENDMENT (SAVING ENERGY, GROWING JOBS) BILL 2015
Wednesday, 21 October 2015

ASSEMBLY

continues under the term of this government with
greater strength.
Clearly I am very proud always to be on the Labor side
of the house. I remember that in the days of the Bracks
and Brumby governments we really did set the tone on
a whole range of measures to show leadership in
addressing issues of energy supply, particularly as
energy supply relates to our concerns about climate
change, which of course are very real. We need to make
sure that we continue to show leadership in a whole
range of areas to address issues of climate change to
both try to move away from our reliance on coal-based
power and to increase renewables, as well as to reduce
our overall usage of electricity wherever possible. The
VEET scheme clearly plays an important role in this.
As we know, the VEET scheme has been going for
some time, having commenced in 2009, as I remember
it. It has been of great benefit in so many communities
across the state. I know in my own community many
households have availed themselves of the opportunity
to change their light bulbs and a number of other items,
which has reduced their energy consumption.
One day a few years ago when I got home I saw that we
had a number of the new fluorescent light bulbs. I said,
‘How have they come to be in our house?’. I was told
somebody had knocked on the door and come into the
house. I was a little shocked about the way it had
happened and did follow it up afterwards, but I later
found that it was all part of the program whereby
energy retailers provide the certificates that effectively
pay people who are employed to visit homes and
change light bulbs. This happened at my house, and it
was a legitimate process — although it would have
been a relief to me if I had seen a card identifying them
as legitimate operators. But clearly it was a sound
process, and my household energy bill has gone down
as result. Our greenhouse gas emissions have been
reduced as well.
The minister came to Ballarat last year to visit a
business with me in the Bridge Mall. That business
showed how it had benefited from advice from groups
associated with the VEET scheme on how it could
reduce its energy consumption. It had converted a large
part of its interior display to LED lighting to save
electricity and bring about an effective reduction of
greenhouse gas emissions.
We know this scheme also provides jobs to many
people across this state. It is reported that 2000 jobs are
provided by the VEET scheme, and a number of those
are in my electorate. Providing jobs is not a key
component of the scheme; it is just an added benefit.
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The scheme is designed to reduce household and
business energy bills and greenhouse gas emissions. It
therefore has the progressive effect of providing
benefits to families, to the economy and to the
environment. It is a great scheme overall.
I was concerned by some of the comments that were
made, for example, by the member for Ripon. She
seemed to decry this scheme as a waste of time and of
no benefit in her electorate, where people are on low
incomes. She asked how they would benefit if they live
out in the country. While she had a point in regard to
some people in her electorate who might live in the
country, I know there have been groups of people at
rural shows who have said, ‘We would welcome the
opportunity to come to your homes, even though you
might be in the country, to help, or to provide some of
our equipment to you’. But of course the member for
Ripon’s major population bases are Ararat and
Maryborough.
Reports have come back in regard to the advantages of
the VEET scheme for low-income families. Analysis
undertaken by the Australian Bureau of Statistics in
2011 found that households in areas of lower
socio-economic advantage were more likely to
participate in the VEET scheme than households in
more advantaged areas. Households in disadvantaged
areas had a higher uptake of low-cost energy-efficient
activity. Clearly the member for Ripon needs to look at
the detail provided in the many reports on the VEET
scheme.
The Jacobs report, which came out earlier this year,
found that there are net benefits to the energy market in
extending the VEET scheme. The report of the
Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources, looking at residential benefits
and the modelling associated with the scheme, came
out with a positive conclusion. The Energetics Pty Ltd
report on business sector modelling showed there could
be great benefits for the business sector. The Essential
Services Commission of course brought out a report in
August 2014 on the performance of the scheme, and it
points out that many people have benefited and that
there is overall public benefit from this great scheme.
I was very disappointed when the former government
announced it would not continue with the scheme,
claiming it was not providing many benefits. By
contrast, I was really pleased when the current minister
came to Ballarat and met with businesses in my area.
Those businesses showed her how they were
benefiting. I was delighted to hear her say, ‘Yes, we in
the Labor Party support a scheme like this, as we
support a whole range of measures that are going to
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reduce our greenhouse gas emissions. We are going to
show leadership in tackling climate change’. This
minister when in opposition had announced that a
Labor government would support the VEET scheme,
and she has done so now she is in government. This
legislation clarifies that we will be continuing with this
scheme.
This bill sets new targets for the VEET scheme. Those
targets will be reviewed annually, but we will be
looking ahead so that we can give guarantees. For
example, the figure for 2016 leaves VEET at the
current level of 5.4 million certificates, but we will be
building it up so that by 2020 we will reach a target of
6.5 million certificates that the energy retailers will be
providing to the Essential Services Commission to
address this issue and to support people gaining further
access to a range of measures to reduce their energy
consumption and electricity costs in their homes.
Businesses will likewise benefit. There are so many
benefits to this scheme. I am pleased that this very
forward-thinking, sensible government is supporting
this scheme and so many others. I look forward to
many people in my community benefiting from it.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to speak in the debate on the
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Amendment
(Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015, a key
election commitment of this government and a key
long-term macro-economic policy for our state. I want
to reflect briefly on comments made earlier by the
member for Caulfield, which he read into Hansard —
there was a comment from one of the government MPs
that he likes to masquerade as a bit of an environmental
progressive on certain things — that he is all for
reducing emissions and responding to climate change. I
looked back at the coalition’s record on this very issue.
When you slash the climate change department by
75 per cent and put the people who are responsible for
that policy out of work, you are really having a bet each
way. I wish the member for Caulfield were here now.
He was a pioneer in getting the lunchbreak back, but he
should quit while he is ahead because his contribution
today was absolutely flawed.
This bill is in an important signal to the renewable
energy sector. The jobs agenda of this government has
six key pillars in growth areas. One of these is
renewable energy policy, and a key element of this
government’s agenda is supporting people in the
renewable energy sector. But it is not just we in
Victoria that are taking action; internationally we are
seeing some of the biggest emitters, some of the biggest
polluters and some of the countries with the biggest
populations also responding. Provinces in China that
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have bigger populations than our whole country are
taking steps to reduce their emissions and invest heavily
in renewable energy. If we do not take up these
opportunities now, we will be left behind. Australia has
the opportunity to capitalise on quality — of its
product, of its innovation, of leveraging organisations
like the CSIRO and of teaming up with industry and
getting the best quality products.
If we do not act now, if we do not invest in those
industries, we will be left behind. That is what the
renewable energy target does. It sets a five-year target
that is a signal to industry to invest. It is a signal to the
industry to put money into the sector, to employ people
and to help reduce emissions. It is a win-win for our
economy. It is a win-win for our community. If we do
not act in this area, we will see a stark example of a
decline in employment in the sector, with investment
going overseas or to different states. South Australia
was a beneficiary of additional wind investment
because of policies of the previous government in
locking down common-sense investment in renewable
energy and wind farms.
Wherever we have seen an example where a
government has taken its foot off the pedal, there has
been a drop in investment in these industries. We have
some examples federally with the position on wind
farms of the former Prime Minister, Tony Abbott. It
was a Climate Council report released at the end of
2014 that found that investment in renewable energy
projects dropped by 70 per cent in a short time after the
coalition was elected to government. That is the stark
reality of why you need to invest in renewable energy.
What happened was that investment in the renewable
energy in the sector did not just stop; it went elsewhere,
and that was a huge missed opportunity. This is
something that Liberals on that side will need to deal
with as they track through the coming years. They are
going to have to surgically repair and abrogate out the
climate change Neanderthals — get rid of them, move
them on. They are going to have to step forward and
look at the science of climate change. They have to stop
politicising it, stop putting the Cory Bernardis of this
world out there, and respond to the science of climate
change.
What do we have from federal representatives on
renewable energy and wind farms in particular? We
had the former Prime Minister, Tony Abbott say they
were ‘visually awful’. There was no science
underpinning that, no intelligent debate — they were
visually awful. We had the former Treasurer, now the
Australian Ambassador to the United States of
America — off he goes, off he sails; he let the car
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industry go overseas and off he goes now — call them
‘utterly offensive’. What an absurd position to take.
When Alan Jones, a great friend of the conservative
think tank movement, asked about the wind turbines
and their effect on health, Tony Abbott said, ‘I do take
your point’.
The flat-earthers in the Liberal Party have to move on.
If you want to be listened to in the Liberal Party in
Victoria, you have to be somewhat progressive. The
member for Caulfield might have a bet each way, but
investing in renewable energy is the way of the future.
We have to leverage this with the car industry going
offshore and with automotive jobs going in my
community. It is time that we stepped up and invested
in these industries. I say to the flat-earthers on that side
of the house, ‘Get on board. Don’t try to politicise the
renewal energy target. Join us and join future
investments in industry’.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SPENCE
(Yuroke).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(POLICE CUSTODY OFFICERS) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 October; motion of
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This is a bill that is
intended to enable the government to give effect to its
election policy to release 400 police officers for
frontline duties by recruiting and training 400 police
staff to supervise prisoners being held in police cells.
The Liberal and National parties consider that the
approach being followed by the government is
substantially inferior to the approach of the previous
coalition government. We believe that its
implementation is being mishandled and that it falls
gravely short of providing the police numbers needed to
properly protect the community.
The coalition government, if it had been re-elected,
would have freed 450 police officers for frontline duties
through outsourcing police custodial services, and we
would also have provided a further 250 additional
frontline police officers as well as 250 specialist staff
who would have worked in areas such as e-crime and
fraud, counterterrorism, forensics and special
investigations, complementing Victoria Police sworn
staff. Let me first go through what this bill does and
what the government’s intentions are. I will then look at
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the flaws and point to what the government needs to be
doing if it is going to provide the community with the
protection the community is entitled to expect.
Under the bill the Chief Commissioner of Police is
empowered to appoint a person employed by the chief
commissioner under the Public Administration Act
2004 as a police custody officer (PCO). In other words,
PCOs will be public sector employees under the
responsibility of the Chief Commissioner of Police. The
government intends that PCOs will undertake both
police cell prisoner custody management and also a
range of incidental custody management duties.
The opposition has been told that there will be two
program streams for training PCO recruits and that they
will vary depending on the prior experience of the
recruits. It is intended, we are told, that there will be a
foundation or base program that will be around eight
weeks in length, with six weeks at the Victoria Police
Academy and two weeks experience at a police station.
Then there will also be an advanced program that will
be five weeks in length, with three weeks at the
academy and two weeks at a police station. This
advanced stream will be for recruits who have had prior
experience with supervision of detained persons, for
example, former prison officers, protective services
officers (PSOs), police officers or similar. We
understand there will also be a period of extra supports
provided to recruits via online training modules.
There are a range of powers that are going to be
provided to PCOs under the legislation that are drawn
from existing police officer, prison officer and prison
escort officer powers. It is proposed that PCOs will
have custody management powers to manage the good
order and discipline of police jails that will include
powers to manage visitors to a police jail. It is proposed
that these powers will include giving directions to
prisoners, conducting a range of searches, seizing items
detected following a search, taking fingerprints and
photographs for custody management purposes, using
reasonable force in respect of the prisoners in a police
jail, requesting identification from and searching
visitors to a police jail with the consent of that visitor,
who can be excluded if they decline to consent.
We understand that PCOs will not be armed but will
carry batons, OC spray and handcuffs. In addition,
PCOs will have powers to transport and supervise
arrested and detained persons when directed to do so by
the Chief Commissioner of Police or the chief
commissioner’s delegate, such as the station officer in
charge. It is proposed that directions may also be given
by the chief commissioner to allow a PCO to perform a
range of other functions. These include transporting
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prisoners to and from police jails, such as to court or to
prison; supervising prisoners prior to or following
transportation, for example, at court; supervising
arrested persons at police stations and hospitals where
they may be under guard while receiving medical
treatment; and transporting arrested persons to and from
police stations and hospitals.
It is also intended that PCOs will be able to perform
various functions incidental to their core custody
management functions. It is intended that they will be
able to supervise a person to take their own DNA
samples — buccal swabs — under the Crimes Act
1958. PCOs will be able to conduct oral fluid tests on
motorists who have tested positive to a preliminary
roadside test under the Road Safety Act 1986, and they
will be able to exercise the powers of authorised
officers under the Court Security Act 1980, including
searching court visitors for prohibited items, seizing
those items and removing persons from court premises.
These are powers that are currently exercised by police,
PSOs, contracted G4S staff and a small number of
Victorian Public Service (VPS) court staff. We
understand that that is not intended to facilitate a more
general interchange of the duties between PCOs and
these other officers, but that where PCOs are in
attendance at court, having escorted prisoners there,
they will be able to exercise those functions in the way
that at present police officers who may be at court,
having escorted prisoners, are able to exercise those
functions.
The government has said that it plans to roll out PCOs
to 22 police stations across the state, with the first
deployments to the major 24-hour stations at Sunshine,
Dandenong, Heidelberg, Ballarat, Geelong and
Broadmeadows, and then a progressive rollout beyond
those stations.
I now turn to assessing the merits of what the
government is proposing. There is no dispute about the
desirability of freeing up police from custodial duties.
This was a move that was part of a Victoria Police blue
paper released by the former Chief Commissioner of
Police, Ken Lay, in mid-2014. That blue paper
foreshadowed a focus by Victoria Police on sworn
police performing core functions and, in consequence, a
range of non-core duties, including police cells prisoner
management, would be reassigned to non-sworn staff
or outsourced.
At the last state election, as I touched on earlier, the
Liberal-Nationals government proposed that if
re-elected it would free up police from police cell duties
by contracting out police custody services, just as the
Melbourne Custody Centre and the Ringwood
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Magistrates Court cells custody functions have already
been contracted out and remain contracted out under
the current government. That would have freed up an
estimated 450 sworn police to go back to frontline
duties. At the time, the then Labor opposition said it
could do it better by having public sector custody
officers under the Chief Commissioner of Police, which
is what this bill now proposes to do.
However, the approach being adopted by the Labor
Party has some major deficiencies compared with the
coalition’s approach. In particular, there will be less
efficiency, transparency and certainty compared with
having custody services provided on fixed contractual
terms by a private sector operator, who may well be a
long-established and experienced operator that has
previously provided custody services in this state.
Under Labor’s model there will also be greatly reduced
workplace flexibility in the deployment of staff,
particularly in a number of regional police stations in
relation to their cells. For example, what is going to
happen at regional police cells such as Bairnsdale, Sale
and Warrnambool where there can be big fluctuations
in prisoner numbers? There will be times when there
are very few prisoners in the cells and other times when
the cells are full.
The opposition was told when it was briefed on the bill
that PCOs will be able to perform various
administrative duties when they are not required for
custody duties, but it was not clear from the briefing
exactly what those administrative duties could consist
of or how much otherwise idle time would be able to be
usefully taken up with such duties. It also was not clear
what flexibility it was intended there would be in the
deployment of PCOs from one police station to another
when there was insufficient work at one station. We
know that there have been issues with this with the
paramedics union in relation to ambulance officers
where they have resisted redeployment between
ambulance stations to fill gaps in rostering.
What is not clear to the opposition, and perhaps
government speakers may be able to shed light on this,
is how it is envisaged that redeployment of PCOs
between police stations will operate; and to what extent
they will be able to be redeployed to meet fluctuating
numbers of prisoners in different police cells or indeed
to fill unexpected rostering gaps at other police stations.
This flexibility is fundamental to the effective operation
of this scheme.
But even if there is sufficient flexibility to redeploy
PCOs between different police stations, that in itself is
not going to achieve a great deal of advantage in
regional Victoria if prisoner numbers in police cells
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fluctuate in similar ways between different police
stations and if there is a similar pattern across regional
police stations. If, for example, it is a pattern across
various police stations that at the end of the week and
over the weekend cells tend to be fuller, with lesser
numbers midweek, then there is not going to be a great
opportunity to avoid PCOs being underused simply by
moving them from one regional station to another. In
that situation the key question is going to be whether
PCOs will be able to be employed on a basis that will
allow enough PCOs to be on duty at peak times without
having overstaffing and underused PCOs at other times.
We have been told that the legislation will permit
part-time police custody officers, but it was unclear at
the briefing whether it would permit the employment of
PCOs on a casual basis. It was also unclear to us from
the briefing, as a separate issue from what the
legislation actually allows, whether it is intended that in
practice there will be any PCOs other than full-time
PCOs. Again, it would be helpful if government
speakers could provide the house and the community
with more information as to the government’s
intentions in that regard.
The problem is that if PCOs are not needed for custody
duties, there is only a limited range of other things they
can do. In contrast, when sworn police officers are not
needed for cell custody duties, there is a wide range of
policing work they can do. Of course if there were
contract custody officers, rather than staff custody
officers, it would be expected that there would be more
flexibility in rostering on and rostering off to meet
varying demand levels. There is thus a serious problem
and a serious risk factor with the model that the
government is following. We run the risk that we could
end up with PCOs sitting idle at taxpayers expense for
long periods of time at police stations across the state
through no fault of the officers concerned but with
insufficient prisoners in cells to require that level of
deployment, thereby chewing through the police budget
and offsetting all or most of the benefits that were
supposed to be achieved by this reform. Indeed we even
run the risk that through a combination of a flawed
model and bungled implementation we will end up
having fewer extra police on the front line than we
would have had if the money that ends up being spent
on this PCO model had instead been put directly into
hiring more sworn police officers.
The government has budgeted $148.6 million over four
years for this measure, including $10 million for capital
works. The minister already has a very poor record of
budgeting and project delivery. We have seen that with
both the country radio and Homesafe projects being
way over budget. Therefore it will not be surprising if
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the government’s PCO approach ends up costing
Victorians far more than the $148.6 million that Labor
told them it would cost.
A further key concern about Labor’s approach is how
long it will take to actually implement it. It seems to be
taking longer to implement Labor’s model than would
have been required to contract out custody services to
an established and experienced contractor, as the
coalition government had proposed to do. Indeed the
fact that Labor is taking so long to implement its policy
seems to be due to its desire to hold off for as long as
possible spending the money to deliver it, rather than
due to any logistical constraint on implementing it more
quickly.
Because Labor has not provided any additional sworn
police officers since coming to office, and in fact is
cutting sworn police numbers in per capita terms, there
is currently plenty of capacity at the police academy, so
it is not lack of capacity at the academy that is holding
up this initiative. As we understand it, the academy
could train the required number of PCOs in a time
frame that would be better measured in months rather
than years. Despite that, it appears the government’s
time lines are not going to see this policy fully
implemented until 2018.
On top of that, to make matters worse, our part-time
Minister for Police cannot even stick to his own
announced timetable. He told Victorians on 5 May,
when boasting about the state budget, that the first
deployment of PCOs would be this year. He then told a
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee public
hearing on 12 May that the recruitment and training of
the officers would commence as soon as possible in the
2015–16 financial year. However, since then, the public
advertisements for the position have said that applicants
should be ready to commence training on 7 December.
That means that the first deployment of these officers to
nominated police stations will now not be until into
next year. It is a broken commitment and, in short,
Labor is dragging the chain on community safety.
Regrettably, that is consistent with much of Labor’s
approach to law and order. Victorians are still waiting
for the new ice offences that our now Premier promised
Victorians before the election were going to be a central
part of a Labor government’s measures to tackle ice.
Perhaps that is because the government has now
realised that if it actually introduced the legislation
Victorians would see how marginal and ineffective
those measures were going to be in making any real
difference to what is already on the statute book, or
perhaps it is because a police minister who does not
want to work on weekends simply is not putting in the
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hours he needs to be putting in in order to earn his
salary. Whatever the explanation, we still have not seen
the legislation that prior to the election our now Premier
said to Victorians was going to be a fundamental part of
Labor’s strategy to tackle the ice problem.
Over the weekend the Minister for Youth Affairs,
Ms Mikakos, seemed to call for a return to the
revolving door approach for juvenile and young adult
offenders, whereby the police would be forced to
release those offenders, who would then go back and
continue their shoplifting or doing drugs in a shopping
centre where they were previously arrested even before
the arresting officers could finish the paperwork
required to process their arrest.
It has taken the Attorney-General more than 10 months
to bring to Parliament a bill to implement just 6 of the
13 counterterrorism measures that were recommended
by a report that was published in September last year, a
report on which more than a year ago the previous
government committed to implement 12 of those
13 measures. Has it taken the Attorney-General
10 months to get his act together, or is this a reflection
of the soft-on-crime lobby continuing to prevail over a
Labor government?
Last but not least, we are seeing increasingly the
consequences of Labor’s refusal to recognise the need
for more police officers as our population grows and
the demands of the job increase. As we heard earlier
today in question time, police stations are being forced
to close their doors and communities are being left
underprotected. More police mean more offenders can
be caught and more crimes can be prevented. Stronger
and more effective sentencing, parole and bail laws
mean that more offenders can be locked up or
restrained for longer and more would-be offenders are
deterred. Again, the community can be better protected
and their safety better ensured.
That was the approach that was adopted by the previous
coalition government. We were elected promising more
police and protective services officers, and we
delivered. We were elected promising stronger and
more effective sentencing and bail laws, and we
delivered. When the flaws in the parole system we
inherited became apparent, we said we would fix them,
and we did. We were criticised over that by the then
Labor opposition. When we reformed parole so that
dozens of dangerous offenders were kept behind bars
rather than freed on parole to walk the streets and
commit further horrific crimes, we were criticised by
the now Minister for Police on the grounds that there
were more prisoners in police cells. Indeed the minister
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has had the nerve to continue that criticism since he has
come to office.
The coalition makes no apology for being tough on
crime. As we said then, we would rather have prisoners
sleeping on mattresses in prison gym halls and the like
than have violent criminals out walking the streets. Not
only did we crack down on the defective justice system
that we inherited but we also fixed the shortage of
prison cells that we inherited. We cut the number of
prisoners being held in police cells from over 300 a day
as we began to fix the flawed parole system we
inherited to way below the 100-a-day target maximum
by the time we left office.
We fixed the mess with the Ararat prison that the
previous Labor government left behind. We expanded
prison capacity that should have been expanded years
earlier under Labor. We provided for and funded a
major new prison at Ravenhall that, if its
implementation is not bungled by Labor, will provide a
state-of-the-art facility that will help keep Victorians
safer for many years to come.
That is the record of the Liberal and Nationals parties in
government — to stand up strongly and effectively for
community safety, to repair the damage caused by
years of a soft-on-crime approach under Labor and to
provide Victoria with the police we need and the strong
and effective laws that we need.
Regrettably, the bill before the house is a deficient and
inadequate approach. It is consistent with the deficient
and inadequate approach to law and order by Labor
across the board. We are not going to oppose the bill,
because it will at least be better than doing nothing, but
it is clear from this bill and from Labor’s record in
office to date that it will take the return of a
Liberal-Nationals government to provide the
community with the police, the laws and the protection
that the community needs and is entitled to expect.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment (Police
Custody Officers) Bill 2015. The member for Box
Hill’s contribution was a coulda, shoulda, dunna, wassa
gonna contribution. Something happened in November
last year: those opposite lost the election. In its first
budget this government invested over $330 million into
repairing the negligence of the previous government in
its law and order agenda. The stark reality is that, along
with the Attorney-General, the Minister for Police, who
is also the Minister for Corrections, is beginning to
repair the damage. I am very happy that the member for
Box Hill went through his version of history because I
note that under those opposite our prison population
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skyrocketed by over 1500 prisoners. They failed to
manage that rapid growth while at the same time
cutting TAFE and the Victorian certificate of applied
learning program. They were cutting and cutting.
The member mentioned ice — the drug epidemic. I
happened to sit on the relevant parliamentary inquiry,
and I will never forget Premier Napthine’s response
when we handed down our report. What was his big
announcement? Eleven new sniffer dogs. That was his
approach to the crystal methamphetamine epidemic,
whereas this Premier has set up within his first 100 days
a whole ice action plan. He is getting on with it.
The great thing about this legislation is that it is
delivering on an election promise. The minister is to be
congratulated. Members should not take my word for it.
Let us go to the Police Association Victoria itself and
its press release dated 5 May 2015, in which Senior
Sergeant Ron Iddles is quoted as saying:
the police association is pleased that the government has seen
fit to fix a number of problem areas —

inherited —
which the association had previously identified.

Senior Sergeant Ron Iddles further said:
We congratulate police minister Noonan for his leadership in
listening to our concerns and acting on them at the earliest
possible opportunity — the government’s first budget.
For decades, we’ve been saying that police officers should be
freed from ‘babysitting’ prisoners in police cells in order to do
the police work their communities expect of them, like
providing proactive street patrols. We’re delighted that this
‘chestnut’ issue will soon be fixed …

That is not from me; that is from the Police Association
Victoria. The member for Box Hill also mentioned
country radios. While I am on that, I again quote the
Police Association Victoria from an earlier press
release:
We congratulate Minister Noonan for making good on his
pre-election promise. We also acknowledge Victoria Police’s
commitment by reallocating funds from its budget to help
finance this priority.
Work on removing the analogue system begins in July this
year. The digital radios will be phased in from January 2017.

That press release begins:
The police association welcomes today’s announcement by
the Victorian government that it will allocate funding in next
week’s state budget to replace outdated analogue police
radios with a new secure digital system.
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As I say, that is from the Police Association Victoria. I
do not think the member for Box Hill was getting those
press releases when he was the Attorney-General. I am
happy to give him a copy of them. I am happy to table
them if he would like.
The member for Box Hill alluded to a couple of other
things. For instance, he asked what the role would be
and what sort of consultation occurred. For the benefit
of the member for Box Hill, in my brief remaining
remarks I just want to highlight what the custody
officers will have the power to do. They will manage
prisoners in prison cells and will have the power to
search prisoners and use reasonable force to maintain
the security, safety and good order of police cells. They
will supervise offenders in police stations; transport
people to and from court, police stations and other
places; and guard offenders in hospital. In relation to
the consultation, this legislation was worked up in
consultation with Victoria Police, the Police
Association Victoria and the Community and Public
Sector Union.
This legislation is delivering on an election promise.
The minister is to be congratulated. I have here a
plethora of articles — whether it be one in the Golden
Plains Miner of 24 September with the heading
‘Ballarat recruitment for custody officers kicks off’ or
one in the Ballarat Courier with the heading ‘Custody
officer jobs drive’ — stating that the minister is to be
congratulated. Then there is an article in the Age of
5 October with the heading ‘400 custody officers hired
to help ease burden on police’.
This is important legislation delivering on a
commitment we made, a commitment the minister
should be proud of. It has been endorsed by the Police
Association Victoria. Interestingly, who else has
endorsed it? The opposition. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — It is a
pleasure to speak on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Police Custody Officers) Bill 2015. It was
a brief contribution from the member for Niddrie, but it
was astounding on a number of fronts. That applies not
just to his contribution but to those that have been made
today by government members generally in terms of
the lies Labor Party members will tell just to suit their
political agenda.
Earlier today, if I am not mistaken, we heard the
Attorney-General claim that the coalition government
put on no additional police. No additional police? We
promised 1700 additional police, and we put on 1900,
so it is just astounding what those opposite will say.
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You can bet your bottom dollar that other government
speakers on this legislation will also bring up the
so-called TAFE crisis but will again fail to justify the
claims they make about TAFE cuts. They will also fail
to refer to the fact that the coalition government
increased vocational education and training spending to
$1.2 billion and the fact that there has not been a single
extra dollar put in by this government to address what
those opposite call a so-called crisis.
When you hear those opposite talk about the crisis in
corrections or in law and order, you can just dismiss it
as absolute fantasy, because, as I just said, the previous
government had a strong law and order agenda. We
employed an additional 1900 police officers, and we
ensured that those people who commit crimes suffer the
punishment they ought to.
In relation to this bill, we certainly support the
principle, as we did when we went into the last election.
Both parties supported the principle of getting more
police onto the front line and on the beat by relieving
those who were otherwise looking after people in police
cells. The problem on this one for the Labor Party is
that, as usual, Labor Party members have taken the
most basic public sector approach to the issue.
The member for Niddrie was talking about the Police
Association Victoria. We can also quote the Police
Association Victoria. I quote from a statement made by
Mr Iddles last year:
The Melbourne Custody Centre is run by a private company
and I just see this as being an extension of that.

The police association was quite happy to support the
private arrangements that the previous coalition
government had and that we had taken to the election.
As the member for Box Hill pointed out, it would be a
far more efficient and no doubt more effective and
flexible approach to employ the private sector as
contractors, as has been the case at the Ringwood
Magistrates Court and the Melbourne Custody Centre.
Nonetheless, the principle is the same.
The issue I have from the perspective of the electorate
of Gippsland South is what becomes of police numbers.
Unfortunately, as I have mentioned, the government
has not committed to putting on one additional police
officer. Whenever the issue comes up it says, ‘We are
putting on these 400 extra police custody officers
(PCO). That works fine in freeing up staff, except if
you are in a small country town where police stations
are not going to get any of the new PCOs. What we
have seen since the government came to power is the
implementation of the police’s two-up policy, where
police cannot man a station or a vehicle or be on patrol
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unless they are working two-up, and I do not think
anyone has a problem with that. In the current climate
of course we want to make sure that our police officers
are safe.
Where it becomes a problem, though, is in the smaller
rural stations. Obviously it is a significant problem in
some of the one-man stations, but in other smaller ones
such as stations in my electorate — stations like Foster,
Leongatha and Korumburra, where there are 7, 8, 9 or
10 police officers — it has meant that they are not able
to be on the beat as often, and there have been issues
with rostering. You say to the government, ‘This is why
we need additional police to deal with this matter’. It
says, ‘But we are putting on these PCOs’. But the PCOs
will have no impact on stations like Leongatha and
Korumburra. I think Sale is on the list, but other than
that there will be no PCOs anywhere in the electorate of
Gippsland South; it is well down the list.
The principle of the bill is supported. As the member
for Box Hill pointed out, the coalition will not be
opposing the bill because in principle it is similar to
getting police on the beat as we had proposed before
the election. It is probably an efficient way of doing it,
and I can see additional problems with flexibility and
the police force having to manage more public servants.
It could have been done better, and I reiterate my
concern that the employment of additional police
custody officers will see no improvement in police
numbers in my electorate of Gippsland South.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — I am pleased to speak on
the Justice Legislation Amendment (Police Custody
Officers) Bill 2015. The bill provides the legislative
framework to implement the government’s election
commitment to recruit, train and deploy 400 police
custody officers (PCO), which in turn will release
400 police officers to frontline duties. The 2015–16
state budget provides the $148.6 million over four years
to implement the government’s election commitment to
transition the management of police cells to the new
police custody officers. The recruitment, training and
deployment of 400 PCOs will progressively release the
frontline police back into the community, where they
can focus on tackling crime and keeping the
community safe.
Recruitment has commenced and the custody officers
will initially work at Sunshine, Dandenong, Heidelberg,
Ballarat, Geelong and Broadmeadows police stations,
with the first training squad scheduled to graduate in
early 2016. This initiative is great news for Victoria,
and it is great news for the residents of Yuroke, because
our community will benefit from the release of police
officers from the Broadmeadows station, which will be
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one of the first six stations in the rollout of custody
officers.
The new custody officers will relieve the police officers
who are currently being used to manage those being
held in custody. While these police officers do a terrific
job, their skills will be put to better use on the front line
of policing. As these police officers are released back to
frontline duties the policing district of Hume, which
includes the suburbs in the Yuroke electorate, will
benefit from these increased resources.
Victoria Police are greatly valued in our community,
and I know this is very much the case in the electorate
of Yuroke, where they serve our community capably
and with distinction. This was made very clear at the
community safety round table that I held last Tuesday
at the Hume Global Learning Centre in Craigieburn,
where we were joined by the Minister for Police for a
constructive discussion about policing and community
safety.
Attending the event were representatives of Victoria
Police, Hume City Council and community residents
groups, who were all keen to share their views and
participate in the discussion. The representatives
included Jo Hain-Hardie, who is working to reactivate
Neighbourhood Watch in Craigieburn, Denis Moore
and Maureen Reed from the Craigieburn Residents
Association, and Neil Fisher from the Broadmeadows
Community Legal Service. Hume City Council mayor,
Cr Adem Atmaca, Cr Casey Nunn and Cr Drew Jessop
were there, as well as the council’s CEO, the director,
city communities, the director of organisation and
community learning, the manager of social
development and the manager of leisure and youth
services. There were also representatives of the office
of Rob Mitchell, the federal member for McEwen and
Maria Vamvakinou, the federal member for Calwell.
We were also incredibly grateful that Victoria Police
were represented by the acting area commander for
Hume, the acting superintendent for the north-west
metro region and the acting station commander at
Craigieburn station. I thank all of these attendees. I list
them to show the extent of support and interest in this
round table in the local community. One of the reasons
for this is that over the past couple of months in the
Craigieburn area there has been a great deal of
discussion about a range of community safety matters,
and this round table was a great opportunity to further
open communications between residents, council,
police and, of course, the minister. It was also important
that this forum allowed for issues and concerns to be
raised and responded to by the police and the minister.
It was important to not only share the issues and
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concerns but also to dispel some of the rumours and
misconceptions that could and would continue to have a
detrimental effect on the perception of community
safety if left unaddressed.
One of the issues that was discussed and very well
received was the issue of custody officers and the
benefits that will be derived from relieving the
Broadmeadows police officers of that custody role back
to a frontline policing role, where they can focus on
tackling crime, being visible in the community and
keeping the community safe. I greatly appreciate the
time the minister and all the round table attendees took
to attend this event and the comprehensive information
they provided. I look forward to further round table
discussions with stakeholders and my community, and I
know the community of Yuroke will appreciate the
additional resources that the bill will provide frontline
policing. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Police Custody
Officers) Bill 2015. The Greens will not be opposing
the bill, but we do have some concerns, which I will
outline. The bill establishes the legislative framework to
establish civilian police custody officers, including their
functions and powers. Police custody officers will be
public servants rather than police, and they will have
defined custody management duties. In addition the bill
gives them statutory powers to carry out their duties.
We are aware of the genuine and serious concerns of
Victoria Police relating to the need for sufficient police
numbers obviously for patrol, for solving crime and for
engaging with the community, but we are also aware
that the issue has arisen in the context of prison
overcrowding. From the Victorian Ombudsman report
into deaths and harms in custody we note that as a
consequence of overcrowding, police cells designed for
short-term stays are being used as de facto prisons, at
times holding in excess of 350 detainees. There are a
number of concerns. Obviously this places a burden on
police. There are a number of issues around detainees
and transferees being limited in access to family and
legal representation and not having access to clean
clothes. With the Melbourne Custody Centre often
being full, Corrections Victoria has been unable to
ensure that some prisoners attend scheduled court
appearances, resulting in a disruption to the criminal
justice system. There are a number of concerns there
and a number of issues relating to overcrowding.
The Greens are also very much cognisant of the fact
that supervising and managing prisons and prisoners
involves a very high level of responsibility. The
seriousness of this issue cannot be understated when it
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has been found that 55 per cent of the prison population
has an identified suicide or self-harm rating and 42 per
cent are at psychiatric risk with a mental health
concern. Yet these proposed police custody officers
will receive only eight weeks of training at the
Victorian Police Academy before commencement.
Given the responsibility and associated dangers of
supervising people in police custody, we are concerned
that an eight-week training course is far too short and
potentially inadequate.
The Greens are also concerned that this is a stopgap
approach or cheaper option to the wider issue of
overcrowding. Rather than addressing the root cause or
the problems of prison overcrowding, such as
inadequate justice policies and the absence of other
policies to reduce crime, this measure is essentially, as I
said, a stopgap, and it is cheaper than investing in crime
prevention.
Things are only getting worse, with the changes to
sentencing and parole laws resulting in more prisoners
in police cells. I take this opportunity to go on the
record to say that this problem of prison overcrowding
is an indictment of the former government’s policies —
the so-called tough-on-crime policies, which have seen
incarceration rates and recidivism rates rise, while
billions of dollars have been allocated for new jails and
money has potentially shifted away from preventive
measures, including, of course, our education system.
This sort of approach does not wash out there with the
wider community. If you had any discussion with
members of the Prahran electorate, or any other
electorate, you would find that people understand the
preventive approach to crime. They are not sold on this
drumbeat of the so-called tough-on-crime ‘Let’s extend
the sentence or get rid of other community sentencing
options’ approach. I think it has been demonstrated,
particularly in the Ombudsman’s report that came out
recently, that this approach has been an absolute failure.
Instead we need to invest in justice reinvestment;
education; mental health; rehabilitation programs;
greater use of sentencing, such as community
correction orders; and making sure that prison is used
as a last resort and only for serious and violent
offenders. Then, if we still need more police, we should
increase police numbers in the areas where they are
needed, based on evidence.
The Greens have another concern regarding the bill,
and that is the legal exemption clause for no liability.
We oppose this clause, which outlines that a police
custody officer who uses reasonable force is not liable
for injury or damage caused by that use of force.
Victoria Police and government departments should be
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just as liable as any other organisation for breaches of
duty of care resulting in injury or damage. This is an
important issue, because the threat of litigation is
necessary to ensure that there is appropriate
management and supervision of prisoners. We have
seen the necessity for this in light of the Royal
Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody and
other reviews in recent years. There is a strong role for
the courts, and it should not be diminished in any way.
These reports have highlighted that the threat of
liability for damages can be a powerful means to ensure
that those supervising and managing prisoners uphold
their duty of care.
The Greens will not be opposing this bill. However, we
do have concerns regarding the overarching lack of
policy to reduce the prison population, the critical
importance of appropriate supervision and management
of people in police custody and the adequacy of the
training program for custodial officers. We certainly
oppose the liability exemptions for Victoria Police
custody officers.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is my pleasure to
rise and speak to the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Police Custody Officers) Bill 2015. In doing so, I take
the opportunity to pay tribute to my partner’s father,
Senior Constable Rex Kent, now retired. Rex served
36 years with Victoria Police. In paying tribute to him, I
note that the idea of a police custody officer is an
important and overdue initiative, but I make the point
that it is not a new initiative.
Back in the 1960s at Murrayville, in the electorate of
the member for Mildura, Senior Constable Rex Kent
and his wife, the late Margaret Kent, who had five
children, policed this part of Victoria as a team. Indeed
on many occasions Margaret Kent was called upon to
be what we might call now a police custody officer. I
need to make it clear that I am not proposing that we
return to these days at all, but nonetheless in paying
tribute to both Rex and Margaret, I highlight that one of
the roles of a police wife — and they were all wives
back then in the 1960s — was to act from time to time
as a police custody officer.
Margaret had cause to do this on a number of
occasions, and some people in the community, rather
than pay their fines, preferred to work them off in the
lockup at the Murrayville police station, because if they
chose to do so, they were assured of a warm bed and a
hot meal. Margaret had her own way of extracting a
price, and that was she supervised the prisoners while
they chopped wood. This enabled Senior Constable
Rex Kent to be out on the road, doing what we would
expect highly trained police to be doing, which is active
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policing in the community. But unfortunately, as I said,
it was Margaret who was left to guard the prisoners.
Indeed one day — and again I make the point that this
is not something I condone or suggest should happen
now — a prisoner, who had escaped from Adelaide and
made his way across the border, was captured by Rex
Kent and a couple of other local coppers. He was duly
handcuffed and left to sit in the front yard under the
supervision of Margaret Kent. Rex and the assisting
police went and continued on with their duties while
they waited for the South Australian police to arrive.
This is an important bill because we want to ensure that
our highly trained, highly qualified police are doing
what we are paying them to do, which is active policing
in our community — that is, preventing crime and
seeking out those who commit crimes. That is what we
want to see happening. We do not want to see our
police babysitting prisoners, which is what was
occurring under the previous government. For all of
those reasons, I commend this bill to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to have
the opportunity to make some comments on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Police Custody Office) Bill
2015. This bill creates a mechanism to introduce
civilian police custody persons. The approach is
essentially agreed on. Both the government and the
opposition had a view on this matter going into the
election, but there is significant variation between the
mechanism that was proposed by the coalition and the
mechanism that is proposed by the government in this
bill. Certainly there is a difference in terms of the
numbers. The coalition proposed 450 officers, whereas
there are 400 proposed in this bill, although of course
that number is not dependent on this mechanism. In the
view of the coalition the implementation is not an
inappropriate model in a 21st century context, and
while the numbers are inadequate, the public policy
goals are essentially an issue we agree with. On that
basis, the opposition is not opposing the bill.
This bill is about the supervision and management of
people in police custody. It deals with the issues of
transporting people in police custody, principally to the
courts and back, as well as other incidental matters. A
number of acts are amended, including the Victoria
Police Act 2013, the Corrections Act 1986, the Court
Security Act 1980, the Crimes Act 1958 and the Road
Safety Act 1986, largely with the intent of providing the
authorisation and necessary powers for these police
custody officers. Some concerns were raised in the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee with
regard to clauses 7 and 9, which respectively insert new
sections into the Victoria Police Act and the
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Corrections Act. The committee sought further
information from the minister. Of course this report was
only tabled yesterday, so unfortunately we do not have
the benefit of that information in this debate, but
hopefully all will be revealed in the subsequent weeks.
In 2014, then Chief Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay,
quite rightly sought to reform the system to free up
sworn officers who were involved in tasks in various
areas that do not necessarily require sworn officers, in
order to better utilise their skills and their experience.
Of course if they could be freed up, they could be
redeployed on day-to-day and frontline duties.
As I said, there are significant differences in the
approach taken by the opposition and the one taken by
the government. The three significant differences
include, firstly, the numbers, being 450 under the
coalition and 400 under the government. Secondly, the
manner in which both policies were presented was
different. The coalition developed its policy in
government, and it was, I believe, an appropriate
response to a serious issue. Unfortunately, and perhaps
obviously given that we were in an election season, the
then opposition developed its policy on the basis of a
persistent lie and misrepresentation of the facts about
the number of people in custody in police cells. Thirdly,
there is a significant difference in the manner in which
it is proposed the positions be filled.
On 1 November 2014 the ABC reported on the
announcement by the then shadow Minister for Police
in relation to this policy. The report indicated the cost
was estimated to be $148.6 million over four years —
and we will see whether that eventuates or not — with
deployment by mid-2017. Given the way the timetable
has played out on a number of issues in the minister’s
portfolio, I am not holding my breath on that. In
referring to the issue of the number of people in cells,
he again repeated the allegation that there were up to
370 people in 20 police stations around state, whereas
in fact, as the then Minister for Police and Emergency
Services confirmed, the numbers were consistently
below 100, which is very different to 370. In fact on the
Friday before the announcement was made the number
was 59, a small fraction of the alleged 370, but
unfortunately the higher number was the fiction that
was used to push Labor’s argument.
On 23 November, some weeks later, the coalition put
out its position in terms of police numbers, and it was a
very different situation. There was a proposal for
450 custody officers, but in addition there was also a
proposal to hire a further 250 uniformed officers and an
additional 250 specialists in areas like e-crime, fraud,
counterterrorism — forensic skills that are not
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necessarily available among uniformed officers and are
very expensive skills to acquire. The coalition was
intending to go out and purchase those skills.
Unfortunately we now find ourselves in a situation
where we will not have 450 custody officers but 400,
we will not have the 250 specialists and we certainly
will not going to have the 250 additional police officers.
Clearly the coalition’s plan was superior to the
alternative one. I would certainly urge the government
to consider it, because it is not too late. This legislation
would not prevent that plan being implemented
because, as we have heard in question time today, we
have a situation where with two towns that are
30 kilometres away from one another it will take at
least 25 minutes to get from one to the other if there is
an incident. As someone who was accustomed, before
the coalition government, to having one divisional van
trying to cover Rosebud and Mornington, I can tell you,
Acting Speaker, it simply does not work. It is sad that
Stawell and Ararat find themselves in that situation.
Unfortunately apparently we have a government that is
committed to growth in the police force of somewhere
between zero and nine officers. That seems to be the
sum total. There is a complete failure to recognise that,
as the Minister for Planning confirmed on 774 ABC
radio on Monday morning, the population is growing
by 100 000 a year but we are not putting in additional
police numbers to cover that population.
The other issue that is worth remembering here is the
additional police put on during the coalition’s term in
office. The Attorney-General today claimed that the
coalition hired no additional police officers during the
last term. It is a curious claim from the first law officer
of the state that no additional police were hired. Perhaps
he is confused. If he is not confused, I would hate to
think he had misled the house. I would not expect it of
him, and I certainly do not accuse him of it, but facts
are facts.
In this case the facts are that in the last term the
coalition government hired an extra 1900 frontline
police officers; the number of active police officers
went up by 1900. We set out to put on an extra 1700.
We achieved that plus an extra 200, plus of course
940 protective services officers (PSOs) — not plastic
police, which is the unfortunate label that the member
for Monbulk, now the Deputy Premier, applied to those
officers but well-trained, highly effective officers who
have proved to be an excellent addition to the force and
certainly have been welcomed by the public. I
commend our PSOs, and I certainly thank them for
their service. I hope the Attorney-General will have the
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opportunity to review the record and perhaps correct his
misinformation.
However, we have in this bill an agreement on public
policy. It has to be said it involves insufficient numbers
and an unfortunate mechanism, but it is the only shot
we have at getting additional police officers, so I am
prepared to support it.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is a privilege to join
the debate on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Police Custody Officers) Bill 2015. It is always
interesting to follow the contributions of members of
the Liberal Party on these matters. They like to talk
tough, saying they will be tough on crime and will
deliver a whole host of things. I think the community
would remember that in the Kennett era the
government promised to deliver additional police but in
fact it cut police numbers.
Members opposite are trying to say they delivered
1900 police officers in the time they were in
government just recently, when in fact 1966 police
officers were funded under the Brumby government in
the 2010 May budget. Then in the Baillieu
government’s first budget we saw the police budget cut
by $113 million. These people opposite are past
taskmasters at misrepresenting the facts. You only need
to look at what happened on their watch.
During the period of the Bracks and Brumby
governments Victoria was the safest state in the
country. What did we see when the coalition cut the
budget by $113 million? Every year that they were in
government we saw the crime rate go up. Just like the
unemployment rate went up, the crime rate went up.
The jails are full to bursting, and we are required now
to fix the mess. The previous Labor government also
had a huge program of building new police stations.
During the four years of coalition government there
was not one built. My electorate was the fastest
growing electorate in the state, with 70 000 electors at
the time of the redistribution — that is how much it had
grown. During the Bracks and Brumby government’s
watch we built six new police stations that are serving
this community, but none were built during the four
years of the previous coalition government. Labor has a
far better record than this lot opposite. We will build the
Mernda police station, and we will actually staff it.
Mr Watt interjected.
Ms GREEN — I am pleased to see that the pilot
sites that will begin rolling out the police custody
officers will include a police station in the north, in
Heidelberg, and other police stations, as well as Mill
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Park, which will then assist in staffing the new Mernda
police station — in answer to the interjection from the
member for Burwood — which will be operational by
2017. That will assist my community directly.
I wanted to make reference to the contribution to the
debate by the member for Prahran. In his enthusiasm in
support of the bill I think he has misunderstood one of
the provisions in relation to clause 7, which inserts new
section 200J into the Victoria Police Act 2013, and
clause 21, which inserts new section 104DD into the
Corrections Act 1986. He made the claim that the
police custody officers (PCOs) would not be covered
for liability in terms of their actions. I can say to him
that the same liability scheme that applies for Victorian
public sector employees will in fact apply to the police
custody officers, with the state generally being
responsible for the employees’ actions or omissions.
The state will be generally vicariously liable for PCOs’
conduct. That is provided for in section 23 of the
Crown Proceedings Act 1958. The member for Prahran
should understand that correction and that that liability
will be covered in this legislation.
I am pleased that the Andrews government is delivering
on yet another election commitment, because police
custody officers will free up our highly trained police
officers to do what they do best: serving the community
and fighting crime and the causes of crime. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise this evening
to make a contribution to the debate on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Police Custody Officers) Bill
2015. Actually it fulfils a government election
commitment to provide 400 additional police custody
officers, which will allegedly free up sworn police
officers to be out on the beat. So far as police officers
go, the previous coalition government put on over
1800 additional officers and over 940 protective
services officers (PSOs).
I commend the work the PSOs do in the Parliament
precinct. I certainly will not call them plastic police, as
the Deputy Premier, who is also the Minister for
Education, did in his contribution in 2011, when he
ridiculed the policy, as did most Labor members at the
time. But I can tell members that all those people who
travel home by train at night do not ridicule the policy
because they feel very safe. I commend the member for
Rowville, who was instrumental in formulating that
policy, particularly as Treasurer and then later on as
Minister for Police and Emergency Services.
In addition to that, in the South Barwon electorate the
member for Rowville delivered a brand-new police
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station, the Waurn Ponds police station, with 24-hour
police coverage — and incidentally that was a
commitment that was not supported by the Labor Party
in 2010, when there was no commitment made to build
that police station. It has been an excellent police
station. The South Barwon State Emergency Service
unit has also been installed there. It is a fantastic
facility. I am pleased to have seen that built, and I am
proud to have seen that station opened.
As far as the issue of custody officers goes, the one
concern I have is that if the custody officers free up the
sworn police officers, for example at Geelong, where
are those police officers then going to be deployed?
There is no guarantee that, for example, if 10 custody
officers were to free up 10 sworn police officers in
Geelong, those 10 officers would then be deployed in
the Geelong region. Are they going to go back to police
command for the chief commissioner to deploy as he
sees fit? That issue is quite interesting because
apparently the chief commissioner deploys police
throughout Victoria, and it is his decision, except in the
electorate of Bellarine where we have special treatment
and the Minister for Police directs the chief
commissioner to deploy police.
In the four-year term we are in now, the only sworn
police officers proposed by this government are
15 additional officers on the Bellarine Peninsula. The
government keeps referring to Geelong and the
Bellarine area. Drysdale, Portarlington and Queenscliff
are not in Geelong; they are on the Bellarine Peninsula,
and they are not on the Surf Coast. Good luck to the
Bellarine Peninsula for getting those additional officers,
but the precedent has now been set by the Minister for
Police that he can deploy police officers where he sees
fit. He can now direct and command the chief
commissioner that, ‘We made an election commitment
to the Bellarine, so you are going to deploy police on
the Bellarine, whether they are needed there or not’. If
it is in the Bellarine, where will it be next? It is funny
that in his response to an adjournment matter I raised
earlier this year in regard to police numbers for the Surf
Coast, in Torquay, the minister stated that deployment
of police is a matter for the chief commissioner. The
response is in black and white, and I would be happy to
table the document containing the response from the
minister that the chief commissioner is responsible for
deployment.
Incidentally, in the latest crime statistics that were
released, in the 3228 postcode area, which is the Surf
Coast — Torquay, Jan Juc and Bellbrae — crime went
up by 35.6 per cent. In Armstrong Creek crime rose by
25.6 per cent. On average across the electorate there has
been a 9.4 per cent rise in crime. As I said earlier, my
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real concern is that if police custody officers free up
sworn police officers, there is no guarantee that they
will go back into the area of the police station where
they were replaced. That is a real concern for me
because now the Minister for Police has politicised the
deployment of police officers in this state.
Never before have we seen budget allocations such as
that in budget paper 3, at page 83, where the Bellarine
and Geelong community safety package has a line
allocation, and that commitment in the budget is
directing the chief commissioner where to deploy
police. It is very concerning that these officers who will
be freed up in the Geelong region will not be deployed
in Geelong. They will be sent by the minister wherever
he sees them to be politically needed and not deployed
by the chief commissioner. With that, I commend the
bill to the house.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — It is a pleasure to
rise in support of the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Police Custody Officers) Bill 2015. The bill impacts
directly on my electorate of Dandenong. The bill is
fundamental to the government’s commitment to put
more police on the beat, as we have heard several times
already. We have invested $148.6 million for the
recruitment, training and deployment of 400 police
custody officers (PCO) across 22 stations to undertake
custody management and related functions, including
transporting people in custody. The idea behind this is
that it will free up police to focus on frontline duties
and to be where our community needs them — on the
streets tackling crime and responding to incidents to
keep our community safe.
The bill provides the legislative framework that will
determine the appointment powers, protections and
accountability of these custody officers. We have
already commenced recruiting, and the first round of
the custody officers will graduate in early 2016.
Initially they will be deployed at Sunshine, Heidelberg,
Ballarat, Geelong, Broadmeadows and in my electorate
of Dandenong. The news of these custody officers has
been very well received in Dandenong. During the
election campaign last year I had many people tell me
that there seemed to be fewer frontline police in the
area in recent years, and that was a cause of great
concern. The introduction of more police custody
officers should go a significant way to addressing that
issue.
It has been disappointing but not at all surprising to
hear the desperate fear mongering of those opposite. I
say ‘desperate’ because it is nothing more than a
demonstration of an opposition still wallowing in its
election loss, an opposition caught in the mire of its

Wednesday, 21 October 2015

own incompetence, wallowing in the fact that it wasted
its chance when it was in government and it let the
Victorian people down. In particular I refer to the
comments by the shadow Minister for Police, a member
for Eastern Victoria Region in the other place, Edward
O’Donohue, who was quoted in the Shepparton News
of 14 August on the topic of custody officers as saying
that Shepparton is missing out completely.
I would like to dispel this myth — this factual
inaccuracy, for want of a better term — and confirm
that Shepparton is definitely one of the 22 stations to
which these PCOs will be deployed. The other
remaining stations are Bairnsdale, Bendigo, Frankston,
Horsham, Mildura, Mill Park, Moorabbin, Morwell,
Ringwood, Swan Hill, Wangaratta, Warrnambool,
Wodonga, Sale and Spencer Street. The operational
requirements will determine the rollout, which will be
completed by June 2018. Other locations may require
the services of PCOs over time, and this will be decided
after consideration of all resourcing needs.
It may be difficult for the opposition to comprehend the
pattern of activity that has taken place over the last
11 months under this government, so let me explain it:
we make a commitment, then we honour that
commitment — commit, deliver.
Mr Watt interjected.
Ms WILLIAMS — I am sure you will get the hang
of it one day, and maybe even one day you will be able
to do it yourself!
This was an election commitment, and it is happening.
We consulted widely with Victoria Police, Police
Association Victoria and the public sector during the
development of this bill, and all parties support both the
PCO policy and the bill itself. There have been no
concerns raised by the Chief Justice of Victoria or
Court Services Victoria, which have also been
consulted.
These PCOs will essentially take on some of the duties
currently covered by our police officers. These duties
include the management of those in custody in police
cells, supervision of arrested persons at police stations
and transportation of people to and from court. Other
functions to be performed by PCOs will include
supervision of persons taking their own inner mouth
swabs, DNA samples and finger scans under the
Crimes Act 1958. PCOs will be able to conduct oral
fluid sample procedures on motorists who have
returned a positive result from a preliminary roadside
drug test. The deployment of these 400 PCOs to our
police stations will result in 400 police officers being
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progressively released from duties and back onto the
beat, allowing them to focus on fighting crime. This is
what our police officers are trying to do: protect the
community.
Returning to what this means for my community in
Dandenong, on 18 May 2015 the Berwick Leader ran
an article in which police association secretary, Senior
Sergeant Ron Iddles, was quoted as saying that custody
officers would mean police would not have to be
borrowed from other stations to ‘babysit’ prisoners. He
was also quoted as saying:
Deploying custody officers to Dandenong will mean that it
won’t become necessary to ever borrow police resources from
Casey again whenever the police cells at Dandenong next
become overcrowded, as has happened in the past.

I am amused by those opposite who have criticised this
policy — all those benches of Statlers and Waldorfs —
who must look at us and wonder what might have been
for them. In 11 months we have already achieved more
than they did in four years. They can say all they want
about delays and any other issues they wish to raise, but
it is all rendered utterly ridiculous, given the previous
government’s dark track record of inactivity, laziness
and cringe-worthy ineptitude. This is a good bill. It
delivers soundly for Victoria, and I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Police Custody Officers) Bill 2015. I will try to stick to
the plot here, rather than rewriting history as seems to
be in favour with those opposite.
This bill is about having 400 civilian police custody
officers put in a number of police stations to remove
sworn officers from the cells and to release them for
front-line duties. I think the need for this was agreed to
by both sides. It was just a matter of how it was going
to be delivered, and both sides have had different views
on this.
One of the things I would like to talk about is that some
time ago I spent a Friday evening with the Mildura
police, and I thank Inspector Rebecca Olsen for the
time that she gave me in touring the station. After that
we had a look at aspects of my city that I would not
normally see. I also spent some time in the cell block
talking to the officers who were there. I also talked to
the custody nurse, looked at the cells and discussed
some of the issues they faced.
Having reflected on this bill on my visit there, there are
a number of aspects that I have a couple of concerns
about. People who are in the cells, particularly if they
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are drug affected — and that is commonly with ice —
are not very rational. They need a great deal of
management. You need to have a culture in your watch
houses that is patient and understanding, but at the same
time you have to be very firm with the people who are
incarcerated. This is particularly the case when they are
behaving in a very irrational manner.
As we change over these police stations en masse, we
are not going to get a crossover of culture,
management, expertise, experience, corporate
knowledge — call it what you like — in the running of
the cell blocks. I am concerned that the new police
custody officers are going to have to acquire a lot of
wisdom very quickly. I know their training has to cover
a great many aspects, but certainly we have to ensure
that each and every one of these watch houses has a
culture that is appropriate for its function, because if it
does not and it gets out of control we are going to have
some very ugly incidents and moments. This whole
idea of trying to release sworn officers for front-line
duties could well end up in tatters. Perhaps using a
G4S-like system, as is the case at the Melbourne
Custody Centre, could well have brought that culture to
bear, but the decision has been made. Again, I echo
those concerns.
Similarly, for some of the other duties that are proposed
for the police custody officers, I will flag another issue
that is getting some traction in the rumour mill. Due to
the high cost of certain random and other drug testing
there is not the same level of drug testing of drivers
going on that the public would expect. One of those
issues relates to resourcing the materials required to do
that testing. Again, there is not much point in training
police custody officers to do this follow-up work if
drivers are not being pulled in from the streets by the
extra police officers.
The bill is not being opposed — in fact it is being
supported — by The Nationals, and I wish it a speedy
passage. However, I express concern about how this
measure will be rolled out and implemented station by
station.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Police Custody Officers) Bill 2015. The Victorian
coalition is trying to revive the politics of fear and
division, just as its fortunes wane nationally with the
demise of Tony Abbott as Prime Minister. Today in this
house we have witnessed the former Attorney-General,
the member for Box Hill, trying to defend his record.
While his rhetoric in government was meant to sound
tough on crime, the former government was anything
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but tough on the causes of crime. In fact many of its
policies exacerbated the causes of crime.
We have also witnessed today the shadow
Attorney-General trying to introduce the politics of fear
and division regarding terrorism. This is a dangerous
and divisive tactic. That is why I intend to call it out in
my contribution, not just for the Parliament but also for
the media. We have recently seen in the Sunday Age the
opposition trying to foment this story. Fear drives the
Liberal Party. That is the dark heart of the matter. The
convergence of issues tells the bigger story. More than
$1 billion in Australian government funding allocated
to improve national security and create new businesses
and jobs is being denied to a Melbourne community
identified by the Australian Security Intelligence
Organisation (ASIO) as a hotspot for terrorist
recruitment.
Members will recall that Tony Abbott as Prime
Minister went to ASIO headquarters and that the media
was able to film a map of hotspots of terrorist
recruitment. One of them was Campbellfield. Police
have declared the area around it in the electorate of
Broadmeadows a red zone for the seizure of illegal
guns. This is an area where unemployment rose under
coalition governments, state and federal, to equal that of
Greece, and youth unemployment is perilously high,
estimated to be above 40 per cent. That is the Liberal
Party legacy, and it should not be forgotten.
If the epicentre of this volatile mix of dangerous forces
is right at Campbellfield, let us put this together. This is
the home of Ford’s Australian headquarters, where car
manufacturing will end in less than a year. Holden and
Toyota assembly lines will fall silent the following
year, marking the demise of our once-iconic automotive
industry. When the plants close, 100 000 direct and
indirect jobs will be lost in Victoria, according to the
National Institute of Economic and Industry Research.
Federally, Labor in power allocated $900 million to an
automotive transformation scheme designed to help
supply chain businesses survive the end of this industry
and find new — —
Mr Wells — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
with the greatest respect to the member for
Broadmeadows, I thought we were debating the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Police Custody Officers) Bill
2015, not the car industry in Broadmeadows. I am
wondering if the member would like to come back to
the bill.
Mr McGUIRE — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the former Treasurer might be embarrassed by
the points I am making about the causes of crime and
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his position as Treasurer during the demise of the
automotive industry. But this goes to the heart of the
matter. We cannot just have a narrow debate. The
themes are critical.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
There is no point of order.
Mr McGUIRE — Here is the point: the federal
Assistant Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Concetta
Fierravante-Wells, has realised the Australian
government needs to change its strategy. She has stated:
It is very clear that we now need to review what we are doing,
reset the agenda and work much more closely with the
communities …

It has finally arrived — the proposition is to work with
communities for cohesion, not to work against them, if
you want to address these issues. That is the point. We
have had a change of Prime Minister. The federal
coalition government has changed its approach. Now
we have the Victorian coalition trying to revive fear and
divisiveness. This is the dark heart of the matter.
I am pleased as the member for Broadmeadows for my
electorate to be among six police stations piloting a new
rollout of custody officers. The 400 officers are part of
the Victorian Labor government’s initiative to
introduce 600 new police personnel, including forensic
scientists, transit members, protective services officers
and detectives, across Victoria. A total of nearly
$150 million has been poured into the recruitment,
training and deployment of the custody officers, who
will take up roles at 22 stations during the next three
years.
I have called the coalition out today. I want it on the
record. Let us see if the media will pick up the critical
themes and issues that underlie this political strategy,
because it is not one to unite communities but to divide
them using fear. With that, I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Police Custody
Officers) Bill 2015. I have listened to all of this debate.
Hearing those on the other side try to rewrite history is
very interesting. I know they do not like the fact that we
in government said we would put 1700 extra police and
940 protective services officers (PSOs) out on the beat.
In fact we added 1900 police and 950 PSOs. The
member for Dandenong says the government has done
more in nine months than we did in four years. I have
not seen an extra 1900 police, I have not seen an extra
950 PSOs, and I have not even seen a police custody
officer.
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What I have seen is the Minister for Police stand up in
this place and repeatedly say that where police go is a
matter for police command — except in Bellarine.
Today he explained why the seat of Bellarine is special
and different to every other seat. It is apparently
because there was a community campaign. The
community members protested, and that is what this is
about. Because they had this community campaign,
because the community members protested, they are
special, and they are going to get police at their station
down in Bellarine.
I know the Minister for Police knows there was another
campaign, run by someone close to him, to get more
police at Ashburton police station. When we were in
government, we refurbished Ashburton police station,
and then we put police in it. Two days before we made
the announcement for Ashburton, a gentleman handed
me a petition telling me that I needed to restaff that
police station. I have a nice photo of it here. It is
interesting to look at this photo of me holding the
petition, with this gentleman insisting I take a photo to
provide evidence that I have received it, and to have
seen today in the chamber this gentleman sitting in the
gallery watching as this discussion transpired.
It is very interesting that this person ran a campaign that
was listened to by the previous government, because it
was already the government’s policy to put police in the
Ashburton police station, opening it up so that people
could actually report crimes, and I thank the previous
minister very much. It is interesting that the man who
ran this petition and this massive campaign two days
before we opened the police station now happens to be
the chief of staff to the Minister for Police. He is the
very same person who campaigned to get the police
station opened.
When he was the member for Burwood he did not do a
good job. When he was the member for Burwood he
forgot that they needed police there, so what he did was
organise for the police to disappear. He did that when
he was the member for Burwood. When he was the
president of the village traders association he
campaigned heavily on this issue, and you have to ask
why.
If I look at page 5 of the Progress Leader of September
2013, I see a nice little picture of Bob Stensholt, chief
of staff to the current police minister; I see the member
for Bendigo East, who was the shadow police minister
at the time; and I see the Labor candidate for
Higgins — interesting. I think this might have been just
before the federal election. So in the photograph we
have the Labor candidate with the former Labor
minister, the now Labor chief of staff to the Labor
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police minister and the former Labor shadow police
minister campaigning to make sure the Ashburton
police station gets more police.
That is interesting, because two years later, almost two
years to the day that this article was in this paper, I have
another picture, which is of the Ashburton police
station where a sign has been posted with the words:
Ashburton police station will only open on Tuesdays and
Thursdays from 9.00 a.m. to 5.00 p.m.
This change is effective week commencing Sunday,
20 September, 2015.

Interesting! It only took Bob Stensholt two years from
the time he was campaigning to put police into
Ashburton police station and only 11 months into his
time as chief of staff to the police minister to cut
policing in Ashburton. I am intrigued that this man,
who is a former member for Burwood, organised for
the police station to be staffed two days a week. He is
no longer the member for Burwood, and he is
campaigning for the Labor Party, so he is campaigning
very strongly: ‘We need to get that police station open
and put more police in there’ knowing full well that it
was our commitment to do so, we were going to do it
and it happened.
Then after the 2014 election — only 11 months later —
he closed the Ashburton police station. It is open only
two days a week; it is an absolute disgrace. He should
hang his head in shame and so should the police
minister, who continually says ‘Police command’ —
but not for Bellarine because people campaigned.
Maybe the police minister should speak to his chief of
staff about the campaign he ran only two years ago, and
the Ashburton community might then be listened to.
We are not opposing the bill. The reason we are not
opposing the bill is that, although it is not quite as good
as we were going to do, it is better than nothing.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a very brief contribution to the debate in relation
to the Justice Legislation Amendment (Police Custody
Officers) Bill 2015. This is a great piece of legislation
because it is about making sure that we apply resources
to the front line where it is deserved. I speak from a
degree of experience because I had the privilege of
being the police adviser to the then Leader of the
Opposition, the Honourable Steve Bracks, and at that
time I had the great opportunity of meeting your
husband, Acting Speaker, Inspector Graham Kent,
when he was at the Police Association Victoria. He is a
great man.
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This is a great bill because it is about putting those
resources at the front line, which is important. This
legislation is also important because of a further benefit,
which is providing employment opportunities for
people who are disadvantaged, such as those who
reside on public housing estates in my electorate and
those from the Horn of Africa community. I have
spoken a number of times on this matter, and the
Minister for Police has responded. This is a good
opportunity to try to provide pathways into
employment for people on welfare or people who are
living on public housing estates.
It is a great piece of legislation because we are
honouring an election commitment. It is about us trying
to put resources on the front line and not having sworn
officers babysitting people in cells. But we can also use
this as a great opportunity to get people from welfare
into work — to get people out of public housing and
into the private market. It is a great piece of legislation,
and it is the hallmark of this government’s commitment
to community safety. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — I rise to join the debate
on the Justice Legislation Amendment (Police Custody
Officers) Bill 2015. I have to say that the concept of
replacing police with another form of management to
look after prisoners in police cells is the right thing to
do. We on this side of the house had a different way of
approaching this matter, and that is why we are not
opposing the bill. In fact when we came into
government in 2010 we were very clear about what we
were going to promise and deliver. We promised
1700 police and 940 protective services officers
(PSOs). As has been mentioned many times, the
member for Monbulk, the now Minister for Education,
called them ‘plastic police’, yet the PSOs have been an
outstanding success.
The point I want to make is that when the coalition was
in government it actually delivered on what it said was
its policy in opposition. We promised 1700 police but
ended up delivering 1900, and we promised 940 PSOs
but ended up delivering 950. I thought I heard the
Attorney-General during question time today make a
comment about us not delivering any new police, which
I found a bit rich. I am sure that what he said was not
what he was trying to say.
The other point I want to make about question time
today in regard to prisoners in police cells — and that is
what this bill is about — is that when the Minister for
Police speaks about prisoners in police cells he always
uses the 2013 number. Why would you use a 2013
number if you are in 2015? The reason he uses that
number is that there was a peak in that year. The
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question is: why does he not use the 2014 number,
which showed very clearly that there were fewer than
100 prisoners in police cells? It was an exceptional
effort by Edward O’Donohue, a member for Eastern
Victoria Region in the other place, who was the
Minister for Corrections at the time, to get the prisoners
out of the police cells and into proper correctional
facilities.
We went to the election in 2014 saying we would put
on 250 frontline officers and we would be returning
450 officers from police cell management to frontline
duty. The two policies were not too far apart, with
Labor promising 400 officers and the coalition
promising 450, but the government is choosing to have
police custody officers, whereas we had a different
method of completely freeing up police. In addition, we
promised 250 specialist staff to help with e-crime and
fraud.
Another point I want to make in regard to police
resourcing is how the government is very quick to
comment that any allocation of police anywhere in the
state is a matter for the Chief Commissioner of Police.
That is what the Victoria Police Act 2013 says — the
act that we brought in in the coalition term of
government. You can approach the chief commissioner,
but the chief commissioner has the ultimate say in the
allocation of police. When we look at Labor’s election
commitments and its last budget, we see the promise of
15 police in Bellarine, a marginal Labor seat. I wonder
whether this is a new way of allocating police in this
state. It simply makes no sense to me that you have an
act that says the allocation of resources is at the
discretion of the chief commissioner but then in the
next breath you say you will allocate police to particular
locations.
The coalition is not opposing this bill. When we on this
side looked at police stations across the state, whether
they be 24-hour police stations or others that had
prisoners in police cells, we were concerned about tying
up police resources with looking after prisoners in
police cells. However, with those few comments I can
say we are not opposing the bill.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — It is a privilege to
speak in support of the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Police Custody Officers) Bill 2015. It is very clear that
the amendments in the bill will have a direct impact on
my electorate of St Albans, with the first rollout of
police custody officers occurring at Sunshine police
station. That is welcome news for the electorate and for
the west. There will also be rollouts in Dandenong,
Heidelberg, Ballarat, Geelong and Broadmeadows.
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What does this mean for the electorate of St Albans? I
quote from a recent article in the Brimbank & North
West Star Weekly, which reported Sunshine police
inspector Dave Byrt as saying:
We are excited at the opportunities that this will provide us in
terms of retasking our staff who were previously required to
perform prisoner security duties.
Releasing our staff from prisoner management duties will
enable us to provide a greater focus on proactively managing
family violence, volume crime such as theft of motor cars,
theft from motor cars and burglary.

I think that sums up what this legislation means for the
electorate of St Albans and for Sunshine and Keilor
Downs police stations. We will definitely see more
police officers on our streets doing the work they
should be doing. More importantly, this recruitment
will see 400 custody officers on task. We have already
heard that the custody officers will be training at the
police academy in December this year.
This bill is extremely welcome news for the electorate
of St Albans, in particular for Sunshine. As I said, the
Sunshine police inspector welcomes the measure. I also
commend the great work that policemen and
policewomen do for my electorate and for the west.
Victoria Police play a key role in keeping our
community safe. They are hardworking men and
women. As I have said previously, they are dedicated
and passionate in making sure our streets are safe.
I had the privilege of joining Inspector David Byrt last
week on behalf of the Minister for Police when we
announced some funding for the revitalisation of
Dawson Street. This partnership between Victoria
Police and Brimbank City Council will see upgrade
works at Sunshine to make sure that Dawson Street is
well lit, with more street lighting, shelter and better
footpaths. That was welcome news last week. Most
importantly — —
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Disability parking permits
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. My issue relates to disability
parking permits, following a constituency question I
asked the Minister for Roads and Road Safety and his
response. On 26 May I informed the minister that I had
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been contacted by the Gordon family in my electorate
of Caulfield. They have a daughter, Shelley, with a
disability, but the family has only one disability parking
permit. Shelley suffers from a muscle condition
resulting in severe fatigue from movement and
therefore must use a wheelchair. Shelley’s parents both
work, which means that one parent picks Shelley up
and the other drops her off at her school in Caulfield
South. With only one disability parking permit the
family experiences great difficulty in picking her up
and dropping her off. The family has spoken to
VicRoads, but it is unable to resolve the matter.
I ask the minister what can be done to assist the Gordon
family and others in this situation. The Minister for
Roads and Road Safety responded to me some time
later saying that under the current code for the Disabled
Persons’ Parking Scheme a person may hold only one
disability parking permit. In addition the minister stated
that he appreciated that this may cause some
inconvenience but we could be assured that the intent of
this requirement was to help minimise fraudulent use. I
understand that the current regulations are what they
are, but they are failing families like the Gordons, and
when laws fail we as members of Parliament have an
obligation to review them.
I know that regrettably there are those who take
advantage of the system and misuse disability parking
permits, preventing those truly in need from accessing
support. I would also say that it is disgraceful that
people would do such a thing. However, the Gordons
are not in that boat. They have a legitimate situation
that needs to be rectified, and I am sure there are many
families in a similar situation where both parents work
and have a child, like the Gordons, and need this
problem to be rectified. I ask the minister to work with
VicRoads to help the Gordon family and others in a
similar predicament by looking at ways to solve this
problem so that the right to access disability parking
spots is not limited to those who have a permit on a
particular day.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! It took a long
time for the member to come to the action he required. I
advise members to state the action requested at the
beginning of their adjournment matter. I was going to
interrupt the member for Caulfield at about 2½ minutes
to ask what action he was seeking. That is a reminder
for next time.

Mount Alexander College
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — My adjournment
matter is directed to the Minister for Education, and the
action I seek is for the minister to address the
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appearance of the front facing wall at Mount Alexander
College in Flemington.
Mount Alexander College is Flemington’s secondary
school, and it services Flemington Hill and the
Flemington public housing estate as well as Ascot Vale
and Travancore. Earlier this year Mr Wayne Haworth
was appointed principal at the school, and I have been
working with him on a regular basis since that time. I
have been impressed by Mr Haworth’s commitment to
this school and the school community. After my many
visits to this school I agree with the principal that the
building appears run-down and tired. The minister has
visited this school with me and knows firsthand about
this issue.
To improve the appearance of the front-facing wall
would require replacing panelling. Addressing this
issue will mean a lot for the school and the school
community. The front facing wall is the first thing
people see at Mount Alexander College, and it is vital
that it reflects the excellent work that goes on inside
each and every classroom. I therefore call on the
minister to work with me and the school to give Mount
Alexander College the appearance it deserves.

Regional and rural road signage
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The action
I seek is for the minister to invest some badly needed
funding into the maintenance of the roads network in
rural Victoria, in particular in my electorate of
Gippsland East. As with a number of locations around
Victoria, including western and northern Victoria, we
are seeing an increasing number of speed restriction
signs being erected this year due to what is termed the
condition of the road surface.
In my own electorate this is occurring on none other
than Highway 1, the Princes Highway itself. People
travelling east of Orbost to the New South Wales
border are being confronted by parts of the road where
the speed limit has been reduced to 80 kilometres per
hour and in some stages 60 kilometres per hour due to
the condition of the road surface. These signs appear to
be up for increasing periods of time, and they are
becoming more common, as a number of constituents
have pointed out to me over recent months.
One must ask what the reason for this is. There is one
reason that jumps off the page when you open this
year’s budget papers. On page 123 of budget paper 3,
table 2.2 is an output summary table. We see under the
line item ‘Road asset management’ a massive
$84.3 million reduction in funding. This reduction from
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$486.4 million down to $402.l million represents a
massive 10 per cent cut to roads maintenance funding.
This must be restored to increase the road maintenance
work schedule in East Gippsland and other areas of
rural and regional Victoria.
We saw a lot of roadworks in my electorate carried out
under the coalition government, and several
coalition-funded roads projects are in fact still
underway in my electorate of Gippsland East, but I will
of course be the first to admit that despite all that work
there remains much more to do. At a time when the
funding perhaps should have continued to be increased
as it was under our government, or at the very least
maintained, what we have seen is a 10 per cent
reduction.
It is simply not good enough to have an increasing
number of speed limit restriction signs put on the
Princes Highway due to the condition of the road. This
is the no. 1 road in the country, and these signs are up
for longer periods of time. We need to have the roads
fixed, not more and more of these signs put up, which
are a hindrance to our motorist fraternity. The situations
where these signs are put up should be quite rare, and
they should be put up in the short term because fixing
those sections of road should be a high priority. I ask
the minister to increase the investment in our roads
maintenance program in country Victoria and rectify
this problem.

Tow bar design standards
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
The specific action I am seeking from the minister is for
him to have VicRoads ensure that tow bars and towing
gear being sold in Victoria meet the appropriate
Australian design standards. I raise this matter after
visiting a business in the northern suburbs that currently
manufactures tow bars in New Zealand for import into
Australia but is looking at establishing a local
manufacturing and production facility here in Victoria
in the next few years. The tow bars they currently make
and sell in Victoria obviously meet the relevant
Australian design rules.
It has been drawn to my attention that a similar
product — that is, a tow bar — that is currently being
imported from Europe does not meet the Australian
design rules. For example, on many of those tow bars
there is no safety chain connection. This presents an
immediate concern about the safety of the tow bars
imported from Europe. One hesitates to think of the
consequences of a failure of a tow bar on a vehicle —
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of it losing its trailer at high speed. Of course the safety
of all road users should be of paramount concern.
There is also the concern that an inferior product
imported from overseas is undermining the production
of tow bars here in Victoria and therefore investment in
production and employment here. Continued
importation of these products would make it more
difficult for the business that I have mentioned to set up
production here in Victoria, and it no doubt affects local
towing gear manufacturers that are already here. I
understand that Hayman Reese in Keysborough also
manufactures towing gear right here in Victoria.
In conclusion, I ask that the minister ensure that
VicRoads checks that tow bars being imported into and
sold in Victoria, particularly those sold online, meet the
relevant Australian design standards.

Cyclist safety
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The matter I
wish to raise this evening is for the attention of the
Minister for Finance. The action I seek is that he gain
the support of the Transport Accident Commission to
conduct and support the funding of ongoing studies into
bike accidents in metropolitan Melbourne. With
population growth and the build-up of transport access
to the CBD, there has been an increase in the number of
people using bikes as a means of commuting to the city
or their place of work or for recreation. My
understanding is that an ancillary outcome of that is an
uplift in the number of accidents occurring on
metropolitan streets.
The action I seek is either the opportunity to lead a
delegation to the minister to raise this matter in further
detail or for representatives of the Transport Accident
Commission to be available to discuss this matter
further so that there can be good ongoing studies.
Sandringham Hospital, under the excellent work of its
emergency department director, conducted some
research on this particular issue. There are
complications in relation to privacy and other matters
regarding the nature of injuries and time out. Given the
serious nature of accidents, whether it be through the
dooring of cyclists or through the damaged
infrastructure upon which they might ride or through
the different speed zones that might be in place, it is my
view that more work can and should be done to ensure
that, at a time when cycling is being promoted, the
safety of cyclists is at the forefront of community
debate and is paramount.
In Melbourne we are one of the leading jurisdictions in
the introduction of the mandatory wearing of bike
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helmets. The debate in that field has been double sided,
with some people being of the view that by virtue of
making the wearing of helmets mandatory it has
reduced the number of people who will just jump on a
bike. Conversely, it was a specialist physician doctor
who championed the wearing of bike helmets to reduce
the incidence of serious head injury and trauma. There
is a range of matters that we need to take into account
as bike paths are developed into the CBD from the four
different directions. Recently in the City of Bayside
there was an extension of the bike path, and there was
one more recently in the City of Kingston. Cycling is an
increasingly popular activity, and we must continue to
carefully review the accident data.

Sunbury West Primary School
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Education, and the action I seek
is that the minister commit to providing much-needed
funds to assist in constructing outdoor exercise
equipment at Sunbury West Primary School. Last
month I had the great pleasure of meeting with Inga
Wilson of Sunbury West Primary School. Upon visiting
the school it was clear how passionate both Ms Wilson
and the school council president are about quality
education. The school prides itself on being responsive
to student needs and delivering a highly tailored
student-focused education. As part of a well-balanced
education, Ms Wilson expressed the need to enhance
student physical activity at the school. This is
something I also feel very passionate about. It is
something I know the Minister for Education supports
and the government broadly supports.
Ms Wilson said the school was keen to develop an
outdoor gymnasium on the back oval. This would be
used by students of all years to encourage physical
activity and enhanced wellbeing. Sunbury West
requires much-needed funding to do this, and the action
I seek tonight is for the minister to commit to providing
funds for this project.

Gippsland drug and alcohol services
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Mental Health. I notice that he is in the chamber, so
I look forward to him agreeing to my request tonight.
The action I am seeking is for the minister to plan, fund
and implement additional drug and alcohol
rehabilitation beds and services. There is a genuine
concern among many in my community about drug and
alcohol services, in particular rehabilitation services. I
have been holding listening posts in my electorate in
recent months, and this is an issue that comes up quite
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frequently from people who stop me at those listening
posts.

basketball court, which would allow whole-school
meetings, events and assemblies.

Several have told me of the anguish of having a loved
one who is affected by drugs or alcohol struggling to
get the help they need. Often they simply do not know
where to go to get the help they need to get off the drug.
It is particularly an issue with ice. Unfortunately my
own community of Sale recently bore the brunt of some
adverse publicity on the issue of ice. It was unfortunate
that Sale was described as a town overrun by ice. There
was a claim made in an article in the Herald Sun that 8
out of 10 people police deal with in Sale are affected by
ice. That claim has been refuted by senior police and
even those officers on the beat that I speak to, so that is
not necessarily the case. I am not suggesting for a
moment that there is not a problem in Sale; there
certainly is. I reject the assertion, however, that the ice
problem is any worse in Sale than it is anywhere else in
the state and particularly anywhere else in country
Victoria.

The school identified this as an alternative to a school
hall, as it would not reduce outdoor play space. There
are not enough rooms within the school to cater for
whole-school assemblies and events. In 2005 there
were 180 students at Banyule Primary School, and
enrolments for 2016 are heading towards 600 students.
That is a credit to Sharon Marmo, the principal at
Banyule Primary School, and the leadership she has
shown; the education excellence of her teaching staff;
the parent community; and those who volunteer and
contribute to maintaining great facilities and great
educational outcomes at the school.

It is a problem, and it is one that worries my electorate.
That is why I am raising this adjournment matter
tonight. There are a range of treatment options; what
the best available option will be depends on the
individual circumstances of those people suffering from
an addiction.
I am aware of the good work done by the Ice Meltdown
Project out of Drouin and the Remar Australia centre in
Nyora, which I will be visiting shortly, but I am
concerned that there are not enough services in
Gippsland. Families need somewhere to turn for help,
and those who recognise they have a problem need
somewhere to turn for help. That help should ideally
come not in a month’s time or six months time; if a
person has made the decision that they need assistance,
they need it now.
I know this is a challenging issue, and I know that
rehabilitation services are not the only issue needing to
be addressed; there are a whole range of issues. Ice is
not a problem that government itself can solve. I do,
however, ask the minister to plan, fund and implement
additional drug and alcohol rehabilitation beds and
services in Gippsland as soon as possible.

Banyule Primary School
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — The matter I would
like to raise in the adjournment debate is directed to the
Minister for Education, who is also the Deputy Premier.
The action I seek is that the government give
consideration to, and take action on, funding Banyule
Primary School for a covered shelter to go over its

The school would love to have some assistance from
the government in relation to this covered area to allow
for whole-school events at the school. I would implore
the Minister for Education to take this matter seriously,
to give it his consideration and to act on this request
from the school.
I note the record of the Minister for Education. He has
overseen the provision of $11.5 million of funding to
Viewbank Primary School, which accepts many
students from Banyule Primary School, Banyule being
the feeder school for Viewbank College, my old school.
The minister has overseen the provision of nearly
$6 million of funding for a capital redevelopment at
Rosanna Golf Links Primary School. There has also
been funding for the Melbourne Polytechnic — the
former Northern Metropolitan Institute of TAFE
Heidelberg campus. We have seen the old light timber
construction at Rosanna Primary School torn down to
replenish play space for students. That did not happen
under the previous government. There is the provision
planning for the 3079 and 3081 postcode suburbs in my
electorate, enabling us to plan for the future based not
on anecdotes but on facts and figures representing the
community and showing where we need to invest in
school communities. Along with responses on the
technical school for Banyule and Nillumbik and the
Gonski funding, these are all commitments the Minister
for Education has overseen delivery of in the Ivanhoe
electorate in less than 12 months, all delivered in the
first budget of the Andrews government.
I am confident that this matter will be given due and
serious consideration. The Banyule Primary School
community has been advocating on the issue with me,
and I have raised these matters with the Minister for
Education, and I am confident he will give this issue the
fair and equitable consideration it deserves so he can act
on delivering for Banyule Primary School.
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Vermont Primary School
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Education. The action I
seek is for the minister to visit Vermont Primary School
to meet with the principal and me to discuss the facility
needs of this school and how they can be addressed.
Vermont Primary School is one of the growing schools
in my electorate of Forest Hill. The school is rightly
proud of the quality education it provides its students,
and this is reflected in the increasing numbers of
enrolments the school receives each year. Regrettably,
the facilities for both staff and students are inadequate
to meet the demands of this popular school. The central
administration and classroom wing of the school is in
need of urgent and costly maintenance works, which
often result in major disruption to both staff and
students. Many concerned residents have contacted me
about this issue, including over 700 people who signed
a petition about it as well as numerous parents who
have raised this issue with me over recent years. Going
into the 2014 election, the coalition had undertaken to
address the facilities issues of Vermont Primary School,
but sadly for my community, we are not in a position to
deliver this outcome.
I look forward to hearing from the Minister for
Education, welcoming him to my electorate and
meeting him on site so he can see for himself the needs
of Vermont Primary School.

Family violence
Ms WARD (Eltham) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Women, who is also the Minister
for the Prevention of Family Violence — and it is great
to see her in the house tonight. The action I seek is that
the minister visit my electorate and learn about the
concerns of local residents regarding family violence,
provide us with the opportunity to air ideas on how we
can eradicate this unnecessary ongoing tragedy and
provide an update to my community on the progress of
the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
I know my community shares my absolute intolerance
for family violence. We have had enough. I applaud the
minister for her focus on gender equality as the key to
ending family violence; she is absolutely right in that
respect. You do not treat an equal and you do not treat
someone you respect with the kinds of behaviour
associated with the abuse, attacks and murder we are
seeing day after day. I have two girls, and I want them
to be adults in a state and a country where they are not
only equally treated but are safe from violence.

3951

I thank the minister for her work, and I look forward to
welcoming her to my electorate in the near future.

Responses
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — I am very pleased to hear the
member for Eltham again talking about the importance
of the issue of family violence. I want to commend her
for the work she does not only in promoting the
importance of ending the harm of family violence but
also in getting her community to understand the
intrinsic link between gender inequality — including
attitudes towards women and children in particular —
and family violence.
The member for Eltham has held a variety of
engagement sessions with her community on this
important issue, and she has also engaged with the
Royal Commission into Family Violence in a very
productive way. I very much look forward to being part
of the work the member for Eltham wants to do with
respect to a community forum. Working with her
continually in this space will no doubt see significant
outcomes and improvements for her local community.
The leadership she is showing with respect to tackling
family violence, as are so many MPs in this chamber, is
indeed commendable and something she should be
congratulated on.
Tackling family violence is something in which each
and every one of us, in particular MPs, clearly has a
role to play. Working with agencies and representatives
across each of our communities is going to be very
important as we work to end the harm of family
violence.
I noted last night that one of the members who was
similarly calling for a forum in her electorate said that
69 women had lost their lives this year; in fact the
number is now 72 women who have lost their lives this
year as a consequence of violence. Ending this harm,
ending the national crisis that is family violence, is
clearly something that the member for Eltham and
others want to do some significant work on. I look
forward to the community forum and to working with
the member for Eltham and all members in tackling this
harm.
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — Perhaps under my portfolio of housing,
disability and ageing I will first deal with the matter
raised by the member for Caulfield in regard to the
plight of the Gordon family and their daughter Shelley,
who has a disability, which the member accurately
described. We can but admire the work of the Gordon
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family in juggling care for their daughter and their other
children whilst also contributing to the wider
community in their civic and employment work.
The member accurately reflected the regulatory
arrangements for disability parking in the state. As he
correctly set out, the responsibility for the Disabled
Persons’ Parking Scheme sits with the Minister for
Roads and Safety and therefore VicRoads, which has
carriage of the regulations through which the system is
applied to Victoria’s 79 local councils. Councils
individually administer the scheme on behalf of
VicRoads. Nonetheless, I am sure that there are
prospects for some considered reform in that space,
given the nature of individual circumstances.
I am advised that work is progressing on administrative
arrangements to facilitate the introduction of a national
scheme in this area, and while I am not fully briefed on
the matter, given the genuine way in which the member
for Caulfield has sought to arrive at a solution, the
complexities of how the current Victorian scheme
applies are clear. We are seeking to introduce a national
scheme in this area because in fact Victoria is one of
only two jurisdictions that do not have the national
scheme in place, which goes to some of the issues the
member referred to.
I concur with the member for Caulfield’s views in
relation to people who seek to rort — noting the
unparliamentary nature of that term — or fraudulently
use the scheme. I am not for a moment suggesting that
the Gordon family falls into that category. From the
material that the member has provided to me, and
within the context of the upcoming introduction of a
national scheme and noting that the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety and VicRoads have primary
responsibility in the area, we need to act with a view to
landing a result for this family.
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whole-of-community, different-levels-of-government
engagement in these areas, I suggest that there are more
families than just the Gordon family who are dealing
with this issue.
In the wider context of my portfolio responsibilities,
while recognising that the matter primarily sits with the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, I am more than
happy for my department to work with the member to
seek to work with the City of Glen Eira on the prospect
of rolling out the national system and to work towards
ensuring that the state disability plan renewal,
scheduled for next year, addresses this policy area.
Wearing my hat of mental health, under which the
responsibility for drugs and alcohol falls, I will also
respond to the member for Gippsland South. Like the
member, all Victorians, including, I am certain, all
members of this house, share concerns about the
continuing scourge of ice in the state and the multiple
evil effects of this highly addictive drug on
communities, families and individuals. I point the
member to the work done by a bipartisan committee in
which the current Parliamentary Secretary for Justice,
the member for Niddrie, and other members played a
key role during the last Parliament. The committee was
chaired by Mr Ramsay, a member for Western Victoria
Region in the other place. It produced a very good piece
of work which has not just informed work at the
Victorian level but which was also quite instrumental in
the federal government’s ice action report. We are
awaiting the launch of that report by the new Prime
Minister. The task force was chaired by former Chief
Commissioner of Police Ken Lay, who was strongly
informed by the work done by the Victorian
parliamentary committee and Victoria Police.

I note that the prospects for the state dealing more
inclusively with the issues of disability planning more
generally are now on a bit of a cusp. On the one
hand — which I will not refer to at any great length —
is the rollout of the national disability insurance
scheme, which deals with how we can bring people
with disabilities into the mainstream of society to
participate both civically and economically in a more
structured way through resourcing individuals.

I have no doubt that the good people of Sale are, as a
community, dealing with the scourge in the most
appropriate way. That is why Labor committed, if
elected, to setting up an ice action task force within
100 days of being elected to government. I refer the
member to the $45 million package announced on
Thursday, 5 March. Subsequent to that, in the rollout of
$18 million of innovative drug treatment services
focusing on rehabilitation for drug users, particularly in
rural and regional communities, a series of funding
announcements were made for services in the
member’s electorate.

At the same time, the state’s disability plan is also due
to expire in the very near future, and there has been
extensive consultation over the last few months with
the disability sector, local government and others.
Given the nature of the state disability plan, which
seeks to introduce a wider whole-of-government,

In the intervening period I initiated a report about how
community-based alcohol and drug services are coping
not just with ice but with the wider pressures of alcohol
and drug use, particularly given the impact of the
recommissioning of community-based services in the
alcohol and drug area launched in September of last
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year by the former government and the minister at the
time, Ms Wooldridge, a member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region in the Council.
There has been wide community consultation on the
report — and I hope to be in a position to have more to
say on this in the very near future. From that process we
have seen that there has been an absolute upswing in
ice use in many communities, particularly rural and
regional communities. The recommissioning process
was a series of intake and assessment processes on the
one hand and service delivery on the other hand, and it
has had a disproportionate impact on community-based
services. With those arrangements we have seen a
disjuncture in arrangements between an increase in
need and an increase in the local community capacity of
services to cope. Some of the initial data — which I
hope to be in a position to have more to say about in the
near term — is quite scary in terms of, again, the
disproportionate impact of the recommissioning
process on regional and rural communities.
In terms of the member for Gippsland South’s specific
request to me, I hope to be in a position to have a lot
more to say about how we look at the impact of
community-based alcohol and drug services not just in
the member’s electorate but particularly across regional
and rural communities. Perversely that
recommissioning process has made it more difficult to
negotiate the system at a time when the system has
more demands on it than was previously understood to
be the case across the state. In response to the manner
in which the member for Gippsland South has
approached this matter in good faith, I will seek to work
with him, as I would with all members, to deal with this
important issue.
In regard to the other issues raised by members, the
member for Essendon raised an issue regarding the
appearance of the front wall of Mount Alexander
College in Flemington. I will refer that off to the
Minister for Education.
The member for Gippsland East raised an issue
regarding investment in rural roads in East Gippsland. I
will refer that matter to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety.
The member for Bundoora raised an issue regarding
Australian standard design issues around tow bars and
towing gear, which again I will refer to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety.
The member for Sandringham raised an issue regarding
support from the Transport Accident Commission for a
study on how bicycle accidents in Melbourne
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metropolitan areas are dealt with and the consequential
issues. I will refer that to the Minister for Finance.
The member for Sunbury, whom I note starred in the
recent Melbourne Marathon and shamed all the rest of
us — he is the benchmark for healthy living in the
Parliament — very appropriately raised an issue for the
Minister for Education about outdoor exercise
equipment at Sunbury West Primary School.
The member for Ivanhoe also raised an issue for the
Minister for Education regarding covering of areas at
Banyule Primary School.
The member for Forest Hill also raised an issue for the
Minister for Education. He is seeking to accompany the
Minister for Education on a visit to Vermont Primary
School.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.35 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
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under or affected by the scheme and for other
purposes.
Read first time; by leave, ordered to be read second
time later this day.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I welcome to the gallery
this morning Mr John Richardson, director of the
Victorian state office of the Department of Foreign
Affairs and Trade. You are welcome.

UNITED NATIONS DAY
The SPEAKER — Order! This Saturday,
24 October, the world unites again to celebrate the
70th anniversary of the United Nations. On this historic
day, Parliament House will be illuminated in a blue
light — the official colour of the United Nations. Today
the work of the United Nations continues and is needed
as much as it was in 1945. It delivers humanitarian
assistance to 90 million people. It vaccinates 58 per
cent of the world’s children. It provides
120 000 peacekeepers across the globe. As it has
throughout its history, the United Nations seeks
solutions to problems that require global cooperation.
Australians have always shared in the ideals of the
United Nations, and we have demonstrated our
commitment in many ways. Today let us salute those
Australians who have worn the UN blue in the service
of our world.
I would also like to take this moment to pay tribute to
Dr Herbert Evatt, who, from 1948 to 1949, was the
third president of the United Nations General
Assembly. He played a critical role in drafting the
United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights
and was the first chairman of the United Nations
Atomic Energy Commission. This United Nations Day
I encourage members and their communities to spread
images of Melbourne’s landmarks in blue across the
world on social media so that we connect with the
global celebrations.

FISHERIES AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
introduced a bill for an act to amend the Fisheries
Act 1995 to establish a scheme to phase out
commercial net fishing in Port Phillip Bay, to
provide for a limited non-net fishery to operate
there on and after 1 April 2022 and to compensate
persons whose fishery licences are surrendered

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the Murray Plains electorate draws
to the attention of the house:
That the government has scrapped special religious
instruction (SRI) in Victorian government schools during
school hours.
Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor said they
would not scrap SRI during school hours in Victorian
government schools. Daniel Andrews and James Merlino
have announced that next year they will break their promise
and will only allow SRI to occur outside of school hours or
during lunch breaks.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its broken promise and allows students attending
government schools to attend SRI during school hours.

By Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (163 signatures).

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents in the Narracan electorate draws to
the attention of the house
That the government has scrapped special religious
instruction (SRI) in Victorian government schools
during school hours.
Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor said
they would not scrap SRI during school hours in
Victorian government schools. Daniel Andrews and
James Merlino have announced that next year they will
break their promise and will only allow SRI to occur
outside of school hours or during lunch breaks.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Victorian Labor
government reverses its broken promise and allows students
attending government schools to attend SRI during school
hours.

By Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (63 signatures).
Tabled.
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Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Murray Plains be considered next day
on motion of Mr WALSH (Murray Plains).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Narracan be considered next day on
motion of Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Australian Grand Prix Corporation — Report 2014–15
Bass Coast Health — Report 2014–15
CenITex — Report 2014–15
Financial Management Act 1994:
Reports from the Minister for Environment, Climate Change
and Water that she had received the reports 2014–15 of the:
Barwon South West Waste and Resource Recovery
Group
Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability
Gippsland Waste and Resource Recovery Group
Grampians Central West Waste and Resource Recovery
Group
Loddon Mallee Waste and Resource Recovery Group
North East Waste and Resource Recovery Group
Game Management Authority — Report 2014–15
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule 85 (Gazette G41,
15 October 2015)
Melbourne Market Authority — Report 2014–15
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government response
to the Rural and Regional Committee’s Report on the Inquiry
into the Opportunities for Increasing Exports of Goods and
Services from Regional Victoria
Port of Melbourne Corporation — Report 2014–15
Public Prosecutions, Office of — Report 2014–15
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rule 115
Victorian Electoral Commission — Report 2014–15
Victorian Inspectorate — Report 2014–15
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation — Report
2014–15
West Gippsland Healthcare Group — Report 2014–15.
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday,
10 November 2015.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Chandler Highway bridge
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for Women) — Two
significant projects for my community took a leap
forward last week. The first, fixing the bottleneck that is
the Chandler Highway bridge, has been a key priority
for me and for Labor, and, sadly, it is one that sat on the
backburner over the four do-nothing years of the former
Liberal government. We have now moved into the
community consultation phase of the design of the
project, with draft options put before residents at
VicRoads forums last week. It was clear from these
sessions that the VicRoads preferred option — a
western alignment — is not at all welcomed by
residents living immediately alongside the proposed
route. Moreover, the eastern route looks good on paper
but impacts on the Guide Dogs Victoria building and
on a heritage-listed industrial building. I have asked
VicRoads to address all the questions and concerns
raised by residents and added a few of my own. CEO
John Merritt has also agreed to look at all suggested
alternative designs and options.

Northcote High School
Ms RICHARDSON — On another important
Labor project, Kerstin Thompson Architects have been
appointed for the Northcote High School’s master plan
development. The project will deliver a first-class arts
hub, again thanks to a $3 million investment by the
Andrews Labor government.
The Chandler Highway bridge and development of the
Northcote High School are two great Labor projects
that will deliver significant outcomes for my
community.

Felicitations
Ms RICHARDSON — On a personal note,
congratulations to my sister Kris Newnham and her
wonderful partner, Nick Darcy, who overnight
welcomed our clan’s newest baby — a wee girl
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fabulously named Matilda. We have waited so long for
this day, and truly we will need to be restrained from
spoiling her too much. Well done. You have made the
Newnham-Richardson-Darcy family so happy and
proud.

Bulleen electorate sporting clubs
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Bulleen is
the greatest electorate in the state, so I want to place on
the record my congratulations to the committee of the
Templestowe United Football Club, a new and
emerging soccer team playing at Bulleen Park. It was
my honour to secure funding, under the
Liberal-Nationals government, which was matched by
the council, to see the team build its first clubrooms. I
want to acknowledge Cr Jim Grivokostopoulos of
Manningham City Council, who was the mayor at the
time, and the council’s CEO, Joe Carbone, who both
worked closely with me to see that this new club would
get the facilities it needed for the first time. It means
that kids and parents will no longer operate out of the
back of cars or two bus shelters; they have rooms, a
kitchen and storage facilities. I was proud to be at the
opening and proud to help the outstanding team of
parents who are leading this club for the enjoyment of
so many local kids.
I also pass on my congratulations to the Doncaster
Sharks football team, which won the Eastern Football
League division 2 grand final. The Donny Sharks is a
great club. The team had strong competitors in
Doncaster East, as the member for Warrandyte would
attest, and together both teams performed well on the
day and did Doncaster proud. The Eastern Football
League division 2 grand final was well attended, which
underlines the importance of football to the eastern
suburbs. It has been my absolute pleasure to get to
know both clubs, particularly the Sharks, very well over
the last nearly two years and to secure funding under
the Liberal-Nationals government for the Sharks,
particularly for them to upgrade their scoreboard.
Congratulations to the Sharks on their win. Well done
also to Doncaster East. Congratulations to both of them
for the work they have done in securing funding,
through myself and the member for Warrandyte, to
upgrade their facilities.

Kate McLeod and Simone Carroll
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — Victorians
value highly the crucial service our police perform in
protecting the community. The community understands
that the role of a police officer can be complex and at
times dangerous. This week we have sadly farewelled
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two serving policewomen, lost in the prime of their
lives, never to be returned to their families.
On Monday, we remembered Senior Constable Kate
McLeod; I attended her funeral with the member for
Gippsland East. Kate was tragically killed on her way
to work in a road accident. She was a valued member of
the Gippsland police family and was stationed at Sale at
the time of her death. Among her many achievements
was that Kate had received a regional commendation
for courage after she rescued a suicidal man. Our
condolences are extended to her long-time partner,
Lisa, and extended family, friends and colleagues.
On Tuesday, I attended the funeral of Leading Senior
Constable Simone Carroll. Simone had been a member
of Victoria Police for 13 years, and she was awarded
the Victoria Police Service Medal in 2012. Her loss has
left an immeasurable hole in the lives of her three sons,
her mother, Jan, stepfather, John, and the rest of her
family, who together with colleagues and friends
packed the police chapel at the academy. It was clear
from those who spoke of Simone’s life on Tuesday that
she was a loving and devoted mother, a professional
police officer and a loyal friend. Our thoughts and
condolences, as a Parliament, will remain firmly with
her family.
We thank these two officers for their service to the
Victorian community.

Lowan electorate drought assistance
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I have raised concerns in
this place on a number of occasions over the past
months about the impact of the dry seasonal conditions
on our food producers. Unfortunately the season has
been worse than expected, with low rainfall coupled
with unseasonably high temperatures devastating our
crops and reducing water supplies on farms. When
speaking to the people of my electorate, I have noted
their deep concerns that the government is not doing
enough to support our people and communities during
this difficult period.
I urge the Labor government to immediately release
drought-concessional loan funds so that our local food
producers have some peace of mind that financial
support is available. I also ask the government to
consider the impacts of the season on the wider
community, such as schools, local businesses and
community organisations, and to ensure the appropriate
support is provided to our people as soon as possible.
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Wimmera Highway
Ms KEALY — The undulating surface of the
section of the Wimmera Highway between
Mount Arapiles and Horsham has earnt it the nickname
of the ‘roller-coaster road’. The community are
desperate for the road to be repaired. I urge the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety to immediately confirm
whether this section of the Wimmera Highway will be
repaired and upgraded this financial year.

Regional and rural roads
Ms KEALY — Local councils are being hit hard by
this Labor government. With the removal of the
country roads and bridges program each and every
council is losing $1 million every year, which would
have been allocated to repairs of extensive road
networks that our rural councils manage. With this
government’s rate capping policy reducing the ability
of councils to raise revenue, the need for state
government support is higher than ever. I urge the
government to reconsider providing direct funding to
rural councils so that they can appropriately manage
their country road networks.

Woodbine cabaret
Ms KEALY — Congratulations to the team at
Woodbine and Rural Northwest Health for running the
annual Woodbine cabaret. This fabulous event was
enjoyed by the Warracknabeal community, with special
invited guests from Woodbine. It is a great example of
how a community can build on the theory that we all
enjoy a good night out to break down the barriers for
people with a disability.

Rural City of Horsham
Ms KEALY — Congratulations to Horsham on
winning the title of Victoria’s tidiest town. Well done to
Don Johns and the committee on this great achievement
for the community.

Don Chambers
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I take this opportunity to note
the recent passing of Don Chambers, who amongst
many things was a much-respected environmental
leader and advocate.
Don was born in Rutherglen into a farming family and
spent a lifetime contributing to his hometown and the
wider region. He was serving his fourth term as
councillor on the Indigo Shire Council and served as
mayor in 1999 and 2000. Don was the chair of the
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North East Waste and Resource Recovery Group and
its predecessor organisation, and he was a passionate
contributor to state government waste management
policy.
Through his role as councillor, Don joined Keep
Australia Beautiful, and through his commitment to the
organisation he went on to become its national
chairman for 10 years. It was in this role that Don made
his mark nationally as an environmentalist. Philip
Robinson, CEO of Keep Australia Beautiful, said of
Don:
All those who knew and worked with Don were touched by
his energy and contagious passion for the environment.

Other organisations Don was involved with include
EcoRecycle Victoria, Sustainability Victoria and North
East Water. He was also a member of the water and
Landcare advisory committee of the North East
Catchment Management Authority.
Personally, I had a huge amount of respect for Don, and
I appreciated his kind counsel on a number of issues.
He was a man who contributed enormously to the
health of our environment. I express my sincere
condolences to Don’s family and friends. Vale, Don
Chambers.

Government performance
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — Who can forget the
Premier’s solemn promise to Victorians on
28 November 2014. When asked by Peter Mitchell of
Channel 7 news, ‘Do you promise Victorians here
tonight that you will not increase taxes or introduce any
new taxes?’, the Premier answered, ‘I make that
promise, Peter, to every single Victorian’.
Victorians in my electorate know just how little the
Premier’s promises are worth. Residents in North
Warrandyte faced a whopping 12.1 per cent average
increase in their fire services property levy this year in a
major hit to the family budget. This alone shows the
Premier’s promises were just words that were to be
forgotten after he won the people’s votes.
But it did not stop there. The Premier also made the
firm promise that Victorian Labor would force councils
to cap their rates at CPI. With CPI calculated at 1.1 per
cent, North Warrandyte residents were shocked to see
their rates increase by 5.5 per cent this year. Victorians
took the Premier at his word when he said no
compensation would be payable for breaking the
east–west link contract, which cost Victorians
$1 billion; that he would maintain current budget
surpluses, which he slashed by 50 per cent; and that he
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would not raise taxes. Empty promises may have got
the Premier elected once, but Victorians will not be
fooled by his lies a second time.

Olympic Village Child and Family Centre
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a contribution and thank the members of the Heidelberg
West community for the work they have done that has
seen the opening of the Olympic Village Child and
Family Centre just the other week. It is a project that I
have had a long association and connection with. I was
a Banyule city councillor when back in 2007–08 we
secured $750 000 as a contribution towards that project.
I opened the facility on behalf of Jenny Mikakos, the
Minister for Families and Children, who has done a
great job in children’s services since coming to
government. The project cost more than $2 million in
total, with a contribution of $500 000 from the state
government through the Department of Health and
Human Services partly for community building and
renewal.
This project was originally announced by the previous
government back in May 2012, and our daughter, Ava,
was born that very week. It took three and a half years
to get the building constructed and opened under Labor,
after holding the previous government to account after
it had made announcements some three and a half years
ago but never delivered on the project. It was only
under Labor that we were able to get that project
opened and make sure it is of benefit to Heidelberg
West families. Members of the previous government
dragged their heels and were condemned for it by the
people of Heidelberg West.

Portland Bay School
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — Firstly I wish
to raise a matter on behalf of the Portland Bay special
school students and their parents in regard to the future
of the school. The government was pushed into a
position where it had to commission a report, and it
guaranteed to members of the school community that
the report would be provided to them at the end of
term 3. Up to the last couple of days they had not yet
received the report. This is certainly not good enough.
The community members are expecting the report to be
handed down. It will outline the future of the school. I
call upon the government to deliver on its commitment
to provide a copy of the report to the Portland Bay
School community.
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Vietnam Veterans Association of Australia
Mr WAKELING — I was very pleased to join the
member for Bayswater and the federal member for
Aston at the Outer Eastern Melbourne sub-branch of
the Vietnam Veterans Association for the association’s
20th anniversary celebrations. Congratulations to Aff
Binnoore, the committee and the members. They
provide a wonderful support for our Vietnam veterans
community, particularly for those dealing with the
challenges of the Vietnam War. I congratulate everyone
involved.

McDonald’s Ferntree Gully
Mr WAKELING — Congratulations to Howard
Armytage and the staff at the Ferntree Gully
McDonald’s. Like many other members of Parliament,
I was very pleased to join them recently for McHappy
Day. I know it raises much-needed money for Ronald
McDonald charities. I congratulate them for all the
work that they do.

Regency Park Primary School
Mr WAKELING — Thank you to Carolyn
Drinkwater, the principal, and all the students at
Regency Park Primary School. I was very pleased to
recently join them for principal for a day. It is a great
school in Wantirna, and I was very pleased to see the
great work that is being done by the teachers. I say
thank you again.

Balibo Five
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — The Balibo
Five — Greg Shackleton, Gary Cunningham, Tony
Stewart, Brian Peters and Malcolm Rennie, who were
Channel 7 and Channel 9 journalists and cameramen —
were killed in East Timor on 16 October 1975. Last
Friday, 40 years on, a large crowd gathered at Victoria
University to commemorate their tragic deaths, to vow
to continue to remember them and in their names to
extend our support for and build friendships between
the people of Timor-Leste and Australia. Shirley
Shackleton, widow of the charismatic Greg, reiterated
her quest, now 40 years long, for truth and justice. Mal
Walden, the familiar voice of Channel 7 News,
delivered a powerful speech that was deeply affecting,
recalling the toss of the coin that sent his fellow journos
and adventurous friends to East Timor. He called on us
all to not forget them. The Media Entertainment and
Arts Alliance has set up a permanent scholarship to
develop East Timorese journalists, the Balibo
Five-Roger East Scholarship.
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Thank you to Terry Bracks, Rob Hudson, Damien
Kingsbury, Monica Ferrie, Shirley Shackleton and John
Milkins. We all appreciated John sharing with us his
Dad’s last letter home; it evoked tears. And, yes, we
will keep asking questions. The restoration of the
Balibo Flag House and the establishment of the Balibo
Fort Hotel and now the Balibo Dental Clinic is
outstanding work. It is much appreciated, and it
represents 12 years of progress on the part of the Balibo
House Trust.
Shirley Shackleton told us about Greg’s last report,
which is a must watch and was done in one take, such
was his professionalism. He signed off:
Greg Shackleton, at an unnamed village which we’ll
remember forever in Portuguese Timor.

Forty years later, we remember them.

Shepparton Agricultural Show
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — It was great to attend
the Shepparton Agricultural Show, which took place on
9 and 10 October. The Shepparton Agricultural Society
was formed in 1877, and it held its first show in that
year. Events of the current year’s show included a
celebrity milk-off, an attempt to achieve a Guinness
world record for the largest number of hand-painted
cows and the decorated novelty cake competition. The
All Aboard Shepparton campaign took pride of place in
this cake section, where 14 train cakes were entered in
the bake-off, including one from the year 5 and 6
students of Congupna Primary School. V/Line
contributed a voucher for travel for a family of four that
went to the winner of the competition.
I would like to thank all of those who participated in the
competition. I also thank the Shepparton Agricultural
Show and V/Line for the help provided in continuing to
promote our campaign for better rail services for the
Shepparton district, which is so strongly supported in
our community. Country shows are an important part of
the fabric of our community, and the committee of the
Shepparton Agricultural Show is to be congratulated on
the job it did in presenting this event.

St Vincent de Paul Society
Ms SHEED — I was honoured to attend the
Victoria festival celebration lunch of the Goulburn
Valley regional council of the St Vincent de Paul
Society in Tatura on 11 October. There are
approximately 300 groups of St Vincent de Paul
Society members, known as conferences, operating
across Victoria, with 10 operating within the Goulburn
Valley region. The society relies primarily on funds
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generated by the Vinnies centres, of which there are six
in the region. I spoke about areas of disadvantage in our
community. I was pleased to be able to congratulate all
the St Vincent’s volunteers on the great work that they
do in our community.

Trevor Sinclair
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I rise to celebrate the
life of Trevor Donald Sinclair, 27 January 1944 to
6 October 2015. He was a community champion,
trusted friend and mentor. I first met Trevor at a
community barbecue on the banks of the Maribyrnong
River, organised in support of good people like Trevor
for the then upcoming council elections in 1997. This
was the beginning of our wonderful friendship.
As history shows, Trevor went on to win his spot on
Moonee Valley City Council, serving his community
for nine years, including as mayor in 2000. Upon his
election he was immediately busy, leading the
campaign to save the Niddrie quarry from becoming a
toxic waste site. Over a five-year period, Trevor and
like-minded supporters fought the proposal every step
of the way, with people power eventually winning the
day when the Kennett government abandoned its plans.
The former Niddrie quarry site is now a new housing
estate, Valley Lake, and natural wetland, with the old
crater beautified and having become Niddrie Lake.
Trevor was so proud of that campaign; his favourite
piece of clothing was his ‘Niddrie Lake — Whatever it
takes’ jumper. Twenty years on he was still wearing it
proudly.
I was honoured to pay tribute to Trevor at his service at
the Keilor East RSL, a place Trevor loved and where
we celebrated his 70th birthday. A true believer and a
life member of the ALP, Trevor would be proud of the
250 people who came to pay their respects, including
federal Labor leader Bill Shorten, current and former
state members of Parliament and community leaders.
Trevor’s legacy to the community is profound, and we
are all the beneficiaries.
I would like to conclude with the beautiful words of his
beloved wife, Morag, in the Herald Sun of 9 October:
A wonderful man to his family and tireless worker to the
community will be missed by many people for his good
works. He lived for his family and was my Rock. Your busy
hands are at rest. You fought so hard to stay with us. Rest
peacefully with Aileen. Stay with me always until I come to
you and Aileen, your Morag.

Rest in peace, comrade. The legacy you have left is
incredibly humbling. You were a wonderful man and a
community champion. You have left a legacy to the
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people of Moonee Valley and the broader Victorian
community. You will be missed but not forgotten.

VicRoads relocation
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — On 14 October I
joined the member for Ripon in Ballarat to speak to
small businesses about the urgency of relocating
VicRoads headquarters to Ballarat. The relocation of
VicRoads to the civic hall site in Ballarat was instituted
by the coalition government in March last year. It will
involve employing 600 people and inject $60 million
into the local economy. Ballarat business owners are
urging the Andrews government to get on with it.
Ballarat has been deliberately misled by the Premier,
who had been denying that any work had been done by
the coalition in readiness for this relocation until an
embarrassing leak from his own government revealed
he had been covering up the significant preparatory
work that had been completed.

Police resources
Mr BURGESS — A newspaper article appearing
earlier this week reported that in keeping with its new
method of policing, Victoria Police has added yet
another police station to its growing list of fully or
partially closed police stations. The article should have
also run a warning to all Victorian communities — that
their police stations are under threat from this
soft-on-crime government. Of course the minister
claims to know nothing of this policy to close stations,
as he says these are operational matters. However, the
serious flaw in the minister’s claim is that these
closures have been ordered by the new Chief
Commissioner of Police according to his belief that
police stations are only used for having statutory
declarations signed and in line with what he calls his
new method of policing. Surely a responsible minister
would have done his due diligence and agreed with his
new chief commissioner’s policing approach.
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Breast Cancer Awareness Month
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise today to speak
about Breast Cancer Awareness Month. As many of us
in this place are aware, October is Breast Cancer
Awareness Month. This month gives us a chance to
pause and reflect on the impact that breast cancer can
have on those we love and on our community as well as
raising awareness about this terrible disease.
So many of us in this community have been touched by
cancer, either personally or by supporting a family
member or a friend through this difficult time. We
know the pain of losing our friends and loved ones.
According to the Australian government breast cancer
is still the most common cancer among Australian
women. Early detection provides the best chance of
surviving this disease. Because of the prominence of
national campaigns such as Breast Cancer Awareness
Month survival rates from this disease continue to
improve in Australia, with 89 out of every 100 women
diagnosed with breast cancer now surviving five or
more years beyond diagnosis. The advancement in the
survival rates of breast cancer in Australia is wonderful;
however, it is important that we continue to encourage
early diagnosis of this disease within our local
community.
Breast Cancer Awareness Month promotes that you do
not need to be an expert to check your breasts. If a
woman notices any changes to the size or shape of her
breasts, new lumps, changes to the skin or unusual pain
that does not go away, she is encouraged to see their
doctor. You are also encouraged to see your doctor if
you have a family history of the disease. I encourage
everyone to get involved in this campaign. It is
important that you discuss the signs and symptoms of
breast cancer and your family history with your family
and friends to ensure that early detection is possible. I
encourage everybody to get involved in this wonderful
campaign.

Coastal Villages Art Group

Lucy Mertens

Mr BURGESS — Last Friday evening I was
pleased to attend the opening night of another
wonderful Coastal Villages Art Group exhibition at the
Warneet Motor Yacht Club. This year was the fifth
exhibition; it was called Coastal Kaleidoscope. A new
section was introduced this year for young artists in the
9 to 17-year-old age group, and next year will see the
introduction of a section for people with a disability.

Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I rise to
congratulate the wonderful Lucy May Mertens, who
was the former owner of Lucy May’s cafe in
Korumburra and was a finalist in the Young Business
Women’s Award at the Telstra Business Women’s
Awards held at Crown on Tuesday night. Lucy opened
her cafe at just 21 years of age, and it quickly became a
local and tourist favourite, with everything sold having
been produced on site. Lucy also played a strong role in
revitalising the Korumburra Business Association this
year, bringing great energy and ideas to the local
business community. Unfortunately for Korumburra
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Lucy has now sold the cafe and moved away, a move
we all hope will be temporary.

Port Welshpool coastguard
Mr D. O’BRIEN — I also want to pay tribute to Sid
and Wendy Hurley who happen to hail from Morwell
but who have volunteered with the Port Welshpool
coastguard for over 35 years. The Port Welshpool
flotilla’s new rescue craft has been named the SW
Hurley in their honour. The new boat is the former
police boat from Paynesville which, thanks to the
efforts of the member for Rowville as the former police
minister, has been gifted by the police to Port
Welshpool. Congratulations to Rocky Maruzza and all
the volunteers of the flotilla on their new boat. It is
certainly a great asset to the region.

Bruce Cox
Mr D. O’BRIEN — Well done also to the
community of Loch Sport and cyclists from around
Wellington shire, who turned out to raise funds for
motor neurone disease research in honour of local man
Bruce Cox, who is suffering from this debilitating
condition. Coxy is a local legend, having been secretary
of the Sale Football Club for many years and heavily
involved in local sport. He also happens to have won
the 1965 Stawell Gift. Well done to all the community
for their efforts, and our thoughts and prayers are with
you, Coxy, as you fight this fight.

Sensitive Santa program
Ms WARD (Eltham) — As we approach the end of
the year I rise to bring to the attention of the house one
of my constituents who makes Christmas special for
some in our community who do not always have an
opportunity to enjoy it. For kids on the autism
spectrum, visiting Santa can be a very stressful
experience. Large crowds, bright lights, loud noises and
having to stand in a queue can make a visit to Santa
impossible for these children. My cute, funny and
cheeky nephew Cooper has Fragile X and autism, and I
know what a challenge it can be for him to go to places
with loud noises, flashing lights and bright colours. Too
much stimulation only leads to many autistic children
having a terrible experience and creates a very stressful
situation for parents.
Stephen Fox, who is involved in the Sensitive Santa
program, brings the joy of Christmas to kids with
autism spectrum disorders in a friendly, reassuring,
sensitive way. Families can book times with Santa so
there is no rushing or standing in line, and there are not
the bright colourful displays associated with shopping
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centre Christmas lights. Instead the lights and music are
low and there are very few other sensory distractions.
This experience gives families absolute joy and a
beautiful memory. It gives them an experience they
would otherwise miss out on if these wonderful
volunteers were not there to gently and quietly give
these children time with someone they believe to be
kind and magical.
Childhood is a very special time, and I thank Stephen
Fox and the other Sensitive Santas for helping autistic
children to have such a special experience that most
families take for granted. As someone who loves
somebody with autism, I am grateful for the work of
Stephen and all Sensitive Santas. I commend Stephen
on his wonderful work in making a joyful experience
accessible to families and kids who might otherwise be
excluded.

Twelve program
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — When we hear
negative reports attacking Israel and the Jewish
community, it is great to share some positive news
about great initiatives run by the Jewish community
assisting Victorians predominately outside the
community. One great example is Twelve, which is a
unique hands-on volunteering program for bat mitzvah
girls and their parents to complete a year of kindness.
This program was the brainchild of Moran Dvir,
Amanda Miller and Natalie Hershen, who wanted to
give their girls a special experience of volunteering and
helping the broader community. I also acknowledge
Natalie Lewit, Lindy Susskind, Romy Katz, Bianca
Janover and Jason Cohen for providing valuable
assistance on the committee.
In the space of several months, Twelve has snowballed
into a large-scale program with 100 participants from
10 different schools. My daughter, Paige, also
participated in the program’s events this year, which
included helping charities like KOALA Kids at the
Royal Children’s Hospital, McAuley Community
Services for Women, Whitelion, Ardoch Youth
Foundation, The Alannah and Madeline Foundation,
Melbourne Aboriginal Youth Sport and Recreation
Cooperative, and Mums Supporting Families in Need.
Activities included running bookstalls for kids, making
fleecy scarves for the homeless, visiting sick kids and
planting a vege garden in a shelter for homeless
women. The group will be running a Thirteen program
for boys next year, and I look forward to the program’s
ongoing success. Kol hakavod.
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Israel stabbings
Mr SOUTHWICK — Our thoughts are with the
citizens of Israel in this difficult time of stabbings that
they are seeing on their streets. I encourage everyone to
stand up and show support for Israel at this difficult
time.

Geelong drug and alcohol management trial
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I recently attended the
launch of an Australian-first drug and alcohol
management program trial created by the Building
Industry Group and Brookfield Multiplex at the new
Epworth hospital in Geelong. This trial will see 10 per
cent of an approximately 550-strong workforce on the
site tested, as well as management, safety
representatives and union officials. It is the first of three
trials to be conducted on the site. I congratulate the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU), the Electrical Trade Union (ETU), the
plumbers union and Multiplex for participating in this
Australian-first innovative drug and alcohol
management program trial. The trial emphasises the
benefits of a collaborative approach to managing the
complicated issues around drug and alcohol impairment
on building sites and is based on the principles of
education, support, counselling and rehabilitation.
John Setka, the secretary of the CFMEU, spoke about
the issue of ice and how it can have shocking effects on
friends and family. He highlighted that the trial marks a
real turning point in the construction sector and
demonstrates that the construction unions are serious
about a mature and responsive approach to prevention
and treatment of those with drug and alcohol
dependency issues. Troy Gray from the ETU explained
that the collaborative approach being taken has the
confidence of all parties and said that this is the only
way to deal with getting the balance right between
ensuring a safe workplace and protecting the rights and
privacy of workers. Earl Setches of the plumbers union
said that he fully supports the important trial. The
policy of self-testing works to encourage employees to
test themselves for drugs and alcohol prior to beginning
work for the day, anonymously and without fear of
retribution.

Graeme Nicholls
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — On 6 October our
community and the Liberal Party lost an incredible
man. Graeme Nicholls was born on 15 May 1948 and
passed away on 6 October. He was an incredible man
who fought a valiant battle for many years against
lymphoma — and he overcame the odds time and
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again. Subsequently melanoma was the cancer that took
his life. Graeme was a wonderful friend, and he was a
stalwart of the Liberal Party — an incredible supporter.
He was a man who did anything he could to support
me, whether it be hanging a frame in my office or
volunteering to assist me in any way he could, and for
that I am forever grateful. Graeme was a loving
husband to Robyn. He was a wonderful father to Ruth,
Peter and Andrew. They are an incredible family. He
was a champion race walker, and to this day records
still stand that Graeme achieved in his youth. He was
still doing marathons in his 60s, and indeed while he
was undergoing chemotherapy, such was the strength
of his determination. Graeme was an unsung hero, and I
appreciate his life.

Khodayar Amini
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — I rise to
acknowledge the sad death of Khodayar Amini, who
was a member of the Dandenong Afghan Hazara
community. Last Sunday Mr Amini took his own life in
the most tragic of circumstances, setting himself on fire
at a park in Dandenong. Mr Amini was a 30-year-old
Afghan asylum seeker, and the best years of his life
should have been ahead of him. The Hazara community
in Dandenong is a tight-knit community who have been
shocked by the passing of Mr Amini. On Tuesday
members of the community gathered to lay flowers and
pay their respects to a friend they had lost.
Of course such acts of tragedy are often linked to the
circumstances and challenges being faced by the
individual. In this instance the strain on Mr Amini was
the uncertainty imposed on him by the current federal
immigration regime and its treatment of asylum
seekers. Mr Amini had been released from the Yongah
Hill immigration detention centre in Western Australia
on a bridging visa and had been living in Sydney before
arriving in Dandenong.
It has been suggested by many in the community that
the uncertainty of Mr Amini’s situation and the fear of
being returned to immigration detention and sent back
to Afghanistan drove him to take this extreme action. In
light of this tragedy and others like it, the federal
government should re-examine its approach to
detention, processing and the support it provides to
asylum seekers. The cruelty of the current regime is
having a disastrous impact on the health and wellbeing
of many asylum seekers, whose aim is simply to build a
better life for themselves and their loved ones. The
impact is being felt deeply in many communities in
Dandenong.
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My thoughts go out to Mr Amini’s friends and family
in the Hazara community of Dandenong as they mourn
the loss of someone close. Let us hope that from
tragedy real change can be made to prevent this from
happening again and those fleeing harm and fear in
their homeland are afforded the compassion and
opportunity they deserve.

St James the Less Anglican Church
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — Last Sunday I had
the great pleasure of attending a service to mark the
150th anniversary of the foundation of St James the
Less Anglican Church in Mount Eliza. The service was
in the new church, but the little church, as it is known,
is attached to the new church and was a tangible
reminder of an earlier time.
Anglican Archbishop Philip Freier and his wife
attended the service conducted by Vicar Shane Hübner,
which marked the culmination of 10 days of celebratory
events. The large crowd present celebrated not only the
anniversary but the work of the parish in the wider
community, both in a historic and ongoing sense. That
work was and remains substantial.
I congratulate the parish and all associated with the
celebration, and I particularly congratulate the chair of
the anniversary committee, Di Horscroft, who worked
tirelessly to create a celebratory program which will be
long remembered. The morning tea was certainly
something special. Congratulations to all involved in
this significant event.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing and sessional orders
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That so much of standing and sessional orders be suspended
on Wednesday, 11 November 2015, to allow the sitting to
start at 2.00 p.m. and the order of business to be:
question time (2.00 p.m.)
formal business
statements by members
statements on parliamentary committee reports
government business
adjournment debate (7.00 p.m.).

In making a few short comments on the detail behind
the need to move this motion, I indicate that this is
being done to accommodate the important and
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significant date of Remembrance Day on the calendar.
It is a very important day. A range of events are
obviously held around 11.00 a.m. on that day, the
largest of those being at the Shrine of Remembrance
here in the centre of Melbourne, but there are also
events held in many locations across the state.
From my experience in this place, it is not for the first
time that the sitting calendar has been put in place in a
way that sees the Parliament sitting on Remembrance
Day, and in line with previous practice, the sessional
orders have been changed when this has been the case.
The sessional orders that are being proposed will
change the format of what is a traditional Wednesday to
allow the house to start at 2.00 p.m., with question time
as the first order of business and the rest of the agenda
to proceed. As I said, this is consistent with what has
happened in the past when this circumstance has also
arisen.
I appreciate that for members who live some distance
away it will not necessarily mean they are able to get to
events in their electorates, and as a country member of
Parliament I have great sympathy with that view. There
are many events that happen during parliamentary
sittings that we cannot get to because of distance, but
this will enable a significant number of members who
wish to attend the ceremony at the shrine or attend other
ceremonies around the city and in our regional areas to
attend those ceremonies and be back in Parliament by
2.00 p.m. for question time at the start of the sitting day.
In going through the suggested program — and I thank
the clerks for their assistance in preparing this motion
for consideration by the house today — it may have
escaped the notice of opposition members that what
normally happens on a Wednesday is debate on a
matter of public importance, and the rotation meant that
it was to be the government’s matter of public
importance dealt with on the day. We have therefore
decided not to include that matter in this program
because we want to maximise the time that is available
for legislation.
As members will see from the notice paper, we have
introduced a number of bills this week, and we will be
keen to see a number of them progressed during the
next sitting week. We understand there are some quite
significant bills on that program, and we will want to
maximise the time available for debate. This program
does that. It maximises the time for debate on
legislation, and as such the government is forgoing the
matter of public importance that had been scheduled for
that day.
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I hope the motion is supported by all members of
Parliament in recognition that Remembrance Day is, as
I said earlier, a very important day to acknowledge the
service and sacrifice of men and women over many
decades who have served this country. We will pay
them due respect on this very important day.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to speak on
the motion of the member for Bendigo East. As any
member of this house would know, Remembrance Day
is celebrated at the 11th hour of the 11th day of the
11th month to show respect for the signing of the
armistice that occurred 97 years ago, at the end of
World War I, when the guns of the Western Front fell
silent after four years of war. Services are held right
across Victoria in all communities because a lot of
people served in that war and a lot of people paid the
ultimate sacrifice in that war so that we could enjoy the
democracy we do in this country today. We all owe
respect to those people who did that.
One of the things that the then Leader of the
Opposition, Ted Baillieu, did the last time this became
an issue, when Parliament was sitting on Remembrance
Day, was to give a commitment that if we were elected
to government, we would structure the sitting week
such that we would not sit on Remembrance Day. For
the four years we were in government we did that,
because the very issue we have before us today was an
issue in one of the years of the previous government.
In compiling the sitting program for this year the
government has listed a sitting week that falls when
Remembrance Day is occurring. In discussions with the
RSL it has been keen to ensure that Remembrance Day
does not become a political issue, and I do not believe it
should be one. Everyone in the community should
show respect for those people who served this country
in previous wars, but I am afraid the motion of the
member for Bendigo East has made it a political issue.
Whether we like it or not, it has now become a political
issue because the member’s motion forms two classes
of MPs in the house. We have a class of MP, whose
electorate is less than 2 hours from Melbourne, who can
go and attend a community service and lay a wreath on
Remembrance Day, and we have a class of MP, who
represent electorates more than 2 hours from
Melbourne, who cannot do that and be in this place
at 2 o’clock for question time. It is an absolute shame
on this government that it is setting up two classes of
MPs — some who can attend services in their
community and others who cannot because of the sheer
physical difference. That is something the government
needs to reconsider over that particular time.
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The RSL holds those services. We play an important
role in a lot of these events where, as the community
representative, you go along and lay a wreath. Country
MPs who are more than 2 hours from Melbourne will
not be able to do that in their communities, and I think
that shows a total lack of respect for country Victoria
by the Labor Party, by the Labor government and
particularly by the member for Bendigo East, who has
moved this motion. We will not be able to show that
respect for those people who served in World War I and
in other conflicts into the future.
This discriminates against country MPs. The Labor
Party may not think country Victoria exists, but country
Victoria does exist. It is important to Victoria. I think it
is important as country MPs that we can go back to our
communities, the same as a city MP can, but also fulfil
our roles as parliamentarians in this place.
Unfortunately the sitting program has been set. What
we have here is exactly the same situation we had under
the previous Labor government whereby the house was
sitting later so that city MPs could go back to their
electorates — but country MPs could not. I think it is an
absolute shame. I note that the Minister for Veterans is
the minister at the table, and I would like him to take on
notice that country MPs are not happy about this
particular situation and our communities are not happy
about this particular situation. They expect us to attend
services. We should have the same rights as any city
MP and any Labor Party MP and be able to get back to
our electorates but fulfil our roles as parliamentarians as
well.
I ask the member for Bendigo East, as the mover of this
motion, perhaps to reconsider the situation so that we
can attend services in our communities, because this
motion just shows a total lack of respect for country
Victoria, for country MPs and, more importantly, for
the RSL branches in our communities.
Mr EREN (Minister for Veterans) — I obviously
support the motion moved by the Leader of the House,
which will allow Victorian parliamentarians to pay their
respects to veterans on Remembrance Day,
11 November. The 11th hour of the 11th day of the
11th month is a significant moment, and I am sure that
those MPs who want to pay their respects can do so. As
we can appreciate, the wheels of democracy keep
moving, and there are lots of bits of legislation that
come through this house as part of our democracy that
will improve the lot of Victorian communities. We
need to be mindful of that as well, and clearly there is a
set agenda in terms of legislation. There is some very
important legislation going through, and some of those
bits of legislation, I am sure most people would agree,
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need to go through this place and be enacted. This is the
first time, as the Leader of the House has indicated, that
Parliament is not sitting through at this particular time.
I pick up on the comments made by the member for
Murray Plains, which I appreciate. As the Minister for
Veterans I have appointed former Premier Ted Baillieu
to continue as chair of the Victorian Anzac Centenary
Committee because it is an important role, politics
aside. I have done that deliberately because I think he is
the right person for the job — and he is doing a great
job — and because I think it is inappropriate to act
politically in an environment where we are talking
about veterans. I certainly agree that traditionally we
take a bipartisan approach to matters that pertain to
veterans.
I will just put some context around all the things that
are happening in the veterans area. Only the other day
in relation to the poppies project, it was intended that
120 poppies be made, knitted or sewn, then the number
grew to 5000 and now we have over 350 000 poppies.
We have just announced that we will send our
wonderful representatives to the Chelsea Flower Show
to lay out 250 000 of the poppies that have been sewn
or knitted by Victorians to showcase them to the whole
world.
There are lots of wonderful projects, and I know it is
now front and centre for many communities to have
recognition of veterans — all of the service men and
women who have done so much and sacrificed so much
for us. That is growing, and there is no denying that,
which is a great thing, especially when you see all the
parades that take place. I look forward to the
50th anniversary of the Battle of Long Tan next year.
When we commemorate that particular occasion, for
the first time ever we will be recognising Vietnam
veterans. We are allocating $1 million for them so that
they can proudly be part of a parade.
Clearly it is one of those issues where we want to have
maximum exposure for all the events that will happen
throughout this year and next year, particularly for the
centenary year. To that end, I support the motion and I
take on board some of the comments that have already
been made in relation to this particular occasion. Of
course this is the first time, as I have indicated, that we
have done this as a Parliament. I know that the previous
government was intending not to sit on the day, but it
never got around to organising it, so what we have
done — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order!
Mr Walsh — You are misleading the house.
Mr EREN — The member for Murray Plains is
recorded in Hansard as saying that the former
government had intentions of eventually getting around
to having the day — —
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr EREN — I do not want to engage in these
frivolous arguments across the chamber. You are
frivolous, member for Murray Plains, you are frivolous!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! Members should speak through the Chair.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the minister is calling Remembrance Day frivolous, and
I ask him to withdraw. I take offence at that.
Mr EREN — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Murray Plains clearly knows
that I called him frivolous. I would never, ever make
any accusations of that sort in relation to veterans, and
he knows it. I ask him to withdraw what he accused me
of saying.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! I do not believe there is any point of order to be
upheld at this time. I ask the minister to continue.
Mr EREN — As I have indicated, I support the
motion before the house. I think we all should pay our
respects. It is a good opportunity for some of those
members who have not been to the shrine to attend the
services at the shrine on this occasion, and for those
members who want to go to a service on 11 November,
they can actually go to a service if they want to.
Ms Kealy interjected.
Mr EREN — I am not going to respond to
interjections. We have the motion before the house, and
obviously I encourage everybody in the community to
pay their respects at the 11th hour of the 11th day of the
11th month for that significant event.
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — I rise to speak on the
motion moved by the Minister for Public Transport.
The 11th of November is a vitally important day not
only in Australia but across the world. I note the
comments by the minister with regard to the practising
of our democracy, and I suspect this is one day when
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there is only one thing more important than the
practising of our democracy — and that is
remembering all those who have given everything for
the very presence of our democracy.
One hundred thousand Australians have perished in all
wars. On Remembrance Day we remember those who
perished in World War I, but we remember all those
who perished in subsequent wars who have safeguarded
our freedoms and our liberties and our democracy.
Given that we have troops in the field at the moment, I
would have thought that it is entirely inappropriate for
the rancour of party political debate to occur on that
day. I will feel most uncomfortable on that afternoon
fronting up here and engaging in the usual processes of
parliamentary democracy, when in actual fact we
should be in our local communities remembering those
who have allowed us to do what we do here on a daily
basis.
My friend the member for Benambra, for example, who
was the vice-president of the Wodonga RSL and an
ex-servicemen, will not be able to get to Parliament that
day because he will be with his local community in
Wodonga, remembering those who have fallen. I agree
that we do not want to make this a political issue, but
when you have a good number of country members
who simply will not be able to get to Parliament, the
whole purpose of the day seems to be lost. Members
should be able to spend Remembrance Day in their
electorates remembering all those who have given their
lives for our great country. It is a day of quiet reflection.
It carries equal weight to Anzac Day, and Parliament
would never sit on Anzac Day.
I make the observation that in this country we have two
great days of remembrance: Anzac Day and
Remembrance Day. Australia and New Zealand are a
bit different to the rest of the English-speaking world,
which considers 11 November its primary day of
remembrance. I would find it extremely unusual for the
British Parliament to sit on 11 November. It is unheard
of. I simply say to the government that, going forward,
we should not sit on Remembrance Day for the good of
country members and for the simple fact that it is a day
of heightened respect. We really do not want to engage
in the rancour of political debate when we ought to be
remembering those who have given their lives for our
democracy.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I will briefly speak in
support of this motion. It is very important to enable
some members to attend Remembrance Day services in
their electorates. Others may be able to attend in the
CBD, but I am cognisant of the fact that it is very
important for members to attend services in their
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electorates. I echo the sentiment of other members that
the government should give thought in future to not
sitting on Remembrance Day.
These days are important for our communities and a
focal point for our RSLs. As a patron of my local
Prahran RSL Club, I always enjoy going down there,
speaking with everyone and being with the community.
Remembrance Day gives not only the local community
a lift but gives our local RSLs a lift too. It is a strong
and thriving RSL in Prahran. It has recently upgraded
the cenotaph in Victoria Gardens. What was just a
flagpole and modest garden has been turned into a
fitting memorial honouring Australians who have
served in all conflicts. It was an honour to be able to
speak there on Anzac Day.
Remembrance Day is an important day on which the
presence of members in their electorates is vital. I
support this motion, and I reiterate that the government
should give very strong consideration to not sitting on
Remembrance Day in future years.
Motion agreed to.

FISHERIES AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I note that
having denied leave for this bill to be brought on earlier
this day, the member for Melbourne is no longer in the
chamber, after that disgraceful performance. Can I
say — —
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr PAKULA — If the Leader of The Nationals
were aware of the circumstances, he would not be
saying what he has just said.
In accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006, I table a statement of
compatibility in relation to the Fisheries Amendment
Bill 2015:
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 Fisheries
Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Fisheries Amendment Bill 2015, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
the human rights protected by the charter. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
1.

Overview of the bill

The purpose of this bill is to amend the Fisheries Act 1995
(the act) to establish a scheme to phase out commercial net
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fishing in Port Phillip Bay, to provide for a limited non-net
fishery to operate in Port Phillip Bay from 1 April 2022, and
to compensate persons whose fishery licences are surrendered
under, or affected by, the scheme.
As part of the scheme’s implementation, the bill sets out the
process by which affected licence-holders will have the
option of accepting a compensation package to either:
surrender their licence and exit the fishery within seven
years; or
retain their vessel and authorisation to commercially fish
in the non-net fishery in Port Phillip Bay when it
commences on 1 April 2022.
The scheme only allows for a maximum of eight
licence-holders to remain in the non-net fishery. In the event
that there are more than eight licence-holders who elect to
retain their licence, the bill prescribes the process and criteria
by which the secretary will determine, before 1 April 2016,
which of those licence-holders is successful, and the process
for cancelling any remaining licences in 2022.
2.

Human rights issues

Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law. This right requires that powers which authorise the
deprivation of property are conferred by legislation or
common law, are confined and structured rather than unclear,
are accessible to the public and are formulated precisely.
Statutory rights are inherently subject to change and, for this
reason, are less likely to be found to be proprietary than other
rights. This conclusion is even more likely where what is
being considered is a statutory licence, where the nature of the
right is such that the licence-holder did not have a reasonable
expectation of its lasting nature. The existing provisions in
division 4 of part 2 of the act make it clear that licences are
granted under the act on the basis that they can be suspended,
cancelled, varied or have conditions imposed upon them, and
are therefore inherently contingent. In these circumstances, I
am of the opinion that the cancellation or alteration of a
licence will not amount to a deprivation of property.
Even if the statutory licences under the act were considered
proprietary in nature and a decision by the secretary to cancel
licences therefore resulted in the deprivation of that property,
it is clear that the process for cancelling or varying licences is
precisely set out in the bill and is not arbitrary in nature.
For example, the bill sets out in clear detail the process by
which the minister must give licence-holders notice of the
requirement to elect to retain or surrender their licence, and
the process by which those licence-holders may make that
election. The bill also sets out clearly what compensation a
licence-holder will be entitled to in each scenario. Although
the secretary has the power to determine which eight
licence-holders will retain their authorisation to carry on
non-net commercial fishing in Port Phillip Bay, the objective
criteria on which that decision is made is provided in part 1 of
the new schedule 4 (namely the eight highest ranked
licence-holders according to their non-net catch recorded
between 1 April 2009 and 31 March 2014). Remaining
licences will only be cancelled after these processes have
been implemented. The bill therefore does not provide the
secretary with a discretion that is capable of being exercised
arbitrarily or selectively.
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Given the above, and the fact that the clauses of the bill
clearly and precisely formulate the circumstances in which
any deprivation of property will occur, in my view there is no
limitation of the property right under section 20 of the charter
because any deprivation of property would be in accordance
with law.
Hon. Jacinta Allan, MP
Minister for Public Transport

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 Fisheries Act 1995 is the principal legislation for the
management, development and conservation of Victorian
fisheries.
Fishing is one of Victoria’s most popular recreational
pursuits, being home to an estimated 721 000 recreational
fishers. Victoria’s bays, inlets, oceans and inland waters
support productive fisheries and provide quality recreational
fishing experiences.
It has been estimated that recreational fishing contributes
around $2.3 billion to Victoria’s social and economic
wellbeing, particularly in rural and regional Victoria. It
encourages kids and families to get outdoors and learn more
about our environment. Recreational fishing contributes to a
healthy lifestyle for many Victorians.
The Andrews government’s Target One Million plan — the
largest injection of funds into fisheries in 30 years — will
help to grow recreational fishing in Victoria by encouraging
more families to get outdoors and enjoy fishing.
I will now turn to the particulars of the Fisheries Amendment
Bill 2015.
This bill will deliver on the government’s 2014 Target One
Million election commitment to remove all commercial
netting from Port Phillip Bay by 31 March 2022 in order to
grow recreational fishing in Victoria.
Commercial fishing has a long history in Port Phillip Bay
with many of the current licence-holders having a direct
multigenerational family connection to fishing in Port Phillip
Bay.
The government recognises that this decision impacts on
people’s livelihoods and that fishing is more than a just a
business or workplace. For many operators fishing in the bay
is a lifestyle and something they have a strong and passionate
connection to.
The removal of netting from Port Phillip Bay is expected to
increase catch rates and size of fish for the recreational fishing
sector, and reduce spatial competition. This will enhance
recreational fishing opportunities in the bay for many
Victorians, with the potential to attract more visitors from
outside of Victoria to fish in Port Phillip Bay.
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The bill will provide commercial fishers currently netting in
Port Phillip Bay with a fair and clear exit strategy over seven
years.
The bill establishes a scheme to phase-out commercial net
fishing in Port Phillip Bay by 2022, to provide for a limited
non-net fishery to continue to operate in the bay and to
compensate persons whose fishery licences are surrendered or
restricted by the scheme. The scheme also includes a
prohibition on commercial net fishing in Corio Bay from
1 April 2018.
The bill provides for two types of compensation packages to
be offered to licence-holders. A surrender package for those
exiting the fishery and an adjustment package for up to eight
fishers eligible to remain in the non-net fishery after 1 April
2022. The first surrender packages will be paid on 1 April
2016.
The non-net fishery will be established as an 88-tonne
quota-managed longline snapper fishery, with each eligible
fisher allocated quota units equal to 11 tonnes of snapper on
1 April 2022.
The election commitment was to provide $20 million for the
removal of netting from the bay. Based on consultation and
review of the scheme, the proposal will now provide up to
$27 million for compensation, depending on when fishers exit
the fishery. This compensation will provide a fairer and better
recognition of individual investment and loss of income to
licensees.
The bill establishes a process whereby, in the first year of the
scheme, licence-holders will be able to elect to remain in the
non-net fishery that will operate from 1 April 2022. If more
than eight fishers nominate, then the eight licences with the
highest average non-net catch per kilogram of all species over
the five-year period from 1 April 2009 to 31 March 2014 will
be successful. Successful nominations in this process will not
be eligible for a surrender package but will be paid the
adjustment package on 1 April 2022.
The bill provides for an annual election process, commencing
in early 2016, in which fishers may nominate to surrender
their licence and accept a compensation package. Licences
will be cancelled upon surrender. The bill includes a
provision that provides that any licences remaining in the last
year of the scheme before 1 April 2022 will be cancelled by
the secretary.
The surrender package will consist of compensation for the
assessed market value of the licence, assessed by the
valuer-general at $310 000, plus an allowance of $75 000 for
commercial fishing equipment such as vessels and nets to
account for the reduced market value of such specialised gear
given the prohibition on netting. The surrender package will
also include an amount to provide compensation for loss of
income based on three times the total average annual catch
value taken over the five fishing years from 1 April 2009 to
31 March 2014 under the licence. The package available in
any one year will be reduced in value by 10 per cent per year
over the seven years of the phase-out in recognition of the fact
that fishers are able to continue to generate an income whilst
they remain in the fishery.
The adjustment packages for commercial fishing
licence-holders who will remain in the non-net fishery from
1 April 2022 will consist of 50 per cent of the assessed market
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value of the licence, in recognition of the reduced utility and
earning capacity of the licence without the authority to use
nets, plus an allowance of $50 000 to account for the reduced
market value of specialised gear given the prohibition on
netting. This package will not be subject to a 10 per cent
reduction in value, and will be payable on 1 April 2022.
Key stakeholders such as Port Phillip Bay commercial fishers
and the commercial fishing representative body, Seafood
Industry Victoria, have been consulted on the intention to
remove netting and some of the potential characteristics of the
non-net fishery.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WALSH
(Murray Plains).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 November.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION FURTHER
AMENDMENT 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 Justice
Legislation Further Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation Further 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.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
Fair hearing
The right to a fair hearing, as outlined in section 24 of the
charter, is relevant to the bill. Section 24(1) provides for the
right to a fair hearing from a ‘competent, independent and
impartial court or tribunal’.
The bill protects and enhances judicial independence by
ensuring that superannuation for magistrates, reserve
magistrates, coroners, and judicial registrars, has a clear
legislative framework. Adequate and secure remuneration,
including entitlements, is a key component of judicial
independence.
The right to a fair hearing may also be relevant to the
expungement scheme amendment, in expanding the pool of
qualified VCAT members able to hear appeals in relation to
the scheme. This amendment will enhance section 24(1), as it
will reduce potential delay in deciding appeals.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General
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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 Justice Legislation Further Amendment Bill will improve
the operation of the courts and tribunals and increase the
speed of execution of warrants throughout Victoria.
The bill will provide a clear legislative basis for the
superannuation entitlements of magistrates, reserve
magistrates and coroners and validate past payments of
superannuation to those officers as well as judicial registrars.
It will provide that a person appointed as chief judge or Chief
Magistrate must also be appointed as a judge of the higher
court.
Electronic transfer of warrants
Victoria Police’s existing processes for executing a copy of a
warrant to arrest involves a number of manual steps and can
result in delays and errors. This is primarily due to
section 57(9) of the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989, which
provides that the execution copy of a warrant must be in
writing and must be signed or otherwise authenticated by the
person issuing it. The average time under the existing process,
from court issue to availability to update the Victoria Police
law enforcement assistance program (LEAP) system, is
between two and four days. Such delays can have tragic
consequences for the community, where there is a need to
arrest an offender quickly, especially an offender accused of
committing violent offences.
The State Coroner recently recommended in the findings into
the death of Luke Geoffrey Batty that all warrants issued in
relation to family violence-related incidents be executed with
high priority and entered onto the Victoria Police LEAP
system within 24 hours of issue.
The bill will significantly streamline the warrant process by
enabling magistrates and registrars in the Magistrates and
Children’s courts to transfer the warrant information
electronically to Victoria Police’s LEAP system via the
court’s information technology system, known as Courtlink.
This is not currently possible, because if Victoria Police print
their own version of the warrant from the LEAP system, the
printed version will not have been signed or authenticated by
the issuing magistrate or registrar and may therefore be
unenforceable.
The bill will therefore provide that a warrant directed to a
police officer under section 57(1) of the Magistrates’ Court
Act may be issued by the court entering the prescribed
particulars and transmitting the warrant electronically to
Victoria Police.
The capacity to use the manual process will remain, in order
to ensure that a backup to the electronic process is available.
The bill will also enable execution copies of warrants, and
copies of affidavits in support of warrants to arrest and search
warrants, to be transmitted by other electronic means, as well
as by facsimile. This will ensure that the courts are able to
utilise technology to facilitate the effective operation of the
justice system.
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These important reforms regarding electronic warrants will
help protect the community by reducing the average time
from court issue to availability and visibility to Victoria
Police.
Appointment of Koori Court elders and respected
persons
Court Services Victoria was established last year in order to
provide administrative support to the courts and VCAT. The
bill will enable the chief executive officer of Court Services
Victoria, instead of the Secretary to the Department of Justice
and Regulation, to appoint and manage the terms of
Aboriginal elders and respected persons for the purposes of
performing functions in relation to the Koori Court. Given the
role of Court Services Victoria, it is more appropriate for
these functions to be performed by Court Services Victoria.
Removal of requirement for a statutory declaration to
make an application to VOCAT where a police report has
been made
The Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal (VOCAT) is
currently working to introduce an online form for applications
to make the process more accessible to victims and their
support networks and to create efficiencies for the tribunal’s
registry by linking this information automatically with its case
management system. The current requirement in section 26(e)
of the Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 to submit a
statutory declaration to verify an application is hindering the
development of an online process, due to the requirement for
a witness to sign and verify the application.
A statutory declaration was originally required to verify an
applicant’s identity and impose a penalty for perjury.
However, the act already imposes penalties for fraud and
providing false and misleading information. The bill will
remove the requirement to have a statutory declaration,
provided the matter has been reported to the police. The bill
will retain the requirement for a statutory declaration if an
alleged act of violence is not reported to the police.
These reforms will make the compensatory process more
efficient and responsive to the needs of victims of crime.
Clarifying the definition of ‘coronial brief’ in the
Coroners Act
Coronial briefs are frequently released by the Coroners Court
to families and others involved in coronial matters.
Section 115(7) of the Coroners Act 2008 currently defines the
term ‘coronial brief’ to be a brief of evidence that is prepared
for an inquest and containing specified material. However, in
practice a coronial brief is typically prepared for a coronial
investigation, which does not necessarily lead to an inquest.
The current definition may lead some persons to whom
coronial briefs are released to incorrectly but not
unreasonably conclude that an inquest is to be held. The bill
will therefore replace the term ‘inquest’ with ‘coronial
investigation’. The new definition will avoid potential distress
for persons involved in coronial matters.
Hearing appeals regarding expungement of historical
homosexual convictions at VCAT
The Sentencing Amendment (Historical Homosexual
Convictions Expungement) Act 2014 was passed in October
2014 with bipartisan support, and commenced on
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1 September 2015. This important legislation establishes a
process that allows people to apply to have historical
homosexual convictions expunged.
Under the scheme, a person who has been found guilty or
convicted of an offence which is described in the act as being
a ‘historical homosexual offence’, may apply to have that
finding of guilt or conviction expunged if the Secretary to the
Department of Justice and Regulation is satisfied that the
conduct in question would not be an offence under current
law. The secretary’s decision can be appealed to VCAT.
In the course of preparing for the commencement for this
important reform, VCAT suggested that the act be amended
so that members of the tribunal other than the president or a
vice-president could hear appeals. VCAT was concerned that
the limited availability of the president and vice-presidents
could mean that appellants would wait too long for a hearing.
The bill will amend the act to allow the president,
vice-presidents, deputy presidents, and senior members to
hear these matters and will provide greater flexibility to
VCAT. This will expand the pool of suitably qualified people
who can hear appeals under the act, and reduce delay for
appellants.
Amendment to the VCAT Act fee reimbursement
provisions
In 2014, the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act
1998 was amended to introduce a presumption in certain civil
proceedings that a party who has substantially succeeded
against another party is entitled to be reimbursed by the
unsuccessful party for any fee paid in the proceeding, unless
VCAT orders otherwise. The amendment provided for the fee
reimbursement presumption to apply to a proceeding under
the Residential Tenancies Act 1997, other than a proceeding
in which the director of housing is a party.
Given the nature of landlord-tenant proceedings, tenants are
being unfairly disadvantaged by the fee reimbursement
provisions. The overwhelming majority of proceedings under
the Residential Tenancies Act are brought by landlords
against tenants, many of whom are economically
disadvantaged. Only 20 per cent of tenants attend Residential
Tenancies Act proceedings. In addition, as respondents,
tenants are not able to seek a fee waiver on financial hardship
grounds.
Accordingly, in the interests of fairness and equity, the bill
will remove proceedings under the Residential Tenancies Act
from the operation of the fee reimbursement presumption. A
fee reimbursement order will continue to be available in
relation to VCAT proceedings under the Residential
Tenancies Act, but in making an order for the reimbursement
or payment of fees, VCAT will be required to have regard to:
the nature of, and issues involved in, the proceeding;
the conduct of the parties; and
the result of the proceeding, if it has been reached.
The amendment will result in an appropriate balance between
the interests of landlords and tenants.
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Superannuation
The bill makes amendments to the Magistrates’ Court Act
1989 and the Supreme Court Act 1986 regarding the
superannuation entitlements of magistrates, reserve
magistrates, non-magistrate coroners and judicial registrars.
For more than 20 years, magistrates have been paid
superannuation based on their full salary. However, the legal
basis for such payments has not been clear, and arguably
relied on implied contractual terms. This level of uncertainty
is not appropriate for the remuneration of judicial officers.
It is important that all judicial entitlements are authorised,
certain, and clear. The bill will achieve these aims by:
validating past payments of superannuation to
magistrates, reserve magistrates and non-magistrate
coroners which may have been made without legislative
authority; and
providing a statutory basis for the payment of
superannuation contributions to magistrates, reserve
magistrates and non-magistrate coroners.
Commonwealth superannuation legislation encourages
employers to provide a minimum level of superannuation to
employees. Superannuation is to be paid on the salary of each
employee, up to a capped salary amount known as the
maximum contribution base. Employers and employees may
agree that superannuation payments will be calculated by
reference to full salary rather than to the maximum
contribution base.
The bill provides that, consistent with longstanding practice,
magistrates and coroners are entitled to superannuation
contributions which are calculated by reference to their full
salary, not merely the maximum contribution base. Currently,
superannuation contributions are calculated at 9.5 per cent of
salary. This percentage is scheduled to increase over time
according to the commonwealth superannuation legislation.
The bill provides for the relevant judicial officers to receive
the benefit of those increases.
For judicial registrars of all courts, superannuation is
determined by the Governor in Council rather than by
legislation. Following the passage of this bill, it is intended
that changes will be made to the instruments of appointment
of judicial registrars, which provide that those officers are
entitled to superannuation on their full salary.
The bill also validates past payments of superannuation
contributions made to magistrates, judicial registrars and
coroners which were made at a time when the legal basis for
the payment of superannuation contributions on behalf of
those officers, including the amount of the contributions, was
unclear.
A small number of magistrates and judicial registrars are
members of statutory defined benefit schemes. Those officers
are not affected by this bill. Judges and associate judges of the
Supreme and County courts, and the Chief Magistrate, are
eligible for a judicial pension and are also unaffected.
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Dual commissions
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statement of compatibility with respect to the Public Health
and Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015.

The bill will require that:
a person appointed as chief judge must also be appointed
as a judge of the Supreme Court; and
a person appointed as Chief Magistrate must also be
appointed as a judge of the County Court.
This reform, which was announced by the government at the
time that it announced the appointment of Chief Judge Peter
Kidd, will help improve the interconnection of the three
largest Victorian courts. It will promote cooperation between
the respective courts and facilitate sharing of resources and
ideas.

In my opinion, the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment
(Safe Access Zones) Bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in
this statement.
Overview of bill
The bill makes a number of amendments to the Public Health
and Wellbeing Act 2008, including:
providing for safe access zones around premises at
which abortions are provided;

It is important for Victoria’s judicial system to operate in a
cohesive manner, with the courts working together as
effectively as possible.

prohibiting the publication or distribution of recordings
of persons accessing, attempting to access, or leaving
premises at which abortions are provided; and

The bill makes clear that the primary responsibility of the
person will be as the head of jurisdiction.

providing for search warrants in relation to the offences
which involve recording, publishing or distributing.

At the same time, membership of the higher court will not be
nominal or in name only. The head of jurisdiction will sit as a
judge in the higher court. Workload issues would be agreed
between the jurisdictions in the same cooperative manner that
applies to the President of the Children’s Court, the State
Coroner, and the President of VCAT.
These reforms build on Victoria’s existing judicial system
where the heads of three of the jurisdictions are members of
either the County or Supreme court:
the State Coroner, who is the head of the Coroners
Court, is a County Court judge;
the President of the Children’s Court is a County Court
judge; and
the President of VCAT is a Supreme Court judge.
In closing, I note that the range of reforms in this bill will
promote the safety of Victorians and help build a modern and
integrated judicial system for Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 November.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING
AMENDMENT (SAFE ACCESS ZONES)
BILL 2015

Human rights issues
In Victoria, premises at which abortions are performed under
the Abortion Law Reform Act 2008, as well as staff members
and persons accessing the premises, have become the focus of
activities by persons who oppose abortions. The bill will
result in some restrictions upon those activities.
Safe access zones
Clause 5 of the bill inserts a new part 9A into the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act. Part 9A provides for a safe access
zone of 150 metres around premises at which abortions are
provided. New section 185D prohibits certain behaviour
within the safe access zone, namely:
(a) in relation to a person accessing, attempting to access, or
leaving premises at which abortions are provided,
besetting, harassing, intimidating, interfering with,
threatening, hindering, obstructing or impeding that
person by any means; or
(b) communicating within a safe access zone by any means
in relation to abortions in a manner that is able to be seen
or heard by a person accessing, attempting to access, or
leaving premises at which abortions are provided, that is
reasonably likely to cause distress or anxiety; or
(c) interfering with or impeding a footpath, road or vehicle
in relation to premises at which abortions are provided,
without reasonable excuse; or
(d) intentionally recording by any means, without
reasonable excuse, another person accessing, attempting
to access, or leaving premises at which abortions are
provided, without that other person’s consent; or

Statement of compatibility
(e) any other prescribed behaviour.

Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter act’), I make this

As set out in new section 185A, the purpose of the safe access
zones is to protect the safety and wellbeing of people
accessing services provided at the premises, and employees
and other persons who need to access the premises in the
course of their duties and responsibilities. As set out in new
section 185C(2) the public, employees and others who need
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to access premises at which abortions are provided should be
able to enter and leave such premises without interference and
in a manner which protects the person’s safety and wellbeing
and respects the person’s privacy and dignity.
Section 13 of the charter provides that every person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Section 12 of the charter also protects freedom of movement.
In Victoria, abortion is legal in the circumstances prescribed
in the Abortion Law Reform Act. A woman’s decision to
undergo an abortion is an intensely personal one. Such a
decision falls within the sphere of private life and personal
autonomy recognised by the right to privacy in section 13 of
the charter. Persons who work in such premises are entitled to
be and feel safe accessing their workplace.
On the other hand, section 15 of the charter protects freedom
of expression and section 16 of the charter protects peaceful
assembly. Abortion is an issue upon which people hold many
different views, including those who strongly disagree with
the provisions of the Abortion Law Reform Act and with the
decisions of women who seek to access health services
provided for in that act.
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which even peaceful protest activity can have a more harmful
effect upon the wellbeing of staff and visitors to premises than
might ordinarily be the case.
The prohibited behaviour extends beyond conduct that is
actually intimidating, harassing or threatening, or which
impedes access to premises. The bill prohibits
communicating, inside the zone, by any means in relation to
abortions in a manner that is able to be seen or heard by a
person accessing, attempting to access, or leaving premises at
which abortions are provided, that is reasonably likely to
cause distress or anxiety. I consider that this is necessary to
properly protect the rights and interests of women and other
persons who access the premises. There is an exception in
relation to communicating, which applies to all employees
and contractors who provide services to the premises. This
will ensure employees or contractors who may need to
communicate with a patient or other staff in relation to
abortion inside the safe access zone will not be committing an
offence.
Provisions that only prohibit intimidating, harassing or
threatening conduct, or conduct which impedes access to
premises are inadequate for a number of reasons, including:

Section 15 of the charter provides that ‘special duties and
responsibilities’ are attached to the right to freedom of
expression and that the right may be subject to lawful
restrictions reasonably necessary to respect the rights and
reputation of other persons or for the protection of national
security, public order, public health or public morality.
Further, the rights in sections 15 and 16 of the charter may be
subject to reasonable limitations pursuant to s 7(2) of the
charter. Unfortunately, in the case of abortion, there is a long
history and many instances of persons purporting to exercise
their right to free expression in ways that do not respect the
rights or reputation of others and which impact upon the
public order around clinics.

(a) They can only be enforced after the harmful conduct has
occurred and there are significant difficulties in
enforcing such laws. This is particularly the case in
relation to conduct directed toward women accessing
legal abortion services. Although such conduct has often
extended to criminal conduct, women and their support
persons are generally unwilling to report the conduct to
police or assist in a prosecution which would expose
them to the stress and possible publicity of a criminal
proceeding. The intensely private nature of the decision
that the protesters seek to denounce, effectively operates
to protect the protesters from prosecution for criminal
conduct.

Women accessing legal abortion services are entitled to have
their privacy respected, to feel safe and to be treated with
dignity. However, there have been numerous incidents of
women and their support people being confronted by persons
outside clinics seeking to denounce their decision. This
extends to harassing and intimidatory conduct, following
people to and from their private vehicles or public transport,
forcing written material upon them despite a clear
unwillingness to receive that information, and verbal abuse.
Women and their support people have reported that they have
found such conduct very distressing and in many cases
psychologically harmful. This is compounded by the fact that
many women seeking abortion services are highly vulnerable
to psychological harm by reason of the circumstances that
have contributed to their decision to undergo an abortion.

(b) It will not fully protect staff members and others from
the harmful effect of the otherwise peaceful protests
given their sustained nature and the background of
extreme conduct against which they occur. Staff and
members of the public are entitled to be safe and to feel
safe in undertaking their lawful work activities and
accessing lawful health services.

In addition to the impact upon women accessing abortion
services, staff of abortion clinics have experienced sustained
harassment and verbal abuse over many years, often being
followed to or from the premises, or being physically blocked
from entering the premises. This has resulted in significant
psychological damage and stress for some staff. The impact
of such conduct as well as otherwise peaceful protests around
premises that perform abortions, needs to be understood
against the background of the most extreme cases, such as the
fatal shooting of a security guard inside the East Melbourne
Fertility Control Clinic in July 2001. The offender had in fact
planned a massacre of people present at the clinic. This, and
other similar events internationally, create an environment in

I consider that it is necessary to create a safe access zone
around premises at which abortions are provided, and prohibit
certain communications in relation to abortions within that
zone, in order to prevent the harm and not just to respond to
inappropriate conduct when it occurs.
I also consider that statutory criminal offences are the most
appropriate mechanism in order to protect these rights. The
recent litigation in the Supreme Court has highlighted the
limited options currently available under the law. While
clinics might have an ability to obtain civil orders from the
courts, those avenues are limited. It also relies upon private
organisations to take action to protect the rights of members
of the public. I consider that, in circumstances where abortion
is legal in Victoria, it is appropriate to ensure that there are
protections in place to ensure that such services can be
accessed and provided for in a manner that respects the
dignity of those seeking and providing those services.
A safe access zone of 150 metres has been determined to be
appropriate because it provides a reasonable area to enable
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women and their support people to access premises at which
abortions are provided without being subjected to such
communication. As I have explained, the conduct has
included following women and their support persons to and
from their private vehicles and public transport. There have
also been many instances of staff being followed to local
shops and services, and subjected to verbal abuse. Such
conduct has often occurred well beyond 150 metres.
However, I consider that 150 metres is a reasonable area that
is necessary to enable women and their support persons to
access premises, safely and in a manner that respects their
privacy and dignity. While such conduct has occurred beyond
150 metres of some abortion services, having a clear safe
access zone of 150 metres will enable abortion services to
advise women of how they can best access the premises
without the risk of such conduct, such as where they can park
their vehicles or use public transport.
Accordingly, to the extent that the provisions limit freedom of
expression and peaceful assembly, those limits are reasonable
and necessary to protect the rights and interests of persons
accessing or working in premises in which lawful abortion
services are provided. Less restrictive means will not be as
effective in achieving those purposes.
Section 14 of the charter protects freedom of thought,
conscience and religion. Views about abortion can be strongly
connected with religious beliefs. While the bill will not
impact upon a person’s ability to hold such beliefs, some
people wish to demonstrate or express those views through
religious practices such as public prayer. Such conduct has
the potential to fall within the freedom in s 14(1)(b) of the
charter to demonstrate his or her religion or belief in worship,
observance, practice and teaching, either individually or as
part of a community, in public or in private. The bill will have
the effect of prohibiting that conduct within a safe access zone
if, and only if, it involves communicating about abortion in a
manner that is able to be seen or heard by a person accessing,
attempting to access, or leaving premises at which abortions
are provided and that is reasonably likely to cause distress or
anxiety. The fact that such communication occurs in the form
of a religious practice does not diminish the impact upon the
rights of persons accessing lawful abortion services or the
stress and harm they may experience. To the extent that such
conduct is limited within the safe access zones, for the
reasons explained above, I consider that it is reasonable and
necessary in order to protect the rights of persons accessing
lawful abortion services.
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They are limited to recordings of persons accessing,
attempting to access or leaving premises at which abortions
are provided, and only where those persons have not
consented to such recording or publication. Although the
provisions involve restrictions upon free expression, I
consider they are necessary to respect the rights and
reputation of people who access premises at which abortions
are provided.
The bill provides for search, by warrant, and seizure of things
which may be evidence of the commission of an offence
under new part 9A that involves recording, publishing or
distributing. The exercise of these powers has the potential, in
some circumstances, to impact upon privacy of individuals.
However, the powers are subject to judicial supervision
through the warrant process and, accordingly, any
interference with privacy is neither unlawful nor arbitrary. To
the extent that seizure involves a deprivation of property, any
such deprivation occurs in accordance with law and
accordingly is compatible with the right to property in s 20 of
the charter.
Presumption of innocence
A number of the offence provisions provide for an exception
of ‘reasonable excuse’. Where this is the case the accused will
bear the onus of adducing or pointing to evidence capable of
establishing the existence of a reasonable excuse. Once that is
done, however, the burden lies with the prosecution to prove
the absence of the reasonable excuse beyond reasonable
doubt. I consider that, to the extent that an evidential onus
limits the presumption of innocence, it is a reasonable limit.
There are many different reasonable excuses that may apply
to the offences. It is reasonable to expect that an accused who
claims to have a reasonable excuse bear an onus of pointing
to or adducing evidence sufficient to raise the existence of
that excuse. It will be reasonably easy for an accused to do so,
but very difficult for the prosecution to establish an accused
had no reasonable excuse given the vast range of potential
reasonable excuses that could apply. Accordingly, I consider
that the provisions are compatible with the right to be
presumed innocent in s 25(1) of the charter.
Hon. Minister Jill Hennessy, MP
Minister for Health

Second reading
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I move:

Recording and publishing restrictions
The bill also prohibits and provides for offences in relation to
recording or publishing persons accessing, attempting to
access or leaving premises at which abortions are provided.
The prohibition against recording applies within the safe
access zone (see s 185D and the definition of prohibited
behaviour in s 185B). The prohibition against publishing or
distributing recordings in s 185E extends to recordings taken
from outside the safe access zone. The prohibitions only
apply to recordings made or published without the person’s
consent, and provides for an exception of reasonable excuse.
The purposes of the prohibitions are to protect the privacy of
persons accessing premises at which abortions are provided
and to protect them from the intimidatory conduct currently
engaged in by some persons through taking recordings with
the explicit or implicit threat of publicly exposing individuals
who access lawful abortions or provide those health services.

That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
This bill is designed to support women’s reproductive health
choices by ensuring that all women can access health services
that provide abortions without fear, intimidation, harassment
or obstruction.
In 2008, the Parliament took the historic step of passing the
Abortion Law Reform Act to decriminalise abortion and
modernise the law so that it was unambiguous, widely
understood and reflected general community standards. The
act implemented the recommendations of the Victorian Law
Reform Commission’s 2008 final report on the law of
abortion. That report also discussed the issue of safe access
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zones around hospitals and clinics that provide abortion
services.
The Law Reform Commission commented that, during its
consultations, several people raised the issue of protection
outside abortion clinics, citing concerns that the safety and
wellbeing of patients and staff were jeopardised because of
the intimidation and harassment by anti-abortion protesters.
Although the commission did not make a formal
recommendation on this issue, which fell outside the
commission’s terms of reference, it encouraged the then
Attorney-General to consider options for a legislative
response.
At the time, the government preferred to adopt a
wait-and-ssee approach; to assess whether the
decriminalisation of abortion would lead to an abatement of
the protests, obstruction and harassment of women and staff
accessing abortion services.
Unfortunately it has not, so I bring this important bill before
the house.
This bill acknowledges that Victorian women have a right to
access legal reproductive services without fear, intimidation
or harassment. Women also have a right to access these
services without having their privacy compromised.
Staff who work at places where abortions are performed have
a right to enter and leave their workplace safely, every day,
without being obstructed, interfered with, hindered or
harassed.
By providing for safe access zones around premises that
perform abortions, this bill will ensure that women and staff
can access these premises safely, without experiencing the
stress, fear and anxiety that can occur when they encounter
anti-abortion groups outside these premises.
Some members of our community have deeply held views
about abortion. This is their right, and they are free to express
their views. The bill does not seek to prevent people from
holding or expressing their views.
However, Parliament has clearly mandated that abortion
services are legal health services. Expressing deeply held
views does not carry with it a right to subject others to fear
and intimidation.
It is unreasonable for anti-abortion groups to target women at
the very time and place when they are seeking to access a
health service, or to target health service staff. The impact of
such actions on these women must be understood within the
context of their personal circumstances. Many are already
feeling distressed, anxious and fearful about an unplanned
pregnancy, or a procedure that they are about to undergo. To
be confronted by anti-abortion groups at this time is likely to
exacerbate these feelings. It is intimidating and demeaning for
women to have to run the gauntlet of anti-abortion groups
outside health services.
Targeting health services in this way can also have impacts on
women’s health and wellbeing. For example, health services
have reported that some patients are too afraid to attend
clinics when anti-abortion groups are out the front, or to
return for follow-up appointments because of their experience
when previously accessing the clinic.
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The general aim of anti-abortion groups is to deter women
from accessing abortion services. In recent consultations on
the proposed bill, health services have reported that their
activities are having an impact.
A 2011 study in relation to one Victorian clinic where
abortions are performed found that 85 per cent of women
surveyed reported seeing protesters outside the clinic, 74 per
cent reported seeing anti-abortion displays such as posters and
props, 55 per cent reported that protesters had said things to
them, 60 per cent reported that protesters had tried to hand
them anti-abortion information and 20 per cent had someone
attempt to block their entry to the clinic.
Health services have reported that staff of clinics that have
been targeted by anti-abortion groups have also been severely
affected by the daily harassment they endure. Facing this day
after day, year after year, has had a negative impact on their
mental health. This affects their working life to the point that
some staff members are too afraid to leave their office to get a
coffee unless a security guard is present.
A recent Supreme Court decision considered whether the City
of Melbourne had an obligation to enforce the nuisance
provisions of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act against a
group harassing and intimidating people at a clinic that
provides reproductive health services, including abortions.
The court refused to make an order requiring the council to
take specified action, but found that the council’s advice to
the clinic to refer the matter to police and have it dealt with as
a private nuisance was not effective. The case illustrates that
current laws are unsatisfactory, and that women and staff are
not adequately protected from harassment in the
circumstances I have outlined.
The rights to freedom of expression and freedom of thought,
conscience, religion and belief are fundamental to a
democratic society and are protected in Victoria under the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act.
However, the rights to express, communicate or demonstrate
one’s views or beliefs are not absolute. They do not create a
right to harass and intimidate a person providing or accessing
a legal health service.
Both patients and staff of abortion services have a right to
privacy and must be allowed to access health services and to
work in an environment free of fear, harassment and abuse.
Behaviour that seeks to or has the effect of dissuading,
frightening or intimidating patients or staff of health services
is not, in my view, acceptable, respectful or consistent with
the intention of the charter.
This bill has been carefully designed to strike an appropriate
balance between various rights and freedoms that are
fundamental to a democratic society. It is targeted specifically
at conduct that can cause fear, anxiety and intimidation and is
restricted in its scope and reach so as not to unjustifiably
impact on the rights of people to freedom of expression.
There are precedents for these laws. Broadly similar laws to
protect women who are seeking abortions and clinic staff
from harassment and intimidation have been enacted in
Tasmania, Canada and various North American states,
although the provisions of these laws may vary, reflecting
diverse circumstances in different jurisdictions.
This bill is in line with general community views. A 2013
Newspoll survey of Victorians commissioned by the Public
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Health Association of Victoria found that over 80 per cent of
Victorians surveyed supported safe access zones around
abortion clinics.
Mr Speaker, I now turn to the provisions of the bill.
The bill inserts a new part 9A into the Public Health and
Wellbeing Act to provide for a safe access zone of 150 metres
around premises at which abortions are carried out. Its
purposes are to:
protect the safety, wellbeing and privacy and dignity of
people accessing the health services provided at those
premises, and of staff and other persons who need to
access the premises in the course of their duties and
responsibilities; and
prohibit publication and distribution of certain
recordings that could identify people accessing those
premises.
A zone of 150 metres was chosen after consultation with a
wide range of stakeholders. Hospitals and clinics provided
examples of the activities of anti-abortion groups and the
places where they confronted patients and staff. This included
waiting at places where patients parked their cars and at
public transport stops. Some health services asked for a much
larger zone, but after careful consideration it was determined
that a zone of 150 metres would be sufficient to protect
people accessing premises.
Within the safe access zone it will be an offence to engage in
‘prohibited behaviour’ which is defined in the bill to include:
besetting, harassing, intimidating, threatening, impeding
or obstructing a person by any means, where the
behaviour relates to a person accessing or leaving
premises at which abortions are provided;
communicating in relation to abortions in a manner that
could possibly be seen or heard by a person accessing or
leaving premises at which abortions are provided where
the communication is reasonably likely to lead a person
to suffer distress, upset or anxiety;
impeding a footpath, road or vehicle without a
reasonable excuse;
intentionally recording a person accessing or leaving
premises at which abortions are performed, without that
person’s consent, and without a reasonable excuse.
The offence of communicating in relation to abortions in a
manner that would be reasonably likely to lead a person to
suffer distress, upset or anxiety must be read in the context of
the purpose and guiding principles outlined in the bill. It is
intended to cover the diverse range of activities that are
undertaken on a regular basis by the people who have
persistently stationed themselves outside abortion clinics and
have handed out upsetting materials, displayed distressing and
sometimes graphic images and props to upset and dissuade
women from obtaining abortions. Health services have
reported that protesters sometimes engage in acts of
disturbing theatre; for example, displaying a doll in a pram
spattered with fake blood or standing silently with their
mouths taped shut. Therapeutic communications by health
service providers will not be prohibited.
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This offence does not require that an individual who is
accessing or leaving such premises must actually see or hear
the activity. The purpose of the provision is to ensure that this
behaviour does not take place inside the zone in a manner that
is visible or audible to those entering or leaving the premises.
A sermon about abortions conducted inside a church that falls
within a safe access zone that cannot be heard outside the
church would not be captured by these laws.
People engaging in prohibited activities may have a variety of
different motives for their actions. They may be seeking to
protest about abortion, or may genuinely believe that they are
helping women in need, saving lives, providing alternatives to
abortion or educating people about abortion and its impacts,
among other reasons. Nonetheless, when this conduct takes
place directly outside health services providing abortions, it
has the effect of intimidating, and causing anxiety to, many
patients and health service staff.
In two cases, the bill provides that prohibited behaviour inside
the safe access zone is not an offence where there is a
reasonable excuse.
Impeding a footpath, road or vehicle outside a clinic for a
legitimate purpose (for example, to undertake construction or
maintenance works or because emergency services personnel
require diversion of pedestrians or traffic for public safety
reasons), will not be an offence.
Similarly, recording a person seeking to access premises
where abortions are provided is only an offence where it
occurs without the person’s consent, and without a reasonable
excuse. Examples of a reasonable excuse would include the
recording by security cameras installed by a company
contracted by a health service, legitimate recording
undertaken by Victoria Police in gathering evidence for
enforcement purposes, or legitimate news reporting by a
media organisation outside a hospital. This offence will be
limited to circumstances where the recording could identify
an individual and which identifies a person as a person
accessing premises at which abortions are performed.
The offences in the bill are summary offences that attract a
maximum penalty of 120 penalty units or up to 12 months
imprisonment. These penalty levels recognise the seriousness
of the offences in question and the impact a breach would
have on women wanting to safely and privately access a
health service where abortions are performed.
The 150-metre safe access zone relates to premises at which
both medical and surgical abortions are performed. The
measurement will be defined from the external perimeter of
the premises. Pharmacies that merely supply drugs that may
induce an abortion are not covered.
The bill provides that these new provisions of the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act will be enforced by Victoria
Police. Victoria Police currently enforce the Summary
Offences Act, which contains a range of similar offences, for
example, relating to trespassing, public order and threatening
behaviour. Given their experience, skills and capabilities,
Victoria Police are best placed to enforce the new offences.
While police will generally exercise their discretion and issue
warnings to move people to a location outside the safe access
zone, the bill will enable police officers to apply to a
Magistrates Court for a search warrant where required to
obtain evidence of the commission of the offences in the bill
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relating to recording, publishing or distributing a recording.
The bill ensures police can collect evidence of such an
offence, but requires a warrant to ensure that there is external
scrutiny and no undue interference with the privacy of
citizens.

ADOPTION AMENDMENT (ADOPTION BY
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Victoria has a proud history of activism and peaceful protests
and this bill does not change that. The offence provisions
have been carefully developed to target specific behaviours
that are aimed at deterring people from accessing or providing
legal medical services. Individuals can still protest and
express their views about abortions outside safe access zones.

Debate resumed from 7 October; motion of
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Equality).

Mr Speaker, standing on the street outside an abortion clinic
with the aim or effect of shaming or stigmatising women who
are trying to access a legitimate reproductive health service,
or staff who work there, is not acceptable to this government.
In the development of this bill the Victorian government has
consulted with many important stakeholders within our
community. These include public and private hospitals and
day procedure centres and their representative bodies,
women’s groups, the Human Rights Law Centre, the Law
Institute of Victoria, Liberty Victoria, unions, health groups
and community groups.
I would like to take this opportunity to thank each of these
stakeholders for their active engagement in discussing this
important policy initiative with the Victorian government. I
am pleased to say the overwhelming majority of these
stakeholders are in step with the Victorian community on this
issue, and are overwhelmingly supportive of the proposed
legislation.
I also wish to acknowledge and pay tribute to the work of
Fiona Patten, a member of the Legislative Council, who took
the initiative of developing a private members bill to address
this longstanding problem.
In conclusion, patients, their support persons and staff
accessing abortion clinics have a right to privacy. People have
a right to access legal health services without being frightened
by harassing and intimidating behaviour. Vulnerable people,
such as pregnant women seeking access to legal medical
services, should be protected from undue interference.
Mr Speaker, they deserve better.
This bill entitles women and those accompanying them to
access these services in a safe and confidential manner, and
without the threat of harassment. It enables staff to access
their workplace without being verbally abused, obstructed or
threatened.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 5 November.

Second reading

Opposition amendments circulated by Ms RYAN
(Euroa) under standing orders.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I rise today to lead the debate
on behalf of the Liberal Party and The Nationals on the
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015. I should state from the outset that
members of both coalition parties have a free vote on
the substance of this bill, which is to change those
provisions within the Adoption Act 1984 that prevent
same-sex couples from adopting, based on their marital
status and their sexual orientation. To that end, I
anticipate that there will be a wide range of views
expressed on this legislation.
The bill further seeks to amend the Equal Opportunity
Act 2010 by removing the exception to the prohibition
to discriminate in relation to religious bodies providing
adoption services and for other purposes.
On behalf of the coalition parties, I have circulated
amendments to the bill in light of concerns from
CatholicCare, which is opposed to providing adoption
services to which it has a conscientious objection.
Those amendments seek to omit clause 17 from the bill.
It is the view of the coalition that religious views should
be respected and, as most adoption service providers
have agreed to provide services to same-sex couples,
removing this clause strikes the most appropriate
balance in maintaining the current exemptions afforded
to religious organisations under the Equal Opportunity
Act. I will allow other members on this side of the
house to go into further detail about those amendments
during the course of the debate.
Within the scope of the free vote agreed to by both
parties on this side of the house, it is my intention to
support the bill. I acknowledge that my constituents
also have varied views on this issue, but my decision to
support the bill is one which is reinforced by our party
membership. At its state conference this year, the
Victorian Nationals passed a motion supporting efforts
to review Victoria’s adoption laws, with a view to
making adoptions more accessible.
In weighing the merits of this amendment, the rights of
the child are, without doubt, the most important
consideration. In my view, the interests of the child are
best served by removing the discrimination which
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currently exists in adoption law as a barrier to legal
recognition of family relationships. We must clarify the
legal uncertainty which faces hundreds of children
living in same-sex parented families in Victoria. I hope
that equality under law will also go some way towards
ending the stigma children in same-sex families face
and will improve the wellbeing of people within the
LGBTI community.
In 2011, a study by beyondblue found that lesbian, gay
and bisexual Australians are twice as likely to have a
high to very high level of psychological distress as their
heterosexual peers. Same-sex attracted Australians have
up to 14 times higher rates of suicide attempts than their
heterosexual peers. As a member of Parliament who
represents rural Victoria, it concerns me that LGBTI
young people living in rural areas in particular are at
high risk of suicide. The study was clear that this
elevated risk of mental ill-health and suicidality among
the LGBTI community is not a result of sexuality, sex
or gender identity in itself, but rather a result of
discrimination and exclusion. It is commonly referred
to as minority stress. These are statistics which I am
sure concern all members of this house. I hope the
changes before the house send a message to same-sex
attracted and gender diverse people in our communities
that they are equal under law.
There is no doubt that much of today’s debate will
focus on how this bill impacts on stranger adoptions,
but we should also consider the impact of this bill on
the children who are already living in a diverse range of
families, and I will go into further detail on that later in
my contribution. As the law currently applies in
Victoria, only couples in heterosexual relationships are
permitted to make a joint application to adopt. These
adoption orders may be made in favour of a man and a
woman who are married; a man and a woman who
have been living together for no less than two years and
whose relationship is recognised as a traditional
marriage by an Aboriginal community or an Aboriginal
group to which they belong; a man and a woman who
are living in a de facto relationship; or a man and a
woman who have been living with each other in any
combination of the relationships I just mentioned.
The law also enables adoption orders to be made in
favour of one person where the court is satisfied that
special circumstances exist in relation to the child
which make it desirable to do so. Eamonn Moran’s
legislative review of adoption by same-sex couples,
commissioned by the government, made it clear that
while this provision has enabled a same-sex person as
an individual to adopt, it still prevents a same-sex
couple from applying for an adoption order.
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This is not the case, however, for the granting of
permanent care orders. While the Adoption Act 1984
expressly refers to a man and a woman when a couple
seeks an adoption order, under the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 there is no such specification for the
making of permanent care orders. The legislation
before the house resolves these inconsistencies. As
Mr Moran’s review highlights, while same-sex couples
can currently become permanent carers for children,
they are not recognised on the child’s birth certificate as
parents and those children, therefore, do not have the
same inheritance rights as they would if they were
adopted. Furthermore, there are limitations to
recognising parental responsibilities under permanent
care orders, given those orders expire when a child
turns 18.
Victoria is now one of the few states in Australia which
does not allow same-sex couples to adopt children.
Same-sex couples have been allowed to adopt in
Western Australia since 2002, in the ACT since 2004
and in New South Wales since 2010. Tasmania has also
passed legislation to this end.
The legislation before the house proposes to change the
Adoption Act to remove gender-specific terminology
when referring to who may adopt, by replacing
references to a man or a woman with the word ‘person’.
It replaces the term ‘de facto relationship’ with the term
‘domestic relationship’, which is defined in the bill as:
… a relationship between 2 persons who are living together
as a couple on a genuine domestic basis (irrespective of sex or
gender) and who are neither married to each other nor in a
registered domestic relationship with each other…

The bill also replaces the term ‘de facto spouse’ with
the term ‘domestic partner’, which is defined as the
partner, irrespective of sex or gender, of a person with
whom they are in a domestic relationship. Further, it
introduces the term ‘registered domestic relationship’
and gives it, in the context of the Adoption Act, the
same status as a married relationship.
As I outlined earlier, people seeking adoption orders
under the current requirements of the Adoption Act
must be married or in a de facto relationship. Those in a
de facto relationship must further prove that they have
lived together for two years. It is proposed that these
requirements also apply to a registered domestic
relationship under which same-sex couples would be
able to adopt. I believe this is a sensible course of action
to ensure there is stability in a relationship, heterosexual
or same-sex, prior to an adoption order being made.
As the act currently stands, adoption agencies are
required to consider the wishes of the relinquishing
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parents with respect to religion, ethnicity and race of
the adopting family when placing a child. The
government has chosen not to include the relationship
status of prospective adopted parents in this list of
possible considerations. I highlight the inconsistency of
the government’s decision to allow a child’s natural
parents to express a wish on grounds such as race but
not on relationship status. I feel a more appropriate way
of addressing this would be by adopting the provisions
used for the making of permanent care orders which
instead refer to ‘the capacity of the person or persons to
provide appropriate support to the maintenance of a
child’s cultural identity and religious faith, if any’.
The changes outlined in this bill to legalise adoption by
same-sex couples are supported, with the exception of
CatholicCare, by the state’s adoption agencies,
including Anglicare, Connections UnitingCare and
Child and Family Services Ballarat. The primary intent
of this legislation is about providing children with safe
and loving homes and affording them the same rights
under law as children born into or adopted by in
heterosexual families. This is a view supported by the
state’s adoption agencies.
I note the comments of Paul McDonald, the chief
executive of Anglicare, who, when this issue was raised
earlier this year, said:
The bottom line for us isn’t about gender, race, religion or
sexual preference. It’s about the ability to provide a loving
and caring home for the child.

Much of the public opposition to this bill has been
focused around the impact of this legislation on stranger
adoptions. It should be noted that they make up a
relatively small number. Last year there were just
48 adoptions in Victoria, of which 20 were stranger
adoptions. The main function of this bill is to provide a
mechanism for known parent adoptions by same-sex
couples — that is, where a relationship already exists
between a child and an adoptive parent. This could be
for a child cared for by same-sex couples as foster
parents or on an ongoing basis under permanent care
orders. It could be for a child born to same-sex parents
through surrogacy arrangements or a child with one
legal parent whose same-sex partner wishes to adopt
the child.
As I referred to earlier, while parenting orders can be
put in place, once a child turns 18 and those orders
expire, the legal relationship between the parent and the
child no longer exists. The rights of those children, who
live in a stable and happy family but who fall within a
grey area of the law, must be considered. They should
not be denied the security of legal recognition and all
that flows from that. This includes the right to
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automatically inherit, the right for a non-biological
parent to make decisions in the event of a medical
emergency, or the right to move house without the
permission of a birth parent or a court order.
This bill does not change the requirement of the act to
consider the welfare and interests of the child as
paramount when making an adoption order. The rights
of the child have been raised by some as an argument
against same-sex adoption. In my view this contention
fails to acknowledge those children who are currently
living in same-sex families. It presupposes that all
heterosexual families are perfect while same-sex
relationships are flawed and it undermines the value of
the stability and the loving homes that many same-sex
couples have provided for years to children as foster
carers. I have many friends in same-sex relationships
whose capacity to provide a loving home I would never
doubt.
In terms of academic performance of children raised in
same-sex families, research by the Australian Institute
of Family Studies in 2013 found that children of
same-sex-parented families performed as well as or
better than children raised in heterosexual-parented
families. It also found little difference on a range of
social, psychological and educational variables, that
children raised by same-sex parents generally reported
good social networks and friendships, and that peer
relationships followed typical patterns.
Victoria’s gender and sexuality commissioner, Rowena
Allen, lives in Violet Town in my electorate with her
partner Kaye and their seven-year-old daughter Alex.
For two decades now, she has been encouraging people
to embrace diversity. That has not always been an easy
road, but in this small country town over the years they
have been embraced as valued members of the local
community. As Rowena said recently, ‘You change
hearts and minds when you share stories, when you
make it real’.
Labor is not the only party in this house whose
members have acted to remove discrimination against
LGBTI communities. I am proud of the achievements
of members of the last coalition government. We on
this side have a very strong record. One of the most
important changes we made was the introduction of
legislation to expunge the criminal records of people
who had been prosecuted for engaging in consensual
homosexual sex. Credit is due to the former
Attorney-General, the member for Box Hill, who is at
the table. He sought to right that wrong. When
introducing the sentencing amendment legislation he
told Parliament:
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While we cannot turn back the clock and undo what occurred
in previous decades, we can act to ensure that Victorians do
not have to continue to suffer from the legal consequences of
what occurred.

As Minister for Mental Health, Mary Wooldridge, a
member for Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other
place, oversaw youth suicide prevention initiatives to
help eliminate stigma and discrimination. As Minister
for Health, David Davis, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the Council, was responsible
for introducing a community-based rapid HIV-testing
trial in Victoria, with the aim of encouraging more
frequent testing to improve the long-term health and
quality of life of people living with HIV.
I will end where I began. The changes outlined in this
bill are important because they provide stability and
recognition for children who already live in
gender-diverse families. They also go some way to
removing a stigma and sending a signal that children in
same-sex families are equal under the law. That is
important, particularly in rural and regional
communities, where it is fair to say that community
views have changed more slowly. I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. Adoption
is naturally a complex matter. While this bill is the start
of a process, there will be a fair bit of work to be done
in implementing the new arrangements. From
conversations I have had with the Minister for Equality,
I know that he will ensure that the regulations and
administrative arrangements that underpin this bill and
that will naturally follow it will be made in the full
spirit of the bill, in that they will genuinely and fully
enable same-sex couples to adopt children.
I want to start by addressing the rights of children. I
agree that the most fundamental principle at stake here
is what we term ‘the best interests of the child’. Not one
person disagrees with that, and that is where I want to
start my contribution today. The act of adoption arises
because a child is in need of stable and permanent
parenting; it does not commence with a need of adults
wanting or choosing to be parents. While there are
naturally two parties to an adoption, it is the child’s
need for parenting that gives rise to the very reason for
adoption, not the adults’ desire to adopt, which comes
second.
While we all agree with the principle that the rights and
interests of the child are paramount, we have
differences of opinion about how those interests are
protected. I have heard well-meaning colleagues on the
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other side of the house in private conversations say that
the best interests of the child are served by the child
having his or her biological parents, both male and
female, in their lives. That makes intrinsic sense, but
the reality is that that is a shortcut way of saying that
the interests of a child are best served by having
unconditional love, support and guidance. It is just
intrinsic to feel that a biological parent or parents
provide that unconditional love, support and guidance,
so the concepts of biological parents and unconditional
love have become intertwined as one. However, I think
it is time to unpack them.
Lived experience has shown all of us that all too often
biological parents are unable or unwilling to provide
unconditional love, support and guidance. We then
provide a legal and administrative framework to
provide those children with that love, support and
guidance through other human beings. We do that all
the time for more than 6000 children in Victoria who
receive foster care, some of whom are living in
permanent care arrangements. I have been informed by
people in the Department of Health and Human
Services that many same-sex couples feature
prominently in those arrangements for providing care
for the most needy and vulnerable children. If it is okay
for same-sex couples to provide care for vulnerable
children in the most critical times, why is it not okay for
them to adopt the same children? The answer is that it
is okay.
The reason we have discrepancy and discrimination in
our laws is that many years ago people sitting in this
very chamber and making those laws, explicitly or
implicitly, said, ‘Being gay, being lesbian, being
bisexual, being transgender, being intersex, not
identifying with a gender’ — in other words, being
human — ‘is not okay’. Today the Victorian Labor
government is saying, ‘That policy, that law, is not
okay. Your sexuality has nothing to do with your
capacity to love or be a fit and proper parent’. The
existing law is not okay, because it does not serve the
interests of children. As the Minister for Equality said
in his second-reading speech:
By restricting the pool of eligible adoption applicants, a child
in need may potentially be deprived of the opportunity to be
placed with the most suitable carers.

The existing law is not okay because it does not serve
the interests of those children who live in same-sex
families, as many children already do. As the minister
also said:
The Victorian government has a vision of a community where
children in same-sex families suffer no harms because of
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discriminatory attitudes and behaviours from their peers at
school or in any other part of their lives.

More important than even those reasons is that this
discriminatory law is not okay because it sends a
message to many children in Victoria now and in the
future that the law of their land will allow them only
qualified equality. The law is about us saying to all
children, straight or gay, ‘There are some things about
your humanity that you have no choice about that we
do not condone, so you’d better conform. Today it is
about your sexuality; tomorrow it could be about any
number of elements of your humanity’. With the
existing law we are telling gay children specifically that
there is something disgusting, something unnatural and
something to hide about their true humanity and we are
telling them that when they look in the mirror they
should not have love in their hearts and that when they
walk outside the house into the playground, onto the
sporting field or into any public space, they should
continue to wear a mask, because they are indecent.
We have lost too many young people through this
awful message. I do not want any child or young person
to feel that who they are is to be hidden or despised. I
have felt that for too long, which makes me even
prouder to stand up in the Victorian Parliament to speak
on this important legislation. Children and all human
beings are innately beautiful and true in their authentic
humanity. We should not seek to impose unnatural
limits on genuine human expression. Laws are
powerful in setting or changing human behaviours and
thoughts.
The SPEAKER — Order! I apologise for
interrupting the member for Oakleigh. The member
will be able to resume his contribution when this item is
next before the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Infrastructure Victoria
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — My question is to
the Premier. In addition to the three of seven members
of Infrastructure Victoria’s board who are departmental
secretaries reporting directly to the Premier, can he
confirm that three other board members, Margaret
Gardner, former Keating adviser and unionist Ann
Sherry, and Maria Wilton, have strong Labor links, so
strong that Margaret Gardner even appeared in Labor
Party campaign material?

3981

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Thank you, Speaker.
I will not bother thanking the honourable member for
his question because it does him no credit at all. I tell
you what: Margaret Gardner has forgotten more than
the member for Warrandyte will ever know. It is an
absolutely disgraceful question. Ms Gardner is
vice-chancellor of Monash University, the president of
the Museums Board of Victoria and someone who has
an outstanding track record.
The absent-minded member for Warrandyte must have
forgotten that he was at the cabinet table when she was
appointed to a number of important roles. He does not
know the youth unemployment rate and does not know
what day it is. The only thing this joker knows is that
there is a world, and he is in it. What a disgraceful
question.
Infrastructure Victoria will provide leadership,
guidance and advice, and I am not surprised that those
opposite are opposed to Infrastructure Victoria, because
Infrastructure Victoria will ensure that we will never
again finish up with the lies, the deceit and the fraud
that we saw in relation to the botched and rushed
east–west link, the business case for which had to be
released by this government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat. The Premier is entitled to be heard in silence.
Mr ANDREWS — Infrastructure Victoria, a proud
Labor initiative, will deliver — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — That is right.
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition! The Premier will continue and will be
heard in silence.
Mr ANDREWS — It took a Labor government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — While passed by the
Parliament — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Those opposite would much
prefer to be putting forward infrastructure plans that
deliver 45 cents in the dollar, keeping secret business
cases, signing side letters and backing up the truck and
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paying multinational companies whatever they wanted
days before an election. That is their approach.
This Labor government has put in place Infrastructure
Victoria through legislation, and the members who
have been appointed to it are fine outstanding
Australians. It does the member for Warrandyte no
credit at all to be attacking fine Victorians who will do
fine service for this great state.
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planning minister disregarded the original draft
document, the vision, expert advice and public input.
The now opposition leader took a similar approach to
the one he took to his botched Fishermans Bend
rezoning. He made brash, snap decisions, leaving the
community out of — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now engaging in debate. I ask you to bring
him back to compliance with sessional order 7.

Mr Hodgett interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition! I can hear the member!
Supplementary question
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — With six of the
seven members of Infrastructure Victoria’s board either
directly reporting to the Premier or obvious Labor Party
supporters, how can Victorians possibly believe that
this board will give independent advice?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The member for
Warrandyte is simply wrong in relation to those who
have been appointed to this important body. This
reform has been delivered only by a Labor government,
not by this lot over here. I notice the Leader of the
Opposition did not ask this question. He did not have
the courage to get up there and call Margaret Gardner a
stooge — to call these people, who are fine and
outstanding Victorians — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — These are appointments that
will do this state great credit. This is a body that will do
this Parliament great credit, because we will never
again see a situation where a government, too
embarrassed to submit a business case to Infrastructure
Australia, lies, deceives and misleads all Victorians on
infrastructure priorities.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Serjeant-at-Arms
will have the document produced by the member
removed from the table.

Ministers statements: Plan Melbourne
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — Today I
launched the upgrade of Plan Melbourne, the
overarching, long-term strategic plan for our great city
and state. I did something out of school with Plan
Melbourne; I did not scrap the previous government’s
document. And why would I, when there were
450 submissions and more than 10 000 Victorians had
input? But it needed a serious update. The previous

Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I ask
that you rule the point of order out of order. The
minister was quite clearly outlining the new
government initiative that he announced today
regarding Plan Melbourne and to do so he had to put it
into a very relevant context. Those opposite might not
like to hear about the failure of the former planning
minister but it is entirely relevant to the minister’s
statement to the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
continue. He is entitled to provide a context, and I am
sure he will come back to making a statement once he
has finished providing that context.
Mr WYNNE — I have released a discussion paper
and report to bring back the public’s voice. Labor’s
Plan Melbourne update will address climate change —
because we believe in it — and housing affordability,
which were left out of the former Liberal government’s
version. The updated plan will reflect the Andrews
Labor government’s commitment to level crossing
removal and the city-shaping Melbourne Metro rail
project. The failed east–west link has been deleted.
Plan Melbourne will provide future governments with a
vision. By 2051, Melbourne’s population will be
approaching 8 million people. Smart planning is vital to
maintain and enhance the city’s livability and economic
strengths. Planning is about people, and the community
was ignored in the Liberal’s version of Plan
Melbourne. Only the Labor government is prepared to
tackle housing affordability and climate change. Only
the Labor government is ready to meet the
responsibilities we have to all Victorians. A livable city
is a planned city. A livable state is a planned state.

Infrastructure Victoria
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — My question is to
the Premier. The Premier’s press release of 7 October
states that Infrastructure Victoria will take the politics
out of infrastructure. Given that the Infrastructure
Victoria board is clearly stacked with a majority of
directors beholden to the Premier, how does appointing
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Labor Party stooges and people answerable directly to
him take the politics out of infrastructure?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I will thank the
member for Warrandyte for this question. Jim Miller,
the chair, was an executive director of Macquarie
Capital between 1994 to 2015. He has extensive
experience in the infrastructure sector. He is also
currently the deputy chair of the independent research
group Infrastructure Partnerships Australia. He is
apparently a stooge. Now we go to Maria Wilton.
Maria Wilton is the deputy chair. She is managing
director of Franklin Templeton Investments Australia
and a director of the Financial Services Council of
Australia. She is also a member of the National Breast
Cancer Foundation. She is apparently a stooge.
Then we go to Margaret Gardner, a person of integrity
and capacity; someone who is without peer in the
higher education sector. Ann Sherry runs the leading
cruise ship operator in Australia. She is a former CEO
of Westpac New Zealand, as well as being a former
CEO of the Bank of Melbourne. Might I submit to the
member for Warrandyte that the only one who looks
like a stooge out of these questions is him.
Honourable members interjecting.
Supplementary question
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — Noting again the
Premier’s statement on 7 October that Infrastructure
Victoria will take the politics out of infrastructure, can
the Premier inform the house whether the independent
Infrastructure Victoria board will provide advice,
costings, assessments and modelling on infrastructure
projects referred to it by all members of Parliament?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
for Warrandyte for his question. I refer him to the act. It
is one he voted for; you would think that he might have
read it. Apparently he is confused. Those opposite put
forward in the last Parliament a flawed — but I do think
they remain committed to a much better one — version
of a parliamentary budget office. The function he is
talking about is exactly one that would be conducted by
a parliamentary budget office. It is quite amazing that
the member for Warrandyte is suddenly interested in
infrastructure. He did not lift a shovel for four years, but
he is doing plenty of digging in question time this
morning.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question did not refer to the parliamentary budget office
at all. In fact — —
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr R. Smith — Gee, he’s a statesman, isn’t he?
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will speak through the Chair and will make
his point of order.
Mr R. Smith — If the Premier claims that
Infrastructure Victoria is independent, then members of
Parliament should be able to have work done by
Infrastructure Victoria for the betterment of Victoria.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr ANDREWS — Infrastructure Victoria will
discharge its functions under an act of this Parliament,
which the member voted for. His ignorance is quite
breathtaking. It will produce 5-year plans, with a
30-year vision. Again, the member needs to read the act
that he voted for, rather than asking these ridiculous
questions. Again the only stooge in this is the member
for Warrandyte.

Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — Today
the Minister for Planning launched a refresh of Plan
Melbourne, and I want to talk about its implications for
education provision. As the Plan Melbourne advisory
committee has stated:
Local services such as schools … need to be provided at an
early stage in a neighbourhood’s development. Lags in the
delivery of community services, especially health and
education, can result in social isolation, lower VCE
participation rates and health-related issues.

A Places Victoria report in 2012 examined the
infrastructure needs, including schools, for the new
Fishermans Bend precinct. The report showed that the
Fishermans Bend precinct could require up to five
primary schools and two new secondary schools,
catering for up to almost 5000 students. The former
planning minister wanted 80 000 people to live in
Fishermans Bend, but he ignored the fact that their
children would need to go to school. The overnight
rezoning of Fishermans Bend lined the pockets of
landowners and developers, while effectively slapping a
new tax on future residents and future governments.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, sessional
order 7 provides for ministers statements to inform the
house of new government initiatives, projects and
achievements. The minister has ceased to do that, and I
ask you to bring him back to compliance.
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Mr MERLINO — On the point of order, Speaker,
on the refresh of Plan Melbourne, one of its focuses is
addressing the need of school provision and enrolment
growth. To talk about that in a ministers statement, I
need to put in context the neglect of the former
government in providing for one primary school for a
population of 80 000 people. You know — happy to
support the white shoe brigade.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is not a point of
order. I ask the minister to come back to making his
statement.
Mr MERLINO — We are addressing the
overcrowding in schools in the area of the inner city by
concurrently building both a primary school at Ferrars
Street and at South Melbourne Park. These schools will
cater for the current growth in demand. But due to the
woeful neglect by those opposite, we are faced with the
costly task of trying to find space for new schools right
across Fishermans Bend at a cost, I am advised by the
department, of up to $180 million — the legacy of the
failed planning minister in the former government.

Electorate office staff
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I am
surprised you got the report given it was emailed to
you.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will put his question.
Mr GUY — My question is to the Premier. The
Premier has now had advice from the Presiding
Officers and their department for over four weeks
clearly stating that Labor’s $1.4 million spend on casual
staff in associated non-parliamentary use would not
stand up to audit scrutiny, so I ask: what actions has the
Premier taken to prevent continued Labor rorting of
taxpayer funds given that he has had this advice for
more than one month?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. He has clearly run out
of other issues to ask about. As you well know, if you
want to find out what the bottom of the barrel is like,
just ask this little one over here, because he is in it. He
knows what the bottom of the barrel is like because that
is where he lives. The issues — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat.
Mr Hodgett — The rorting member for Mulgrave.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition again! I warn him.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the answer to my question is not a forum for
the Premier — who wants to be a statesman — to
engage in low-barrel personal abuse. It is a serious
question about $1.4 million that has been rorted, and I
want to know what he has done about it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will
continue. I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr ANDREWS — I thank the Leader of the
Opposition for his lecture on being a statesman. Have
you got your white shoes on over there? The Presiding
Officers are reviewing these matters to
appropriately — —
Honourable members interjecting.’
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat. I do not require advice from opposition
members. The members for Warrandyte and Hawthorn
will allow the Leader of the Opposition to raise his
point of order and to be heard in silence.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, I ask
again, on the issue of relevance, this is a serious matter,
and I ask you to bring the Premier back to what is a
serious matter, a serious question, on which the people
opposite clearly have got something to hide.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat. I warn the Leader of the Opposition. The
Premier was being responsive. The Chair cannot direct
the Premier to respond in any particular way, but the
Chair can determine if the Premier was being
responsive. The Chair determines the Premier was
being responsive.
Mr ANDREWS — As I was saying before a
spurious point of order was taken, as you well know,
Speaker, and as I would have thought the opposition
knew — —
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition. The Premier will continue in silence.
Mr ANDREWS — As I was indicating to all
honourable members, or at least those who were not
shouting — they are very angry over there — the
Presiding Officers are reviewing all of these matters,
and it is appropriate that every member of Parliament
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cooperate with that review. We commit as a
government to do just that.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I ask: why
is the Premier willing to take advice from the public
service when it comes to the office capability of
ministers he does not like but not when it comes to the
systematic rorting of electoral allowances?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. Again he has fallen into
that trap where he just asserts something and therefore
it is true. If he gets angry enough, if he stamps his foot
enough, it will be true. Well, he is wrong. He is wrong.
He is simply wrong in the assertions made in his
question, and I reject the assertions made by the Leader
of the Opposition. He is, in so many ways, completely
and utterly wrong.

Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I rise to inform the house that I have
instructed my department to provide a report on the
impact on emergency services by the former planning
minister’s appalling failures with respect to rezoning
Fishermans Bend.
This government, and indeed any government that has
the privilege of holding these seats, should be
committed to providing world-class emergency services
to our community. Yet here we are, once again, on this
side of the house, having to pick up the pieces after
another rushed planning commitment from a minister
who had the biggest case of white line fever when it
came to rezoning that we have ever seen in this state.
Our community, quite frankly, is horrified by the lack
of standards of those opposite. It is breathtaking that a
minister of the Crown would be so reckless in doing an
overnight zoning of such a significant — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
purpose of sessional order 7 is for the minister to advise
the house of new government initiatives, projects and
achievements. The minister is not entitled to tell the
house that she is launching some review or other and
then devote the remainder of her 2 minutes to an attack
on the opposition. It makes a travesty of sessional
order 7, and I ask you to bring her back to compliance.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will come
back to making a statement.
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Mr Guy interjected.
Ms GARRETT — Really? The outrageous, stupid
slurs coming from those very small people
opposite — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister to continue
in silence.
Ms GARRETT — These are serious matters that
this house must take into consideration because the
former failed planning minister is costing the state some
$340 million, by best estimates, by failing to provide
proper planning — —
Mr Clark — Speaker, I renew my previous point of
order. Yesterday you cautioned ministers and advised
them to give closer adherence to the requirements of
sessional order 7. I ask you to ask that of the minister.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, it is
entirely relevant as the minister is giving new
information about the costs of the failures of the former
government. Those opposite may not like it, but it is
fact, and it is entirely appropriate for the minister to put
facts on the table. Those opposite might want to shout
and scream and stamp their feet, and they might not like
what they are being told, but we are prepared to put
these facts on the record, no matter how much those
opposite try to shout and scream about it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to making the statement.
Ms GARRETT — It is vital for the 40 000 to
80 000 people who will be at Fishermans Bend that
they are able to have access to emergency services, that
roads provide the capacity for fire trucks to get in and
that where stations are needed they are provided.
Unfortunately we have to clean up their mess again.

Electorate office staff
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is again to the Premier. Given that the Premier
has told this house he takes responsibility for the
actions of the Labor Party under his leadership and
further that the Premier has always maintained that no
rules have been broken by his party on the hiring of
casual parliamentary staff, I ask: why has his
government given a list of former and current casual
staff to Slater and Gordon in order for them to coach
witnesses and hinder the police investigation?
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The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to rephrase his question and to indicate in
what way this is government business.
Mr GUY — Given that the Premier is responsible
for the act which governs parliamentary staff, I ask:
why has the Premier allowed his government to give a
list of former and current casual staff to Slater and
Gordon in order for them to coach witnesses and hinder
the police investigation into his government?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. The government has
done no such thing, no such thing. That dispatches this
quite ridiculous question.
Ms Ward interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
and the member for Gippsland South are both warned.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — On the
substantive question asked by way of supplementary,
can the Premier advise the house whether any of the
staff currently or previously employed in his joint
electorate office are recipients of Slater and Gordon’s
witness coaching?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The question again
does what the Leader of the Opposition so often
does — he makes an allegation and he thinks if he says
it often enough, it will become true. I reject the
question. It is littered with errors and nothing but
accusations.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted

SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS
Members for Eltham and Nepean
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
will withdraw from the house for a period of half an
hour — and so will the member for Nepean.
Honourable members for Eltham and Nepean
withdrew from chamber.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Electorate office staff
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr Guy — On a point of order on relevance,
Speaker, it was a very simple and straightforward
question that did not elicit any form of abuse from the
Premier. It is just a simple question: is his staff in
receipt of advice and witness coaching from Slater and
Gordon, yes or no?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Premier will continue. The Premier was
being responsive.
Mr ANDREWS — No amount of angry points of
order from the Leader of the Opposition will make the
false claims and allegations he has just aired in his
question true, no matter how angry he gets. I reject the
question, which was littered with errors and assertions,
none of which are based in fact.

Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I rise to inform the house of the
work that I am doing with the Minister for Planning to
ensure that Victoria’s largest urban renewal project has
open space and has parklands and a proper plan to deal
with major contamination issues. The planning minister
is attempting to get this project back on track to ensure
that Fishermans Bend is a livable part of the most
livable part of our city. You would think that open
space would be central to any plan of this nature but
apparently not, and nor is dealing with contamination
issues a critical part of a plan.
Back in 2013, if we look at the community
infrastructure needs assessment, it identified exactly
where open space needed to go — that it was going to
be a critical part of that development. But a year later
the then planning minister rezoned the land for housing
development overnight by mistake, so all the open
space disappeared. Now we have to buy back; now we
have to use taxpayers money to ensure that there is
open space there — and I can only hope that it was only
an error and it was not about supporting his
development friends at the expense of Victorian
taxpayers.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I raise
with you sessional order 7. I have been listening as
closely as possible to what the minister has been saying
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and as far as I can make out she has not made any
attempt to inform the house about government
initiatives, projects or achievements. She is also in
breach of standing order 118, and I ask you to bring her
back to order.

Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — This is again a nonsense question. I stand by
my answer — just read Hansard.

Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, again
the opposition might not like the information that the
government is putting to the house but there are facts
about what has been going on at Fishermans Bend that
are entirely the responsibility of the relevant minister.
The Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water was talking about providing open space at
Fishermans Bend — a critically important issue in her
portfolio responsibilities. It is entirely relevant that she
be allowed to put the context around this. No amount of
shouting and screaming of those opposite is going to
stop this house being — —

Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — By way of
supplementary question, I think the point is that we
have been reading Hansard. Noting that the minister
actually told this house, in Hansard, ‘I have followed
the rules and guidelines that were set out by the
Parliament’, I ask: can the minister also explain about
how having a member of his parliamentary paid staff as
a field organiser in Bellarine fits within those rules?

The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard sufficient
on the point of order. I do not uphold the point of order
at this point, but I do ask the minister to come back to
making her statement.
Ms NEVILLE — The minister and I are absolutely
committed to making sure that open space is delivered
in this community. On top of that, we are also
committed to ensuring that we have a strategy to deal
with contaminated land. Unfortunately those opposite
offered no contamination strategy at all, and in fact the
former Minister for the Environment and Climate
Change took a quarter of the staff out of the
Environment Protection Authority — a so-called
environment minister! We are committed to this
community, we are committed to ensuring that open
space is there and we are not going to allow the error of
the opposition leader to cost taxpayers further money.

Electorate office staff
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Sport, who is also the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events. Given that the
rules of the Parliament clearly state that electorate
officers are employees of the Parliament of Victoria
and are directly accountable to the member in whose
electorate office they work, these positions are provided
to support the member in their parliamentary and
electorate duties and the member does not fund
positions to support the members’ political parties or
duties, I ask: can the minister explain his statement to
this house on 6 October when he said when employing
casual staff:
I have followed the rules and guidelines that were set out by
the Parliament.

Supplementary question

Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — The member can ask this question a hundred
different ways, but the answer remains the same: refer
to Hansard. I have answered these questions before.
Mr Hodgett interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is warned, I will not warn the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition again.

Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to update the
house on the infrastructure needs of new communities. I
was recently provided with a report entitled
Fisherman’s Bend Preliminary Community
Infrastructure Needs Assessment. I have requested and
received advice about the normal cost of providing
facilities for such communities. The report shows that
in an area of about 30 000 new dwellings, the
community infrastructure required would be 6 indoor
recreation centres or courts, 1 council aquatic leisure
centre, 24 outdoor tennis courts and 4 kindergarten
rooms. Ordinarily this would cost about $50 million. It
is not cheap. But things start getting very expensive
when you have to buy back capital city blocks to build
vital infrastructure.
It is very difficult to say exactly how expensive because
nobody in their right mind would approve the creation
of a 30 000 household community without first putting
aside enough land to accommodate these crucial
facilities. But the Leader of the Opposition was clearly
not in his right mind. We are considering the report and
we are developing a planning strategy that will involve
doing some actual planning along the way. The
Andrews Labor government will not be lining the
pockets of property speculators at the direct expense of
the Victorian taxpayer.
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Kerry Packer famously once said, ‘You only get one
Alan Bond in your life, and I have had mine’. The
property development community has just had its Alan
Bond. The most generous interpretation is that the
Leader of the Opposition was simply incompetent.
Only time and rigorous inquiry will tell.

School bullying
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (By
leave) — Yesterday in question time the Leader of the
Opposition raised a serious issue regarding a student at
Torquay P–6 College. I gave an undertaking to the
house to investigate the matter immediately.
I can inform the house that I was first contacted by the
family by email on 6 October. Given the gravity of the
issue, my office instructed the department on 8 October
to make urgent contact with the family and report back.
On 9 October the department contacted the family and
has been in ongoing communication since. The
department continues to work closely with the families
and the school to seek a resolution.
These are serious, sensitive and complex issues for all
the parties involved. As such, it would be inappropriate
to make any further comments in the house. However, I
would be happy to provide a detailed briefing for the
shadow Minister for Education.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
and statements has expired.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer
you to sessional order 12 and advise that the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety has still neglected to reply
to questions on notice that are quite past the due date.
Those questions are: 1014, 1010, 1013, 1009, 1011,
1008, 1006, 1007, 994, 999, 995, 1000, 1002, 1001,
998, 1003, 996, 1005 — —
The SPEAKER — Order! If the member does not
mind, I can enlighten him.
Mr R. Smith — There are 397 of these questions.
The SPEAKER — I advise the member that my
office has received the responses from the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. My office has not been able to
process them as yet, but I have been advised by the
Clerk that the answers have now been received. These
matters will be dealt with by the office as soon as
possible.
Mr R. Smith — I thank you, Speaker, for your
attention.
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Ms McLeish — On a point of order, Speaker, I
draw your attention to question 442, directed to the
Minister for Planning on 28 August, which remains
unanswered. It is two months overdue now. I also draw
your attention to question 880, lodged on
16 September, to the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, which is also
outstanding. I note that both of these ministers were
particularly righteous during question time. It would be
nice if they were as righteous and diligent with their
responses.
The SPEAKER — Order! The chair will follow
these matters through for the member for Eildon.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Evelyn electorate
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — (Question 3887) My
question is to the Minister for Education on behalf of a
number of constituents who asked for clarification
following the announcement by the minister on
Monday that Box Hill TAFE is purchasing the former
Swinburne Lilydale site. These constituents were part
of the educational precinct group which advocated
strongly for the reopening of the site to education. They
are asking for clarity in relation to how the courses to
be offered as listed in the opening statement, such as
child care, agriculture, animal husbandry and some
science subjects, will lead to degrees, and if they do,
will students have to travel to Deakin at Burwood for
the second and subsequent years, or is Deakin going to
be offering degrees at the Lilydale site?

Bundoora electorate
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — (Question 3888) My
question is to the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing. I refer to an excellent parliamentary internship
report prepared by Harvey Duckett and titled As Safe as
Houses — Providing Low-Income Victorians with
Accessible and Affordable Home Contents Insurance.
The report found that underinsurance and
non-insurance are ongoing problems for low-income
Victorians. Further, it found that more research was
required in order to better understand why this is the
case. I ask the minister if he can organise for this
research to be undertaken.

Lowan electorate
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — (Question 3889) I direct
my constituency question to the Minister for
Agriculture. Judy Smith of Shannon Glen Berries is an
organic berry grower based in Mumbannar. Judy sells
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her delicious organic berries in Victoria and South
Australia. Due to fruit fly restrictions in South
Australia, Judy must provide evidence that her product
is free of fruit fly. This is achieved by setting fruit fly
traps, which must be checked periodically to ensure that
there are no breeding fruit flies in her produce.
Currently the only mechanism for Judy to have these
fly traps checked is for her to pay a Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning inspector from
Ballarat to attend her property. As Ballarat is located
some 300 kilometres from Judy’s property, this
imposes a significant and unacceptable additional cost
to her business. In effect, Judy’s business is being
unfairly penalised simply because of the distance of her
business from a centralised government agency.
I have spoken to representatives from Primary
Industries and Regions South Australia, who have
agreed it would be acceptable for Judy’s fruit fly traps
to be checked by any government employee. I therefore
ask the minister to arrange for a local departmental
employee to inspect these fruit fly traps to support
agricultural businesses in remote south-western
Victoria.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) —
(Question 3890) My constituency question is to the
Minister for Health. I have previously spoken in this
house about the prevalence of hepatitis B and
hepatitis C in the Victorian community. Measured
against other states and territories, Victoria has the
highest prevalence of hepatitis B and the
second-highest prevalence of hepatitis C. Research also
reveals that hepatitis is particularly common in migrant
communities. It is estimated that in the district of
Pascoe Vale, which is obviously a very multicultural
area, 2 per cent of people are suffering the debilitating
condition.
The Labor Minister for Health has recognised that this
is a serious health issue for Victoria, and I congratulate
her on the commitment she made as part of World
Hepatitis Day to a stand-alone viral hepatitis strategy in
Victoria. This was considered a major win by Hepatitis
Victoria and community advocates. I ask the minister to
provide me with an update as to how the strategy will
assist local communities, as well as to give advice as to
when the formal announcement from the minister
confirming commitment of the strategy will be
provided to the relevant stakeholders.
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Ripon electorate
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — (Question 3891) My
question is to the Minister for Energy and Resources.
There are concerns within the Stawell community
regarding air quality due to dust from the tailings dam
and emissions from underground mine vents in
residential areas, particularly the vent immediately
north of McLellan Street. I have been informed that
there was a serious irregularity with one of the
groundwater monitoring bores discovered last week. I
am also informed that neither the earth industry
inspector nor the Environment Protection Authority
investigated the breach.
I am very concerned that some members of my
electorate may be experiencing dust pollution from the
Stawell goldmine via personal inhalation of toxic dust
and also into their drinking water tanks and farm dams.
Can the minister provide the Parliament with her
department’s plans to independently monitor in
real-time the airborne toxic metal pollution from the
Stawell goldmine, including a copy of her plan to
independently test the drinking water tanks and farm
dams within a 10 kilometres radius of the mine for
toxic heavy metal elements?

Mordialloc electorate
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) —
(Question 3892) My constituency question is to the
Minister for Police, and it relates to the ongoing issues
surrounding graffiti in our community. We have some
community representatives from my electorate in here
today, and I would like to acknowledge them. The City
of Kingston, and particularly the suburbs along Port
Phillip Bay in my electorate, running from Chelsea
through to Cheltenham, will be a hive of activity as we
go into the warmer months. Cafes and other businesses
will see significant trade as people enter the community
to use the local beaches. We need to ensure that we
keep our community beautiful during this time and into
the future, and we need to assist communities and local
councils to respond in a timely manner where there are
elements of property damage and graffiti to continue to
make sure our communities remain beautiful. I ask the
Minister for Police to tell me and my constituents what
the government is doing to support local communities
and local councils to address these challenges.

Shepparton electorate
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — (Question 3893) My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport. The
timetable for Shepparton trains on the grand final eve
public holiday was the same as Sundays — that is,
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heavily reduced services, with only two trains to
Melbourne and two trains returning. Given that one of
the stated purposes of this public holiday was to
increase visitation to regional areas, and indeed give
people living in regional areas the opportunity to attend
the grand final parade, a timetable such as this does
nothing to promote those opportunities. Will the
Minister for Public Transport review regional train
timetables, in particular Shepparton, for all public
holidays with a view to maintaining them on a normal
weekday timetable, thereby enabling a
customer-focused transport system?

Bendigo West electorate
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) —
(Question 3894) My constituency question is also to the
Minister for Police regarding graffiti. It is illegal in
Victoria to mark graffiti on property without the
owner’s consent, and graffiti vandalism not only affects
the visual appearance of neighbourhoods and influences
perceptions of public safety, but is also costly for
communities and property owners to prevent and
remove. In my electorate, and across the Bendigo
region, graffiti continues to be a problem. The Victorian
Graffiti Prevention Act 2007 creates a range of
graffiti-related offences, gives police powers to
investigate suspected graffiti offences and give councils
power to remove graffiti from private property. In light
of this, I ask the minister to inform my electorate of
what the government is doing to prevent graffiti,
including antigraffiti initiatives, community education
and graffiti removal measures.

South Barwon electorate
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — (Question 3895)
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Planning. I refer the minister to Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) matter P1763/2015,
the adventure park at Bellbrae. A significant number of
members of the local community have contacted me
with concerns about the size and scale of this
development, traffic management issues and possible
detrimental impacts on the environment and local
amenity. This matter was unanimously rejected by the
Surf Coast Shire Council. Most residents are not totally
opposed to the development per se but want to see a
smaller scale project that takes into consideration the
views of the local community. The question I have for
the minister is: will the minister consider intervening
and calling in this planning matter from VCAT to
enable the views of the local community and the Surf
Coast shire to be fully taken into account?
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Niddrie electorate
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — (Question 3896) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Local
Government. I ask: how will the Fair Go rates system,
to be delivered in time for the 2016–17 financial year,
benefit ratepayers with greater value for money while
ensuring that councils in the Niddrie electorate,
including the City of Moonee Valley and the City of
Brimbank, remain financially sustainable and continue
to provide essential services and facilities in our local
community?

ADOPTION AMENDMENT (ADOPTION BY
SAME-SEX COUPLES) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — Laws are
powerful in setting or changing human behaviours and
thoughts. I am immensely proud of the Premier and the
Minister for Equality for their steadfast championing of
equality. I am proud of all those brave men and
women — human beings — who over the years and
decades have fought for equality for the LGBTI
communities. This legislation would not be before the
Parliament if not for the struggles of so many who have
gone before. It has never been more true that if we have
seen further, it is because we have stood on the
shoulders of giants.
I take my hat off to all gay men and women and the
LGBTI communities of Victoria over the last
150 years. I take my hat off to their parents, children,
families and loved ones, who have endured the stigma,
rumours and innuendo for too long, all the while
knowing the beauty and authenticity of the person or
people they have loved and cared for. I say to them:
you have a government on your side. You have a
government on the side of your children and
grandchildren and on the side of your full expression as
a complete human being. There is nothing wrong with
you, and there never has been.
In 50 years people will scratch their heads and think,
‘Was all this necessary? Surely this should not have
been an issue or a debate’. At worst they may think it is
embarrassing for society that this did not happen earlier,
just as we now think about women and Aboriginal
Australians having the right to vote. We are not
honouring gay people with this legislation. They
already have honour. Today we honour ourselves, all of
us, for doing the right thing. I commend the bill to the
house.
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Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I oppose this bill, the
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015, because of its consequences for
children and because of its attack on people of faith and
on our respectful, open and harmonious way of life. In
my view, children do best with both male and female
parental role models in their lives — ideally their
biological mother and father, but when that is not
possible, with others filling those parental roles. We
have seen throughout history that often, through death,
separation or other tragedy, this has not been possible.
Those who bring up children in such circumstances
often work very hard to overcome the disadvantages
they face. They often achieve remarkable results for the
children in their care, often with great personal
sacrifice. However, it is one thing for that to occur as
the best possible response to circumstances beyond
someone’s control; it is another thing for it to occur as a
deliberate result of public policy choice.
This bill will give legislative sanction to children
deliberately being brought up, by operation of law,
without the role of a mother or without the role of a
father in their lives. I do not believe that is desirable
public policy. People may well act with goodwill and in
the sincere belief that they are providing a good family
for their child, and I in no way wish to detract from the
goodwill and good intent of those who hold those views
or what they achieve for the children in their care.
However, in making policy decisions it is ultimately not
goodwill and good intentions that are the decisive
factors. It is what the consequences are likely to turn
out to be for the children concerned, not only in the
typical case but also in relation to the number and the
nature of cases where problems are likely to arise as
time passes.
We also have to always remember that these are very
long-term decisions we are making. The full
consequences of the decisions we make today may not
become apparent for many years, after which, if they
are found to be harmful, it may take many more years
to remedy, and only after many difficulties in the
meantime.
The second reason I oppose this bill is its attack on
people of faith and on the values our community holds
dear. This is not some inadvertent and unintended side
effect. It is part of a concerted and deliberate agenda by
sections within the Labor Party and within the
community to curtail freedom of belief and persecute
anyone who holds different views to them. Tolerance
and respect for those of different views has been one of
the most difficult concepts for humans to grasp over the
centuries of slow and painful development of human
civilization. It has only been over the course of many
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years that humans have learnt to respect differences of
view held in good faith, to respect others of different
backgrounds and beliefs and to seek to win people over
by argument, persuasion and example rather than by
coercion or destruction.
It has been only in the last few hundred years that our
civilisation has generally come to respect the maxim
attributed to Voltaire: ‘I disapprove of what you say,
but I will defend to the death your right to say it’. It has
only been in the last few hundred years that religious
persecution and exclusion by law have ended under the
Westminster tradition. We have been fortunate that in
Australia, and in Victoria, our respect for the views and
freedoms of others has been reinforced by the Aussie
sense of a fair go for all — ‘You do your thing; we’ll
do our thing’. Places of faith and worship of multiple
denominations sprang up in cities and towns across our
land, and people of all denominations were able to live
and work in freedom together.
The last thing we want to do is throw all that away,
replace respect with intolerance and replace freedom
with persecution. Yet that is the agenda that some in the
government and some in the community want to
pursue — an agenda to crush and destroy anyone or
any institution that has different views to them. We
have seen it with the recent special religious instruction
changes, we have seen it with the policy to prevent
faith-based organisations employing people who share
their values and we are seeing it here with the
prohibition against faith-based adoption agencies. Each
and every one of those measures sends a message that
people of faith are not welcome.
The attempt to force the closure of Catholic adoption
services in this state is unnecessary and vindictive. The
adoption agency involved provides only a handful of
adoptions a year. Whether or not it remains open or is
forced to close makes no practical difference to the
availability of adoption services to any eligible person.
It makes no practical difference to achieving the
objectives of this bill, yet rather than respect alternative
points of view, those behind this bill want to force that
agency to surrender its faith or to drive it out the state.
This is not about some law stopping violence or
destruction in the misguided name of some religion; it
is about coercing people to engage in proactive conduct
contrary to their beliefs. It is easy to say that this is just
an attack on one small agency in respect of one small
part of its operations, but one at a time is often the way
of tyranny, and if people of goodwill who cherish
freedom, openness and respect do not take a stand when
tyranny comes for the first of its victims, who will be
left when tyranny comes for them? The agenda of those
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behind this attack on freedom of faith have now put
Victoria at a crossroads. Do we continue as the open,
welcoming, respectful, multicultural, multifaith
community that we know and love, or do we allow
those driving this attack to send the message that people
of faith are not welcome in Victoria?
Multiculturalism is about more than spicy foods and
colourful costumes; it is about respecting the diversity
of views and beliefs amongst people of goodwill from
many different faiths and backgrounds. You cannot
celebrate diversity and repress freedom of belief; you
have to choose. You cannot appeal for tolerance and
respect, then launch your own attack on people of faith;
you have to choose. You cannot be
pro-multiculturalism and antifaith at the same time; you
have to choose.
So I hope fair-minded Labor MPs and party members
will see what is at stake, call a halt to this agenda of
persecution and choose to join with other fair-minded
Victorians in standing up for a Victoria that respects
freedom of belief, welcomes people of goodwill from
diverse backgrounds, promotes religious harmony and
supports engagement and debate rather than coercion.
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for Women) — I am
very pleased to rise to speak in wholehearted support of
the bill before the house, the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. I am very
privileged to be part of the debate that will remove
discrimination against same-sex couples and their
children in relation to adoption. I know there are a great
many people on our side of the house who wish to rise
to speak in support of this important legislation so I will
try to be brief, but there are some issues that I want to
touch upon as part of this debate.
In particular I would like to highlight that for very
many parents in my community this is a very important
and significant piece of legislation. Ending
discrimination and delivering equality for all Victorians
is a key priority for Labor, and I am so very proud to be
part of a Labor government that has, once again — and
which has in fact time and again — delivered such
important leadership on these kinds of issues. Unlike
the Liberals, and the Greens over there on bicycles, it is
of course Labor that delivers on these important issues.
Delivering on this issue is not just of significance to
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex
(LGBTI) people; it is about delivering for each and
every one of us — our whole community — because it
says something about us if we allow discrimination to
continue. No matter how we want to wrap it up, no
matter how much we want to explain it away, it says
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something about us if we as a community allow this
kind of discrimination to continue.
Members opposite will no doubt talk about what is in
the best interests of the child. I also want to talk about
what is in the best interests of the child but I want to do
that in a way that focuses not on our internal bias or
perhaps our cultural bias but on what the evidence
actually shows with respect to what is in the best
interests of the child. A great amount of evidence
shows that time and again children raised in same-sex
families are raised in a way that shows no discernible
difference from the way children are raised in other
families. In fact there is also some research which
shows that children raised in these families actually fare
better than children raised by heterosexual couples in
traditional arrangements. That must be an
uncomfortable bit of research for some members
opposite to understand and embrace, but when we are
talking about what is in the best interests of the child I
think we need to keep that front and centre.
In the context of the speaker just before me, the former
Attorney-General of this state, I want to talk about a bit
of hypocrisy that exists in this space. In my community
we know that there is a great deal of dependence on the
LGBTI community when it comes to foster parenting.
In fact we advertise within a variety of LGBTI
newsletters and the like calling on these families to take
the most vulnerable children into their homes, and they
have stepped up time and time again to deliver for the
state and for these most vulnerable children.
Yet it is interesting that the former Attorney-General, as
the most powerful law officer and legislator when it
came to the law in this state, did nothing to move
legislation with respect to foster children. He did not
step up at the time and say, ‘Actually, no, we won’t fix
the legislation and stop LGBTI families from adopting
foster children’. He did not actually take that step. Yet
he stands here today and says, ‘No, it’s not going to be
reasonable for these families to adopt children’. There
is so much hypocrisy in his position. I think he should
explain to the house in some way, shape or form why it
is he thought it was reasonable for these families to
foster children but not reasonable for them to adopt
them.
I have LGBTI families fostering children right now
across my community, and it is fair and reasonable for
those children to be adopted by these very good and
sound parents. I hope the former Attorney-General
reflects upon his current position and upon what it is
that religious organisations are saying about this. I say
to him that the vast majority of religious organisations
are saying, ‘We welcome this legislation, and we will
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comply with it. Do you know why? Because we have
been fostering out children to these families; we have
been part of the state’s call on these families to foster
these children for a considerable period of time’. I say
to people in those religious organisations: you are the
true Christians in this state.
It is the true Christians who say, ‘We will not support
discrimination under any circumstances’. I applaud
those religious organisations on the position they are
taking. To wrap up the discrimination and bias against
the LGBTI community as some members opposite have
is, I think, purely shameful. I would encourage those
members to actually go and meet with these families,
many of whom, as I say, live in my community and
electorate. These are good people who deserve our
support, not to be treated in the way they have been
treated by this Parliament and by some members
opposite.
I very much commend the bill before the house and
look forward to it progressing through it. I look forward
to seeing the LGBTI community and in particular their
children supported by this legislation.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015. This is a long overdue landmark
bill which the Victorian Greens wholeheartedly
support. It is a bill that will strengthen families of all
kinds across Victoria by giving children of same-sex
couples the same protections under the law that others
enjoy by ending discrimination against same-sex
couples who wish to adopt.
The bill is also at the heart of a wider issue of ending
discrimination against lesbian, gay, bisexual,
transgender and intersex (LGBTI) people. Ending
discrimination against LGBTI people is happening
across the world and this bill will make significant
progress to take Victoria from being a lagger to a
leader. A great many have fought long for these
changes. I commend those activists who have worked
so hard to bring this issue to the fore. I let them know
that the Victorian Greens have been standing with them
every step of the way.
This bill amends the Adoption Act 1984 to enable the
adoption of children by same-sex couples. It amends
the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 to remove the
exemption to the prohibition on discrimination in
relation to religious bodies providing adoption services.
I know this bill does not enjoy the support of all
members of Parliament and that a conscience vote has
been declared on the opposition side of the house.
Many might still be making up their minds on this

3993

issue. However, this is a bill that, if passed, will have a
positive effect on so many — on families, on children
and on the broader community.
I will now outline my reasons that it should be
supported. There are currently thousands of same-sex
couples with children in Victoria. The statistics show
that around 33 per cent of lesbian women and 11 per
cent of gay men have children. This can be where one
parent is the biological parent, who is the only one
recognised by law as the parent, leaving the other
parent with no legal parenting rights and a child whose
relationship with one of their parents is not legally
recognised. This leaves them in a legally disadvantaged
circumstance, which would particularly come to the
fore if something terrible were to befall their biological
parent.
Some are seeking to adopt children that they have
raised or fostered over many years. We know that foster
care agencies like Berry Street actively seek out
same-sex parents to ensure that vulnerable children are
placed in caring and suitable families, but once the
child turns 18 they will not be afforded the same legal
rights of having their guardians recognised as legal
parents. It is in the best interests of the child that, when
appropriate, they are able to be adopted by the family
that has cared for them. Some are mixed families,
where there are children from previous relationships
and a broad range of parenting arrangements. These
children are living with fewer rights than the children of
heterosexual couples, and the shadow of discrimination
hangs over them.
The legal recognition of parents cannot be
underestimated. It relates to a range of issues —
inheritance, medical treatment, where a child can live
and other legal rights and responsibilities. Not only
does the law set out the rights of children and parents
but in many circumstances it also sets out the
responsibilities of parents. Of course there is also the
issue of stigma and discrimination against children and
families by not recognising them equally with
heterosexual couples.
There is an overwhelming need to end the
discrimination against people based on their sexuality.
The LGBTI movement, which has for so long been
fighting so hard, is an extension of the civil rights
movement, where minorities and women who had been
discriminated against for so long worked to gain rights
that others had enjoyed that had long been denied to
them. We accept now that there should be no
discrimination in laws against people on the basis of
their ethnicity, religion or gender and that such laws
have no place in today’s society, and so it should be
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with laws discriminating against people on the basis of
their sexuality or gender status. There is much work to
be done, both legislatively and out in our community.
The issue of stranger adoption has been opened up by
this bill. It will allow same-sex couples to adopt
children through adoption agencies just like
heterosexual couples, and will end discrimination
against same-sex couples, and that will be in the best
interests of the children involved. We have heard
arguments that it is in the best interests of a child to be
raised by a mother and a father, but this is just
discrimination in the making of a value judgement
against homosexuality by another means. There is
nothing to suggest that children of same-sex couples are
in any way worse off. Studies have shown that the
children of same-sex couples do just as well
emotionally, socially and educationally as children of
heterosexual couples. The only negative factors are the
bullying and discrimination they face, and that is
something we can stamp out by supporting equality in
our schools and in our communities.
As is outlined in the Victorian Law Reform
Commission final report on assisted reproductive
technology and adoption:
It is in the best interests of children to have the maximum
range of prospective parents available …

That includes same-sex parents. We need to move
beyond this idea that there is a natural or traditional
type of family that is best. Much goes into raising
children and a good family — love, commitment,
communication and support — but gender and
sexuality are not factors. It is perfectly natural for there
to be same-sex couples with children and for there to be
various parenting arrangements.
Now I want to deal with the issue of religious
exemptions. The opposition has circulated an
amendment that we will not be supporting. The idea
that religious agencies should be able to exclude
same-sex couples from adoption through their agencies
goes to the wider issue beyond adoption agencies that
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex people
can be legally discriminated against by religious
organisations that run services such as schools, health
services, aged-care services and other services.
This bill makes changes to the provisions of the Equal
Opportunity Act that allow for religious organisations
to discriminate on the basis of not only sexuality and
gender status but also marital status, pregnancy and
others. I make this point about why this is not
appropriate: when a religious organisation is offering
services to the wider community, whether it is adoption
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services, whether it is social services, whether it is
aged-care services or whether it is education services,
they should operate within the laws that everyone else
operates under. We should not have a dual service
delivery model where some agencies can operate under
different rules from others and discriminate against
same-sex families or LGBTI Victorians.
When I worked in the community sector, there was
saying that there should be no wrong door for clients to
enter. There should be no wrong door when it comes to
any service offered in Victoria where potentially there
is discrimination behind it. We have heard the argument
that not allowing exemptions impinges on religious
freedom. When did running a service for the wider
community and discriminating against gay and lesbian
people become an expression of religious freedom?
When did this become ground zero for the argument on
religious freedom? Why should a service provider be
able to refuse access on the grounds of sexuality to
services that it would happily provide to others?
I absolutely challenge the idea that discrimination
against LGBTI Victorians is inexorably linked to
religious freedom. I say this because so many religious
agencies have already said they do not need to
discriminate. We have heard from Anglicare that:
The bottom line for us isn’t about gender, race, religion or
sexual preference. It’s about the ability to provide a loving
and caring home for the child …

Groups like the Australian Christian Lobby purport to
speak for the entire Christian faith or other religious
organisations, but it is simply not the case. From
meeting with religious schools, religious organisations
or religious people who embrace diversity, I know this
is not the case. We have freedom of religion. People are
free to follow any religion, but when it is a case of
offering services to the wider community and
potentially receiving government funding, then it is not
a case of religious freedom but rather a case of there
being no wrong door and their operating under the
same standards that are expected of any agency and any
organisation. We have seen this in aged-care services,
where exemptions to discriminate have been removed,
and so it should be with adoption agencies and other
agencies.
I am on the record as wanting to scrap the provisions
for exemptions in the Equal Opportunity Act altogether,
and this is a good first step because those exemptions
that legalise discrimination in this state are
inappropriate and getting rid of them is at the heart of
the duty of care we have to people. We know the
damage discrimination does, and we know it is linked
to increased instances of mental health issues and
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suicide amongst the LGBTI population. Therefore no
Victorian, whether they are a student at school realising
their sexuality, a person accessing health services or a
family wanting to adopt through an adoption agency,
should face discrimination, particularly when there is
no requirement for any agency that wishes to
discriminate to state that they will use the provisions in
the Equal Opportunity Act.
I welcome the commitment from the government to
implement the recommendations in the report into this
legislation to deal with the regulations to ensure that
adoptive parents are fully and appropriately recognised
on the child’s birth certificate. I would add that with the
implementation of this bill there will need to be support
for the agencies and community groups that are on the
front line to ensure that they understand these changes,
they understand their rights and responsibilities and
they have assistance to navigate the adoption process.
We need to make sure that community groups, which
are often very poorly funded and operating on the smell
of an oily rag, as has been noted, are adequately
resourced. It is important that they have support to back
up this significant legislative change.
I conclude by saying that this bill means so much to so
many. It will have a profound effect on the lives of
families across Victoria and on the wider community. It
will protect children, strengthen families and recognise
that all families are equal. Ending state-sanctioned
discrimination of the LGBTI community in Victoria is
something we should all be aiming for. This is a
landmark bill that this Parliament should pass. It is a
bill on which so many have worked so hard to get to
this point, and I honour all those who have campaigned
and worked on this issue. I commend the government
on its work and for bringing the bill before this house. I
commend this bill to the house and urge all members to
support the bill in full.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great pride
that I join the debate on the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. This bill
delivers on a profound election commitment made by
Labor before being elected to government. It is
incumbent upon all of us as members in this place to be
objective not only when we are debating legislation but
also as human beings, because sometimes the
legislation can have a profound impact on your own
family and your own life and there can be a tendency to
be subjective.
I will be absolutely up-front and say that this bill will
have a deep impact on my family. I have two
much-loved adult sons, and I hope they both get to be
parents one day. I am on the record publicly as
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supporting changes to the Marriage Act 1958, and I
urge members of the federal Parliament to change their
ways and support marriage equality. As a mother, I
want to be able to attend the weddings of both of my
sons. My youngest son was married in a beautiful
ceremony just before Christmas last year to the love of
his life, Becerra, and I see no reason why Blake, my
older son, should not be able to declare his love, should
he meet the love of his life, before his friends and
family. If both of my sons want to be parents and want
to be recognised as such, their sexuality should have
nothing to do with it.
There is an often-repeated saying, ‘It takes a village to
raise a child’, and before we had smaller families that
was the case. I am fortunate in that I come from a very
loving extended family. I have lots of uncles, aunts and
cousins whom I regard more as brothers and sisters in
the way I do my own siblings, and so in their rearing
my sons have had the benefit of being influenced by
our extended family. That is something everyone in the
community should strive for.
I want to commend members of the LGBTI community
on how willing they have been to foster and support
children in our community who do not have two
parents. Agencies that are charged with finding loving
homes, whether through fostering or respite support,
actively seek out those in the LGBTI community
because they are trusted with the care of children. They
actively attend LGBTI community events because they
are trusted to be parents. Many same-sex couples come
about when one enters a relationship with another who
already has children, and it beggars belief that anyone
could oppose those relationships and say they are
antifamily. For a person who is a loving partner and has
entered a relationship with a person who already has
children not to be able, by law, to be recognised as a
parent and not to be able to seek medical or dental
treatment for those children during their illness, should
something terrible befall the birth parent, I think is
misguided.
We as a community in Australia have been able to
overcome many hurdles and confront our
discriminatory history from the time of Federation. We
removed the right of our Indigenous people to
recognition and to vote; we were able to recognise that
we did the wrong thing by our Indigenous people and
we rectified that in my lifetime, when I was three years
old. We were able to recognise that the law was wrong
when we changed legislation that ensured that women
were paid less than men. We have been able to remove
other discriminatory provisions against LGBTI people.
This bill is just the next important step in that
anti-discriminatory behaviour.
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The biggest threat to our cohesiveness in this country is
where people do not feel welcome and part of this
community, whether for religious reasons, the colour of
their skin, their ethnicity or their sexual preference. We
should have no discrimination in those ways.
We should also not have laws that commodify children.
I respect that the members of the Australian Christian
Lobby and churches should be able to have their say,
but they do not have sway here in determining the law.
I have met Dan Flynn on a couple of occasions, and I
have found him to be a pleasant and respectful fellow to
deal with. However, I must say that I was absolutely
horrified when I heard him in an interview on ABC
radio say that if we took away the ability for adoption
agencies to discriminate on the basis of religion, it
might impact on the market for children, the adoption
market. I absolutely decry that, and I hope that Dan
Flynn will apologise to adopted people and to anyone
who has been involved in adoption. The adoption of
children is not undertaken in a marketplace.
I can speak of adoption from personal experience, not
just because I have two children. I had personal
dealings with Centacare and CatholicCare when I was
pregnant in 1982. I had discussions with people at those
organisations when I went through a decision-making
process as a single mother determining whether I would
keep or relinquish my child. I thank them for their
support and advice to me then. I also thank Father Ernie
Smith from the Sacred Heart Mission, who gave me
great advice then. I decided to keep my son and raise
him, and I am proud of him as a 32-year-old.
I do not support that agency whose representative is
now saying we need to discriminate. It will not distort
the market. There is no market for children. There
should be only love and loving families. As legislators
we should do absolutely everything in our power to
support laws and regulations that mean that children
can be raised in a loving home, no matter the sexuality
of the parents — or of the children, for that matter.
I urge those members who are tempted to support the
amendment proposed by those on the other side not to
do so. I hope that they will see the error of their ways.
Such an amendment will not improve the lot of children
or parents in Victoria or strengthen the family.
Pope Francis, like the Dalai Lama, is becoming one of
the most respected church leaders internationally. Even
he has said we must soften our views about people with
LGBTI backgrounds. I urge those in adoption
agencies — who have charge of very few children to be
adopted in any year, not in a market — not to support
this amendment. It is not necessary.
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I urge everyone in this house to support this bill. I urge
Dan Flynn to reflect on his unfortunate remarks about
the adoption market. I want to be a grandparent to
children who might be raised by either of my sons —
and I want that for every parent or grandparent. I
commend the Andrews Labor government for keeping
its election commitment. I hope that this bill will have a
speedy passage through this chamber and the one
across the way.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I am pleased to be
able to rise today to speak on the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. To the
extent that this bill will amend section 11 of the
Adoption Act 1984 to allow same-sex couples to apply
for adoption and like all other couples, if it is in the
interests of the child, to become the adoptive parents of
such children, I support that change. It is a change that
is due, and it is a natural extension of where the law has
been for a long time. As members know, under the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 it is possible
for same-sex couples to be given permanent care
orders, which have some limitations compared with
adoption orders. Members know also that under the
Family Law Act 1975 parenting orders can be made in
favour of same-sex couples. I support the change as it
reflects where our community is at, and I am pleased to
be able to say that.
The member for Euroa and other members on both
sides of the chamber have explained why this reform is
so important. I will not spend a lot of my time dealing
with those reasons, because I accept and adopt the
comments of a number of opposition members,
particularly those of the member for Euroa, who spoke
very eloquently.
I want to spend some time talking about the proposed
amendment to clause 17 and why it is important. I
support the amendment and what I will say in the next
few minutes takes nothing away from my comments
about the need for a reform that would allow same-sex
couples to apply for adoption orders in the cases I
mention.
Why is the amendment important? Freedom of religion,
which is tied to freedom of speech, has long been part
of our law and our culture. It is something which stems
from the individual right to express one’s opinion in a
democracy and to do it without fear of persecution,
retribution or punishment in any way by authorities or
other individuals. It is a longstanding right. It is
reflected in the Equal Opportunity Act, section 82 of
which is headed ‘Religious bodies’. I will come to that
in a moment. Section 83 is headed ‘Religious schools’
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and section 84 is headed ‘Religious beliefs or
principles’.
Freedom of religion has a basis in, amongst other
things, the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act. Section 14 of the act is headed
‘Freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief’
and, amongst other things, it provides that:
Every person has the right to freedom of thought, conscience,
religion and belief, including —

amongst other things —
…
the freedom to demonstrate his or her religion or belief in
worship …

It is also important and worth noting that section 8 of
the charter act recognises the human right to equality
before the law, which is the source of all reforms
designed to eliminate discrimination.
All these rights are important. Whilst we may not in
some circumstances agree with one person’s
expression, that does not mean that we ignore the
charter and its application to protect those rights. It is
often said that one of the reasons clause 17 of the bill
should proceed is that all it does is extinguish the right
of a religious body. The corollary of that argument is
that a religious body does not have a human right.
Technically I would agree with that proposition, but let
us look at another charter right by way of comparison.
Section 16 of the charter act is headed ‘Peaceful
assembly and freedom of association’ and
subsection (2) provides:
Every person has the right to freedom of association with
others, including the right to form and join trade unions.

I agree with that. If this Parliament were to enact a law
that extinguished the right of a trade union to exist and
operate, would we not say that that was a direct assault
on the individual rights of people who wish to be a part
of that union? Of course we would. Even though it
might be said that the charter does not apply to the
union as an entity because it is not a natural person, we
would not argue that it does not have an impact on
individual members. Of course it does.
The argument that you can extinguish the right to
religious freedom in relation to the religious doctrines
and beliefs of a religious institution or faith-based
organisation, whether you agree with it or not, is in the
same way going to have an impact on the individual
rights of the adherents, the observers and the
parishioners who wish to be a party to that faith and that
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church. Can we say that such people have no protection
under section 14 of the charter, which expressly says
they have a right to freedom of religion? Of course we
would not say that. The argument, therefore, that we
can extinguish the right of a religious institution
because it has no charter right ignores the individual
impacts on people.
In terms of the amendment, we should note that the
charter also recognises and acknowledges that public
authorities are not in breach of the charter where they
are responding to or implementing decisions or actions
that relate to religious bodies. That is contained in
section 38(4) of the charter. Our own existing laws
then, including the charter, confirm the importance of
the right to religious freedom. Again, whether you
agree with it or not is not to the point. It is not up to us
to say whether we agree with a person’s right. In my
view our duty as legislators is to look at how the
enactments we pass affect people.
I turn to section 15 of the Adoption Act, which contains
a provision which requires a court, before making an
adoption order, to consider the wishes — not the
requirements but the wishes — of relinquishing parents
who can, amongst other things, express wishes as to the
race, ethnic background or religious background of
potential adoptive parents. Those provisions have long
been a part of the Adoption Act, and my concern with
the bill, and in particular with clause 17, is that by
effectively repealing section 82(2) of the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 in the case of adoption agencies,
this legislation would deprive, through the operation of
the law, any relinquishing parent — and I do not know
whether there would be any — of the ability to express
a wish as to the status of potential adoptive parents in
terms of their religious beliefs.
That is important. Again, I cannot imagine that if I ever
had to relinquish one of my children, I would ever care
to express a wish. I do not think I ever would. It would
not matter to me. I would just want the best interests of
my child to be promoted, and they would remain
paramount. It is not a question of what I want; it is a
question of whether somebody who genuinely holds
those religious views wants to express a view. As a
result of the insertion of section 82(3) into the Equal
Opportunity Act, an adoption agency — and again I do
not know that there would be many or any — that was
given an expression of an interest by a relinquishing
parent would not be able to act on it in those
circumstances. For me, that engages that person’s —
the relinquishing parent’s — human right, which is
recognised under our charter of human rights. That is
why it is important.
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This was a matter that Eamonn Moran talked about in
his report. He recommended that there be no
recognition of the wishes of a relinquishing parent. As
much as the Moran report contains very helpful
material, I looked for some analysis in it of the impacts
of section 15 and the relevance of section 14 of the
charter and section 16 in terms of collective rights —
because often the individual rights we possess are
exercised collectively — but unfortunately the Moran
report did not go into those matters. That is important,
because the interaction between equality before the law
and religious freedom cannot be denied. We need to
address both; in my view it is our duty as
parliamentarians.
The report of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, a bipartisan committee of this Parliament,
recognised these very points, pointing out, amongst
other things:
The committee considers that clause 17 may engage the right
of a child’s parent to be free to demonstrate his or her religion
or belief in practice, as part of a community in public or in
private …

That is a very worthy observation.
I hope the government gives consideration to and
accepts the amendment, because I think we need to
ensure that the bringing in of a long overdue reform,
one I support — the ability of same-sex couples to
apply for adoption just as other couples can — needs
also to be balanced with the right to religious freedom.
It is not acceptable that we can simply brush that issue
aside by saying that religious entities are collective
organisations and do not enjoy individual rights under
the charter. As I have pointed out, individuals often act
as much collectively as they do individually.
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — I am very pleased to
have a chance to speak in favour of the Adoption
Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill
2015, and I speak about this bill with every fibre of my
being and with all my heart. I am pleased to speak on
this bill, because it reflects one of my very closely held
values — that same-sex couples and indeed same-sex
attracted people generally should not be discriminated
against. Acting Speaker, if you were to walk into the
reception area of my electorate office, you would see a
rainbow-flag sticker sitting at the desk. That is a sign
too that LGBTI people are welcome in my office —
that they can feel safe and know they will not be
discriminated against. I look at that sticker and know I
have a responsibility to do whatever I can to help end
discrimination against LGBTI people in our state. I
know that by supporting this bill today, by speaking in
favour of inclusion and in opposition to discrimination,
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I am helping to end one of the forms of discrimination
faced by same-sex couples.
The bill before us removes discrimination against
same-sex couples in relation to adopting a child. It will
make same-sex couples equal with others when it
comes to adoption. As I said before, this bill has my
wholehearted support, which comes from a genuine
belief that equality is not negotiable.
Around 11 months ago the Premier, as the then Leader
of the Opposition, said Labor would put equality back
on the agenda, and he has absolutely kept his word.
This bill takes a further step in achieving equality in our
state. Anyone who is a parent knows that being a parent
can be a very difficult job and that there are challenges
each and every day. One thing I am certain of is that a
same-sex couple is as well equipped to tackle those
challenges as any other couple.
A same-sex couple is able to make decisions in the
interests of a child as well as any other couple. But
more important than these decisions is the love that
parents have for a child. That is the most important
thing. All kids deserve to grow up in the care of a
loving family, and something I know for certain is that
all love is equal. I know that gay and lesbian couples
have the same love for each other as straight couples. I
know that gay and lesbian couples have the same
capacity to love a child as straight couples. I know that
all love is equal. The federal government should
recognise this fact and open up marriage to same-sex
couples too. I am confident this will happen in Australia
one day — and that day cannot come soon enough.
There are of course many considerations when
determining if a couple can adopt a child. These
considerations will all remain the same except that a
same-sex couple will not be denied the chance to
provide a loving home to a child through adoption and
a child will not be denied the chance of having a loving
home to go to. I acknowledge the leadership of the
Premier in putting equality back on the agenda. I also
acknowledge the work and commitment of the Minister
for Equality. Their dedication and commitment to
tackling discrimination is making Victoria a better
place for all Victorians. I wish the bill a speedy passage
through this house and the other place.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to speak on the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015 and in
support of the member for Euroa’s proposed
amendment. At the outset I say that despite the rough
and tumble of Parliament, when we debate issues like
this, certainly in the time that I have been here, it has
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always been a very respectful place. It is a credit to the
Victorian Parliament that on these matters that is the
way these debates are conducted.
Having said that, I support the amendment for a number
of reasons. It highlights the fact that we have a diverse
community with very diverse values, and we should
respect those values. Those values are certainly
respected throughout Australia. When other
jurisdictions have brought in legislation containing
similar provisions they have kept the exemptions for
religious organisations. Across the four jurisdictions
that have introduced similar legislation, one such
debate, which was conducted in New South Wales,
highlighted some of the issues. I will quote former New
Souh Wales Premier Kristina Keneally, who by way of
not criticism but contrast gave her Labor MPs a free
vote on similar legislation. In the debate she said:
I support an exemption for faith-based organisations from the
provisions in the Anti-Discrimination Act regarding adoption
services. I still support this because it represents the important
contribution these organisations make to our community, and
the belief that underpins their great work.

I support those comments wholeheartedly, because in
recognising they have certain beliefs that underpin their
great work we recognise that people have those diverse
values.
The disappointing comments from the Archbishop of
Melbourne that CatholicCare may close as a result of
this legislation puts paid to the services it has offered
Victoria since 1935. The fact that the organisation feels
so strongly about these values should not be something
that we legislate against. My firm view is that tolerance
works both ways. I fear that we are coming to a time
when tolerance, instead of being a respectful
disagreement, has become a forced agreement, where
those who hold different opinions to others are labelled
as bigots or homophobic or given other labels just
because they do not hold the same views as those who
would seek to put those labels on them. That is not
tolerance in this state or in this country; it is bullying.
People should be entitled to have their views, and I do
not think this house can legislate against those views in
the manner that clause 17 does.
While we should pass the substantive part of the bill, I
firmly believe the government has muddied the waters
by including this amendment, particularly given there is
a review of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 on foot by
the government, and it would be quite easy to address
this issue, as set out in clause 17, under that review, and
any subsequent changes to the act that the government
decided to do post that review could have been looked
at then. It would have given members of this house an
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opportunity to comment, debate and vote on those
issues separately.
In closing, and understanding that a lot of members
want to speak on this bill, I appreciate the last few
weeks I have had to talk to my colleagues and my staff
who have given me very firm, considered and logical
opinions about the way I should conduct myself during
this debate and the way I should vote. I very much
appreciate their efforts and their words. I want them to
know that they were certainly taken on board.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — Today I rise
proudly in support of this very important bill — a bill
that impacts on the lives of many friends, and most
importantly a bill that rights a wrong and corrects an
injustice. Like so many bills the government has put
through this place in the short time it has been in office,
this bill delivers on an Andrews Labor government
election commitment to review the Adoption Act 1984.
More broadly it delivers on a more general
commitment to provide a fairer and safer Victoria for
all Victorians, including LGBTI and gender-diverse
Victorians, who sadly have been the victims of
structural discrimination in a number of areas.
We strive to confront discrimination wherever it exists
and respect the diversity of the Victorian community in
all its forms. The exclusion of same-sex couples from
having the right to adopt children and thereby providing
the certainty of a loving home with the same rights and
responsibilities as heterosexual parents is an
inexcusable inequality that will be eliminated through
the bill. Same-sex couples will have the legal right to
add to their families through adoption just as
heterosexual couples are able to do. In doing this we are
making a distinction between a person’s sexual
orientation or gender identity and their ability to be a
loving, caring parent who is able to provide a safe,
nurturing environment for a child. One’s sexuality has
no bearing whatsoever on one’s ability to parent, and it
is important our law reflects this fact.
Under our current laws only a man and a woman can
adopt a child in Victoria. As such there are some
notable exclusions, including same-sex couples, where
one or both partners do not identify with a specific
gender, step-parents who are in same-sex relationships,
and couples where either partner does not identify with
a specific gender. In my view, this is not a satisfactory
state of affairs.
Currently only one parent in a same-sex relationship is
recognised as a parent in the context of an adoption.
They have not been able to jointly adopt children. The
day-to-day issues this sometimes raises are significant.
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Simple things become more complex, like being able to
legally sign a child’s consent form so that the child may
go on a school excursion, or approving medical
treatment for a child. These are things most parents take
for granted, but they may become a difficulty in a
family with same-sex parents where only one parent is
able to legally do these things.
In drawing up the bill the Andrews government has
followed recommendations made in the Victorian Law
Reform Commission report, Assisted Reproductive
Technology & Adoption, to expand the eligibility
criteria for adoption to allow for equality for applicants,
regardless of sexual orientation. The commission
identified an important problem with the existing
law — that is, if we restrict the pool of eligible
applicants, we are in danger of eliminating the most
suitable parents for a particular child. What is best for a
child should always be at the fore of our minds.
It is important to note that other states, including New
South Wales, Western Australia, Tasmania and the
ACT have for some time had adoption equality, so
Victoria is merely catching up through the introduction
of this bill. The Adoption Act states that the welfare and
interests of a child shall be the paramount
consideration, and that will not change under this bill.
Existing safeguards which require applicants to be fit
and proper persons will still be in place. I think this an
important point to emphasise in light of some
comments I have read by opponents of the legislation:
The interests of the child are paramount, which is
exactly why we want to broaden the pool of loving
parents who are willing and able to care for them.
These children deserve a loving family, and whether a
couple can provide this is totally unrelated to their
sexuality. Nothing will convince me otherwise.
Under the bill a couple must be in a marriage or
registered domestic relationship for at least two years
before they are eligible to adopt or they will need to
have been living with their partner for at least two
years. Changes to the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 will
ensure that discrimination on grounds of religion will
no longer be allowable. Religious-based adoption
agencies will no longer be able to rely on religion as a
defence or reason to exclude same-sex applicants. By
retaining that exception to exclude applicants on
religious grounds we would be defeating the purpose of
the bill — that is, to remove discrimination against
same-sex couples and their children in relation to
adoption.
According to the Australian Institute of Family Studies:
… research … considerably challenges the point of view that
same-sex parented families are harmful to children. Children
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in such families do as well emotionally, socially and
educationally as their peers from heterosexual couple
families.

The 2011 census data tells us that at that time there
were 8722 same-sex couples living in Victoria and
2699 children and young people under 25 years living
in same-sex couple homes. They may be stepchildren,
foster children or biological children. The cold, hard
facts are that same-sex couples are already rearing
Victorian children. Some same-sex foster parents are
taking on some of the most challenging cases and
dealing with the most vulnerable children in our
community, yet we are discriminating against them by
denying them the rights that heterosexual couples enjoy
and we are disadvantaging the children in their care by
denying them the security of a clearly defined legal
connection with their parents.
This bill will give more security and certainty to the
children in the care of same-sex parents. Very
importantly for the children involved, legal recognition
of their families will help to remove the stigma. These
children will no longer face discrimination because they
happen to be part of a different family. This legal
recognition, as enjoyed by other families, will provide
security and certainty to all.
This is a great and much-needed step forward, and for
the most part our community and legal groups welcome
the changes it will bring. However, we know that
certain religious organisations will take issue with this
bill, particularly Catholic-based organisations. For the
record, I am a Catholic, and the values I learnt during
13 years of Catholic education focused on respect,
tolerance, justice and love. To my mind, ending any
form of discrimination should and does embody all of
these values. I often think of a teaching many of us in
this place will be familiar with: ‘Love thy neighbour as
thyself’. It disappoints me that some church-based
institutions sometimes fail to see this, although I know
many Catholics do embrace these values and the
progressive measures that give them life.
This bill gives me yet another reason to be proud to be
part of this government. As the Minister for Equality,
Martin Foley, stated:
Equality is not negotiable for the Andrews Labor
government.

I commend the bill to the house.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. I start off
by congratulating the member for Euroa on her
excellent contribution as the lead speaker for the
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opposition on this legislation. When it comes to the
amendments that are moved in her name to omit
clause 17 from the bill, I say from the start that I
support that amendment. I believe the government has
made a mistake by rolling these two issues together in
the one piece of legislation. As previous speakers have
already said, there is a review of the Equal Opportunity
Act 2010 underway. Why did the government not leave
it to that review and have a sensible debate around the
issue of same-sex adoption without including clause 17
as part of this bill?
A range of views are expressed around the chamber on
these sorts of pieces of legislation. I have listened to the
contributions to this debate, and respect has been shown
to everyone. It would be good if the gallery was full
when we had these types of debates rather than at
question time, because this is actually when the house is
at its best.
I also put on the record my thanks to all the people in
my electorate who contacted me about this piece of
legislation, particularly those who made the effort to
make a personal contribution rather than just
forwarding on a chain email. As members of this house
all know, on certain campaigns we get a substantial
number of chain emails. I always appreciate it,
particularly on issues like this, when people make the
effort to write their own thoughts down rather than just
forwarding an email that someone else has put in place.
I thank all the people of Murray Plains who sent me
their thoughts on this piece of legislation, and I hope I
reflect the views that were put to me both in this
contribution and when I vote on the bill later on.
As has already been said, from the opposition’s point of
view, on the actual bill itself there will be a free vote.
As a party we are supporting the amendment moved by
the member for Euroa to omit clause 17. When it comes
to the free vote, as the bill stands at the moment I put on
the public record that I cannot support it and the
overwhelming majority of people in my electorate who
have contacted me do not believe that I, as their
member, should support the legislation. Again I think
the government has made a mistake by rolling these
two issues together.
There have been many contributions from members
around the issue of what is in the best interests of the
child with this legislation. There would not be any
disagreement from anyone in this chamber about the
fact that we are all interested in good outcomes in the
legislation we enact, and in this case whatever is done
should be in the best interests of the child. I do not think
there is any debate about that from members of this
chamber. Children are something so special that we
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should always be doing things in this place that are in
their best interests. But I firmly believe in freedom of
religion, and clause 17 impinges on those freedoms. I
do not believe that my views should be forced on
anyone else or that other people should force their
views onto me. Clause 17 does that with the Catholic
Church, and that is why I would like to see the
opposition amendments supported.
As we all know, the government is in control of the
business program in this house, and no doubt we will
not get an opportunity to vote on that clause. It will be
disappointing if the bill goes to the guillotine and we
just vote on the substantive bill and not the
amendments. I put on the record that I will not be
supporting the legislation as it is before the house.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I am very
pleased to rise to speak in favour of the Adoption
Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill
2015. Having listened to various contributors on both
sides of the chamber today, I respect that members will
bring different perspectives to this particular bill, and I
want to compliment members on the way in which they
have made their contributions.
I am proud to be a member of the Labor Party today. I
commend Victoria’s first Minister for Equality, the
member for Albert Park, and the Premier, for bringing
this bill to the house. Nothing speaks more to the Labor
Party’s values of fairness and equality than the simple
recognition that same-sex families are just as capable of
providing a loving and caring environment as any other.
In balancing the various views that come to a debate
such as this I believe love, rather than faith, should be
the strongest factor in determining support for this
particular bill. Same-sex families already exist; that is
true. They already provide loving and nurturing homes
for children, and they experience what I experience as a
parent — the pure joy of watching their children grow
and develop into young adults.
There is no more important task we have as adults and
parents than to raise our children to live meaningful,
respectful and ultimately productive lives. I want
everyone to experience what I experience, regardless of
whether they are in a same-sex relationship or not, but
under the law as it stands today in Victoria, same-sex
couples cannot legally adopt a child as a couple, and in
my view that is wrong. Over many years residents from
all parts of my electorate, together with organisations
such as the Rainbow Families Council, have been
working to achieve this exact outcome, because they
know, as we do, that the simple change proposed by
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this bill will bring equality of treatment, freedom from
discrimination and legal certainty for children in
same-sex families, which today they currently lack. It is
a credit to the hard work of these advocates and their
commitment to equality that we are now debating this
bill in the Parliament.
Victoria’s adoption laws are designed to ensure that the
best interests of the child remain paramount throughout
the adoption process. The prerequisites for applicants
under the law are clear: you must have been in a stable
relationship for two or more years; you must have a
proven capacity to provide a stable, secure, supportive
and ultimately beneficial environment for an adopted
child; and, finally, you must be deemed in law to be a
fit and proper person. By limiting these provisions to
heterosexual couples there is a tacit acceptance in the
law as it stands that same-sex parents are incapable of
meeting these requirements. In my view that is simply
unacceptable.
At the heart of this debate is a misguided belief in the
minds of some that same-sex parents are incapable of
providing a supportive family environment necessary
for the healthy development of a child. The simple
truth, which is supported by extensive academic
research on the subject, is that this belief is without
basis. Research has always shown that there is no
difference in the cognitive or psychological
development of children in same-sex families
compared to heterosexual families. There is simply no
evidence to suggest that same-sex parents are incapable
of providing a loving, nurturing and supportive
environment for their children. What is true is that
children of same-sex parents are more likely to
experience bullying, and by changing the law we can
help end the discrimination that leads to that bullying.
Laws are a reflection of our common values. In my
view it is time — in fact it is overdue — that the
Adoption Act 1984 reflects those values.
I know there are many people who will want to speak
on this particular bill today, so I am going to limit my
contribution to 5 minutes to allow others to speak. I
conclude by saying that there will be different,
sometimes very passionate, views expressed in
contributions by members of this place. Whether you
agree with their contributions or not, it is hard not to
have a level of respect for the fact that members will
bring those contributions to this place and argue them
in a respectful way. As the member for Williamstown, I
am very proud to speak on behalf of many of my
constituents who have been waiting a long time to see a
bill like this introduced to the Parliament and have been
seeking change.
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All families deserve to have legal certainty, and all
people have the right to be free from such unnecessary
discrimination. It may be a small change in law, but it
will make a world of difference. I commend our
Premier and the Minister for Equality. I certainly look
forward to this bill moving through the Parliament in a
speedy way, and once again I say with great pride that
the bill reflects Labor’s values of inclusion and equality
rather than discrimination.
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I commence
my contribution to the debate on the Adoption
Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill
2015 by highlighting my disappointment that the
Victorian Labor government has provided such a short
time frame for the Parliament to debate this matter,
given the significance of the proposed changes to
adoption laws in Victoria. Regardless of members’
views on this issue, the government should have
allowed members to represent their districts in this
house by allowing adequate time for debate on the bill.
Clearly, leaving the debate until the very last sitting day
of the week is not going to allow for adequate debate
time. Consequently I have no alternative but to make a
shorter contribution to the debate on the bill, given that
many other members are seeking to speak after me.
The bill represents yet another attack on the inalienable
right of citizens to freedom of religion, freedom of
conscience and freedom of speech. It does this by
removing faith-based exemptions for adoption services.
A number of longstanding faith-based adoption
organisations have made it very clear that they will not
be able to deliver adoption services in the best interests
of children — with their view of the best interests of
children being guided by the values and principles of
their faith — if this bill is passed in its current form,
and that is a direct attack on freedom of religion and
freedom of conscience.
We know from overseas experiences, where there have
not been exemptions for faith-based charities, such as
the US organisation Catholic Charities in
Massachusetts and Illinois, they have had to cease their
adoption services. Catholic Care in the UK, after a long
court battle, is one of several adoption agencies that has
also been forced to close. Unfortunately this bill is
different to those of other Australian and overseas
jurisdictions that have made changes to adoption laws
but respected freedom of conscience and freedom of
religion by allowing for faith-based exemptions.
The bill also refuses to provide any regard to the
relationship status wishes of parents who may be
seeking to adopt out their child to an environment that
is consistent with their beliefs, such as having regard to
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domestic living arrangements in a household. This is
just extraordinary, given that the government is
prepared to continue to allow parents adopting out their
children to have regard to other characteristics of the
adopting parents, including religion and ethnic heritage,
which is quite inconsistent with its campaign of
so-called equality — and I note that for the debate.
Consistent with the bill, it is clear that many in the
government are determined to remove a parent’s right
to have their children educated at a faith-based school
where that school can employ all staff with reference to
their school’s faith, values and beliefs. Instead, a
government-selected bureaucracy will determine what
reference faith-based schools can apply to the selection
of their staff. At its core this bill and indeed many in the
government simply are not prepared to accept the
fundamental human rights of freedom of religion and
freedom of conscience, let alone modern tolerance for
different points of view. Rather, it is life on their terms
in Victoria, regardless of the fact that they are washing
away centuries of personal freedom-based principles
which have served humanity well.
The cornerstone and central aspect of adoption services
should always be the best interests of children, and I
note that that is in the United Nations Convention on
the Rights of the Child, which states in article 3:
In all actions concerning children, whether undertaken by
public or private social welfare institutions, courts of law,
administrative authorities or legislative bodies, the best
interests of the child shall be a primary consideration.

For the debate, I also note that the convention later
repeats this principle specifically in the context of
adoption. The principle is also reflected in Australian
law. The Family Law Act 1975 states that in situations
involving children, the best interests of the child is
considered to be ‘the paramount consideration’.
I approach this debate without fear or favour,
representing the interests of my district on this basis and
remaining resolute that the interests of children must
always come first. It is with that in mind that I note the
weight of social science research suggests that as a
starting point and wherever possible, it is ideal if
children can be raised by their mother and father. This
is not to say that life has, does or will always work out
as ideal in any aspect of life. Indeed since the dawn of
time, whether it be through misfortune, misadventure,
severe economic depressions, world wars, health or
other factors, children have received loving and
supportive parenting without that ideal starting point
being present throughout their lives, and I note that for
the debate. But that does not alter the Parliament’s
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responsibility to retain a starting point that puts the best
interests of children first.
It is well recognised that mothers and fathers bring
different characteristics to the life of a child, which is
not surprising, given that men and women are different.
This is also recognised across the world, where
legislators, governments and public policy advocates
are all seeking to address the importance of the
influence of both fathers and mothers in the lives of
children, whether in the US, the UK or elsewhere. That
is why in cases where it is not possible for parents to
raise their children and children are offered for
adoption, unless there are exceptional circumstances, I
remain of the view that the interests of children are best
served when adopted by a mother and a father who can
provide them with the different characteristics that a
man and a woman bring to the life of a child. It is for
these reasons that I oppose the adoption amendment bill
before the house.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — Today we are talking about
love, or at least I am. I am talking about love and
expanding on legally recognising the love that same-sex
couples have for the children in their homes or the
children who may come into their homes. I am very
glad to be speaking about love in this place, and I wish
we spoke about love and respect more often. We have
all seen the hashtag #LoveIsLove. Some may think it
pithy, but I think it sums up this legislation and my own
view on marriage equality very easily, for love is love;
it is nothing less. I find it deeply offensive that people
can think that someone can love less or be a better
parent because of who they love as an adult. I think it is
deeply hurtful and offensive to think that a same-sex
couple cannot love a child and cannot give a child the
home they deserve solely because they love each other.
I cannot understand that.
I have been contacted by a few people who have urged
me not to support this bill in the interests of children,
and I support this bill for exactly that reason. I support
it for the interests of children having access to loving
and safe homes. Any person who is willing to get up
throughout the night to children, who takes them to
sport at 9.00 a.m. on a Sunday, 60 kilometres from their
home, who sits over them as they do their homework,
who volunteers in the school tuckshop, who teaches
them how to drive and who helps them to be the best
person they can has the right to be legally recognised as
a parent, and that child has the right to have that person,
that parent, legally recognised as their parent. Children
have the right to that security, and they have the right to
be loved.
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Every child has the right to be loved, and my greatest
hope is that every child is loved and lives in a
supportive, loving and safe environment. This is why I
will now read out some of the messages I have
received. This one is from my friend Hutch:
This legislation represents greater security and protection for
children currently being cared for by same-sex families. It
builds on Rob Hulls’ reforms which recognised non-birth
parents/partners on birth certificates and gave them legal
protections and will do similar for adoptive parents. This
legislation is both symbolically and practically transformative
in its recognition of these families being equal and just as
valid as other families.
Good luck, and great to see the Labor Party making life better
and not wasting any moment of its time in government in
making our society more just and equitable.

This one is from Isobel, a constituent:
It seems logical and equitable that, if same-sex individuals
can legally reproduce using IVF services in Victoria (and
other Australian states and territories); and same-sex
individuals are a highly regarded target group of many foster
agencies; then adoption should, without question, be available
to same-sex couples. All the same screening checks would
apply, just as they do with IVF. It is ludicrous and offensive
that same-sex couples are discriminated against when it
comes to adoption.
My partner and I are acknowledged as being excellent parents
of our two very happy, healthy, intelligent two-year-olds. We
tick all the boxes as parents and homemakers. If we could not
be parents via IVF, we would have loved to have opened our
home and hearts to adopting children in need of a loving, safe,
caring, nurturing and financially secure family.
At the end of the day it is the children in need of loving
families who are ultimately being discriminated against by
not giving them access to all possible adoptive family options.

From Lee:
There are approximately 17 900 000 … orphans having lost
both parents in the world today, requiring love, care, and a
safe environment to live in with an opportunity for real
education that only a family can provide.
Is the government of Australia so inconsiderate, so failing in
compassion to those children to prohibit the care and love
same-sex couples are prepared and willing to give? The
GLBTI community are not race conscious; they are loving,
well prepared and eager to parent. These couples are not
falling pregnant by accident; they are dedicated and have
planned and are eager to become parents.
Australians used to be compassionate people. GLBTI
communities and the general Australian public are sick and
tired of transactional leadership while you blindly follow
what you are told is popular opinion and accepting funding
from the mining and fanatical religious campaign
contributors —
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a groundswell of Australians are eagerly awaiting the next
Gough Whitlam. It’s time for change! Who is going to lead us
back to compassion?

These are families who are affected by this kind of
legislation. These are families who are looking after
their children. These are families who are providing
safe, secure and loving environments. They are
bringing up good children, who are learning lessons
from their parents, regardless of their gender. I disagree
with the premise that we parent differently because of
our gender; we parent differently because we are all
individuals and we all do things differently. We all have
different life experiences that allow us to parent and be
ourselves in our own individual and different ways. My
approach to parenting is not the same as my partner’s,
but that does not mean it is because I am a woman and
he is a man; it means we have had different experiences
and we are in fact different people. It is not based on
our gender; it is based on who we are.
To think that someone who is in a relationship cannot
parent solely because of who they love is not right.
They can parent, and they are good parents — and we
have evidence that they are good parents. What
empirical evidence actually suggests is that children
who are loved thrive. Children who have secure
supportive families thrive. It does not matter whether it
is single parents, whether it is same-sex parents,
whether you are male or female or an aunt or uncle.
There is a whole variety of people who find themselves
becoming parents. It does not matter what you look like
as a parent; it matters who you are in yourself and how
you parent in yourself. If you are a conscious, caring,
loving parent, then you have the right to be a parent and
you have the right to be legally recognised as the parent
of the child for whom you are caring. I support this bill
and I commend it to the house. I wish the bill a swift,
peaceful and loving transition.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I am delighted to have an
opportunity, albeit a brief one, to make a few comments
on the Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015. The purposes of the bill have been
adequately spelt out by a range of speakers in the
debate. However, I wish to set out my main objection to
this bill, which lies in the amendment to the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010. I believe strongly in the rights of
individuals to have religious freedom and I believe
fundamentally that is one of the basic tenets of our
society in which we live, so the fact that the
government wishes to remove the religious exemption
for adoption in this case is one that causes me some
concern.

these are her words —
I am aided by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee Alert Digest 13 of 2015. The committee
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makes reference to section 15 of the Adoption
Act 1984, which now allows a relinquishing parent to
express a preference in relation to the religion, race or
ethnic background of the proposed adoptive parents. I
think that is a very important right in this debate. The
committee goes on to say at page 4:
The committee observes that the effect of clause 17 may be to
bar an approved agency from acting on the wishes of the
parent of a child as to the sex, sexual orientation, lawful
sexual activity, marital status, parental status or gender
identity of the proposed adoptive parents.

For me, that is a very important consideration. I am also
indebted to the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee for including the Australian Christian
Lobby’s objection to this particular bill and for pointing
out that in New South Wales the Labor Party allowed
for a faith-based organisation to be excluded from the
bill. Linda Burney, the then New South Wales Labor
Minister for Community Services, said:
Examples in the United Kingdom show negative outcomes
where faith-based organisations were not provided with an
automatic exemption.

Likewise in the appendices lies the submission from the
Catholic archdiocese of Melbourne:
In the absence of an appropriate amendment to the Equal
Opportunity Act or the Adoption Act, it is possible that
CatholicCare would be forced to cease providing adoption
services as it could not do so without the risk of breaching the
Equal Opportunity Act.

For me, the fundamental objection to the bill before the
house is the refusal by the government to allow
faith-based organisations to be exempted from the
provisions of the bill.
I move on to the issue of same-sex adoption itself. I
would like to thank a constituent of mine, Dr Simon
Crouch, who has provided me with a number of studies
in relation to what actually occurs in parenting with
same-sex parents. I refer to an article headed ‘An
evidence-based approach to same-sex parent adoption’,
which says:
A significant number of studies are widely accepted to show
that there are few, if any, differences between children raised
by same-sex attracted parents and children raised by
heterosexual parents. When differences do occur they are
often linked to the stigma that same-sex parent families face.
Critics of this research cite a number limitation in the
methodologies of this early work.

Dr Crouch has provided me with other significant
articles which express the same theme. However, from
my perspective there are two categories of adoption.
There are known adoptions — and members of the
house have spoken extensively about a whole range of
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circumstances in which I would favour same-sex
adoptions — and there are also a range of what are
called stranger adoptions. The figures given to me
indicate that there were 48 known adoptions and
20 stranger adoptions last year in Victoria. One of the
problems with this bill is that it treats both those
adoption procedures the same. As I said, I would have
no objection to a same-sex adoption where one person
adopts their partner’s child. But that is not the bill that
we are voting on, so given that I have extreme concerns
over the religious exemption, and I think the
government has been too broad in its approach, I will
therefore be voting against the bill.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I rise to join the
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015 debate. I would like to start my
contribution by discussing a couple of technical
matters. Firstly, in relation to foreign adoption, it is
important to note that international surrogacy
arrangements are essentially a commonwealth matter;
however, it is anticipated that the current standards and
rules that apply to heterosexual couples will apply to all
couples.
I would also like to talk a little bit about the regulations,
which will complement the bill should it become an act
of Parliament. Regulations are implemented in the spirit
in which the legislation is introduced, but I will just run
through three key points. A range of amendments will
be made to update the terminology in the regulations to
use gender neutral language and reflect the new
categories of people who are able to adopt. The
regulations will also amend, to facilitate the choice by
same-sex parents, how relationships to adopted children
are reflected on children’s birth certificates. This will
allow the birth certificate to display descriptions of
‘father’ and ‘father/mother’ and ‘mother or parent’ and
‘parent’. It is also important to note that regulation 35
will outline the requirements to be satisfied by
applicants, regardless of sexuality or gender, for
approval as fit and proper persons to adopt a child.
On a more personal note, I would like to talk about
when Shelley met Mandy. Shelley is my wife’s oldest
friend; they have known each other since they were
five. Shelley was a professional softball player, and she
came out in her 20s. She was playing in Italy six
months a year and coming to Australia regularly to
catch up. She had a few relationships along the way,
and in her early 30s she met Mandy. Mandy was then,
and is still now, a very senior executive for a major
financial institution.
Like Shel, Mandy is at the top of her performance
professionally. She works extremely hard, she is very
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bright and she is very well rewarded. She works really,
really hard, as did Shelley. As often happens, they fell
in love, and they decided that they would have children.
Shelley went through in-vitro fertilisation, and they
now have two daughters, Indigo and Eden. It is a
beautiful relationship. It is a loving, caring, nurturing
relationship. We were round at their place a couple of
weeks ago for Eden’s birthday party. It was a joyous
occasion. There was a celebration, and there was a lot
of love in the room. It was just like any other family
occasion or family event.
This legislation is important because it recognises that
Shelley and Mandy’s relationship has the same value
and legitimacy as the relationship that I have with my
wife. It is important that their children, Indigo and
Eden, are treated in the same way and with the same
love and respect as my children are. That is what this
bill is about; that is what we are trying to do with this
legislation.
I am delighted to belong to a government that
recognises that we need to right this wrong. We need to
make sure that same-sex parents are treated with the
dignity and respect they deserve. I particularly look to
subclauses (6) and (7) of clause 7, which amend
sections 11(5) and (6) of the principal act to allow for
applications by the spouse or domestic partner of a
parent of a child to apply to adopt that child.
This bill, should it become an act, will enable Mandy to
adopt her children. That is what this is about, and she
should be given that right. She has earnt that right, but
she is denied that right under the law of this state. This
bill will right this wrong. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I come to
this discussion, as I hope all members of the Parliament
do, with the interests of the child at heart. I do believe
that having a mother and father is the best, most ideal
environment for the raising of a child, but unfortunately
we do not live in an ideal world. There are many
different types of families in our society, and the
member for Essendon has just outlined one. There are
de facto parents, there are single parents, there are
same-sex parents, there are foster parents and there are
adoptive parents. We also have kinship carers. There
are all sorts of situations, and unfortunately there are
situations where grandparents are called on to look after
their grandchildren as well.
I appreciate the view of some members in the house,
and also some of the people who have written to me on
this bill, that although these families exist — that is,
those where children are not raised by a mother and a
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father — the government should not endorse a legal
position that promotes non-mother-and-father
parenting. Unfortunately, the problem with that is that I
see by extension we would move as a government to
take children away from single parents, for example.
We would not allow divorce. So it is a principle that
could well lead to worse outcomes for children, such as
those living in households where domestic violence is,
sadly, commonplace.
Also we already allow, under law, a single person to
adopt, so it is a matter of consistency. Whilst I do
believe that a mother and a father is the best and most
ideal household for a child, that is not what the law
currently says nor is it the situation we face.
As I said, I come to this bill with the interests of the
child at heart. There are a number of reasons why I will
be supporting the bill. The first is, if a couple wishes to
go to the trouble of formally adopting a child, loving it
and raising it to be a good young Australian, then I am
not going to stop them, irrespective of their sexuality.
As some members know, my wife and I unfortunately
lost two baby sons some years ago. For a time after that
devastation, it seemed possible we might not have more
children. Luckily, we now have a beautiful boy and a
beautiful girl. During that time, it broke our hearts to
see too often harrowing stories of neglect, child abuse
and the murder of children by their parents. It was
during that time that I guess I formed my view on this
matter.
The laws of nature do not allow same-sex couples to
have children, but the laws of nature allow some truly
evil people to become parents. We have seen too many
awful cases of child abuse by many different types of
parents to stand in any form of judgement on parenting
based on sexuality. There are names that reverberate,
like Jaidyn Leskie, Daniel Valerio and unfortunately
more recently Mildura toddler Nikki Francis-Coslovich.
I want children to be protected and loved. If someone is
prepared to love and nurture a child, I do not see what
their sexuality has to do with it. I reiterate that I believe
a mother and father is the ideal family unit for children,
but love and care for a child comes first.
I note in that context that this bill does nothing to
change the fundamentals of our Adoption Act 1984,
including that the welfare and interests of the child shall
be paramount and that anyone adopting must pass a fit
and proper person test. I am also a pragmatist. As has
been pointed out by other speakers, this bill is really
about allowing the adoption of children who are already
in same-sex households — so-called ‘known parent
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adoptions’. There are 8722 same-sex couples in
Victoria according to the census, and probably many
more, and about 2700 children or young people are
already living in same-sex households. Other members
have highlighted that some of these couples will be
eager to take advantage of this bill and adopt the
children they are already caring for. Last year only
48 adoptions went through in Victoria, 20 of which
were stranger adoptions. It should reassure people who
have a concern about a wholesale change to the
adoption statistics that in practice it will have a very
minimal impact because it is a small number of
children.
Consistency is another reason to make these
amendments. Gay couples can already foster a child.
Lesbians and single women can access assisted
reproductive technology. The law already allows
same-sex couples to raise children. There is little point
in my view in not allowing them to adopt.
Although The Nationals have been granted a free vote
on this bill, the party did pass this motion at its most
recent conference:
That this conference supports current efforts to review
Victoria’s open adoption processes, with a view to making
adoptions more accessible.

That was carried very strongly, with I think only two
votes against. However, clause 17 is a concern for me,
and I do not support it. I will support, if given the
opportunity, the amendments put by the member for
Euroa. This aspect of the bill is an attack on religious
freedom in my view, and I do not believe it should go
through. I am concerned that the government has
deliberately put this clause in the bill to make it very
difficult for people like me, who want to support
same-sex adoptions but are worried about religious
freedom, to support the legislation. I think it is a
deliberate ploy on the part of the government, and not a
good one.
In addition to that, not allowing this chamber to debate
the bill in detail and to move and vote on that
amendment is very disappointing. Notwithstanding
that, I will be voting in favour of the bill. I hope the
Legislative Council has better luck in making the
amendment I believe is necessary to protect religious
freedom.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — I am extremely proud
to have this opportunity to contribute to the debate on
the Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015. The introduction of this bill fulfils
yet another election commitment by the Andrews Labor
government. It is also part and parcel of our broader
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equality agenda. I am very proud of that agenda, and
the tremendous work that is being done by our Premier
and the first ever Minister for Equality.
At the outset I put on the record my disappointment that
those opposite are not all supporting this bill, and that
they are not, unlike all of my colleagues on this side of
the house, putting an end to inequality and
discrimination towards our lesbian, gay, bisexual,
transgender and intersex community. I acknowledge
those members opposite who are voting in favour of the
bill, and I commend them for that.
To achieve equality, we must first recognise the bias
and discrimination that exists in our communities. Laws
permitting heterosexual couples but not same-sex
couples to adopt children are obviously discriminatory.
Thankfully we have a government, led by our
committed Premier, that is going to put an end to this
discrimination. The leadership on this side is clear and
unequivocal. Equality is not negotiable — not for our
LGBTI community, not for women, not for anyone.
We know that in Australia there are thousands of
children being raised by same-sex couples. I have got
many friends, as well as family members, who are
raising children, and raising those children as absolutely
committed, loving and caring parents. I am ashamed
that our current laws prohibit them being recognised as
the caring and loving parents they are. I am very proud
that this bill will right that wrong. We are saying to
those same-sex couples, and to the children of those
same-sex couples, this: finally you will be equal before
the law, and finally we are recognising that your family
is as good as any other family in Victoria.
We have heard that the bill amends the Adoption Act
1984 by substituting for references to ‘a man and a
woman’ the gender-neutral term ‘person’. It will also
substitute for current references to de facto relationships
the term ‘domestic relationship’. But this bill does more
than that. Clause 17 will amend the Equal Opportunity
Act 2010 so that religious bodies that provide adoption
services will no longer be able to rely on any exemption
to discrimination in the provision of those services.
Whilst we know there is overwhelming support for this
bill, there is also opposition and criticism that has been
levelled at it, principally at clause 17. I want to focus on
that opposition in the remaining minutes I have in
which to speak today. The opposition to clause 17 tends
to follow a common thread, and it goes something like
this: faith-based organisations should be able to
discriminate in relation to the provision of adoption
services. Faith-based organisations should be able to
place children for adoption into homes that share their
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religious views and beliefs. Faith-based organisations
should be able to refuse to place children for adoption
with same-sex couples. It is in the best interests of the
child that faith-based organisations should be able to
discriminate. I ask why? Why should faith-based
organisations be allowed to discriminate? How is this
kind of discrimination good for equality and diversity?
How is this kind of discrimination good for tolerance
and respect in our society? What kind of message is it
sending? Finally, how is any of this in the best interests
of the child?
I am an open person, and I have really tried to
understand the so-called freedom of religion arguments
and look at it from their point of view. I have received
and read their submissions. I have read, for example,
submissions from the Victorian director of the
Australian Christian Lobby. He argues that faith-based
welfare agencies should have the right to refuse to place
children in the care of same-sex couples, and he gives
us a reason: same-sex couples will not suffer any harm
if we remove the proposed amendment to the Equal
Opportunity Act because same-sex couples will still be
able to access adoption services from other agencies. I
query that. How can the director of the Australian
Christian Lobby say that they will not suffer any harm?
With respect, I think the director is incorrect and
misinformed.
So long as we have faith-based exemptions, same-sex
couples will continue to suffer harm and the children of
same-sex parents will continue to suffer harm, because
whatever way you unpack that argument, the end result
is always going to be the same. There is bias,
discrimination, prejudice and intolerance towards
same-sex couples and to the children of same-sex
couples. When people and organisations say that they
should have the right to discriminate, what they are
saying is, ‘Same-sex parents are not like us, they are
different’, and the underlying message is, ‘We do not
like same-sex parents, they are not like us; same-sex
parents are not as good as heterosexual parents; a child
should be brought up by a mother and a father; a child
with same-sex parents will be disadvantaged; and a
child with same-sex parents will not receive the love
and care they deserve because same-sex couples are not
capable of providing that love and care for the child’.
These messages only perpetuate discrimination towards
our LGBTI community. These messages are wholly
inimical to this government’s broader equality agenda,
and these messages are just not true. I am not making
this up. I read today a constituent’s email to me that
says he has ‘deep objections to such experimental
changes to the family structure of society’. I found this
offensive. According to the Australian Bureau of
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Statistics census of 2011 there were more than
33 000 same-sex couples in Australia. I am sure that
number is even larger today. Of those people who say it
is in the best interests of the child that a child is brought
up by an mother and a father, I ask: where is your
evidence? There is no evidence.
Study after study comparing same-sex families with
heterosexual families and the now considerable body of
international literature on this find overwhelmingly that
there are no differences. But I will tell you where the
differences lie. Children raised in same-sex parented
families are known to worry about being teased,
harassed or bullied, particularly by peers in the school
environment, and have a fear of either losing friends
because of parental sexuality or being judged
negatively by others. What a very sad state of affairs
this is. This is discrimination at work, and surely this
can never, ever be in the best interests of the child. That
is why we on this side of the house are working hard to
end this discrimination with the introduction of this bill
in its entirety. That means including clause 17 of this
bill to end the exemption to discrimination which
religious adoption bodies currently enjoy because no
child should ever be bullied for being raised in a
same-sex parented family. No-one has the right to tell a
child of same-sex parents that they are different, that
they are not normal and that they are not as good as the
children of heterosexual parents.
This is why it is wrong to say that no-one will suffer
any harm if we just allow faith-based exemptions to
continue. Same-sex parents will suffer harm and, most
relevantly, the children of the same-sex parents will
continue to suffer harm. Discrimination against our
LGBTI community must stop. To the member for
Hawthorn, who spoke about the charter of human rights
in Victoria, I say that that charter is designed to protect
the rights of individuals, not the rights of agencies. To
other members opposite and to those who oppose
clause 17 of this bill I say that article 7 of the of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights says:
All are equal before the law and are entitled without any
discrimination to equal protection of the law. All are entitled
to equal protection against any discrimination in violation of
this declaration and against any incitement to such
discrimination.

A person’s sexual orientation does not determine the
kind of parent they will be. A person’s sexual
orientation does not determine a person’s capacity to be
a loving, caring, guiding and attentive parent. It is love,
and only love, which defines a family. I am extremely
proud to commend this bill to the house.
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This bill raises a number of very fundamental and very
important issues that I will briefly address in my
contribution. The brevity of my contribution is due to
this debate only being brought on on a Thursday and a
lack of time being allowed for this debate by the
government. These issues include the rights of the
adopted child, the rights of faith-based adoption
agencies and the rights of the parent or parents of the
adopted child.

It is interesting to note that in 2009 the then state Labor
government, as part of its commitment to provide
support for parents through its Blueprint for Education
and Early Childhood Development, commissioned a
report by the Parenting Research Centre. The title of
this report, which was commended by the then Minister
for Children and Early Childhood Development,
Maxine Morand, was entitled Fathers Matter. At
page 3 of the report the centre notes that ‘Fathers are
just as important as mothers’. I again note that in
making these comments I am not saying that same-sex
couples and single-parent families, whether through
death or relationship breakdown where children may
have limited or no contact with one parent in the
relationship with children, cannot provide love and
support for their children. I am saying that ideally it is
best for a child to have love and input from both its
father and mother.

Much has been said in relation to this bill by the
minister about discrimination, but a closer examination
reveals that this bill introduces further discrimination
against certain elements of the community, in
particular, faith-based organisations. Clause 17 of the
bill is a direct and pernicious attack on faith-based
organisations, which is totally unnecessary and
unwarranted.

Acting Speaker, you and I, like all members in this
place, have a view on these matters. However, our view
is largely theoretical and potentially uninformed. I think
it is instructive for the house to look at comments not
from people with theories such as parliamentarians,
journalists and academics but rather from those with
real-life experiences arising from the circumstances we
are debating today.

I want to preface my detailed comments by stating that
there are many same-sex couples who care for children
and who are committed to loving and doing their best
for those children. However, two women or two men
cannot provide a mother and a father to a child.

It is instructive to hear what people who have been
raised in same-sex relationships have to say about their
experiences. For example, we can look at what Millie
Fontana, a 23-year-old women who was raised by two
lesbians, said at a meeting in Melbourne on 20 August
2015. She said:

Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I rise today to speak on
the Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015. The two-fold purpose of this bill, as
noted in clause 1, is to amend the Adoption Act 1984 to
enable the adoption of children by same-sex couples
and the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 to remove the
exception to the prohibition to discriminate in relation
to religious bodies providing adoption services.

Let me turn to the rights of the adopted child. Section 9
of the Adoption Act 1984 states:
In the administration of this act, the welfare and interests of
the child concerned shall be regarded as the paramount
consideration.

Section 15(1)(d) of the Adoption Act 1984 states that
no court order shall be made unless the court is satisfied
that the welfare and interests of the child will be
promoted by the adoption. The UN Convention on the
Rights of the Child states in article 3(1):
In all actions concerning children, whether undertaken by
public or private social welfare institutions, courts of law,
administrative authorities or legislative bodies, the best
interests of the child shall be a primary consideration.

History, together with the weight of social science
research over a long period of time, shows that the best
interests of children are best served by ensuring that,
wherever possible, they are raised by a mother and a
father.

Growing up, I wanted a father. I felt it within me that I was
missing a father before I could even articulate what a father
was. I knew I loved both of my parents, but I could not place
my finger on what it is I was missing inside myself … I was
lied to throughout school; I was told I didn’t have a father, or
that perhaps they didn’t know who he was.

I encourage members to read this powerful and
compelling account of a young woman who has
struggled in many areas of her life as a result of her
upbringing in a lesbian relationship. In my extensive
research for my contribution on this bill, I read many
accounts of now adult children raised by same-sex
couples, and the comments I noted from Millie above
are often repeated reflections from such children.
The importance of the role of a father is reflected
elsewhere also with United States President Barack
Obama, who grew up without a father, commenting on
13 July 2008 that there is:
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… a particular problem when more than half of
African-American children are growing up without a father in
the house and often times not even knowing their father.

I next want to address the rights of faith-based adoption
agencies. Clause 17 of the bill is a direct ideological
attack on religious freedom here in Victoria. It has
nothing to do with same-sex couples adopting. It does
not restrict their ability to adopt should this legislation
be passed without clause 17 being included.
It is very informative to this debate to note that in New
South Wales in 2010 under the previous state Labor
government the then Minister for Community Services,
the Honourable Linda Burney, stated in regard to
same-sex adoptions:
I believe what is required in this debate is to find a balance
between law and conscience and between equality and
freedom … Does the exemption for faith-based organisations,
as included in the proposed bill, result in the religious beliefs
of faith-based adoption service providers prevailing over the
rights and the ability of same-sex couples to adopt a child in
New South Wales? The answer is no. Gay couples will have
full and equal access to adoption through New South Wales
Community Services and Barnardos. Examples in the United
Kingdom show negative outcomes where faith-based
organisations were not provided with an automatic
exemption.

Consequently, the New South Wales Parliament
achieved a safeguard for freedom of conscience,
freedom of religion and preserving the rights of both
relinquishing parents and faith-based adoption agencies
by introducing appropriate amendments. In other
words, it can be done if the government of the day
wants it done.
I now turn to the rights of the parents or parent of the
adopted child. Section 15(1)(b) of the Adoption Act
1984 states that no court order shall be made unless the
court is satisfied that: the Secretary or principal officer
has given consideration to any wishes expressed by a
parent of the child in relation to the religion, race or
ethnic background of the proposed adoptive parent or
adoptive parents of the child.
This bill will disregard the rights of the relinquishing
parent or parents, contrary to the current situation. This,
in my view, is an unacceptable breach of the rights of
those parents.
In conclusion, I note that I have been contacted by
numerous residents of my electorate of Forest Hill
about this bill, and I thank them for their contact. They
have expressed some or all of the concerns that I have
raised in my contribution and urged me to vote against
this bill. They saw the rights of the children as the most
important rights to be considered in this debate, as I
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also do. For this reason and the other reasons I have
outlined in my contribution, I do not support the bill.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I appreciate
the opportunity to make a contribution on the Adoption
Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill
2015. This bill is an important step in the evolution of
adoption policy and practice in Victoria. It gives effect
to Labor’s election commitment to ensure equality in
adoption policy and practice in Victoria, and I support
this objective.
I support this objective not because I believe an adult,
whatever their gender or sexuality, has the right to be a
parent, but because I believe that every child has the
right to a fulfilling life and love and that all types of
families can and already do provide children with these
fundamental rights. Indeed, these rights could be
considered the cornerstone of the United Nations
Convention on the Rights of the Child. The preamble to
the convention states:
Recalling that, in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights,
the United Nations has proclaimed that childhood is entitled
to special care and assistance,
Convinced that the family, as the fundamental group of
society and the natural environment for the growth and
wellbeing of all its members and particularly children, should
be afforded the necessary protection and assistance so that it
can fully assume its responsibilities within the community,
Recognizing that the child, for the full and harmonious
development of his or her personality, should grow up in a
family environment, in an atmosphere of happiness, love and
understanding …

The United Nations Convention on the Rights of the
Child also sets out the right of every child to their
identity. Articles 7, 8 and 9 respectively provide that
children have the right to a legally registered name and
nationality, to know their parents and as far as possible
to be cared for by them; that governments should
respect a child’s right to a name, a nationality and
family ties; and that that children should not be
separated from their parents unless it is for their own
good.
From the Indigenous stolen generation to children born
to relinquishing mothers to babies born through
unidentified sperm donation, we know that in the past a
loss of identity has had severe physical and
psychological impacts on children. Every child, raised
by their biological parents or otherwise, whatever that
otherwise might mean — step-parents, foster parents,
adoptive parents, grandparents of whatever gender or
sexuality — has the right to know where they come
from.
Whilst nothing can right the wrongs or make up for lost
opportunities, this Parliament has already sought, and
will continue to seek, to make amends for the proven
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physical and psychological impact of the loss of
identity caused by inadequate adoption practice and
policy in the past. We must learn from past mistakes,
and we must not let today’s policies become
tomorrow’s apologies. I trust that this government will
seek to ensure that all adoption policy and practice
going forward incorporates past learnings and protects
the identity of our children.
By way of example, one such learning I am sure will be
addressed is the importance of birth certificates
recording the names of biological parents and being
made easily available to children. We know that
inadequate certification and the process of accessing
any certification has always been the stumbling block
for children who have unsuccessfully sought
information about their identity in the past.
The Adoption Act 1984 provides for the permanent
care of children, and as such it must first and foremost
be about what is in the best interests of the child.
Unquestionably that is why this government is
amending the Adoption Act. However, whilst the
Adoption Act is and should be principally about
children, it is important to consider that legislative
change such as that which we are debating today is also
an important part of this government delivering on a
broader equality agenda.
We are amending the Adoption Act in a way that
recognises that heterosexual families do not have the
monopoly on providing children with the right to a
fulfilling life and love. We are amending the act in a
way that recognises that same-sex families do already,
and will continue to, provide secure and loving family
environments in which children thrive. This recognition
is an important part of achieving equality for same-sex
couples and families in Victoria, and this objective is
crucial in achieving a genuinely fair and equal
Victorian society. I wholeheartedly support the
government in this endeavour, and that that is why I
will vote for this bill.
I do, however, remain concerned that whilst this bill
will achieve a more equal society, some aspects of it
call into question other fundamental human rights. I
fear that in a legitimate and important attempt to
achieve equality in adoption practice and policy the bill
unnecessarily calls into question freedom of religion
and freedom of conscience. The Victorian Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities provides that:
(1) Every person has the right to freedom of thought,
conscience, religion and belief, including —
…
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(b) the freedom to demonstrate his or her religion or
belief in … observance, practice and teaching,
either individually or as part of a community, in
public or in private.

This bill would compel communities and individuals
who are, or are part of, a currently accredited religious
adoption agency to act contrary to the right to freedom
of thought, conscience and belief contained in the
Victorian charter of human rights. This bill leaves a
religious adoption agency exposed to the choice of
complying with the law and acting against their
religious or conscientious beliefs or removing
themselves from any and all involvement in the
provision of adoption services. This includes not only
the adoptions themselves but also other adoption
services such as support services and record keeping.
By way of example, CatholicCare, which is an
accredited adoption agency, may have provided for
only four adoptions in the past 12 months but it also
provides other adoption services such as extensive
support — more than 600 hours of support — mostly at
its own expense, for families who adopt children with
complex special needs. Also by way of example,
CatholicCare maintains the records of the adoptions of
thousands of babies of relinquishing mothers. There is
an increased demand for these records and a
responsibility to offer counselling and other services
when these records are provided.
I fear that this bill will prevent religious agencies not
just from being involved in the adoptions themselves
but also in these other services that go with adoptions. I
do, however, have confidence that the government does
not actually want to see religious adoption agencies
vacate this space entirely and is therefore committed to
finding a way through these issues.
Across Australia, and particularly in New South Wales,
a comparable jurisdiction, adoption equality has been
achieved whilst also ensuring that the right to freedom
of thought, conscience and belief — a fundamental
pillar of a cohesive democracy — is protected. I have
every confidence that this is also achievable in Victoria.
We do not have to choose between two rights. We can
balance both.
In closing, I commend the relevant ministers for their
attempt to bring about adoption equality, an important
election commitment which I support. It is an election
commitment I support in the good faith that the best
interests of the child are paramount. It is an election
commitment I support in the good faith that the rights
of all children to their identity, as set out in the United
Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child, are
equally protected in the adoption process. It is an

ADOPTION AMENDMENT (ADOPTION BY SAME-SEX COUPLES) BILL 2015
4012

ASSEMBLY

election commitment which I support as an important
measure in a suite of measures designed to achieve
equality for same-sex couples and families in Victoria.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise to speak in the
debate on the Adoption Amendment (Adoption by
Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. I support same-sex
adoption. Adoption by currently intact two-parent
families so that both same-sex partners are legally
recognised as parents of their child is the right thing to
do for their children. These are children already living
in same-sex families, and anything we can do to
strengthen those families, to bring them closer together,
to tie legal and societal bands around them, will be in
the best interests of their children. I say to those in this
place and the other, as well as to the broader
community: if you say you support the rights of the
family and the interests of the child, you should support
same-sex adoption for currently intact same-sex
families. These families are right here right now, and
their children deserve the certainty that if anything
happens to one parent, their other parent has the
automatic right to continue to look after them as their
adoptive parent. Allowing this type of adoption is a
restatement of the unity of these families As I say, I
support this. I also support the right of same-sex parents
to adopt a stranger’s child.
I now turn to part 3 of the bill and particularly to
clause 17, the amendment to the Equal Opportunity Act
2010 and the explicit removal of the existing right of
religious adoption agencies to be exempt from the
operations of this act. These provisions apply only to
stranger adoptions, not adoptions by known same-sex
families which I have just spoken about.
In Victoria there are five adoption agencies. However,
only CatholicCare is opposed to offering same-sex
adoption. CatholicCare facilitated five adoptions last
year of the 20 across Victoria. The Australian Bureau
of Statistics in July 2013 estimated that 1 per cent of
couples are same-sex couples. This means that on
average one adoption every 20 years would be expected
by CatholicCare for a same-sex couple. Other agencies
exist to facilitate adoption.
The clear conclusion is that removing the religious
exemption in the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 is only a
principle; it has no practical effect whatsoever. No
same-sex couple need ever be discriminated against.
Non-religious options exist.
The LGBTI community needs to understand that they
are being used as a stalking horse to attack religious
belief, because the whole of section 17 could be
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removed without creating a single case of a child being
denied to a same-sex couple.
The government, in proposing this amendment to the
Equal Opportunity Act, is saying that its members can
decide religious doctrine — that is, they can decide
what matters to the churches in terms of their doctrine.
Until now the act has been clear that that is not
possible. The law says explicitly that if discrimination
by a religious body is because it conforms with the
church’s doctrines, it is allowable. The church gets to
define what are its doctrines. It is not up to the state to
say, ‘Oh, we don’t think that’s really your doctrine’, or,
‘We will override your doctrine’. To do so is to
interfere in religious freedom.
The Catholic Church has thought about doctrine in
relation to adoption, both within heterosexual marriage
and for same-sex couples. The Catholic Church rejects
adoption for same-sex couples. It does so on the basis
that it violates Catholic Church doctrines. It is not our
business as legislators to interrogate those doctrines and
to determine if they seem reasonable. We are not the
keeper of the Catholic or any other faith.
The Premier has said discrimination is non-negotiable
as his reason for overriding religious belief, but the act
is clear in permitting the churches to decide to
discriminate in all sorts of other ways, including when
using state funds or resources. This is a new attack from
a Premier who I suspect has no idea of what he is doing
here. The slogan sounds nice. Too bad that the
millennial history of governments interfering in what
churches are allowed to define as doctrine has ended
badly — very badly. Not to put too fine a point on it,
people have to be allowed to believe what they want to
believe. You do not have to believe, I do not have to
believe, but faith is a fundamental human right.
I quote from the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights. Today, close to the anniversary of the founding
of the United Nations, I remember the role of Doc Evatt
in drafting this:
Everyone has the right to freedom of thought, conscience and
religion …

We have a clause that is for all practical intent
unnecessary. It will not enable a single adoption by
same-sex couples. The clause makes a new, unwelcome
and dangerous incursion into religious freedom. I
normally reject slippery slope arguments, but in this
case I cannot escape the conclusion that the government
is opening a new front on its multiple attacks on
religion in Victoria.
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The freedom to believe is a bedrock principle for me.
What goes on inside our own heads has to be for
ourselves alone. The state should never tell us what is
acceptable doctrine. It is for our own belief. Clause 17
of this bill does this, and while it stands part of the bill,
I cannot support it.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — It gives me great
pleasure to contribute to the debate on this landmark
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015. This is a bill that legislates for and
recognises same-sex couples as partners, same-sex
couples who love one another and who, despite still not
being able to legally marry in Australia, have the right
to adopt and be recognised as a partnership.
This bill will remove discrimination against children
and parents in same-sex families. Members know that
currently same-sex couples who have adopted children
have only one parent recognised by the state. This in
my view is simply wrong. A good, hardworking
government is one that uses its time in office to get on
with doing the things its members promised, the things
Victorians voted for and, above all, the things that
change our state to make it safer, fairer and stronger. I
could not be prouder than to be standing here today to
contribute to the debate on this very important bill.
Before I go to the bill, I want to reflect personally on
adoption, as my older brother and oldest sister in our
Bull family of four were both adopted. In preparing for
this bill I asked my parents to reflect on their adoption
story. I quote my parents’ story:
In 1970 we married, and being in our early 20s we were able
to work hard and save for our first home. After a few years
we then decided to try and have the children that we had
always wished for. We both came from loving families and
were keen to carry on the tradition of being a happy family
unit. After trying to conceive over a number of years with no
result and no medical reason as to why we could not
conceive, we decided we would inquire about adoption. We
discussed this with our parents and immediate family
members and they gave us their blessing.
We then began the very long process of adoption through the
then-named Department of Social Services. This was very
intense, with many interviews both together and alone. This
also included a number of visits to our home by the social
worker. Of course the adoption agency needed to ensure they
were placing these babies into safe and loving homes for the
good of the child. We found the process very exhausting and
stressful, but the thought of knowing that at the end of it all
we would hopefully be approved for the adoption of a baby
made it all worthwhile. After about 18 months we finally
received the long-awaited phone call we had been hoping for.
The agency then required us to meet the baby, this was to
ensure we felt comfortable that we would be able to provide
the love and affection needed to bring up a child in —
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the home. It continues:
Of course it was love at first sight, and we brought home our
first son.
Two years later we applied to the agency for a second baby,
the sex of the child was irrelevant. We were approved and
were lucky enough to get a baby girl.
Our two children were lovingly accepted by us, and our
extended family and we thought our family unit was
complete.
A few months after the adoption of our daughter we were
amazed to discover that we were having a baby of our own, a
daughter, and then three years later another son.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr J. BULL — I am not sure I was a planned one!
My parents’ story continues:
The four children were all raised happily as a family together,
all were made aware from a very young age that the eldest
two had been adopted and the younger two had been
conceived by us.
They have all grown up in a secure and loving environment
and have always been treated as equals in our family.

I know my siblings would all completely agree with
that. What really stood out from my parents story was
the complexity of adoption and the personal impacts
adoption can have. I can only imagine how tough it
must be for a same-sex couple, feeling as though you
are not accepted, not supported and not recognised by
the institutions that govern us and govern you.
I want to take the time to commend the Minister for
Equality on his passion in this area — a passion that is
clearly born from a deep desire to see people treated
under the law fairly, equally and free from prejudice.
As the minister has been reported as stating:
There are thousands of people in same-sex relationships who
have children but the law only recognises one parent …

I also wish to commend the Premier, who has an
unflagging determination to see equality across
Victoria. Members in this debate have noted that
Western Australia was the first state in the country to
enact legislation enabling same-sex couples to be
eligible to adopt children. New South Wales, the ACT
and Tasmania have since also passed legislation that
enables same-sex couples to apply to adopt.
It must be heartbreaking to wake every day knowing
that despite who you are and who you love there is
some greater body, some higher authority, that says,
‘Sorry, you are not who we define as an appropriate
couple, therefore you will not have the same rights as a
heterosexual couple’. This government believes that it
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is your values and your actions that define you, not
your sexuality or the sexuality of your partner. This is a
bill about fairness and a bill about equality.
Relationships are built on love, trust, kindness, decency
and fairness. Parents, regardless of their choice of
partner, have an obligation to raise their children in fair,
safe, loving, warm, compassionate environments.
We must aim to have children raised with a sound
education, with access to great health care and free
from violence, threats and intimidation. It is not,
however, the role of the state to exclude parents
because of their choice of partner and therefore
discriminate against them. It is for this reason that I
support this bill without question. I urge all members in
this place and in the other place to support this bill, and
I very proudly commend the bill to the house.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I rise today with great
pride in the privilege that I have, as the member for
Lowan, to speak on the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. The
purpose of this bill is to amend the Adoption Act 1984
to enable the adoption of children by same-sex and
gender non-specific couples.
The bill also seeks to amend the Equal Opportunity Act
2010 to remove the exception to the prohibition to
discriminate in relation to religious bodies providing
adoption services. An amendment to this bill has been
circulated by the Deputy Leader of The Nationals,
which I support in full. This amendment is entirely
consistent with the government’s bill and would enable
the adoption of children by same-sex couples; however,
the amended bill removes clause 17 from the
government’s bill, which has the effect of retaining the
right of religious bodies providing adoption services to
adhere to and exercise their legitimate religious beliefs.
I note that The Nationals have agreed to allow a free
vote on this bill. The highly emotive nature of the
content of this bill, in addition to potential conflict with
individual members’ personal and religious beliefs,
means that a free vote will allow all Nationals members
to exercise their individual will when deciding how to
vote. The Nationals are to be commended for
supporting a free vote on this issue, and I am very
proud to be associated with a party which has such
respect for its members that it allows a free vote rather
than a binding vote on this sensitive matter.
In deciding my free vote, I have taken into account the
views of my constituents and The Nationals party
membership, and I sincerely thank everybody who has
contacted my office to raise and share their views about
this matter.

Thursday, 22 October 2015

In relation to the core purpose of this bill, which allows
same-sex couples to adopt, I must first refer to a motion
raised at this year’s Nationals Victoria state conference.
Mr Zachary Relouw, a local member of The Nationals
Horsham branch and Lowan Assembly electorate
district council raised a motion for debate at the state
conference. The motion was:
That this conference supports current efforts to review
Victoria’s open adoption processes, with a view to making
adoptions more accessible.

The motion was put at state conference, with debate
focused on same-sex adoptions. I am very proud of our
party for passing the motion almost unanimously. I am
also very proud that our party has the maturity to debate
this topic, which can be highly charged with emotion,
and to form a position that challenges the way people
traditionally perceive the party. I am incredibly proud
of The Nationals for supporting this view, and I think
that it goes to show that The Nationals are evolving, as
are the country people and communities that we
represent. It is also a sound example of why The
Nationals are a true political party of the people. That a
motion from a grassroots member can be adopted to
guide party policy is something that sets The Nationals
apart from all other political parties.
I have received many comments from my local
constituents regarding this bill. Whether they are in
support of or opposed to the intent and intended
outcome of this bill, the consistent theme is that the best
interests of the child should be paramount. I strongly
endorse these views and have used this intent to guide
my vote today.
It should be noted at the outset that the number of
adoptions in Victoria is exceptionally low. Between
1 July 2014 and 30 April 2015 there were only 48
adoptions in Victoria. Of those 48 adoptions, only 20
were stranger adoptions. This low adoption rate is
typical across Australia. This bill will remove a number
of inconsistencies in current law in relation to a child’s
legal relationship to parents who are same-sex attracted.
There are many legal inconsistencies in relation to the
ability for same-sex individuals and couples to care for
children, to foster children and to adopt.
For example, while a single same-sex attracted
individual may legally adopt a child, a same-sex couple
may not. Further, while a same-sex couple may foster a
child, they may not adopt a child. I find it very difficult
to comprehend why a same-sex couple are deemed
acceptable in terms of becoming foster parents and
raising our most vulnerable children, yet the child is not
able to enter into an ongoing legally recognised
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relationship with these people, who they deem their
parents in every way.
There are many examples of children currently living in
a family unit with parents who are in a same-sex
relationship. In fact there are almost 2700 children
living in this type of family unit today. Under the
current legislation these children have no legal ability to
recognise their relationship with the adults that they
love and respect as parents. The bill resolves these
inconsistencies, and provides children with their
rightful legal relationship to adults that provide the
love, security, care and support that we expect of any
parent. This is the right of the child, and it is in the best
interests of children already living in these family units.
I therefore support this element of the bill.
I do not support clause 17, which removes the
exemption to the prohibition to discriminate in relation
to religious bodies providing adoption services.
Freedom of religion and religious belief is an important
foundation of Australian society. I do not believe it is
the role of the Parliament to dictate to religious bodies
what their beliefs should be when those beliefs are
legitimate. Most adoption service providers support the
bill and will provide adoption services to same-sex
couples. It is the coalition’s view that legitimate
religious views should be respected and, given that a
number of service providers have indicated they will
provide this service, the best balance is struck in
maintaining the current exemption in the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010.
It would be extremely disappointing if the government
did not allow a vote on the amendments circulated
today by the member for Euroa. The amendments are
sensible and will deliver the same outcomes to children
currently living in family units which include a
same-sex or gender non-specific couple. To allow a
vote on the amendments circulated today would be a
sensible and rational approach, and I urge the
government to allow this vote to occur.
Mr Morris — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
throughout most of this debate the demeanour of the
house has been respectful and quiet. I found it very
difficult to hear the member for Lowan in the later
stages of her contribution. I ask you to ask the house to
lower the volume.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! I uphold the point of order. Certainly respect has
been shown by both sides, but I had difficulty hearing
the last speaker as well. I request the same respect from
both sides.
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Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I want to
make a brief contribution this afternoon on the
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015. I begin by commending many of
the contributions made by previous speakers. I would
especially like to thank the member for Sunbury for his
personal story about the gratitude his family felt having
adopted children as part of their loving family. I
highlight the Minister for Women’s contribution. She
said that many couples in her electorate of Northcote
provide incredible foster care, but, because they are gay
couples, they are denied the right to adopt the children
who they care for and love and who they want to see as
members of their family under the law. I am very proud
to support this legislation.
As I have heard many people say, we should see this
legislation as putting the child first. It is not about us as
adults; it is about putting the child first. What every
child needs and deserves, as so many speakers have
said, is a loving family, and every family deserves a
supportive community. I am very proud to be on this
side of the house where we are all supporting the bill,
because we are committed to supporting families and
the community and to having a caring government that
is committed to human rights, confronting
discrimination and having real respect.
That is what the legislation is about, having real respect
for the diversity of the people who live amongst us. As
other speakers have also said, this fulfils an election
commitment. It is about putting equality back into the
political lexicon. It is about putting up in lights that as a
government we are committed to equal rights and to
ending discrimination based on sexuality so that all
families are equal and no child, irrespective of the
family unit, is discriminated against and does not have
the same rights as every other child.
My thoughts on this were determined very early in my
political career when a well-mannered and well-spoken
young lady turned up at my electorate office. She was
visiting me on behalf of her brother. He was in a gay
relationship and wanted to adopt a child. The couple
had been living in another country where this was
possible, but they wanted to come back to Australia.
She was really fearful that this beautiful child, who was
coming into a very loving and caring unit, would
somehow not be accepted here because our laws were
so behind the times. I note other states have got ahead
of us in this matter. I was a little bit reluctant when I
first heard her speaking. I had grown up in a
mother-father household, hearing Baptist Church
Sunday school stories. The mother-father paradigm was
very strong in my upbringing. But after spending some
time with the young lady I could not think of a luckier
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child in the world to be coming into this family,
including the extended family, and as her representative
in the Parliament I raised this issue with the then
Attorney-General, Rob Hulls.
The winds of change have swept through the
Parliament and brought this bill here. This is a
contemporary piece of legislation. Many of our children
have gay friends. They bring them home, and they are
now starting to bring home their foster children and the
children who have been born through all sorts of
different means, I have to say. We look a bit like
fuddy-duddies in that in 2015 we are just coming to
terms with the things that our children accept; they take
them for granted. As Susie O’Brien said in the Herald
Sun, it is about time this legislation came before the
Parliament.
Recently friends of ours went to Fiji to get engaged.
They already have a newborn child. The mother of one
member of the very happily engaged couple said,
‘When are you going to get married?’. She was told,
‘We’ll get married when everybody else in Australia
can get married’. That is the attitude of young people
today, and that is the attitude this Parliament should
represent.
Finally, to those people who have sent me very
negative emails about the bill and to the critics and
protesters at the back gate, I say thank you for your
contribution, but I am not going to be taking much
notice of it. I have some tips for them. There is lots of
God’s work out there that they could be doing. They
could give $50 to World Vision to sponsor a child. I
hope they pray fervently for the people of Syria who
will soon be arriving in our state and open their doors
and bedrooms to them. They should educate themselves
about this issue. I will finish by quoting from
1 Corinthians 13.13:
And now these three remain: faith, hope and love. But the
greatest of these is love.

This bill is essentially about recognising that same-sex
couples can love each other and provide a loving
relationship for their children, and that their children
can grow up in a loving family. As the Beatles sang,
‘All you need is love’.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — The reform
proposed by the bill is overdue, and some might say a
very long time overdue. I am certainly pleased to see
that the matter is now before the house. However, I am
not pleased — in fact I am absolutely disgusted — by
the form in which the Premier and his Minister for
Equality have prepared the bill for the house to
consider. The government has brought together two
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initiatives that are entirely contradictory in nature, not
for legitimate policy outcomes and certainly not in the
spirit of genuine reform. The government has brought
to the house a bill which, in my view, is constructed
solely for its own base political purposes. This is not a
bill about equality. It is a bill of deceit. I am somewhat
encouraged, however, because in the long, dark tunnel
down which the government has dragged the house,
there is a faint glimmer of light, and that light is the
prospect of a successful amendment to the bill with the
removal of clause 17.
This is a bill of two distinct parts, and in fact two
entirely contradictory parts. Part 2, clauses 4 to 16,
amends the Adoption Act 1984, and part 3, clause 17,
amends the Equal Opportunity Act 2010. While the
words of the parts are not in conflict, the outcomes
certainly will be. I do not propose to go into the detail
of the bill, largely because I am very much aware of the
time pressures imposed on the house — and others
have referred to that — time pressures undoubtedly
intended to stifle debate and prevent the house from
considering the bill in detail.
If this government had any respect for the democratic
process, it would not subject the bill to the guillotine
and it would allow the proper parliamentary process to
unfold. In that regard, I contrast the manner in which
former Premier John Brumby oversaw contentious bills
like this one with the way the current Premier is
conducting himself. The current Premier does not fare
well in that comparison.
We have all been inundated by emails — and checking
my phone I notice that they have continued this
afternoon — many of them making claims that are
simply untrue. The reality is if part 2 is agreed to by the
Parliament, the existing limitations of sexual preference
or attraction that currently exist in the Adoption Act
will be removed — no more, no less. Despite claims to
the contrary — and they are claims by people outside
the house, not inside the house — this bill does not
rewrite the Adoption Act. The bill does not remove
section 9 of the principal act — the requirement for the
welfare and interests of the child to be paramount. It
does not remove section 14, which requires counselling
for the child, and, as far as practicable, that the wishes
of the child be ascertained and considered; and it does
not remove section 15(b), which requires the
consideration of any wishes expressed by a
relinquishing parent in relation to the religion, race or
ethnic background of the proposed adoptive parent or
parents.
In 2008, during the debate on the Relationships Bill, I
made the following observation:
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There are of course people who are loud and proud
heterosexuals, and there are people who are similarly
enthusiastic about the alternative, and that is certainly the
right of both groups. But most people simply want to get on
with their lives in a stable and monogamous relationship,
irrespective of their sexual preference.

I still hold firmly to that view. Similarly, in the context
of this debate, I believe it is the right of every child to
grow up embraced by the love of parents who are in a
stable and monogamous relationship — in other words,
in a family, whatever form that family may take. Part 2
of this bill, if it is implemented, will achieve that
outcome, and on that basis I believe it is worthy of
support.
But sadly, as I have noted, this is a bill of two distinct
parts, and in that regard while part 2 is worthy of
support, the changes proposed by part 3 of the bill are
quite simply odious. They are an attack on a
fundamental right: the right to freedom of religion. For
centuries, and in some instances for millennia,
communities have fought for their religious freedom,
and when it is attained, they have jealously and rightly
guarded it. And let us not forget, religious freedom
includes the freedom to not be religious at all. It is
indeed a hard-earnt right, and this bill is a direct attack
on it.
As the current commonwealth Attorney-General,
Senator George Brandis, told the Senate in his shadow
capacity back in June 2013:
You cannot have freedom of religion if you also have
legislation which requires, which imposes by statutory
obligation, an obligation upon a church or religious institution
to conduct its affairs at variance with the tenets of its
teachings. If we were to accept that proposition, then we
would have a position in which the state tells a church or
adherents to a religious faith what they may or may not
believe, and that is just wrong …

I cannot put it any better — clause 17 is just wrong.
While I totally support the intent and the likely outcome
of part 2 of the bill, I will never support the type of
change proposed by part 3. It is my intention to abstain
from voting on this bill, but I want to make it clear that
if it does come back to the house with clause 17
removed, it will have my unequivocal support.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — It is my pleasure
to rise to speak on the Adoption Amendment (Adoption
by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. This government is
committed to putting equality back on the agenda — it
made that very plain from the start — particularly for
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex
Victorians. We want to create an inclusive Victoria that
strives for equality, fairness and decency in our
community, and this bill is one such tool that does that.
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A person’s sexual orientation is distinct from their
capacity to provide a loving environment and be a
caring parent, and by restricting the pool of eligible
adoption applicants, a child in need may potentially be
deprived of the opportunity to be placed with the most
suitable carers.
Before I go on, I want to say that I respect what has
been said today by all speakers in this house — and
potentially in the other house — but I will not support
discrimination. We just heard from the member for
Mornington that this bill is not about equality. I am
dumbfounded at that statement. We heard from the
Leader of The Nationals, and he said he was reflecting
the wishes of his community by not supporting this bill.
I had a phone call from one person and their family
from the member’s electorate of Murray Plains who
want me to pass on their disappointment that he has not
reflected their views. They want to know if he
remembers the television show Little Britain — there is
more than one gay in the village. The member for
Murray Plains needs to reflect his diverse community
and their wishes.
The shadow Attorney-General would have us believe
that the agencies in question will be discriminated
against under the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006. That is not exactly correct;
the charter of human rights protects individuals, not
these agencies, so there are some fallacies there from
the start. It is clear that it is time to update our laws to
reflect our diverse society and to ensure that same-sex
families, and most importantly the children within
them, are not disadvantaged. I fully believe it is what
the majority of our Victorian community expects. I take
this bill personally, and I support adoption equality.
Same-sex adoption is effectively already happening.
We are just making it legal so that the names of both
parents are on the birth certificate, and that is fair.
In broad terms, the question is not about why we should
not have adoption equality, although that seems to be
the focus of some of the emails I have received from
lobby groups outside the Frankston electorate. Their
reasons reflect bigoted, discriminatory and unfounded
opinions, and they use the excuse that it is not in the
child’s best interests. They are based on homophobia;
some are based on anatomy lessons. They are based on
the notion that a man cannot take on a woman’s role
and a woman cannot take on a man’s role, but I know
there are plenty of single-parent families that are doing
a great job. The reasons are also based on religious
belief. My parents are very religious and they have no
issue with this bill. They preach love, tolerance and
family values, which I think embraces Christianity
quite well. I also received an email that said it is a
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scientific fact that single-sex parents pose a higher risk
for the child of sexual abuse, which is just crazy.
The question should actually be about why adoption
equality is a good thing. There are many reasons why it
is good, including the most important, which is having
a loving family that is up to the challenge of raising a
child and having professional, responsible couples
willing to help their communities. Studies show that the
stereotypical father and mother roles are far less
important than two stable, supportive, caring, decent
role models. From the perspective of a father and a
former teacher, I know that the argument against
same-sex marriage is baseless. How many children
have the people who have written these emails
adopted? I would like to ask them that. I am tipping the
answer is none. I would say to some of these people, ‘If
you can’t put up, shut up’.
We have been through similar evolutions in society
before. That is something about our societies and
communities; they keep moving on; it is individuals
that stay in the one place. Arguing against marriage
equality is baseless, and I will tell members why. Mark
my words, it will not be long before people who stood
up against the civil right of adoption equality will be
looked on as being just as outdated as James F. Blake,
who was the bus driver in Montgomery, Alabama, who
ordered Rosa Parks to give up her seat to a white
passenger in 1955. The arguments against marriage
equality are just like the baseless arguments put forward
against giving women the vote. I think that is part of the
evolution that communities go through.
The community expects that this bill will go through
the Parliament unimpeded; a bill based on the
community showing us an empirical base of data in
contrast to the generally held historical beliefs that are
based on deep-rooted ideologies that render other
groups inferior. That is what this is about; it is about
discrimination.
We cannot keep turning our backs on people in our
community in same-sex relationships. Generations
before us have fought too hard and too long against
discrimination based on race, colour and gender not to
stand up against discrimination based on sexual
orientation. To those who oppose this bill I say: if you
want to live in the 1950s, that is fine, but do not drag
me and other progressive people in our community
back there. It is not about sexual preference; it is not
about faith; it is about love. I commend the Premier and
the Minister for Equality for their strong and enduring
passion in this area. I strongly commend this bill to the
house and wish it unimpeded passage.

Thursday, 22 October 2015

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — The key purpose of
the Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015 is said to be the removal of
discrimination against same-sex couples wishing to
adopt children in Victoria. Clause 7 of the bill amends
section 11 of the Adoption Act 1984 to allow partners
in a domestic relationship, regardless of the sex or
gender identity of the partners, to have adoption orders
made in their favour. Let me state very clearly that I do
not have an issue with that. However, I take issue when
a measure designed supposedly to remove
discrimination from one group leads to discrimination
against another. Let me explain why.
Clause 17 of the bill inserts a new section 82(3) into
part 5 of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 to remove the
exception to the prohibition to discriminate in relation
to religious bodies providing adoption services. We
know that some relinquishing parents choose to use a
religion-based adoption agency as they feel they share
common values.
In my view, there are several important factors which
should be taken into consideration before any adoption
can occur. The first is that the relinquishing parent’s
wishes should be respected. Equally, the adopting
person or persons should have the capacity and will to
be the best possible parent or parents for that child.
Legislation in other states does not disregard the wishes
of the relinquishing parent and neither should ours in
Victoria. This overzealous approach is typical of the
current and former Labor governments in this state. It is
clause 17 that I object to, and should it stand part of the
bill and not be deleted or amended, I will regrettably
not be able to vote in favour of the passing of this bill.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am pleased to add
my comments in regard to this very significant bill, the
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015. Can I note that sometimes when
bills are debated in this house it is hard to get inspired
because the comments are repetitive and do not reveal
much of the MPs as people. However, this is a bill in
relation to which I have been inspired by many of the
comments and contributions made by members in this
house, because they have shared their personal
experiences and personal philosophies. It says a lot
about the nature of this bill.
We know that the core of this bill relates to equality and
the fact that no-one should be ruled off or put on a list
because of a label that is placed upon them. They
should all be regarded as individuals and judged upon
their merits, upon the character of the person and so on.
Couples seeking to adopt should be assessed on the
qualities they will bring as parents. It is a central notion
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of this bill that just because people happen to be gay or
from the LGBTI community, that should in no way
mean a label is put on them that would rule them out of
being able to apply for adoption and be judged in the
same way as any other couple seeking adoption.
The effect of this bill in some ways will not be great
because there are so few adoptions available in this
state each year. Very few couples are successful in
adopting, as we know, so very few gay couples will be
successful in adopting. But under this bill they will be
treated equally with all of those other couples who seek
adoption, and I think that is a great thing.
Over my years I have seen so many examples of gay
couples being wonderful, loving parents who have
cared for their children so impressively. An example I
can think of is that of a young gay male couple whom I
have known for a number of years. Not many years ago
they were able to adopt or have in their care a young
girl whom they just love. They are terrific parents of
that child, and it is great to see how devoted they are to
their baby daughter and what great parents they clearly
are.
I have a number of women friends in relationships who
are bringing up children and doing an absolutely
fantastic job with that. I remember another constituent
who came to see me a couple of years ago, a very
impressive young woman who is a doctor and who is in
a relationship with another woman. She was pregnant at
the time and was looking forward to becoming a parent
in their relationship. She clearly impressed me in how
devoted she was going to be as a mother.
The issue she raised with me, though, which I am
pleased to see covered in this bill, is that for couples in
such relationships who are caring for young children,
often only one of them is recognised as the legal
guardian of the child. The other has no rights. Whether
it be for school issues, health issues or other matters, the
other partner does not have rights. I am very pleased to
see that this bill removes the wording ‘de facto spouse’
from the legislation and recognises ‘domestic partners’
in relationships so that the domestic partner will be
officially recognised in the relationship. I think that is
of great benefit.
Lastly, I just want to share one of the observations I
have made most closely within my family. I want to
talk about my nephews, two wonderful young men who
are now in their 30s. Early on in their life their parents’
relationship — the relationship between my brother and
his wife — broke up and for the majority of their
childhood those children grew up with their mother and
her new partner, who happened to be a woman. Those
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children grew up really well, with their mother and their
new additional parent looking after them incredibly
well. While they still often had time with my brother,
they grew up really well, and I am so proud of them.
Now in their 30s, they are married, with two children
each, and they are being great parents themselves.
Whenever I have seen same-sex couples bringing up
children I have seen positives nearly all the way. We
certainly know of a number of situations where we
have seen children with heterosexual parents where that
was not necessarily the case. Clearly the issue with this
bill is that people should be judged on their merits, not
labelled in regard to their sexuality or for any other
purpose.
Great leadership is being shown by Premier and the
Labor Party in bringing this bill forward. It will ensure
that some of these issues of inequality that have existed
in legislation are put aside so that we can celebrate
equality and move forward and so that people who have
been discriminated against in the past because they
have been in a gay relationship or such will be treated
equally when they seek adoption. This bill is a great
move forward, and I am very proud of the government.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015 and to
support the amendments circulated in the name of the
member for Euroa. I acknowledge the contribution by
the member for Euroa in leading this debate and also
that by the member for Hawthorn, who spoke on the
extinguishment of rights.
I have researched this bill, I have listened to
commentary and opinion on this bill and I have thought
long and hard about it. There are elements of this bill I
am in agreeance with. I do believe that a child in a
same-sex family has a right to two legally recognised
parents. When reflecting on this bill I do not believe it
is my place to deny this for a child. For example, in a
lesbian relationship where a child already exists with
two mothers, only the birth mother has any legal rights.
Should a school form need signing, only the birth
mother can sign it. In the case of an emergency or
accident, it is only the birth mother who has rights, and
should the birth mother be injured, or worse, then the
child is left an orphan.
However, this bill is in two parts, and it is unfortunate
that those opposite were unwilling to consider the
coalition’s amendments — amendments that mean that
the bill would not discriminate against the human right
of freedom of religion.
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The rights of someone relinquishing a child for
adoption are spelt out in the Adoption Act 1984. That
act requires that:
… the Secretary or principal officer has given consideration
to any wishes expressed by a parent of the child in relation to
the religion, race or ethnic background of the proposed
adoptive parent or adoptive parents of the child …

I note that the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee (SARC) observed that clause 17 may have
the effect of barring an approved agency from acting on
the wishes of the parent of a child as to the sex, sexual
orientation, lawful sexual activity, marital status,
parental status or gender identity of the proposed
adopting parents. SARC went on to say that clause 17
may engage the right of a child’s parents to be free to
demonstrate his or her religion or belief in practice, as
part of a community in public or private, insofar as the
parent’s religion or belief informs his or her wishes
about the proposed adoptive parents of his or her child.
We claim to allow diversity and preach tolerance but
appear to be promoting more and more intolerance. In
clause 17 of this bill we are removing a right and
demonstrating intolerance. The Parliament of Victoria
needs to address complex issues, and we can do better
than clause 17 when balancing community views. I
note that no other state that has reformed its adoption
laws has sought to remove an exemption under its equal
opportunity act. I also know that the Victorian Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 is being reviewed, and this issue
could be and should be a part of that review.
I cannot support a bill that extinguishes the right of
religious conscience or freedom.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I am very proud today
to speak in support of the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. This bill is
a key plank of the Andrews Labor government’s
comprehensive equality agenda. As our Premier has
said, equality is not negotiable. Where this government
sees that existing laws are discriminatory and out of
step with community attitudes and practice, it will be
taking steps to amend them.
This legislation recognises the many parents currently
living with their children who, because of their
same-sex relationship, are not legally recognised as the
child’s parent, despite their fulfilling this role. Currently
in Australia 11 per cent of gay men and 33 per cent of
lesbians have children. This bill removes the legal
impediments to these mothers, fathers and parents
being recognised as such.
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Like others before me, I have taken time to consider the
arguments of those in our community and in this place
who have opposed the bill. It seems to me that the key
plank of opposition rests on what is in the best interests
of children. I have thought a lot about this as I, like I am
sure the rest of my colleagues here, take my
responsibility to legislate in the best interests of
children very seriously indeed. I am confident that this
bill does nothing to disadvantage children. Indeed to the
contrary, it supports the best interests of children by
enabling legal recognition of the parents with whom the
children of same-sex couples live.
Research in the field of family studies shows that the
most important influence on children is family
functioning — that is, what goes on within a family
rather than family structure — which is the number and
gender of the parents. The research in this regard is
unequivocal. This certainly reflects my experience, not
only in my own family but also of the children and
families I have known as a teacher, as an MP and as a
parent observing my own child’s development and that
of her friends. I have observed families in all their
diversity navigate the challenges that come their way,
regardless of their structure. However, there is one
challenge that children of same-sex couples face that is
not experienced by the children of heterosexual or
single-parent families, and that is discrimination
because of their parents sexuality.
In addition the children of same-sex families have to
live with the discrimination, harassment and violence
that is directed at their parents. As co-chair of the
LGBTI working group on health, advising the Minister
for Health on equality, I have been shocked to learn of
the extent of mental health challenges in Victoria’s
LGBTI community that are experienced as a direct
consequence of discrimination in our community. The
prevalence of violence and harassment directed at
LGBTI Victorians is similarly shocking.
This bill is one step toward ending discrimination in our
community. The best interests of children are supported
by each and every one of us doing all we can to end the
discrimination against LGBTI Victorians, to stop the
harassment, to stop the violence and to give appropriate
recognition to the thousands of same-sex families in our
community. I commend the bill to the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
make a brief contribution to the debate on the Adoption
Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill
2015. I have given this bill much thought. I have met
with and listened to many people, some of whom have
been well informed and some of whom have been ill
informed. I have read various articles about adoption by
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same-sex couples, and I have tried to separate my own
opinions from those of my constituents. I do not oppose
same-sex adoption, but I do have problems with
clause 17. The right to freedom of choice of religion is
paramount to our civilisation. This clause is removing
that. The rights of the relinquishing mother or father
and the rights of the child have to be paramount.
Whether a child is born from surrogacy, sperm
donation or a heterosexual relationship, they have more
than one parent and those parents should and must have
their wishes for the future of their child given
paramount consideration.
I know several children who are living in same-sex
families. To me they are no worse or better than
children of traditional heterosexual couples or
single-parent families. The children still give the same
joys and present the same problems: two-year-olds still
throw tantrums, and teenagers and early adolescents
still have the ability to drive their parents to distraction
as they challenge anything and everything. They still
have the same hassles with getting homework done,
getting schooling done, the use of computers and TV
and the same joy in athletic and academic successes.
They have the same hassles with food that everyone
else has. There seems to me to be no difference in the
children that I know who have grown up in same-sex
families from those who have grown up in single-parent
families or with heterosexual couples.
Many same-sex couples have taken into their homes
and fostered children, and they have done so
successfully. I have probably had more experience than
anyone in this house with children who have been taken
into care and often placed in institutional-type homes
because of the lack of foster parents. I worked with
children under the age of 5 and then for a period with
12 to 18-year-olds. If we could have placed more
children into foster homes, their lives then and into the
future would have been so much better, so I want to
acknowledge those who have fostered and given
stability and love. In particular, there is one couple —
two women I will not name because of their privacy —
who have raised three foster children. Those children
are now developing into the most loving, caring
children I have ever known, and they are beautiful. This
couple has given them so much, after their traumatised
start in life. I have no problems with same-sex couples
raising children. As I said, I wish them well through
those teenage years — and I wish I could have afforded
boarding school for two of mine, because it would have
made life much easier!
However, I do have problems with clause 17, and
although I support same-sex adoption, I cannot support
clause 17. To me it goes against everything that I stand
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for — for freedom. People have said that only four
children were placed by the Catholic adoption services,
but that is four children, that is four lives of four
children, and I cannot support this bill if clause 17 is
left intact.
Mr LIM (Clarinda) — I have a dilemma after
listening to so many speakers on both sides, simply
because of where I come from, where we have so much
tolerance. I am amazed because the former king, who
just passed away three years ago, King Norodom
Sihanouk, gave his blessing to same-sex couples. When
you have a royal blessing, you are invited into the royal
palace and given a full ceremony as if you were a royal
couple. This is to tell the whole world that Cambodia is
very tolerant when it comes to same-sex couples and
therefore adoption by same-sex couples is very normal.
Therefore I am bemused sometimes to hear so much
drama exhibited by many people.
In a way Cambodia is somewhat backwards, but the
limitation on the quality of life of same-sex couples or
heterosexual couples is only because of the degree of
poverty there. When it comes to acceptance, tolerance,
engagement and embracing people of the same gender
when they fall in love, I think people in Cambodia are
progressive — and members have probably heard a lot
about Thailand also, and people in same-sex
relationships prospering there. This goes back to a long
tradition in that part of the world of being very tolerant
and very embracing. It is part of the Buddhist teaching
that everyone is born equal, and that how you behave
and how you conduct yourself builds up your karma,
and you have to deal with your karma when it comes
time to have to deal with it.
I had prepared a setpiece speech, which I do not think I
am going to present to the house, because it would be
very much like the comments made by many of my
colleagues on this side of the chamber. There is one
comment that was made by the member for
Mornington that I took offence to. He tried to diminish
what the Premier is trying to do. I think our Premier is a
unique Premier, he is a very progressive Premier and he
is a visionary Premier. He has achieved a long list of
firsts in this country. We should remember that he led
the Pride March early this year. He also appointed the
first female Governor of this state, and he has achieved
many other things.
I will never forget an article that was published in the
Age just recently that portrayed the Premier as a
21st century Premier: he leads and pulls this
community up and into the 21st century. Let us wake
up and be part of the 21st century, and be proud of it. I
have not got much more to say, but I am very proud to
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be part of this very progressive, advanced and visionary
government.

and responsibilities in relation to children that all
families know so well.

Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to support this
bill. It is legislation that is designed to enshrine equality
in our adoption laws. A number of other state
Parliaments have already done this. I understand that
this is the last piece of legislation in Victoria that
actually discriminates on the basis of sexual orientation.

There is a process in relation to adoption, and it is a
rigorous process. It puts the interests of the children at
the heart of the considerations of the court, and it
requires that a court is satisfied that the adoptive parents
are fit and proper people. It takes into account the
wishes of the child, and where appropriate that is taken
into account from an age perspective, so where children
are of an age where they can have a say, they will be
consulted. It requires that the parties go through
counselling, and at the end of the day it requires the
court to make a really careful and considered decision.

Adoption occurs very infrequently in this state, and
whether the passage of this legislation will change that I
am not sure, but in all my years as a family law
specialist I recall only doing one adoption, and that was
in very exceptional circumstances. That is really
because there are three avenues in this state whereby
parental responsibility is given to people. The first is
under the Adoption Act 1984, the second is through the
permanent care orders that are made pursuant to the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005, and the third is
through a parenting order under the Family Law Act
1975.
The commonality of those three pieces of legislation is
that the requirement always is for the court to consider
what is in the best interests of the children. But the
difference between those three pieces of legislation is
that the Adoption Act is the only piece of legislation of
those three that discriminates by not allowing same-sex
parties to be engaged in the process and, in this case, to
adopt. The legislation in those three options arises in
different circumstances. While I was going to go into
them, I will not, because I am aware that many speakers
want to speak, and that we need to be brief today.
The reality is that most orders in relation to the
parenting of children occur under the Family Law Act.
As I said earlier, adoption has been very infrequent.
The Adoption Act requires that a court will only make
an order for adoption if the making of an order in
relation to guardianship and custody of children cannot
be made under the Family Law Act, because it would
not necessarily be the appropriate avenue to do it. The
legislation that has been used for many years in that
context of family law relates only to children under the
age of 18 years, and similarly that is the case with the
Adoption Act.
The reason I raise these various methods is really to
point out that there are a number of mechanisms
whereby the state enables parents to be responsible and
to care for their children in a legal sense. By providing
equality within this legislation, we are opening it up to
all families in our community to enjoy the benefits of
this legislation in this state. With that comes the rights

This is not opening up something in a random way. The
rules will continue to apply in the same way to
everyone who is considered under this legislation,
whether they be heterosexual or same-sex couples.
Where adoption occurs, it will often extinguish the
rights of a biological parent, and a court will also have
to take that into account. Again, these are serious issues
that a court has to consider.
I live in, and represent, a diverse community. Over
30 languages are spoken throughout my electorate.
There are people of many religious beliefs. There are
many things that I have had to weigh up in coming to
the decision that I have in relation to this, but the
overwhelming thing that guides me is that I believe that
equality needs to be the paramount consideration, and I
formed the view that I will support this legislation on
that basis.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to speak
in support of this proposed amendment to the Adoption
Act 1984. My contribution will be brief, but I believe it
is important that all members of Parliament stand up
and have their views recorded and counted on this
issue. In the Thomastown electorate the last census
recorded that more than half of the residents identified
as Catholic, although only a handful have written to me
about this issue expressing any concern.
Equality, fairness and humanitarianism are what the
Australian Labor Party is about, and this bill is an
expression of those values. To me, it ensures that all
families and relationships are recognised equally. It will
expand provisions in the Adoption Act to allow
same-sex couples to adopt children in the same
circumstances as heterosexual couples. What is
important for children is that they have a loving,
nurturing environment in which to grow up and
develop. That is not determined by whether it is a
single-parent family, a same-sex family or a
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heterosexual family. Those are not the things that
determine how well a child is looked after.
The time has come to do away with laws based on
prejudice and bigotry. This bill removes old prejudices
about what is acceptable and not acceptable. For far too
long too many bad laws have continued to uphold
prejudice, often influenced by religious organisations
and narrow-mindedness. We do not have to look back
far to see policy and legislation that forcibly removed
children from unmarried mothers. Not too long ago
there was the stolen generation, when the state took
children away from Aboriginal mothers and families.
We now live with the consequences. All of us see the
consequences of those awful laws based on prejudice.
I fully support and am very proud to be part of the
Andrews Labor government, which is removing yet
another inequality within our legal system. I support the
ability of all people to adopt children. I support the
rights of children to have their families, whatever their
make-up, recognised, and to have the respect and
equality we all deserve. I fully support this legislation.
No organisation should be exempt from it. It is the state
that has responsibility for the welfare of children.
Adoption is a state matter. In some ways we contract
out these responsibilities to other organisations, and if
they want to continue working in this space they should
follow the law.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise to make a contribution on the Adoption
Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex Couples)
Bill 2015. I want to speak in favour of the amendments
that were circulated by the Deputy Leader of The
Nationals at the start of this debate. Given a number of
adoption agencies will provide services to same-sex
couples, I believe it is appropriate to maintain the
current exemption for religious entities that
conscientiously object. If the amendments are not
considered, it presents a difficult situation for some of
us. Should those of us who believe this religious
exemption should remain in place vote against this bill;
or should we put this view on the record but then vote
for the bill because we also believe a person’s sexual
orientation has no impact on their ability to be a loving
and caring parent?
We already have a number of children and young
people living in same-sex couple households. The 2011
Australian Bureau of Statistics figures put the total at
2700. Studies have shown children of same-sex
parented families perform just as well as, or better than,
children raised in heterosexual families on a range of
social, psychological and educational variables. At
present people of same-sex orientation are able to
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adopt; that currently takes place. But joint applications
are not permitted, so only one same-sex parent can be
recognised. I have received a number of emails this
week, particularly in the last 48 hours, saying this bill
will allow for same-sex adoption. That is wrong.
Same-sex adoption occurs now. This is simply about
same-sex couples being jointly recognised, as
heterosexual couples are.
The most important question for me personally on this
issue is whether parents have the capacity to provide
stability, love and care in the life of the person they
adopt. In line with this, I note the comments of the chief
executive officer of Anglicare Victoria, who said:
The bottom line for us isn’t about gender, race, religion or
sexual preference. It’s about the ability to provide a loving
and caring home for the child.

I completely agree with that view. The fact is that
same-sex couples are already providing very nurturing
and caring environments for the people they adopt.
I will say I am opposed to the way this bill has been
framed. It compromises those of us who are not
opposed to same-sex adoption but do not want to vote
for a bill that removes the right to conscientious
objection on religious grounds. While I believe the
traditional family structure is the best environment in
which to raise a child, I support the bill for the reasons I
have outlined. But I want to put very clearly on the
record my support for an amendment to allow religious
organisations exemptions on grounds of conscientious
objection.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I rise to
make a contribution on the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. In doing
so, I hark back to some of the extraordinary reforms
that have been made by Labor governments since 2001,
when the then Attorney-General, Rob Hulls, to whom I
had the honour of being the parliamentary secretary,
undertook a sweeping set of reforms to end
discrimination against people on the basis of their
gender or sexuality.
Reflecting on those days, I think it was an extraordinary
commitment by the then Attorney-General to end many
kinds of unfair discrimination directed against people
living in same-sex relationships. It went to some of the
most basic rights that we who live in heterosexual
relationships have enjoyed forever, including things
like access to a partner in hospital. In the past if there
were circumstances where someone required acute
care, a same-sex partner was effectively excluded from
providing direction to the hospital about their partner’s
care. When it goes to such a fundamental thing as this,
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it is a deeply troubling and unfair society in which we
live.

child. That has to be the lens through which we must
judge these matters.

So I am immensely proud of the work that was done by
then Attorney-General Hulls throughout his whole
career in ensuring that if you were living in a same-sex
relationship, you enjoyed the same set of rights in every
single aspect of life that I enjoy as someone living in a
heterosexual relationship.

I have many friends and colleagues in same-sex
relationships, and I have very close family associations
with a number of same-sex families. You could not
hope for more caring and loving environments.
Ultimately that is what this has to be about — the
recognition that the loving environment in which a
child is raised is absolutely fundamental to their
development and their long-term care, regardless of
their parents’ sexuality. This bill is about us as a
Parliament recognising and putting the child at the
centre of our considerations.

Frankly, it goes to the question of fairness; it is simply a
question of fairness to ensure that we as a society, and
indeed we as a Parliament, sweep away any form of
discrimination that stands in the way of any person in
our community. That is why so many members of this
Parliament stand unambiguously in support of the
recommendations of the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. We argue
that equality, frankly, is non-negotiable. We vowed as
part of our election commitments, which we were voted
in on, to put equality back on the agenda.
Having looked at the backdrop of those extraordinary
reforms undertaken by previous Labor governments, let
us now look at this government and the reforms it has
already put in place.
We have the first-ever shadow Minister for Equality,
and we are glad to see that the Greens political party
and the Liberals have followed our lead and appointed
their own shadow ministers for equality; that is a very
good thing. We have the first ever Minister for Equality
anywhere in the country. The Safe Schools Coalition
will be rolled out across all government schools. This
will be critically important in supporting those young
people who are trying to deal with gender issues in
school, which is a very tough environment for them.
We have delivered on our promise to appoint a gender
and sexuality commissioner. We have delivered on our
promise to deliver an LGBTI task force to support the
government’s efforts to put equality on the agenda.
Indeed only very recently our Premier, in what I think
was an outstanding contribution, called out the New
South Wales Liberal government for banning schools
from showing Gayby Baby, a film that depicts the lives
of normal, diverse families. This is a proud record of
support by this government.
The bill before the house will enable the ultimate legal
recognition of existing family arrangements by
enabling same-sex step-parents and long-term carers to
adopt and to ensure that a child in need is given the
opportunity to be placed with the most suitable parent.
Is this not ultimately what this has to be about?
Ultimately it has to be about the best interests of the

It is very important that we as a Parliament show
leadership and say that we will not stand for
discrimination in any form and that children who are
living in same-sex families ought to enjoy the legal
framework that is available to those of us who live in
heterosexual relationships. I deeply commend this bill
to the house.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise this afternoon
to make a brief contribution to debate on the Adoption
Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill
2015. At the outset I would like to commend the Leader
of the Parliamentary Liberal Party, the member for
Bulleen, for allowing Liberal Party members in this
chamber to have a free vote on this bill.
One thing I will say is that there has not been sufficient
time spent debating this bill. The Victorian Energy
Efficiency Target Amendment (Saving Energy,
Growing Jobs) Bill 2015, which was hastily added to
the government business program this week, was not
time critical; it could quite easily have been debated in
the next sitting week to have allowed more debate time
on Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015. I believe, as the member for
Mornington said earlier, this was a deliberate strategy
by the government to stifle debate on this bill.
I very much believe in the ethos of ‘to each their own’.
I have no issue with the bill providing for the adoption
of children by same-sex couples; I have no problem
with that at all. However, clause 17 of the bill, which
removes the exception to the prohibition to discriminate
in relation to religious bodies providing adoption
services, is of concern to me. I believe this is an attack
on religious freedom, which unfortunately has been all
too evident under this government. You need only look
at Labor’s removal of special religious instruction from
schools despite it having made a solemn promise that
that would not be done.
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The Minister for Planning just said in his contribution
that equality is not negotiable, but under this bill
religious freedom is. As this bill stands, I am being
asked to choose between equality at the expense of
religious freedom, and that is something I am simply
not prepared to do. If clause 17 of the bill was to be
removed, as per the amendments of the member for
Euroa, I would be happy to support this bill. However,
as the bill stands at present, I cannot support it.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise as the last
speaker on this side of the house to speak on this bill. I
am proud to be able to stand up and contribute to debate
on the Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015 and give it my wholehearted
support.
Whilst I respect the means and intent of the amendment
before the house and the reason why members opposite
might feel it is important, I want to put on the record the
reason why I think opposing it is more important,
which is that you cannot be somewhat equal — you are
either equal or you are not. When we create laws, we
should create laws that ensure that everyone is equal,
and that is why I will not support the amendment and
why I do not think we should.
I am proud that we are finally tackling the issue of
adoption, because I know from my constituents and my
friends how hard it is when you have children for
whom one partner is recognised as the parent and the
other, who is also truly a parent, is not. I know just how
difficult that makes it for those parents to deal with
health issues for that child, including who can make
decisions for that child if they are in hospital. It can also
affect how that child is treated by their school and
which parent can be contacted and which cannot.
In some relationships I know, one partner is the mother
of one child and the other is the mother of another
child. Those children are still very much brothers in a
family unit, and they should be treated as such.
I am so pleased to see legislation in the house that
finally recognises, once and for all, that in Victoria our
families all look very different. The one ingredient that
is so important to families, no matter their colour, creed
or sexuality — whatever it might be — is that they are
loving and that children feel secure in them. The bill we
have brought before the Parliament, and which we will
hopefully pass today, will make sure these kids feel
secure, because they are already loved.
Let us remember that not every household has children
living in it who feel safe and secure. We have seen
many people get to their feet today to talk about the role
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that the LGBTI community has played in looking after
these very kids, the role that it has played to make sure
they feel secure and that they feel safe and in fact that
they are safe and in the loving environment provided
for them. Why can they not provide for their own
children? Why can they not ensure that they have
families that have the law on their side that recognises
their rights as parents and recognises their children’s
right to two parents irrespective of the fact that they are
of the same sex?
I am not going to be long on my feet today. I am proud
to be part of a party that has brought this bill into the
house. I am proud of this government for meeting its
election commitments. I wholeheartedly support this
bill, and I urge people to remember that we are a
community that should be based on equality,
irrespective of background and irrespective of
sexuality, and this bill recognises that.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I am pleased
to contribute to the debate on the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. In 2010
the then New South Wales Minister for Community
Services, the Honourable Linda Burney, stated:
I believe what is required in this debate is to find a balance
between law and conscience and between equality and
freedom.

What happened in New South Wales is that faith-based
organisations were allowed to continue to operate as
they had for the duration of their operation. I note also
the commentary by a young lady who made a speech in
August along the lines:
… I am a donor-conceived child of lesbian parents. I stand
here with support from all three of my parents. This is a
testimony that is, safe to say, unheard of, because nobody
wants to hear about the other side of the rainbow; the side that
is not catered for, that don’t grow up happy and grow up with
a dissenting idea of what a family structure should be.
Growing up, I wanted a father. I felt it within me that I was
missing a father before I could even articulate what a father
was … I was lied to throughout school, I was told I didn’t
have a father, or that perhaps they didn’t know who he was. It
was very difficult for me to affirm a stable identity because of
this and my behavioural and emotional stability suffered
greatly because of it.
I stand here before you raised atheist with no religious
affiliations.

But she felt the support of Christians as she
endeavoured to work through her family context. She
acknowledged at the conclusion of her contribution that
she loved all her three parents equally.
Within the parliamentary precinct there are a number of
symbols of our heritage. One is the statue of Sir
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Douglas Nicholls in the northern parliamentary
gardens, a Church of Christ pastor who served the
Indigenous community of Fitzroy and later served as
Governor of South Australia. On the other side of
Gisborne Street in MacArthur Street there is a plaque
which honours the contribution of Caroline Chisholm,
who was guided by her Christian faith and who cared
for women coming to the colony and children in the
precinct. In St Peter’s Eastern Hill, to the north of
where we are, there are a number of memorials, one to
Sophie La Trobe, the widow of Charles La Trobe, and
also one with the La Trobe name as a founding member
of the church. It was Charles’s father, Ignatius La Trobe
who informed William Wilberforce in 1807 of the
plight of the West Indian slaves. The contribution of the
Christian faith and Christian tradition has been
outstanding in the development of the Australian
nation.
On the basis of those comments and with much more
that I could say I will be strongly opposing clause 17.
My comments on adoption, while respecting the rights
and freedoms of individuals, are delineated in other
parliamentary contributions I have made in this house.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015. I am only going to make a brief
contribution, but I want to put on the record that I am
disappointed at the fact that I am only going to be able
to make a short contribution, which is not going to
reflect my true feelings across the whole debate.
However, I will make a couple of points. My niece and
her partner have rights in Western Australia that she
would not have if she and her girlfriend were in
Victoria. That is not right and that should be fixed. I put
that on the record. I have friends in Victoria who are
homosexuals. I have no personal issue with whomever
people may choose as a partner. But let me make the
point that I do have an issue with the government
curtailing debate in here. I also have issues with the
government actually turning around and saying that
equality is not negotiable but religious freedom is.
Clause 17 of this bill is a disgrace. I have previously
been a member of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee (SARC), which is a government-dominated
committee of which you, Acting Speaker, are a
member. SARC has made as critical a report as it could
have of a government bill. Given that it is a
government-dominated committee, it could not be more
critical of the bill. Clearly every member of SARC has
supported the report because there is no minority report.
All members of SARC clearly have said that clause 17
is a disgrace, which I believe to be the case as well.
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I listened to the contribution of the member for Pascoe
Vale intently, and I agreed with most of what she said,
but I find it disappointing that it appears to me as
though she is not able to vote in the way she believes
she should. Perhaps I am putting words into her mouth,
but I am sure she does not like clause 17. I note also
that the government is not allowing members on its side
a free vote on this bill. Members say equality is not
negotiable, yet you still get a free vote on same-sex
marriage in the federal Parliament. You cannot have it
both ways — you cannot say it is not negotiable and
then accept federally that it is.
There are three points I would like to make. Religious
freedoms are respected in all the other states that have
introduced bills along these lines; it is just here in
Victoria that the Labor Party is trying to trample on
religious freedoms. Many people have mentioned
article 18 of the UN Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, which states:
Everyone has the right to freedom of thought, conscience and
religion; this right includes freedom to change his religion or
belief, and freedom, either alone or in community with others
and in public or private, to manifest his religion or belief in
teaching, practice, worship and observance.

It is in the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities and was put there by the Labor Party. It
is a disgrace, quite frankly, that I do not have enough
time to continue to talk about my feelings on this. I
cannot, will not, support a bill that tramples on religious
freedoms, and I hope that other members on the other
side will stand up for religious freedoms, as I know
many of them believe they should.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I want to make a very brief
contribution to the debate on the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015 before the
house today. As a former Minister for Community
Services, I was aware of the extent to which same-sex
couples provided an incredible service as foster carers
in our community, including through religious
organisations, because most of the organisations that do
foster care arrangements are in fact religious
organisations. Through that process they enabled,
facilitated and supported same-sex couples in doing
foster caring and permanent-care arrangements. I
suppose the reason they supported and enabled that is
that they knew they were providing incredibly caring
relationships for those children who needed foster
carers. There is no evidence — absolutely no
evidence — of poorer outcomes or higher levels of
abuse or neglect in same-sex families than in other
families in our community. That is why back when I
was minister I supported changes to access to assisted
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reproductive technology for same-sex couples. That is
why this Parliament did — because we know there is
absolutely no evidence that there is any cause for
concern about same-sex couples and their love and care
of children.
We do not have many adoptions in Victoria. We do not
have many adoptions around Australia anymore. Often
these are adoptions that occur where a family member
has died and they leave a child, or a child with a
disability is at the centre of this when the biological
parents are unable to manage and cope and the child is
adopted out. And it is often children potentially also in
that foster-care, permanent-care arrangement who may
also as a result of other circumstances be adopted. I do
not think it is fair enough to say that as a state and as a
community we support same-sex couples foster caring
our children and through religious organisations — and
religious organisations enable that to happen — while
we do not trust them to adopt children. I just think that
discrimination is at the centre of that policy. There is no
call for that on any basis other than ideology. I think
only one religious organisation has a concern about
this, and that organisation just will not participate in
adoption services, but it fosters. Those organisations all
foster children to same-sex couples — so, again, how
can you say at one level, ‘We will trust them as foster
carers or permanent carers but they cannot adopt
children’?
The final thing I would say about religious
organisations is that — and the former federal
government went down this path — if an organisation
is receiving taxpayer money, it is not appropriate for it
to be able to discriminate. It has a choice not to do that;
it does not have to participate in delivery of
taxpayer-funded services. But if it does it has a broader
obligation to our community to uphold the values that
this Parliament sets. On that note, I strongly support this
legislation. It is long overdue and I think it rights a
wrong.
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — I appreciate the
opportunity to rise to speak on the Adoption
Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex Couples)
Bill 2015. As lawmakers, the best interests of the child
must always be our key focus. In Victoria there are
currently thousands of children being raised by
same-sex couples who do not have a clear legal
connection to one or both parents.
In my view, it is important to recognise Victorian
families in the many and varied forms they take.
Adoption by same-sex couples is all about identity. It is
about recognising parents as parents, and their children
as their children. It is about permitting parents to do
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basic things like sign school forms and approve
emergency medical treatment. It is about recognising
the love between a parent and child. As lawmakers we
are in a unique position to remove the discrimination
against sections of our community to ensure that
children — all children — are not weighed down by
self-esteem and identity issues which have been caused
by a legislative regime which for so long has failed to
uphold their basic human rights and those of their
families.
I note a recent statement by Anglicare which reads:
People from all walks of life can become foster carers. It
doesn’t matter whether you are married, single, older,
younger, with or without kids or in a same-sex relationship —
everyone can make a positive difference in a child’s life.

More importantly I note a comment made by the chief
executive of Anglicare, Paul McDonald, who said:
The bottom line for us isn’t about gender, race, religion or
sexual preference. It’s about the ability to provide a loving
and caring home for the child.

Whilst I do not know the happiness scale for children
living with same-sex couples, what I do know is that
children can be happy or equally unhappy in families
with a mother and a father, a single parent, a de facto
couple or a same-sex couple. One size simply does not
fit all. There is no one way to raise a family. This bill
gives both parents of an adopted child the legal right to
be recognised as the parents regardless of their sex.
Therefore I support the amendment in clause 7 of the
bill.
Whilst I have the right to express my own thoughts, my
views and my beliefs and act accordingly, I do not have
the right to force others to act a certain way. Whilst I
encourage faith-based institutions to broaden their
views on same-sex adoption, I cannot support clause 17
of this bill which forces faith-based religious groups to
act against their religious beliefs.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I rise to speak on the
Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015. I, too, as eloquently expressed by
some other members, have concerns about this bill,
particularly clause 17, which takes away the
fundamental right of religious organisations and the
individuals within them to conscientiously object when
they are forced to provide services that are contrary to
their beliefs. In addition, the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee report on this bill identifies
concerns about clause 17, of which I think we all need
to be cognisant.
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Under existing adoption practices, relinquishing parents
are able to specify preferences as to race, religion and
cultural factors in the adopting parents. This bill,
however, does not allow for the wishes of biological
parents or a parent in specifying their preferences about
the domestic relationship of the adopting parents to
whom they are relinquishing their child. This
discriminates against the rights of the relinquishing
parent, who may wish to remain in their child’s life, in
favour of the rights of the adopting parents. We
introduce discrimination in that instance.
I know that the Adoption Act 1984 is essentially about
the rights and needs of the children and I believe those
rights also apply to gender equality in parenting.
Children are the product of both male and female
genders. We cannot say that we are removing
inequality between adults and then introduce inequality
between adults and children. I believe the rights of the
child, through this bill, are made less equal to the rights
of adults who would like to adopt.
I do not think anybody disputes the ability of same-sex
couples to provide a loving home environment. I know
that many foster carers, including same-sex foster
carers, provide a loving and safe environment for
children. In an ideal world biological parents would
parent their children in a loving environment, but we do
not live in an ideal world. I believe that an environment
as close as possible to this one, where a child’s rights
can be expressed, is best. In the event that a same-sex
couple or partner in a same-sex relationship wishes to
adopt a child, the child should be given the right to say
what they do or do not want when they are at an age
where they can make an informed decision about that
adoption.

Thursday, 22 October 2015

The amendments to the Adoption Act reflect where
society is at or is moving towards. Members know that
traditionally families have been based around a mother
and a father. Whilst this may be ideal, it has not always
been the case due to death or relationship breakdown or
because there are single parents. A whole lot of factors
contribute to people growing up outside what is seen as
the traditional family unit.
I have heard comments that in single mother
households, for example, often boys would benefit
from having a male role model around. I have also seen
situations where a good family friend or relative has
stepped in and has been quite proactive in that role. I
have also very sadly seen an increase in the number of
grandparents looking after young children because their
parent or parents are not around or are not capable.
Members know also that there are many different views
on this matter. The member for Forest Hill outlined the
feelings of an adult growing up without a father. She
was raised by two women and missed not having a
father. That is a particularly valid point. But equally I
have seen children living in such dysfunctional families
that they have been left on their own, neglected and left
to starve, while drug-affected parents have been too
busy with their own agenda. We have all seen reports of
those awful matters of abuse and death in heterosexual
families and other relationships. For me the most
important thing is a stable family unit with unwavering
love and support. I think that is the best outcome for
protecting and nurturing any child. For many this is
Mum and Dad, but for me it can equally be Mum and
Mum or Dad and Dad.

Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. As we all
know, this bill amends two separate acts: the Adoption
Act 1984 and the Equal Opportunity Act 2010. In doing
so, we are bringing two initiatives together and unfairly
denying the opportunity for proper parliamentary
process because this type of legislation and the issues
that are raised deserve much more scrutiny. We have
inadequate time to debate the matter and consider the
bill in detail, especially given the amendments moved
today by the member for Euroa. I certainly support the
amendment to omit clause 17.

On the amendment by clause 17 to the Equal
Opportunity Act, I certainly do not agree with putting
aside the exception. Given that there is a review of the
Equal Opportunity Act afoot you would think that that
would be message enough to leave this component out
of the bill. Unwisely the government has tried to tangle
together the amendments to two bills. Members of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, a
government-dominated committee, raised concerns
about clause 17, reflecting on the attack on religious
freedoms. The government has been exceptionally
unfair in bundling together the amendments to two acts.
Whereas I support wholly and fully the amendments to
the Adoption Act, I do not support the amendment to
the Equal Opportunity Act.

With regard to the Adoption Act, I have no problem
with a child growing up in a same-sex household, and
to a large degree we know that that happens already. I
know many families where that does happen and there
is no intense need to adopt.

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to make a
few comments on the Adoption Amendment (Adoption
by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. In doing so, I
acknowledge that today great contributions have been
made by members on all sides of the chamber on the
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issue of equality. I certainly support equality on the
basis of race, religion and sexual preference. I think it is
important to state that the interests of the child should
be first and absolutely paramount when it comes to
dealing with matters of this nature. Children really
should be brought up in a safe, loving and stable
household.
I want to make the point particularly that in an ideal
world it would be great to see children being brought
up in the biological family into which they were born,
but there are situations that do not allow that. Members
will have seen examples of many instances where
same-sex couples have raised children very
successfully through foster care and by other
arrangements. The changes made by this bill will allow
them to legally adopt their children and will take away
some of the stigma that currently exists with that. I
certainly have no issue with the intent of the bill.
What I do have an issue with is clause 17 of the bill. I
support the coalition’s proposed amendment to
clause 17 to exclude it from the main part of the bill. I
do so for a number of reasons but the key reason is that
it has been very convenient for a number of speakers,
particularly on the government side, to connect
clause 17 with discrimination. Absolutely the contrary
is the fact when considering religious freedom.
Religious freedom is something that we are very proud
to have had here in Australia over centuries. When we
attack those freedoms and rights of individuals, it is
very easy for people to lump in equality and talk about
religious freedoms but at the same time throw in a
change to the law, as we have in this part of the bill.
This clause is about an exception. The same exception
applies in New South Wales, Queensland and other
states.
If members are serious about what we are doing here,
they should not be trying to play the religion card, but
should be focusing specifically on the intent of the bill,
which is to allow same-sex couples to adopt. We should
not be trying to have a dig at religion, which appears to
be the case. We have seen that with the attack on
special religious instruction in schools and other things.
Hopefully that will not continue to happen, as I
consider it to be absolutely paramount that the rights of
religious organisations also exist.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I am pleased to rise
this afternoon to speak on the Adoption Amendment
(Adoption by Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015. I
commend all members of the house who have
contributed to this fantastic debate. They have done so
in a most respectful manner. I commend particularly the
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lead speaker for the coalition, the member for Euroa,
for her contribution.
There is no doubt that the issues addressed by the bill
are sensitive and that there are a diverse range of views
and opinions on them. In her contribution the member
for Euroa spoke about the bill from a Nationals point of
view. At our most recent state conference one of the
motions led to a discussion on adoption from a broad
point of view, making sure that there is better access to
adoption services in Victoria. It was ultimately
supported by Nationals members, and it is something
that I am very proud of.
I have gleaned one constant from the debate,
conversations, emails and other correspondence: there
certainly does not appear to be any dispute, and neither
should there be, that same-sex parents are good, decent
people who have the child’s or children’s interests at
heart. That should be the case primarily. I think all
members of the chamber would appreciate that we want
to ensure that the child’s interests are best looked after.
The member for Gippsland South, who is not in the
chamber at the moment, always makes me cry when he
talks about his circumstance. It is very emotional when
he talks about the loss of a child and then contemplating
access to adoption services. We know and understand
that unfortunately there are some awful parents in this
world who do not look after their children. It is an
awful thing to contemplate, particularly when at the
same time people are trying to adopt a child, because
we know there is no doubt that that child would be
loved and nurtured.
On the bill, already there are many same-sex couples in
Victoria who are undertaking parenting duties. On that
particular element, it does make sense that we would
support any improvements in that area for same-sex
couples to adopt. As the member for Bass said, there is
broad support, as provided by clause 7, for allowing
partners in a same-sex domestic relationship to have
adoption orders made in their favour. Again, I do not
think there is any argument about that from any
member of Parliament who has made a contribution to
the debate today.
From a local point of view, I refer to the Morwell
branch of The Nationals. I am absolutely thrilled that in
the past 12 months we have had a same-sex couple,
Anthony and Grant, join our party. It makes me feel
really good that they see our party as one that is
evolving and contemporary and one that they want to
be involved in. I do not know if they want to be parents,
but I could not attest to anybody being more loving,
caring parents than those two guys. They would be
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great parents, and if they wished to be and they were
able to access adoption services, that is certainly
something I would be in favour of.
However, along with many speakers on this side of the
chamber, I strongly support the amendment to
clause 17 proposed by the member for Euroa. It is a
shame that although the bill has a significant positive
aspect in the same-sex adoption provisions that we are
talking about there is also this discriminatory element
against religious groups and organisations. It puts all of
us in an invidious position, regardless of whether we
are on the government side of the house or on the
opposition side of the house.
The options available to us now, if clause 17 remains
part of the bill, are to support the bill with the inclusion
of clause 17, to abstain from voting or to vote against
the bill. That is a position I do not think any member of
Parliament should be in. We wish the government
would separate out the provision concerned;
nonetheless, we have what we have — and that is
applicable to both sides of the house.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I rise to make a
very brief contribution to the debate on this bill. I am
pleased that the coalition has agreed to a free vote
rather than gagging individuals, as has happened for
those on the government benches. I am disappointed
that clause 17, which certainly mixes legislation and
religious beliefs, was included. I am disappointed that
has been done, and I support the member for Euroa’s
amendment to remove clause 17. As has been
mentioned in the house today, The Nationals at a recent
conference voted to make adoption easier. I support the
vote we had at conference, and this bill goes a long way
towards adopting that.
This government thrives on wedging individuals and
compromising their views. There are parts of the bill
that I can support, but, as I said earlier, I cannot support
clause 17. As has been mentioned in the house earlier
today, faith is a universal right. I take a strong view
against mixing religion and legislation in this manner.
An enormous amount of interest in this bill has been
expressed to me by people throughout my electorate,
but at the end of the day it is the interests of the child
that come first. I think many of us in this house agree
with that. We do not agree with the way the bill has
been put together, but it is the interests of the child that
become first and foremost. With that, I will end my
comments.
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I support removing
discrimination against same-sex couples who wish to
adopt children. Personally, I know a number of
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same-sex couples who are outstanding parents. I am
proud to count them as friends. They cherish and
nurture their children with the same love and care that I
have for my own children. I do not believe that
enabling same-sex couples to have legal access to
adoption will be detrimental to the best interests of the
child. Children grow up in a variety of different family
units, sometimes by choice and often by circumstance.
These family units include mums and dads,
single-parent households and same-sex parent
households. They are all capable of providing a stable,
loving and nurturing family environment. It is the
provision of such an environment — a stable, loving
and nurturing environment — that is in the best
interests of any child.
In the manner by which it seeks to remove
discrimination against same-sex couples in the area of
adoption, however, the Andrews Labor government is
curtailing freedom of conscience, freedom of belief and
freedom of religion in Victoria. Clause 17 of the bill
effectively operates to require some agencies providing
adoption services in Victoria to act in a manner
inconsistent with the conscience, the beliefs and the
religion of those agencies and the individual Victorians
who work within them. There is no justification for the
Andrews Labor government to diminish certain rights
while enhancing other rights.
Other states in Australia, notably New South Wales,
have supported same-sex adoption while respecting the
conscientious beliefs of those who have a different
position. Given that those adoption agencies that have
expressed conscientious or religious objections to
same-sex adoption do not have a monopoly on
providing adoption services, the removal of the
exemption that it is intended clause 17 would remove is
not necessary to enable same-sex adoption to operate in
Victoria. In these circumstances, clause 17 operates as
an unnecessary imposition on the freedom of
conscience, freedom of belief and freedom of religion
of those Victorians who retain deeply held concerns
about same-sex adoption. For this reason, while
supporting the principle of the bill, I cannot support the
bill itself while clause 17 stands part of it.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I stand here to
support the bill before the house. I want to say just a
few words about the unique situation we find ourselves
in, in that the Parliament is debating a bill where
honourable members have a conscience vote on a
matter before the house. I have been around this place
for a few months! It is very rare that you have these
opportunities where members have to make their own
decision. They have to think about what they believe
and take into account the views of their constituencies,
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their life experiences and the voices of people around
them. I think this is where this Parliament really does
some fantastic work. You can have a look at the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee report,
you can have a look at all the emails flowing through
your inbox at the moment, and then as a member of
Parliament you make your own decision.
The thing about this legislation is that it is getting rid of
all forms of discrimination in this particular area. It is
not enshrining in this legislation the removal of
virtually all discrimination only to keep a little bit of
discrimination and a little bit of inequality in it. As we
look at the aims of the legislation and what is being
done here, it is really important to see that in this day
and age, in the 21st century, no form of discrimination
in this area is acceptable.
One can use whatever words one wants for ‘freedom of
religion’. This does not attack freedom of religion. If
one wants to go to church or to pray to one’s God or
one’s maker, this legislation will not stop them from
doing that. It does stop an adoption agency
discriminating by making decisions based purely and
solely on its own belief. If an adoption agency wants to
do that or does not want to do that, then it does not need
to. We should not be enshrining discrimination in
legislation in this day and age, because we then go to
other forms of discrimination that could be incorporated
into legislation, and I do not think we want to go there.
The legislation is about what is best for children, their
carers and their parents. Parents are paramount in
making sure that children are cared for but also
paramount in terms of making sure they are in a safe
and in a loving family, as honourable members have
said throughout this debate. That should be the
paramount issue here and not what the philosophy or
view of an adoption agency or religious organisation
might be. Ultimately it is about what is best for the
child and how we make sure they are nurtured and
protected and their future and their life chances are the
best we can give them. You do not want to start a
family relationship based on discrimination; you want
to start a family relationship, an adoption, through love
and equality. That is why I do not believe people should
reject this legislation because of clause 17. I think kids
and families are much more important than that.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set down for
consideration of items on the government business
program has expired, and I am required to interrupt
business. The question is:

All in favour say aye. All against say no. I think the
ayes have it. Is a division required? I ask the Clerk to
ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will divide on
the question that the bill be read a second time. As I
have received prior advice of a conscience vote, the
division will be conducted as a personal vote.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 54
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Bull, Mr T.
Carbines, Mr (Teller)
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
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kealy, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McCurdy, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Spence, Ms (Teller)
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 26
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr (Teller)
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr (Teller)
McLeish, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

That this bill be now read a second time.
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O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr
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Third reading
Motion agreed to.
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CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT (ABORIGINAL PRINCIPAL
OFFICERS) BILL 2015

Read third time.

Second reading

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(POLICE CUSTODY OFFICERS) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 October; motion of
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police).

Debate resumed from 21 October; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading

Motion agreed to.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Read third time.
Third reading

VICTORIAN ENERGY EFFICIENCY
TARGET AMENDMENT (SAVING
ENERGY, GROWING JOBS) BILL 2015

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

GAMBLING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 October; motion of
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation).

Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 October; motion of
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy and
Resources).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Motion agreed to.

Third reading

Read second time.

Motion agreed to.
Third reading

The SPEAKER — Order! As the required
statement of intention has been made under
section 85(5)(c) of the Constitution Act 1975, the third
reading of the bill must be passed by an absolute
majority.
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

Read third time.

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

Koonung Secondary College
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I raise with the Minister
for Education the situation of Koonung Secondary
College, and I ask the minister to commit to providing
Koonung Secondary College in next year’s state budget
with funding of $8.8 million, which the coalition
government committed to provide but which the Labor
government has refused to provide to date. Koonung
Secondary College is a great school with terrific
teachers, innovative programs and strong results, but its
classrooms and facilities are increasingly out of date,
and a huge number of classes need to be held in

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 22 October 2015

ASSEMBLY

relocatables. The school’s last major state government
funding was in the 1990s under the Kennett
government. Under the former Labor government the
school was recognised as needing a major
redevelopment and was taken through the master
planning process, but it was never actually given the
funds.
The Napthine government, after fixing the black holes
it inherited from the Brumby government, after dealing
with the falling share of GST that Victoria was
receiving and after restoring the state’s finances,
committed funds for substantial improvements to
schools across the state, including a commitment of
$8.8 million for Koonung Secondary College.
However, on coming to office Labor cut the state’s
infrastructure budget by 24 per cent in order to pay for
its recurrent spending increases, and schools such as
Koonung Secondary College have paid the price.
I asked the minister in a constituency question in this
house in February this year whether the government
would proceed with the school’s much-needed upgrade,
but when he replied to my question in April all the
minister did was refer to the $1.2 million of capital
works for the school provided by the coalition
government last year. I now ask the minister to
acknowledge the school’s strong and long overdue case
for an upgrade, and provide the school with the upgrade
it needs.

Carrum electorate community forum
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Families and Children.
The action I seek is for the minister to join me in
hosting a community youth services forum in Carrum
Downs in my electorate. On 23 September the Carrum
Downs community was overcome with grief following
the tragic accident and subsequent death of local nurse
and mum, Andrea Lehane. As well as the minister, I am
asking the community’s youth services workers, police,
teachers, parents and the broader community to share
their thoughts on what can be done to make Carrum
Downs an even better place. We need to make sure that
this tragedy is never repeated. We need to do all we can
to make sure that our young people are supported,
engaged, educated and mentored to help them make
good decisions, reach their full potential and become
positive role models and contributing members of our
local communities. I look forward to the minister’s
response and hosting her in Carrum Downs in the near
future.
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Dendy Street Beach, Brighton
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — My adjournment matter
is directed to the Minister for Sport, who is also the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events. The action I
seek is that the minister fund the Dendy Street Beach
project. This is a joint project of the Brighton Life
Saving Club and the Bayside City Council. The project
involves rebuilding the clubhouse on the existing
footprint to include new visitor and lifesaving facilities.
For those members who are not familiar with the
Dendy Street Beach, it is of course the beach which has
the Brighton bathing boxes and the quite spectacular
views of Melbourne.
A significant number of tourists travel to Brighton, get
off at Brighton Beach station, visit the bathing boxes,
take a couple of photos and then go back to their hotels
in Melbourne. The suburb of Brighton is gaining no
economic benefit from all of this visitation. I can relay
to the house, as someone who, now that I am no longer
on that side of the house and on the front bench, walks
regularly along that beach, that I see a number of
Chinese tourists in particular who come to Brighton,
take a photo and return to the city. This is a lost
economic opportunity as the shops and restaurants are
all located around Middle Brighton railway station not
Brighton Beach railway station.
This is a $6 million project. An application for almost
$1 million has been made to the federal government’s
National Stronger Regions Fund, and of course the
council and the lifesaving club will contribute funding
to the project. The minister can decide whether the
requested funding should come out of the tourism
budget because of its tourism visitation benefits — and
I am aware that he has additional funding from the
federal government for tourism — or whether the
money should come from funding for Life Saving
Victoria from the sport side of his portfolio.
As I said, significant contributions will come locally
from the lifesaving club and from council. My request
of the minister is to fund this very important project,
which will deliver visitation and economic benefits to
and also improve lifesaving facilities in Brighton.

Greater Geelong workplace culture
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Local Government. I ask
the minister to advise what action will be taken in light
of the allegations of bullying in the City of Greater
Geelong. The results of the workplace culture reviews
undertaken by former Australian human rights
commissioner, Susan Halliday, and the organisational
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health check undertaken by independent consultants
EY Sweeney were made public on Friday. Many
people took the opportunity to contribute their
experiences, and they ranged from current employees,
former employees, councillors, businesspeople and
professional practitioners to members of the broader
community. The findings of the reviews are outrageous
and unacceptable. Language describing councillors
included aggressive, threatening, disempowering,
sexist, bombastic, arrogant, rude, spiteful, frightening,
demeaning, belittling, exploitive, humiliating and
intimidating. Not one person is named in the reviews.
The mayor, Darryn Lyons, responded that this culture
had developed over 10 years, and this may be true.
However, he has been mayor for almost two years now
and has been very much aware of these issues. I ask:
why has he not done anything about it? For the mayor
to claim no responsibility is just unbelievable. He is
quoted in the Geelong Advertiser when asked about
these damning reviews as saying that the issues
predated his tenure. I ask the Minister for Local
Government to advise what action she will take to deal
with this matter.
I congratulate the two former employees who fronted
the mayor during question time at Tuesday night’s
council meeting. It must have been very difficult for
them to do that. It is of real concern that there are past
employees who have experienced appalling treatment.
What closure will be offered to them? The reviews
showed that 173 employees of the City of Greater
Geelong felt that they had been bullied in the past
12 months and that 53 employees were still enduring
this unacceptable treatment. The response by council at
its meeting this week has not given the Geelong
community any confidence that this matter will be dealt
with in an appropriate and expedient manner.
Employees of the City of Greater Geelong and the
people of Geelong deserve better than this. This
scandalous report requires immediate action.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before the
member sits down, could she clarify what action she is
seeking? ‘To advise what action the minister will take’
is not an action. What action does she want of the
minister?
Ms COUZENS — That the minister investigate the
outcomes of the report.

Goulburn Options
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I raise a matter tonight for the
Treasurer. The action I seek is that the Treasurer enter
into negotiations with Goulburn Options Inc., a
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disability support services provider in Seymour, to
enable it to take on the site of the former Seymour East
Primary School. The site has been vacant since 2010,
when Seymour East Primary School merged with
Seymour Technical High School, Seymour Primary
School and Seymour Special School and relocated to
one campus at Seymour College. Since then the
Seymour East Primary School site has been left unused.
Several weeks ago I visited the site and was shocked at
what I discovered. The school hall has been extensively
damaged, there is rubbish lying around the school and
there are broken windows. I believe there may even be
people living at the school. Local residents are
concerned that the site has become a haven for people
using drugs.
To date we have had no direction from the government
about its intentions for that site. Goulburn Options, the
local disability service provider, is out of room at its
current site, and it would dearly love to talk to the
government about how it might be able to take on the
Seymour East Primary School site in order to expand
its services and ensure that the community is well
catered for.
It is my request that the Treasurer enter into
negotiations with Goulburn Options and that he declare
that land surplus to requirements so that it can be used,
instead of being an eyesore and a safety concern to the
community.

Oakleigh Primary School and Kindergarten
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Education.
The action I seek is for the minister to investigate
options and provide me with an update on possible
funding for the needs of Oakleigh Primary School; this
includes the need for new fencing to improve the
presentation of the school. These matters have been
raised with me by staff, parents and students.
Oakleigh Primary School is one of the oldest
continuously running schools in Victoria, having been
established in 1875. That means it is 140 this year. It
might be an old school, but its teaching methods and
approach to education are entirely modern.
Led by its passionate principal, Jack Fisher, council
president Jimmy Mastrandonakis and a dedicated team
of staff and parents, Oakleigh primary is well known in
the south-east as a really great school. But as many
schools have told me, there is always more to do,
particularly to redress the neglect of educational
facilities by the previous government.
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We need to be prepared to listen and act on the very
specific needs of schools. Sometimes these needs are
not the big buildings, new classrooms or more sports
facilities, important as they are. Often these needs are
about improving the aesthetics and presentation of the
school and general maintenance issues — things like
painting rooms and landscaping, or fixing pipes,
guttering and drains. Oakleigh primary could be an
even better school with an injection of some funds to
deal with maintenance and other facility issues that
come up from time to time, like new gates and fencing.
I would like to personally acknowledge the minister,
who has presided over the biggest investment in
education in Victoria’s history. I have had the pleasure
of being able to work closely with the minister on
education issues in and around the Oakleigh electorate,
like the $5.7 million upgrade to Amsleigh Park Primary
School and the over $9 million that will go to Glen Eira
College in this term of government.
I look forward to continuing to meet regularly with the
minister to update him on the specific needs of local
schools in the electorate of Oakleigh. I thank him in
advance for his consideration of the needs, in this
instance, of Oakleigh Primary School.

Prahran electorate secondary school
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a high-quality public education. This should not be a
political issue but a community issue. That is why it is
so important that the minister meet with the local
community group and give local families confidence
that they can plan for their futures in Prahran.

Yarrabah School
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing. The action I seek is for the minister to visit
Yarrabah School in Aspendale and to provide an update
on the rollout of the national disability insurance
scheme (NDIS) across Victoria and its interaction with
the school.
The NDIS is a once-in-a-generation policy which will
support an estimated 105 000 Victorians. This vital
policy has bipartisan support and illustrates what we
can achieve when we act together in the best interests of
our community.
I was so pleased when the Victorian government signed
a historic bilateral agreement with the commonwealth
government in the last month, providing a pathway for
the rollout of the national disability insurance scheme in
Victoria over the next three years.

Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Education, and the action I seek
is for the minister to meet with the State High School
for Prahran community group. This is a newly formed
group of parents who are championing the idea of a
new state secondary school for the Prahran electorate.

I have mentioned a few times in this place the
important role that Yarrabah School plays in my
community in educating and caring for children and
adolescents with disabilities. The motto of Yarrabah
School is ‘The small school with a big heart’, and the
school is renowned in our community for its care, its
support and its nurturing environment, and it has a
special place in the hearts and minds of local residents.

Following a round table that I organised of local parents
and educators, the State High School for Prahran group
was formed by members of the local community as the
best way to take carriage of this critical issue. There is
so much passion in the Prahran community for this
school, and my constituents want to know that the
government shares that passion.

Yarrabah is an exceptional example of a school giving
all students with special needs and disabilities the best
possible outcomes. It caters for the needs of children
aged 2 through to 18 with intellectual, physical or
multiple disabilities.

Parents want the government to take them into their
confidence regarding the school. There is a lack of
information out there in the community regarding the
school, and disappointingly now even misinformation
is being spread. It would be of immense value to the
Prahran families if the minister could meet with this
group, provide an update on the progress of the school,
hear about their aspirations for the new school and
answer their questions.
My determination is to work with the local community
to ensure that Prahran children and families can access

Yarrabah has experienced exponential growth in
student numbers. In 1990 a total of 19 students went to
the school, and that has expanded to more than
150 today — that is a 700 per cent increase in student
numbers over the past two decades. Enrolments will
edge towards 200 in next few years.
Yarrabah provides early childhood education to over
60 children, with 90 staff supporting the considerable
personal needs of the students who attend the school.
The school’s services are wide ranging, supporting the
students’ physical and curriculum needs.
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One key priority for Yarrabah is supporting students
who are reaching the age of 18 years in their transition
out of the school environment. A key question and
priority for families is how they access a range of
support services and, for some, how they might be able
to access the NDIS and source the care and support
they desperately need.
By 1 July 2019 the NDIS will provide that personal
care and support for people with a disability across
Victoria. Once the full rollout of the NDIS is
widespread, these families in our community will have
certainty.
I take this opportunity to put on the record my thanks
for and acknowledgement of the work of Yarrabah’s
principal, Matthew Harris, and the team there, who do a
wonderful job in advocating for their school and its
students.
In conclusion, the action I seek is for the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing to visit Yarrabah
School and provide an update on the rollout of the
NDIS across Victoria and how that relates to the school
community.

Yea Primary School
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — My adjournment matter
tonight is directed to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety, and the action I seek is for the minister to
arrange for the installation of electronic
40-kilometre-per-hour school speed signs at the Yea
Primary School on Melba Highway, which at that point
is also known as Station Street. There is signage at the
site at the moment, but it is proving to be not very
effective. It is not highly visible, and traffic certainly
does not always slow down.
For some time the school has been trying to deal with
VicRoads on this matter, with little success.
Representatives of the school feel like they are
constantly blocked, and they are particularly frustrated
as a result. I have spoken to the school principal,
Debbie George, on numerous occasions about this
matter. Debbie is leading the charge, because she cares
greatly about her school community.
The common response by VicRoads to a request like
this is to conduct a traffic count. In this situation traffic
counts are only part of the equation. They are fine, but
typically what happens, because country roads and
country schools often do not have the same traffic
volume as some of the city schools, is that the response
comes back that it is not a worthwhile project or it is
not a high priority.
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The road at this point carries quite a lot of traffic. It is
the entrance to town coming from the south. Not only
does it carry cars but it also carries buses and trucks.
When you get a response that is just about the traffic
counts, it ignores the bigger picture. It is not just about
how many vehicles pass by or whether they are cars,
trucks or buses, there are also a lot of environmental
factors.
For those who do not know, Yea gets a little bit foggy,
and sometimes the fog does not lift all day — believe
me, this is something I know well. On days of full fog it
is near impossible to see the signs, and it is equally
impossible to see the crossing supervisors. I have
received calls from many members of the school
community on days like this who want to see the
change because they know how dangerous the situation
is. Unfortunately it is difficult to capture this in a photo
because the flash usually kicks in.
As I said, I know how difficult it is to see the signs and
the supervisors, and I do not think it is fair that
supervisors are placed at unnecessary risk in doing their
job. They have a right to workplace safety. The flashing
lights will help motorists see the sign, slow the traffic
down, improve safety for the students and certainly
provide a better and safer system.
The minister knows that every job is worth saving, and
as such every life is also worth saving. I know he
subscribes to this, because he would be aware of the
VicRoads Towards Zero deaths and serious injuries
campaign. This dovetails very nicely with that. The cost
of around $60 000 is only a fraction of the cost being
put into the demonstration project on the Melba
Highway — it comes in at about 17 per cent of that
cost, and it comes in at 3 per cent of the project on the
Goulburn Valley Highway between Yea and
Molesworth.
I know the school community and the supervisors —
Rachael, Sue and Sarah — would greatly appreciate
this.

Youth employment
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — My adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for Training
and Skills, and my query is: what is the government
doing to help address youth unemployment in
Frankston and help my constituents get back into
further learning or earning? Under the former
government, shamefully, youth unemployment across
Victoria skyrocketed, and my electorate of Frankston
was also affected. I wish to thank the minister for the
work he has done in this area. The $50 million TAFE
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Back to Work Fund was well received by many of my
constituents and indeed the local TAFE in my
community.

The member for Prahran raised a matter for the
Minister for Education regarding meeting with the State
High School for Prahran community group.

Frankston is also fortunate to be supported by many
great organisations that aim to support our disengaged
youth, such as the Brotherhood of St Laurence, which I
have visited several times, and I know it does so much
good work in the sector. I also take the opportunity to
welcome the announcement by the minister in relation
to skills and job centres across Victoria. I look forward
to hearing more about these in the coming weeks.

The member for Mordialloc raised a matter for the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing regarding
a visit to Yarrabah School and providing information
about the rollout of the national disability insurance
scheme.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before the
honourable member sits down, I advise honourable
members again that they have to ask for an action,
otherwise the adjournment matter will not be dealt with
whatsoever. I ask the member to stand, because unless
he asks for an appropriate action, the matter will not be
dealt with.
Mr EDBROOKE — The action I seek is for the
minister to visit my electorate and tell us about what he
is doing to address youth unemployment in Frankston.

Responses
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — The member
for Box Hill raised a matter for the Minister for
Education regarding funding for Koonung Secondary
College.
The member for Carrum raised a matter for the
Minister for Families and Children regarding the
hosting of a community youth services forum in
Carrum Downs.
The member for Brighton raised a matter for the
Minister for Sport regarding funding of the Dendy
Street beach project.
The member for Geelong raised a matter for the
Minister for Local Government regarding bullying
allegations at the City of Geelong, seeking an
investigation.
The member for Euroa raised a matter for the Treasurer
regarding entering into negotiations with Goulburn
Options in Seymour to allow it to take over Seymour
East Primary School. I indicate to the member that it is
possible that is actually a matter for the Minister for
Finance, but it may be that the Treasurer conveys that
to the Minister for Finance for a response.
The member for Oakleigh raised a matter for the
Minister for Education regarding funding for Oakley
Primary School.

The member for Eildon raised a matter for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety regarding an electronic
40-kilometre-an-hour sign at Yea Primary School.
The member for Frankston raised a matter for the
Minister for Training and Skills regarding a visit to his
electorate to advise on what will be done about youth
unemployment.
I will pass all of those matters on to the relevant
ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.35 p.m. until Tuesday,
10 November.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses are incorporated in the form provided to Hansard

Police resources
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Staley
Minister for Police
21 October 2015

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Member for Ripon's supplementary question is inaccurate on several accounts.
Firstly, this Government has funded more than 600 additional police personnel, including sworn and unsworn
officers. She is simply wrong on this matter.
Secondly, I am advised by Victoria Police that Stawell police station serves the public 24 hours a day, seven days a
week. The officers are either at the station or on patrol.
Victoria Police advise not to specify further operational details such as van numbers for security reasons.
I am sure the Member will agree that the safety of our police and our community is paramount and that the police
are best placed to provide advice on such matters.
I would be disappointed if Members began undermining the safety of police and their communities for the sake of
political pointscoring.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
9 October to 22 October 2015
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ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.

9 October to 22 October 2015
Sunbury electorate
Question 390
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Sunbury
Minister for Local Government
5 August 2015

REPLY:

I thank the Member for Sunbury for his constituent's question.
The Andrews Labor Government made an election commitment to implement the Fair Go Rates System in its term
of government and it is getting on with the job. It is an incredibly popular policy and the Victorian people gave the
Andrews Labor Government a strong mandate.
A recent analysis by the Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV) put the average rate increase at 3.8%, the lowest
in a decade. This demonstrates that most councils are lowering their rate rises ahead of the Fair Go Rates System's
introduction from the 2016-17 financial year.
Ratepayers Victoria have endorsed the policy on their website stating that "ratepayers support the policy 110%."
This sentiment was backed up in a media release from the Victorian Farmers Federation that stated "farmers have
backed Victorian Labor's plan to cap municipal rate rises." And the Property Council of Australia, Vic Division
said in an open letter to the Andrews Labor Government that "The Property Council supports the Government's
commitment to hold local councils to account on how much revenue they raise from rates and where that revenue is
spent."
This is in contrast to the Liberal Local Government Spokesperson, David Davis, who said on 3AW on the 9th of
September, while talking to Tom Elliott, that the Opposition would not be able to make up its mind on the policy
for at least 3 years.
With the release of the Essential Services Commission's (ESC) draft report at the end of July, the public and the
local government sector have the opportunity to provide feedback on the ESC's recommendations and contribute
their ideas to ensure this policy is implemented in an effective and reasonable manner.
Five public consultation events have been held by the ESC at Traralgon (10 August 2015), Melbourne (17 August
2015), Wangaratta (20 August 2015), Bendigo (26 August 2015) and Horsham (26 August 2015). The ESC also
invited written submissions by 28 August 2015.
The ESC is due to make its final recommendations to Government by the end of September 2015.
To ensure a quality and well-designed framework, I have also established the Fair Go Rates Reference Group to
give councils, communities and stakeholders more opportunity to have their say on the Fair Go Rates System. The
Reference Group will also assist the ESC to work through the issues raised by the submissions and advise on a
system that will provide fairer rates.
The Government encourages councils, the public and other stakeholders to share their views with the ESC so that
the Fair Go Rates system has the best chance of success.
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Yuroke electorate
Question 395
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yuroke
Minister for Local Government
6 August 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government will champion greater gender equity and increased diversity across Victoria's
local councils.
While the number of women in leadership roles within local government is slowly growing, women are still
under-represented. The 2012 council elections saw a record number of women candidates and a female councillor
on every one of Victoria's 79 councils for the first time. Currently women make up 39 per cent (30) of all Mayors,
35 per cent (217) of all councillors and 18 per cent (14) of all chief executive officers.
The Labor Government will continue to encourage diversity at the next general council elections in October 2016
and to assist this, I recently announced $50 000 in funding for the Victorian Local Governance Association's
(VLGA) GoWomenLG 2016 project, which aims to increase the number of female candidates across the state.
The funding will build on existing work and focuses on encouraging women from Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Island and culturally and linguistically diverse (CALD) backgrounds to consider nominating as candidates at the
next election.
In addition, I announced a $5000 contribution to a scholarship for a female Director to participate in LGPro's
Executive Leadership Program, and a further $20 000 grant for the Australian Local Government Women's
Association to assist in establishing a structured mentoring program for all women in the local government sector,
training for women as mentors and a web platform to promote mentoring opportunities.

Malvern electorate
Question 405
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Malvern
Minister for Public Transport
18 August 2015

REPLY:

The Burke Road Level Crossing Removal Project is on schedule to be complete by mid 2016. Removing this level
crossing will reduce congestion and improve safety and connectivity for pedestrians, cyclists, tram and train users
and drivers.
The project team delivering the level crossing removal at Burke Road is working closely with local traders in order
to understand their business needs and provide a high level of support during construction. A specific business
engagement plan has been developed to ensure efforts are focussed on minimising impacts to local traders.
Activities to support traders through this consultation process have included:
– Regular individual and group meetings with traders to discuss project works and ways to manage impacts from
construction
– Removing the no standing zone out the front of the businesses, which facilitate customer access and parking
directly in front of local businesses
– Altering the adjacent required kiss 'n' ride facility to operate only during peak hours, which allows the businesses
to use those spaces outside of those times
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– Specific advertising and promotion of local businesses in project communications materials distributed to
approximately 30 000 residents in the local community.
The project team will continue to promote local businesses throughout delivery of the project through site signage
and project publications. A 'buy local' program has also been instigated that will encourage the local workforce to
purchase from traders specifically in the Burke Road area near to the level crossing removal works.
A representative from the office of Mr Philip Dalidakis, Member for Southern Metropolitan, and the Project
Director from the Level Crossing Removal Authority have been in contact with Kat Vcelka of Academy of Scuba
and will be meeting with her in the coming weeks.

Geelong electorate
Question 430
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Geelong
Minister for Local Government
19 August 2015

REPLY:

The Roadside Weeds and Pests Program provides valuable support to councils to clear weeds and pests from rural
roadsides. This roadside treatment is essential to protect the State's $11.4 billion per annum agricultural production.
That is why so many Victorians were disappointed and confused as to why the previous Liberal Government did
not fund the program beyond 2014–15.
I am pleased to announce the Andrews Labor Government is providing $5.2 million over the next two years for the
continuation of the program. Under this program, a number of new initiatives have been approved, including an
increase in the maximum grant from $50 000 to $75 000 per year and an expansion of eligible weeds to include
'restricted weeds'. This increases the number of weeds that can be treated by 85 across the State.
The City of Greater Geelong will receive an additional $3906 under the new program, receiving $19 953 in both
2015-16 and 2016-17. This will be valuable in treating the wide array of weeds that are found across Geelong's
rural roads. I understand the City of Greater Geelong treats over 300 kilometres of road for serrated tussock, as well
as other weeds such as Chilean needle grass and woody weed. The boost of funding under the 2015–2017 program
will be of great assistance in treating weeds and pests in the Geelong electorate.
Increasing this vital funding is just one of many ways in which the Andrews Labor Government is supporting
Victorian councils and their communities. This stands in stark contrast to the Federal Government which has cut
Financial Assistance Grants, costing Victorian councils over $200 million over 3 years.

Macedon electorate
Question 432
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Macedon
Minister for Local Government
19 August 2015

REPLY:

The Roadside Weeds and Pests Program provides valuable support to councils to clear weeds and pests from rural
roadsides. This roadside treatment is essential to protect the State's $11.4 billion per annum agricultural production.
That is why so many Victorians were disappointed and confused as to why the previous Liberal Government did
not fund the program beyond 2014-15.
I am pleased to announce the Andrews Labor Government is providing $5.2 million over the next two years for the
continuation of the program. Under this program a number of new initiatives have been approved, including an
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increase in the maximum grant from $50 000 to $75 000 per year and an expansion of eligible weeds to include
'restricted weeds'. This increases the number of weeds that can be treated by 85 across the State.
The Macedon electorate includes five local councils that receive funding under the Roadside Weeds and Pests
Program. Each of these councils has received an increase in funding under the 2015-2017 program to treat a range
of roadside weeds and pests:
– Hepburn Shire Council - increase of $5350 over two years with a total grant of $56 010
– Macedon Ranges Shire Council - increase of $8708 over two years with a total grant of $68 596
– Melton City Council - increase of $1420 over two years with a total grant of $22 644

Wendouree electorate
Question 437
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Wendouree
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
20 August 2015

REPLY:

Registered Aboriginal Parties, or RAPs, have significant responsibilities under State legislation (the Aboriginal
Heritage Act 2006 and the Traditional Owner Settlement Act 2010) and are integral to the administration of
Victoria's cultural heritage management system.
Earlier this year, I met with staff and members of the Dja Dja Wurrung Clans Aboriginal Corporation as part of my
listening tour of RAPs and Traditional Owner organisations throughout Victoria. Dja Dja Wurrung Traditional
Owners shared with me the considerable work they undertake in managing their exceptional cultural heritage. I was
particularly impressed with the Dja Dja Wurrung Ranger program, and the environmental and cultural work being
undertaken through Dja Dja Wurrung Enterprises.
As part of my tour, I also met with staff and members of the Wathaurung Aboriginal Corporation, who talked to me
about their ideas for expanding the roles of RAPs into areas such as education and cultural awareness.
More recently I met with RAPs from across the State at their June RAP Forum, where we discussed expanding
RAP roles and functions and RAP sustainability and capability. I also announced this Government's new
investment of $20.9 million for the Victorian Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Strategy, and the Government's
commitment to amending the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006. These funds will strengthen the protection and
management of Victoria's Aboriginal cultural heritage, support sustainable RAPs, and enable RAPs to take on new
opportunities to expand their important work in strengthening Aboriginal culture. This significant investment will
ensure the voices of Traditional Owners remain at the centre of decision-making which is consistent with our
commitment to self-determination.
There is a proven record of effective cultural heritage management where RAPs are appointed. There are currently
ten appointed RAPs, which cover approximately 60% of the State. This Government is committed to appointing
RAPs over more of Victoria. I have recently worked with the Victorian Aboriginal Heritage Council to improve the
RAP application process. Additionally, amendments to the Act will create a more efficient RAP application process
by providing the Council flexibility in its decision making and the ability to mediate dispute resolution.
The Victorian Government is also investing in the successful Right People for Country program, which assists
Traditional Owner groups resolve disputes regarding boundaries and group composition, and prepares groups for
the challenges and responsibilities of functioning as a RAP.
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Croydon electorate
Question 476
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Croydon
Premier
1 September 2015

REPLY:

Grand Final Friday was a great day and an opportunity for all Victorians to get together to celebrate Australia's
national game and spend quality time with friends and family.
Regional Tourism reported a bumper weekend and many businesses enjoyed roaring trades.
The public holiday was an election commitment and we keep our promises. Next year will be even bigger and
better. I trust many people enjoyed the hospitality and services offered by businesses in the Croydon Main Street
precinct.

Buninyong electorate
Question 477
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Buninyong
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
1 September 2015

REPLY:

The Wathaurung Aboriginal Corporation has significant responsibilities under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 as
a Registered Aboriginal Party, or RAP, and is integral to the administration of Victoria's Aboriginal cultural
heritage management system.
Wathaurung was appointed by the Victorian Aboriginal Heritage Council as the RAP for part of its application area
in May 2009. This area was extended as Wathaurung was appointed over its remaining application area in March
2013.
Wathaurung is one of the busiest RAPs in Victoria, covering regional growth areas from outer western Melbourne
through to Geelong, Ballarat and the Surf Coast. Since its appointment as a RAP, Wathaurung has approved 281
cultural heritage management plans, with a further 78 plans relating to its RAP area in preparation. In March this
year, I met with staff and members of Wathaurung as part of my listening tour of RAPs and Traditional Owner
organisations throughout Victoria. They shared with me their ideas for expanding the roles of RAPs into areas such
as education and cultural awareness.
There is a proven record in Victoria of effective cultural heritage management where RAPs are appointed. In June
this year I met with RAPs from across the State at the bi-annual RAP Forum, where we discussed expanding RAP
roles and functions and RAP sustainability and capability. I also announced this Government's new investment of
$20.9 million for the Victorian Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Strategy, and the Government's commitment to
amending the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006.
These funds will strengthen the protection and management of Victoria's Aboriginal cultural heritage, support
sustainable RAPs, and enable RAPs to take on new opportunities to expand their important work in strengthening
Aboriginal culture.
I met with the Chairperson and Deputy Chairperson of the Victorian Aboriginal Heritage Council in February this
year, and with the full Council at its meeting in June. We discussed working collaboratively to create a more
efficient RAP application process. Additionally, proposed amendments to the Act will create a more efficient RAP
application process by providing the Council flexibility in its decision making and the ability to mediate dispute
resolution.
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The Council is critical to the successful management of Aboriginal cultural heritage in Victoria, including by
providing strategic advice about potential improvements to the cultural heritage management system.
Our significant investment in pursuing an ambitious reform agenda in this area will ensure the voices of Traditional
Owners remain at the centre of decision-making which is consistent with this Government's commitment to
self-determination.

Ovens Valley electorate
Question 478
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ovens Valley
Minister for Public Transport
1 September 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government is committed to improving country rail and is aware of the issue on the North
East rail line.
An extra V/Line locomotive will be converted to standard gauge to improve the reliability of train services on the
Albury line. This will boost the fleet to four standard gauge locomotives available on the Albury line, offering a
better rail service to the communities of Ovens Valley and the greater North Eastern Victoria region.
The Andrews Labor Government has finished consulting with regional Victorians about improvements to the
regional public transport network. For the first time in a long time, regional areas have been consulted extensively
about their public transport needs. Feedback from the Regional Network Development Plan (RNDP) consultations
will be consolidated into a plan to identify issues and solutions for regional Victoria such as rolling stock and
infrastructure.

Eltham electorate
Question 479
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Eltham
Minister for Local Government
1 September 2015

REPLY:

Public libraries are the heart of the community. They provide a non-judgmental, safe space that develops strong and
connected communities. That is why the Andrews Labor Government has committed to undertake a critical review
of library funding that will determine the best way forward for future funding arrangements. The critical review
was necessary because the previous Liberal Government spent 4 years developing the Victorian Library concept,
but never committed any money towards it or published a business case to support the concept. The critical review
will specifically look at options for shared service delivery that will provide the community with better and more
modern libraries that will meet their needs now and into the future.
That is why Victorians were shocked when the former Liberal Government cut funding to the Public Libraries
Funding Program in its first budget.
The Public Libraries Funding Program is an ongoing program that supports councils and regional library
corporations in providing public library services. I am pleased to announce $40.51 million in recurrent funding for
the Public Libraries Funding Program in 2015-16 as well as an additional $5.4 million for specific programs.
These programs include the Living Libraries Infrastructure Program (LLIP) and the Premiers’ Reading Challenge
(PRC) Book Fund Program. The Government has allocated $4.3 million to the LLIP to assist local government in
providing high-quality and accessible public library infrastructure that meets the changing needs of communities.
Libraries are invited to submit their applications for new, replacement or modernised public library facilities by
October 2015. The PRC Book Fund Program has been allocated $1.1 million to assist councils and regional library
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corporations in purchasing resources that support the Premiers’ Reading Challenge. The PRC has been running
since 2005 and has enriched the learning of over 2 million young Victorians who have read over 34 million books
through the PRC.
The 2015-16 library funding is the highest amount of funding ever provided to libraries in the year and reinforces
the Victorian Government’s commitment to public libraries.

St Albans electorate
Question 481
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for St Albans
Minister for Public Transport
1 September 2015

REPLY:

I am advised that a new bus network was implemented in July 2014 under the former Government in the St Albans
area which increased the peak frequency on bus Route 418 and introduced Sunday services on Route 421.
However, while many residents have benefitted from the change, PTV does understand that some residents are now
required to walk longer to access bus stops, and for some elderly pensioners this is proving difficult.
PTV is investigating options to service the Theodore street area including diverting Route 418 and modifying bus
Route 421 on trips from St Albans to Keilor Plains Station.
I have asked PTV to continue to monitor the performance and feedback on the bus network and investigate what
can be done to improve the bus network in the St Albans area.

Frankston electorate
Question 483
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Frankston
Minister for Industrial Relations
1 September 2015

REPLY:

The previous Coalition Government eliminated 4600 jobs from the public sector and in doing so encouraged
Departments to engage workers indirectly through labour hire and independent contractor arrangements.
Following the Fair Work Ombudsman's inquiry into these practices and finding that engagement of certain workers
as independent contractors could increase the risk of non-compliance with the Fair Work Act 2009, I have written
to my ministerial colleagues requesting that all Departments and their portfolio agencies undertake a review of their
labour engagement policies and practices.
The Government as a model employer must and will strive to ensure that all workers are appropriately classified
and receive their correct entitlements in accordance with the Fair Work Act.
This is a Government that treats its workers with respect. We are also restoring the focus to core service delivery
after the former government spent 4 years gutting TAFE, abandoning our schools and stretching our health system.
The Government recently established the Central Bargaining Unit (CBU). This new body builds on the Labor
Government's commitment to ending the previous Liberal Government's disrespectful and dysfunctional approach
to dealing with Victoria's public service.
The formation of the Central Bargaining Unit is a big step forward in restoring fairness and respect between the
government and public sector employees. By providing advice and assistance, the Central Bargaining Unit will
help put an end to the unproductive, adversarial approach to public sector employees adopted by the previous
Liberal Government.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
4046

ASSEMBLY

9 October to 22 October 2015

Carrum electorate
Question 498
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Carrum
Minister for Industrial Relations
2 September 2015

REPLY:

Family violence, in all forms, is a violation of basic human rights. Everyone, regardless of their sex, religion,
nationality, race, language, relationship, or living arrangements, has the right to feel safe and be safe in public and
at home. Therefore, any family violence, regardless of who the victim and perpetrator are, is unacceptable and
cannot be excused.
Workplace environments that are safe, inclusive of women, and receptive to the burden and hardship of family
violence are critical to reinforcing the social norms of respect, non-violence and equity. Workplaces are a key
setting for both primary prevention and responses to family violence.
The Victorian Government is absolutely committed to create a culture that supports respectful relationships,
practices positive attitudes and behaviours, and promotes a culture of non violence in all workplaces, including the
Victorian public sector. The Government is also committed to support all employers to develop and maintain
workplaces that support victims of family violence.
As part of the Government's broader policy response to family violence in Victoria, the Government is in the
process of developing a family violence policy that will require that all public sector enterprise agreements contain
a stand-alone family violence term and in doing so uphold the reputation of the public sector as a model employer.
This will also ensure that Victoria does not fall behind other jurisdictions across Australia in tackling the problem
of family violence.
The introduction of family violence leave provisions in public sector enterprise agreements will give recognition to
family violence as a critical issue with a significant impact on the economy. It will also recognise that both
Government and the workplaces have a role in, and responsibility for, responding to family violence.
Family violence provisions in enterprise agreements must ensure an appropriate level of sensitivity, confidentiality
and flexibility for employees, including through their implementation and evidentiary requirements.
The model clause will enable employees who are experiencing family violence to have access to a certain number
of days of paid special leave per year which can be used for the purpose of medical appointments, legal
proceedings and other activities related to family violence.
The model clause will also enable employees who support a person experiencing family violence to take carer's
leave to accompany them to court or hospital and to mind children.

Burwood electorate
Question 501
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Burwood
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
2 September 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government understands how vital it is for families across the state to enjoy well deserved
leisure time with their families and friends. Public holidays provide a crucial and necessary opportunity for families
and friends to join together as a community. As the Grand Final public holiday falls within school holidays, it will
also help take the pressure off families juggling work and child care, giving Victorian families more time they can
spend together.
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The introduction of the new public holidays will provide additional coordinated leisure time for people to spend
with family and friends and will result in increased social and community benefits for Victorians.
Following the Government's decision to introduce Easter Sunday and the Friday before the Australian Football
League (AFL) Grand Final as public holidays via notice in the Victorian Government Gazette, the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources engaged PricewaterhouseCoopers to undertake a
Regulatory Impact Statement (RIS) to analyse the potential impact of the policy on the Victorian economy as
required under the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994.
As part of the RIS process, consultations were had with 16 entities including business groups and industry
associations representing members across metropolitan and regional Victoria, as well as small businesses, the AFL
and employee unions, to gauge the anticipated impact of the policy. The RIS was then released for a 28 day period
of public submissions, and all submissions were considered by me in line with the Subordinate Legislation Act
1994.
On 18 August 2015, following consideration of the submissions, I published a notice of decision to introduce the
new public holidays in the Victorian Government Gazette. Subsequently, I published a notice appointing the new
public holidays in the Victorian Government Gazette on 19 August 2015.
Victoria has over 532 000 small businesses. Nearly 63% of them are micro businesses that do not employ staff. The
RIS process saw 109 submissions from those 532 000 businesses.
As Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, I look forward to continuing to meet with Chambers of
Commerce and industry groups across the state, to discuss how the Labor Government will help small and local
business to grow and remain competitive.

Niddrie electorate
Question 504
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Niddrie
Minister for Industry
2 September 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Government strongly supports renewable energy and has recently released Victoria's Renewable
Energy Roadmap, which aims to accelerate the development of renewable energy generation in Victoria to reduce
emissions, create jobs and put downward pressure on energy prices.
The Victorian Government currently has several policies which provide financial support to businesses and
residents investing in renewable energy and energy saving technologies: the Victorian Energy Saver Incentive
scheme (known as the Victorian Energy Efficiency Target (VEET) scheme) for energy efficiency investments;
feed-in tariffs for small-scale renewable energy generation; and the New Energy Jobs Fund to support renewable
energy investments.
Under the Victorian Government's recently expanded VEET scheme, households and businesses investing in
energy efficiency products and services can receive rebates based on the greenhouse gas savings associated with
the product or service they have purchased.
The Victorian Government's feed-in tariff scheme provides owners of small-scale renewable energy systems of less
than 100 kilowatts in capacity with payments for electricity exported to the grid.
In addition, the New Energy Jobs Fund is a $20 million package focussed on providing targeted financial support to
businesses, research institutes and communities to facilitate their development or uptake of renewable energy.
Application processes and eligibility criteria are being determined this year in consultation with key industry and
community representatives.
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On top of this financial support, the Victorian Government also has a number of initiatives which aim to encourage
Victorian businesses and households to invest in renewable energy. These initiatives, which were outlined in
Victoria's Renewable Energy Roadmap, include:
– enabling all local governments in Victoria to provide Environmental Upgrade Agreements to support
environmental upgrades to non-residential buildings;
– improving the connection process for distributed generation systems;
– enabling innovative business models for solar power in Victoria;
– preventing unfair discrimination of solar customers by energy retailers; and
– asking the Essential Services Commission to inquire into the true value of distributed generation for Victorian
consumers.

Geelong electorate
Question 529
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Geelong
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
3 September 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government appreciates the enormous contribution of small businesses to local communities
through economic activities, job creation and social cohesion. I was pleased to visit Geelong on 11 September 2015
to meet with the Committee for Geelong, the Geelong Chamber of Commerce and visit two successful small
businesses, Cafe Lorae and SC Technology Group.
The Government is supporting economic growth in regional Victoria, including in Geelong. The $500 million
Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund (RJIF) will facilitate new investment to drive job creation across regional
Victoria. Of particular note, $30 million has been committed through the RJIF to the refurbishment and expansion
of the Geelong Performing Arts Centre, which will create significant opportunities for local small businesses. In
addition, the $200 million Future Industries Fund will fast-track the development of high-growth, high-value
industry sectors that are capable of driving significant jobs growth and attracting new investment. Furthermore, the
Back to Work plan provides $100 million in payroll tax relief and payments to companies hiring unemployed
youth, the long term unemployed and retrenched workers.
The Andrews Labor Government's commitments for small business include establishing a Victorian Small
Business Commission, as well as developing a small business deregulation agenda that will help reduce regulatory
burden by 25 per cent. The Andrews Labor Government's Plan for Jobs and Growth: A Focus on Geelong
specifically highlighted a variety of actions to harness Geelong's highly skilled and adaptive workforce and foster
economic growth.
The Small Business Ministerial Council will include at least one member from Geelong. This commitment will
ensure that the specific needs of small business in Geelong, and more broadly regional Victoria, are regularly heard
at the highest levels of Government. The Small Business Ministerial Council will also receive an annual update
from the Small Business Mentoring Service to better understand the needs and issues of small businesses from
areas across the State, including Geelong.
Small Business Victoria provides a range of assistance to small businesses in Geelong. The Small Business Bus
enables time-poor business operators to undertake free, one-on-one mentoring on-board with experienced
professionals from the Small Business Mentoring Service — all of whom have either run their own small business
or worked in senior management. The Small Business Bus has visited Geelong four separate times so far this year.
The Small Business Victoria's Workshops and Seminars program runs throughout the year right across the state,
including in Geelong. The program provides low-cost and local access to information and business skills
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development for people starting or running a business, including a franchise. The range of topics includes business
planning and organisation, running a business efficiently, budgeting and forecasting, improving marketing and how
to get a business online.
In August this year the Geelong Small Business Festival celebrated its fifth year as part of the annual Small
Business Victoria program. Run by Enterprise Geelong, the event ran from 1 to 31 August with seminars and
networking events in Geelong, North Geelong, Torquay and Queenscliff.
In addition, the business.vic.gov.au website provides a one-stop shop where businesses can find free information,
templates, tools, calculators, and other resources.
The Andrews Labor Government is continuing to develop a supportive environment for small businesses that
encourages growth and employment opportunities right across Victoria.

Brighton electorate
Question 530
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Brighton
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
3 September 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government committed to use camera technology as part of a trial on Beach Road to identify
trucks breaching the existing curfew. I am pleased to advise that VicRoads is finalising plans to trial this camera
technology.
These cameras will assist targeted enforcement of the curfew along the Beach Road corridor. In addition, the data
collected during this trial will be used to determine the merits of extending truck curfews and possible impacts on
other roads.
Any consideration to a change in the existing curfews will be done in partnership with relevant stakeholders,
including the freight industry and councils. Data collected from the trial and other relevant data will be presented to
stakeholders such as councils, the Victorian Transport Association, the Transport Workers' Union and Victoria
Police.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Question 531
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Pascoe Vale
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
3 September 2015

REPLY:

I understand that Mr Vince Punaro, VicRoads' Regional Director of Metropolitan North West Region met with you
on 11 September 2015, and provided an updated status of the project proposal.
The proposal, which includes the installation of a 40km/h speed limit and additional infrastructure improvements
on Bell Street between Service Street and Budds Street and also on Sydney Road between Bell Street and O'Hea
Street, has been submitted for funding consideration under the Safe System Road Infrastructure Program.
While initial consultation with the City of Moreland, Victoria Police, Coburg Traders' Association, Public
Transport Victoria and Yarra Trams has occurred, further consultation is proposed to better understand the impacts
of the proposed reduced speed limit on Bell Street and Sydney Road. The feedback from stakeholders and the
community, including the Coburg Primary School, will be used to determine whether a permanent or part time
40km/h speed limit zone is appropriate.
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I understand that VicRoads also committed to review the operation of the existing pedestrian traffic signal phasing
to determine if there are opportunities to further reduce the pedestrian waiting time.

Bentleigh electorate
Question 533
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bentleigh
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
3 September 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Aboriginal Affairs Framework 2013-2017 (VAAF) commits to an ambitious but achievable set of
targets to close the gap in outcomes between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal Victorians across all the close the gap
measures. Victoria is also the only Australian jurisdiction to have close the gap targets for the justice portfolio.
The Victorian Government is deeply concerned about the over-representation of Aboriginal children and young
people in the out-of-home care system. The Minister for Families and Children and I are committed to tackling this
issue.
The Victorian Aboriginal Affairs Framework 2013–2017 commits to a target to reduce the gap in the rate of
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal child protection substantiations by 75% by 2023.
The Minister for Families and Children has already made a number of announcements that demonstrate the
Government's commitment to rebuilding the system from the ground up informed by the very best of advice.
The Roadmap for Reform: Strong Families, Safe Children will review the entire child protection and family
services system and develop recommendations to strengthen and improve it. The Government is receiving
specialist advice on the development of the Roadmap by a wide-ranging Expert Advisory Group which met for the
first time on 11 September 2015.
The Minister will also receive expert advice specifically on the needs of Aboriginal children and young people
from a new Aboriginal Children's Forum that will meet quarterly.
But the Government is not waiting for these processes to run their course before we act. Shortly after coming to
office and confronted with the gross over-representation of Aboriginal children and the reports of findings within
the residential care system, the Government made significant new investments to address pressing issues in the
existing system.
This investment includes $8 million over four years committed in December 2014 to strengthen placement
prevention and reunification services for Aboriginal children and young people.
The Department of Health and Human Services and the Commissioner for Aboriginal Children and Young People
are working together to undertake individual reviews of every Aboriginal child and young person in out-of-home
care in Victoria.
The outcomes of these reviews will inform a final report that will provide the basis for future action at a state-wide
level. The Government has committed an additional $1.75 million as part of the 2015-16 to fund an initial response
to the findings.
Meeting the needs of Aboriginal children in out-of-home care means ensuring that every Aboriginal child in the
care system has access to culturally appropriate services that promote kinship and community connections.
Recent amendments to the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 that come into force in March 2016 will
introduce new obligations on the Department of Health and Human Services in meeting the cultural support needs
of Aboriginal children in out-of-home care.
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The Roadmap, Taskforce 1000 and the advice of the Aboriginal Children's Forum will inform the Government's
next steps.
I have met with many local and statewide Aboriginal Community Controlled Organisations. These organisations
are driven by an overwhelming commitment to the safety and development of Aboriginal children. I am heartened
and thankful of their level of practical commitment in this area.
The Minister for Families and Children can provide further details on these and other actions.

Eildon electorate
Question 766
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Eildon
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
15 September 2015

REPLY:

As the regulation of the sale of raw milk falls under the portfolio responsibility of the Honourable Jaala Pulford
MLC, Minister for Agriculture, you may wish to refer your question accordingly.
However, I can provide the information below on the Victorian Government's position on the sale of raw milk.
It is already illegal in Victoria for unpasteurised milk to be packaged or sold for human consumption. Nevertheless
some people have been consuming unpasteurised milk labelled "not for human consumption".
On 2 December 2014 Victoria's Chief Health Officer publicly warned that raw milk should never be consumed as it
has an increased risk of individuals acquiring gastrointestinal illness. Her warning followed several children
becoming seriously ill after consuming raw milk.
From 1 January 2015, Dairy Food Safety Victoria, commenced implementing measures to strengthen the existing
regulation of the sale of raw milk to protect public health. Raw milk can be sold to licensed dairy food producers
and other processors, but not into the retail market, unless it has been treated to make it unpalatable for human
consumption and not able to be mistaken for food.
These controls on the sale of raw milk will not impede the availability of genuine cosmetic products such as soap,
bath milk and face cream. However, these products will need to have been treated prior to sale to deter their
consumption.
For dairy licensees who process milk for cosmetic purposes, there is a cost in meeting the new conditions.
However, those costs are outweighed by the community benefit of clearly differentiating and treating products
intended for cosmetic use. Dairy farmers also have the option of providing all of their milk to a processor for
human consumption.
The sale of raw cows' milk for human consumption is illegal in all states and territories. Dairy industry regulators,
departments of health, and consumer protection agencies are working at a national level to ensure that cosmetic
products made from raw cows' milk are managed in a way that will protect public health.
The Victorian Government's position on the sale of raw milk is consistent with the Food Standards Australia New
Zealand risk assessment produced in 2009, which found that for raw drinking milk the risks could not be
sufficiently controlled and that the product poses a high risk to public health and safety.
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Ovens Valley electorate
Question 768
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ovens Valley
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
15 September 2015

REPLY:

The introduction of the new public holiday provided additional coordinated leisure time for people to spend with
family and friends, and resulted in increased social and community benefits for Victorians.
Furthermore, there were no trading restrictions imposed on Grand Final Friday, so business opening hours were a
matter for individual owners and operators.

Wendouree electorate
Question 769
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Wendouree
Minister for Industrial Relations
15 September 2015

REPLY:

Family violence, in all forms, is a violation of basic human rights. Everyone, regardless of their sex, religion,
nationality, race, language, relationship, or living arrangements, has the right to feel safe and be safe in public and
at home. Therefore, any family violence, regardless of who the victim and perpetrator are, is unacceptable and
cannot be excused.
Workplace environments that are safe, inclusive of women, and receptive to the burden and hardship of family
violence are critical to reinforcing the social norms of respect, non-violence and equity. Workplaces are a key
setting for both primary prevention and responses to family violence.
The Victorian Government is absolutely committed to create a culture that supports respectful relationships,
practices positive attitudes and behaviours, and promotes a culture of non-violence in all workplaces, including the
Victorian public sector. The Government is also committed to support all employers to develop and maintain
workplaces that support victims of family violence.
As part of the Government's broader policy response to family violence in Victoria, the Government is in the
process of developing a family violence policy that will require that all public sector enterprise agreements contain
a stand-alone family violence term and in doing so uphold the reputation of the public sector as a model employer.
This will also ensure that Victoria does not fall behind other jurisdictions across Australia that also tackling the
problem of family violence.
The introduction of family violence leave provisions in public sector enterprise agreements will give recognition to
family violence as a critical issue with a significant impact on the economy. It will also recognise that both
Government and the workplaces have a role in, and responsibility for, responding to family violence.
Family violence provisions in enterprise agreements must ensure an appropriate level of sensitivity ,confidentiality
and flexibility for employees, including through their implementation and evidentiary requirements.
The model clause will enable employees who are experiencing family violence to have access to a certain number
of days of paid special leave per year which can be used for the purpose of medical appointments, legal
proceedings and other activities related to family violence.
The model clause will also enable employees who support a person experiencing family violence to take carer's
leave to accompany them to court or hospital and to mind children.
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Brighton electorate
Question 770
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Brighton
Premier
15 September 2015

REPLY:

Grand Final Friday was a great day and an opportunity for all Victorians to get together to celebrate Australia's
national game and spend quality time with friends and family.
Regional Tourism reported a bumper weekend and many businesses enjoyed roaring trades.
The public holiday was an election commitment and we keep our promises. Next year will be even bigger and
better. I trust many people enjoyed the hospitality offered by businesses in Brighton and Elwood.

Yuroke electorate
Question 771
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yuroke
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
15 September 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Mickleham Road
Mickleham Road is a primary north-south arterial road in Melbourne's outer north, which provides a connection
between Tullamarine and Mickleham. The Metropolitan Planning Authority's (MPA) North Growth Corridor Plan
identifies Mickleham Road as a key route that will support development in the northern growth area.
VicRoads has recently completed a planning investigation of the Mickleham Road Corridor between Somerton
Road and Donnybrook Road in close consultation with the Hume City Council, Public Transport Victoria (PTV)
and the MPA. The investigation has identified the road reservation requirements for a six-lane cross section of
Mickleham Road, which will include off-road walking and cycling facilities in both directions.
Craigieburn Road
VicRoads is also working closely with the Hume City Council on a Corridor Study for Craigieburn Road.
The purpose of the study is to identify a suitable road layout that meets the future vehicle 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 priorities for future investment.
VicRoads provided comments to the Hume City Council in late August 2015, regarding the draft Craigieburn Road
Functional Design Working Paper.
A second stakeholder Design Workshop, which VicRoads will be a part of, has been scheduled for early October
2015.
The Study, which is jointly funded by the Hume City Council and VicRoads, commenced in June 2015 and is
expected to be completed by late 2015.
Somerton Road
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Sufficient road reservation is available for the future widening of Somerton Road between Roxburgh Park Drive
and Mickleham Road to provide for a six lane cross section.

South Barwon electorate
Question 774
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for South Barwon
Minister for Education
15 September 2015

REPLY:

Thank you for your advocacy on behalf of Ceres Primary School. I appreciate you bringing the concerns of the
school to my attention.
As the area in question is outside school boundaries, and traffic management is a local authority issue, I encourage
the school to further consult with VicRoads and the City of Greater Geelong to resolve any maintenance or safety
issues affecting the public carpark.
Where site conditions permit provision will be made in accordance with long-term enrolment numbers. The
Department does not provide parking for parents or other non-staff vehicles. While parents may prefer to park close
to school entrances, parking in surrounding streets is often safer, and reduces the risks associated with traffic
congestion.
I have asked the Department to assist the school to manage this issue to ensure a safe outcome for all.

Nepean electorate
Question 921
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Nepean
Premier
16 September 2015

REPLY:

Grand Final Friday was a great day and an opportunity for all Victorians to get together to celebrate Australia's
national game and spend quality time with friends and family.
Regional Tourism reported a bumper weekend and many businesses enjoyed roaring trades.
The public holiday was an election commitment and we keep our promises.

Niddrie electorate
Question 922
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Niddrie
Minister for Health
16 September 2015

REPLY:

I was honoured to be invited to speak at the Melbourne West Hepatitis Action Forum on 281 August and pleased to
be joined by the Member for Niddrie, representing the Minister for Corrections at this important event.
Viral hepatitis is a significant and complex health issue so I was delighted to be able to announce at the forum that
the Victorian Government will develop a standalone strategy to address the burden of disease that comes from
hepatitis B and hepatitis C.
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The scope of the strategy includes prevention, vaccination, testing, treatment, community-based care and support,
management of chronic disease and directly addressing the stigma and discrimination experienced by people living
with viral hepatitis.
The strategy will support the Victorian Government in fully addressing the needs of those who are most affected by
viral hepatitis, including Aboriginal & Torres Strait Islander communities, gay and bisexual men, prisoners, people
born in high prevalence countries and people who inject drugs.
On 29 July 2015, at the Victorian Government's function to observe World Hepatitis Day, I announced that I will
convene a high level Viral Hepatitis Roundtable. This Roundtable will include representation from the fields of
research, clinical practice, community agencies and, of course, from people who are living with viral hepatitis.
The purpose of the Roundtable will be to hear first-hand from senior stakeholders and communities affected by
viral hepatitis about the key actions Government needs to pursue to ensure a targeted, effective response to viral
hepatitis in Victoria.
The Roundtable will build on the results of consultation workshops recently held on both hepatitis B and C. The
workshops brought together over 70 people from across the health and research system, including people living
with hepatitis B or C to determine key priorities and actions for the Victorian response.
It is my intention that once the Roundtable has concluded, and the formal advice of the workshops has been
finalised, my department will develop a bold, innovative standalone strategy for viral hepatitis for Victoria.

Gippsland East electorate
Question 923
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Gippsland East
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
16 September 2015

REPLY:

There has been significant community concern about the rise in camping fees in national parks put in place by the
former Coalition Government. During that process 36 of 70 camping grounds in Gippsland had fees introduced for
the first time on 1 July 2014.
In April, the Andrews Labor Government removed camping fees at over 500 basic camping sites in 20 parks
throughout regional Victoria, including removing fees in 34 of the 36 camping grounds in Gippsland mentioned
above. Parks Victoria has issued refunds for all affected customers.
Parks Victoria, with support from the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, is currently
reviewing all camping fees, to ensure the right balance between affordable family holidays and funding for
facilities in parks.
A number of key objectives have been identified for the review:
– affordable camping experiences;
– funding to sustain camping facilities in parks;
– camping experiences that allow families to explore and connect with parks; and
– protecting park values.
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Forest Hill electorate
Question 925
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Forest Hill
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
16 September 2015

REPLY:

The installation of a school crossing in Orchard Grove, Blackburn is the responsibility of local council as this is a
local road.
State Government subsidies are provided to municipalities for adult supervision at a school crossing. The
appointment of a children's crossing supervisor is not dependant on a State subsidy and the local Council may
appoint a supervisor at any time on a voluntary or paid basis providing the person is properly trained and equipped.
Applications for State subsidy has now closed and funding will be open for consideration again in October 2015 for
the 2016/2017 financial year.

Shepparton electorate
Question 927
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Shepparton
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
16 September 2015

REPLY:

I thank the honourable member for her question and acknowledge her interest in Barmah National Park.
The following fire prevention measures are regularly undertaken in and around Barmah National Park to reduce
bushfire risk:
– maintenance of tracks and access to water for firefighting appliances
– construction and maintenance of perimeter fuel breaks
– slashing around picnic and camping areas
– maintenance of campfire sites
– enforcement of fire regulations
– public education through ranger patrols
– targeted planned burns.
Vegetation slashing around Barmah Township to reduce fire risk is scheduled in the lead up to the summer season,
and funding has been allocated for further slashing works on Boundary Track running along the interface between
the park and private property.
All strategic fire access tracks in Barmah — the Sand Ridge Track, River Road, Gulf Track and South Boundary
Road — are open and accessible to fire agency vehicles.
For the upcoming fire season DELWP and Parks Victoria have burns planned near Barmah Township. A CFA
roadside burn is also planned for Moira Lakes Road. Their delivery will be subject to adequate spring rainfall
before the summer season, with conditions currently too dry to burn.
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The community has a central role in partnering with fire agencies to manage bushfire, with engagement being a key
part of supporting the community's preparedness. In August, at a community meeting led by the CFA, DELWP and
Parks Victoria representatives presented their current Fire Operations Plan — including for Barmah National
Park — and gave an update on preparation works. The CFA has also doorknocked areas of Barmah Township as
part of its Fire Ready program, with strong input from DELWP and Parks Victoria.
DELWP's Chief Fire Officer, Alan Goodwin, will also be meeting with community members and local MPs in
November, to discuss fire management in Barmah National Park.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Question 928
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Pascoe Vale
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
16 September 2015

REPLY:

Bakers Road is a local road managed by the Moreland City Council. The Council is responsible for investigating
appropriate treatments and speed limits to address road safety issues.
Accordingly, this enquiry has been referred to the Council for its investigation and direct response to you.

Bundoora electorate
Question 1085
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bundoora
Minister for Public Transport
17 September 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government is committed to improve public transport for all Victorians.
The Parkiteer Bike Cage Program provides secured bike facilities at rail stations. The location of bike cages are
based on a range of criteria including bike parking available around the station, site availability, and bicycle
network access to the station.
Currently, there are 80 Parkiteer Bike Cages across Victoria's metropolitan and regional rail networks at a variety of
locations.
By the end of October 2015, additional new bike cages will be available at Belgrave, Highett, Greensborough and
Yarraville stations. This will bring the total number to 84 Parkiteer bike cages across the network. To meet demand
the Government is extending the capacity of the bike cages at Williams Landing and Hoppers Crossing stations.
The Government is also planning to deliver bike cages at Woodend, Gisborne, Kangaroo Flats, Wallan and
Traralgon by mid-2016 and will continue to review Parkiteer bike cages provision at stations across Victoria.
Parkiteers Bike Cages as 24 September 2015

Bayswater
Brighton Beach
Caulfield
Coburg
Cranbourne
Diggers Rest

Parkiteers Bike Cage at Metropolitan Rail Stations
Bentleigh
Broadmeadows
Chelsea
Coolaroo
Croydon
Doncaster Park n Ride

Berwick
Cardinia
Cheltenham
Craigieburn
Dandenong
East Malvern
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Eltham
Ferntree Gully
Glen Waverley
Heidelberg
Huntingdale
Lilydale
Mitcham
Newport
Oakleigh
Preston
Sandringham
Springvale
Surrey Hills
Werribee - 2 cages*
Westall
Bacchus Marsh
Castlemaine
Marshall
South Geelong
Waurn Ponds

Epping
Footscray
Glenroy
Holmesglen
Laverton - North
Lynbrook
Mordialloc
Noble Park
Ormond
Reservoir
Seaford
Sunbury
Thomastown
West Footscray Cross St

9 October to 22 October 2015

Fawkner
Frankston - 2 cages
Hallam
Hoppers Crossing
Laverton - South
Melton
Narre Warren
Nunawading
Pakenham
Roxburgh
South Morang
Sunshine - Monash St
Watergardens
West Footscray Sunshine Rd

Parkiteers Bike Cage at Regional Rail Stations
Ballarat
Bendigo
Geelong
Kyneton
Moe
Morwell
Tarneit
Warragul
Wyndham Vale

Bass electorate
Question 1088
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bass
Minister for Education
17 September 2015

REPLY:

I thank Mr Paynter for the invitation to visit Wonthaggi Secondary College and I am pleased to advise that I will be
visiting the school this month.
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.
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Frankston electorate
Question 1089
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Frankston
Minister for Mental Health
17 September 2015

REPLY:

The sale and display of ice pipes is illegal in Victoria under the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act
1981. Under this legislation, Victoria Police has the power to seize drug paraphernalia such as bongs, ice pipes and
cocaine kits that are being sold and displayed in a retail outlet. If your constituent has witnessed the sale or display
of such items, I would encourage her to report this to the police.
Addressing the devastating effects of ice use in Victoria is of critical importance for the Andrews Labor
Government. The Andrews Labor Government's Ice Action Plan delivers $45.5 million in new investment to
reduce the demand, supply and harms from Ice. We are committed to supporting families, treating users and
making our community safer.
As part of this investment, Peninsula Health will receive $200 000 over four years to expand family support
services in the Frankston-Mornington Peninsula catchment. They will work closely with local service providers to
provide families and significant others of people using ice and other drugs with access to a range of services
including family counselling and group and peer based support. The harm reduction activities of Peninsula Health
will also be enhanced by additional funding for its needle and syringe program.
In 2015–16 the Andrews Labor Government is investing $3.06 million into the Frankston and Mornington
Peninsula area for community based drug and alcohol programs. These programs include intake and assessment,
care and recovery programs, non-residential withdrawal, counselling and needle and syringe programs to minimise
harm associated with injection of drugs. As part of this investment, the Government also provides supported
accommodation, assertive outreach, prevention and education for young people in Frankston with alcohol and drug
issues. In addition, the Government also funds Bunjilwarra, an Aboriginal Youth Alcohol and Drug Healing
Service located in Hastings. This is a state-wide service that can be accessed by Frankston residents.
As part of the Andrews Labor Government's Frankston Train Station Precinct Redevelopment, the Department of
Health & Human Services, in conjunction with other key stakeholders including Frankston City Council, Victoria
Police and the University of Melbourne, has developed an action framework that will examine alcohol and other
drug issues in Frankston to help create a more liveable and safe community.

Kew electorate
Question 1090
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Kew
Minister for Planning
17 September 2015

REPLY:

As you are aware, the former Minister for Planning, the Hon. Matthew Guy MP, refused the application and I
strongly defended the refusal at the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT), for the construction of a
five level apartment building at the Kew Residential Services site. However, the VCAT Order set aside the refusal
of the application and directed that a permit be granted for the construction of the apartment building.
On 17 May 2015, the Executive Director, Heritage Victoria, under the Heritage Act 1995, issued a Permit Refusal
for the subject construction. I understand that the proponent, the Walker Corporation, has appealed this decision to
the Heritage Council. The Executive Director of Heritage Victoria, will be defending his position, at the Heritage
Council hearing.
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The Heritage Council is an independent body and I am unable to guarantee that it will uphold the decision of
refusal by Heritage Victoria.

Yan Yean electorate
Question 1287
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yan Yean
Minister for Education
6 October 2015

REPLY:

I refer to the matter raised during Legislative Assembly on 6 October 2015 regarding Diamond Valley College.
Thank you for informing me of the community anticipation and support for the new schools in Mernda, Mernda
South, Hazel Glen and Wallan. I also note your comment regarding the opportunities and challenges to support a
great future for a neighbouring existing school, Diamond Valley College.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, has been
demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015–16 State Budget. The funding
provided through the 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.
I would be pleased to visit Diamond Valley College to see the wonderful work of the staff, students and community
of the school. I will arrange for my office to be in contact with you shortly to arrange a suitable time to visit.
If you would like further information, you may contact Ms Rebecca Haig, Senior Advisor Regional Performance
and Planning, North-Western Victoria Region, Department of Education and Training, on 9488 9432 or by email
haig.rebecca.r@edumail.vic.gov.au
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Questions have been incorporated from the question paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
Headings reflect the portfolio of the minister answering the question.

9 October to 22 October 2015
Energy and resources
435.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — Will the Minister rule out cutting the
solar feed-in tariff by 20 per cent as recommended by the Essential Services Commission.

ANSWER:
The minimum feed-in tariff is independently set by the Essential Services Commission, in accordance with
regulatory arrangements established by the previous Coalition Government.
The Andrews Labor Government has asked the Essential Services Commission to review whether existing
regulatory arrangements adequately reflect and renumerate consumers for the real value of their solar PV systems.

Energy and resources
447.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — Does the Minister have a plan to
redirect any unspent funds from the Advanced Lignite Demonstration Program to:
(1)
(2)

Renewable energy projects in the Latrobe Valley.
Other projects in the Latrobe Valley.

ANSWER:
Grant payments are milestone based and are paid on completion of those milestones. To date, no ALDP grant
payments have been made because milestones have not yet been completed.

Roads and road safety
448.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Western
Distributor documents released on 24 June 2015, including the VicRoads memo dated 12 January 2015:
(1)
(2)

What risk controls have been put in place to address each of the risks outlined in that document.
Were all risks appropriately controlled before the project was announced.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
There were no documents released with reference to the Western Distributor on 24 June 2015. Nor was there a
VicRoads memo dated 12 January 2015 that was related to the Western Distributor.

Roads and road safety
449.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the West Gate
Distributor documents released on 24 June 2015, including the VicRoads memo dated 12 January 2015
which states that ground survey work was only effective in 10 per cent of the area:
(1)
(2)

What processes have been undertaken, or are being undertaken, to assess the remaining 90 per
cent of the area.
What are the risks to the project should these assessments not be undertaken.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The “ground survey work was only effective in ten per cent of the area” was stated in the context of the Culture
Heritage Investigations for the activity area impacted by the project.
The activity area occurs within an urban/industrial landscape and 90 per cent of the area is currently highly built up
with existing infrastructure and cannot be assessed.
In the ten per cent of the area that was visible and assessable, no Aboriginal cultural heritage was identified.

Roads and road safety
450.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Government’s
announcement of negotiations with Transurban regarding the West Gate Distributor, what does the
Government and/or Transurban modelling indicate will be:
(1)
(2)
(3)

The number of vehicles that will use the Distributor, and what percentage of traffic that would
otherwise cross the West Gate Bridge that number represents.
The projected growth in traffic numbers using the Distributor each year.
The point at which congestion at the exit of the Distributor will make traffic flows unworkable.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Government is not in consultation with Transurban regarding the West Gate Distributor project.

Roads and road safety
451.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Government’s
announcement of negotiations with Transurban regarding the West Gate Distributor, can the Minister
outline all environmental impact assessment studies undertaken and/or being undertaken related to this
project, including:
(1)
(2)
(3)

The date the studies commenced.
The date the studies concluded or are scheduled to conclude.
The results of the studies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised, the Government is not in consultation with Transurban
regarding the West Gate Distributor project.

Education
475.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to the $106 000 maintenance
funding Kurnai College received in August 2015:
(1)
(2)
(3)

When will Kurnai College receive $1.263 million in promised funding from the 2015/16 budget.
When will the balance of $6.537 million from the 2015/16 budget be available so that Kurnai
College can complete their new building/s.
Will Gippsland Technical College be established at the Kurnai College, Morwell site or will it be
at another central location in the region; if it is in another location, what will that location be.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
I am pleased to confirm that the Andrews Labor Government has committed $7.8 million to redevelop Kurnai
College’s Morwell Campus, which includes rebuilding the science wing and administration facilities, construction
of a new library, and complete landscaping.
As you are aware, $1.26 million has been allocated through the 2015-16 State Budget to fund the initial stage of our
election commitment. The Government has been clear that all election commitments will be fully funded during
our term in office. In addition to the election commitment, the Government has provided additional planned
maintenance funding of $106 000 to target buildings in the poorest condition at the College. I am advised that
works at Kurnai College are currently in the planning phase.
As part of our plan for the Latrobe Valley, the Gippsland Tech School will be established in a central location in
Morwell. I am advised that the Government has formed a working group and held stakeholder forums, consisting
of representatives from local schools, TAFE, university, local government and industry groups. The partnerships
developed and fostered at a local level during the planning process will both shape the nature of the Tech school
and determine the location of the site. The Department will continue to work closely with its stakeholders to ensure
the best outcomes are achieved for Morwell and the broader Gippsland community.

Creative industries
486.

Ms VICTORIA to ask the Minister for the Creative Industries — With reference to the Victorian
Auditor-General’s report Follow up of Collections Management in Cultural Agencies, what steps will
be taken to address each of the four recommendations outlined in the report on pages 2, 6, 7 and 8.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Auditor-General’s Follow up of Collections Management in Cultural Agencies found that agencies are making
progress on addressing the four recommendations referred to. He also noted that agencies “face unique challenges
relating to the size and diversity of their collections, meaning that there are fundamental issues that require time and
investment to manage in the long term.”
Creative Victoria will continue to work with Agencies to address the recommendations.

Creative industries
487.

Ms VICTORIA to ask the Minister for the Creative Industries — With reference to comments on
page 14 of the Victorian Auditor-General’s report Follow up of Collections Management in Cultural
Agencies, what changes will be made to the Audit Committee processes of the following agencies:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Creative Victoria.
Museum Victoria.
National Gallery of Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Both Museum Victoria and the National Gallery of Victoria are statutory entities, and are responsible for changing
the audit priorities and processes of their audit committees.
Creative Victoria has processes in place to oversight governance within portfolio agencies. Through these
processes it will seek to ensure that the issues highlighted by the Auditor General, especially those relating to
Standing direction 2.6(f) under the Financial Management Act 1994, are appropriately addressed.
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Energy and resources
488.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — With reference to the ‘Don’t Get
Left In The Dark about Power Outage Safety’ advertising campaign:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the overall cost and cost breakdown per advertising network since 1 December 2014.
How many jobs has the campaign created.
How are the performance outputs of the campaign being assessed.

ANSWER:
The Government’s “Your guide to power outages” summer campaign is an important community awareness
campaign which provides easy to understand and practical guidance to assist regional and rural Victorians in the
event of mains power loss. The communications campaign is conducted during the six weeks of heightened
bushfire risk and is part of the Powerline Bushfire Safety Program (PBSP), a 10-year program which is delivering
on powerline related recommendations from the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission.
Under the PBSP, enhanced safety settings are applied to electricity network protection infrastructure on extreme
hot weather days which reduces the chance of fires starting from electricity assets. If a fault occurs the protection
equipment shuts off the power until the fault is fixed or the line has been inspected and deemed safe. However, it
may increase the frequency and/or duration of localised blackouts. These impacts are being minimised through a
grant program to fund the installation of automatic start back-up power generators in residential care facilities
across high fire risk areas. This means vulnerable Victorians across the State will not be adversely impacted.
The “Your guide to power outages” summer campaign is part of the Government’s community resilience strategy
and is intended to provide public information ensuring communities are best prepared for power failure during
extreme summer weather conditions.
The campaign began in the summer of 2012/13 and has continued each year with an annual advertising budget of
$104 000 covering print, radio, online and CALD advertising across rural and regional Victoria. Last year the
campaign had a reach of 1.5 million regional and rural Victorians.
Evaluation of the campaign is informed through mechanisms of media monitoring, online google analytics, call
centre reports and quantitative and qualitative research with stakeholders and members of affected communities.

Energy and resources
489.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — With reference to the New Energy
Jobs Fund:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

To date, what grants have been awarded.
Which organisations has the Government consulted in the development of the fund.
What is the expenditure, to date, for external consultation.
Which organisations have undertaken the external consultation process.
What are the funding criteria for applicants.
How many jobs will the fund create.
How will the performance outputs of the fund be assessed.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government has identified six priority sectors that have the potential for high economic growth and
the capacity to create high-skill, high wage jobs. This includes the New Energy Technology Sector. To support this
high potential sector, the Government has committed $20 million for the New Energy Jobs Fund, as part of the
$200 million Future Industries Fund.
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The Government is currently finalising the details of the New Energy Jobs Fund and will be making
announcements regarding the program in the very near future.
The Government is consulting with a range of community and business stakeholders in developing the fund.

Energy and resources
490.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — Has the Minister received any
advice on the cost of developing and implementing a state emissions reduction target; if so, what is that
advice.

ANSWER:
As the matter of developing and implementing a state greenhouse gas emissions reduction target falls outside my
portfolio, I refer the question to the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water.

Energy and resources
491.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — Has the Government had any
external consultation on a Victorian renewable energy generation target, which organisations were
consulted, and what was the cost of the consultation.

ANSWER:
The Government is currently undertaking public consultation on Victoria’s Renewable Energy Roadmap (the
Roadmap). This consultation process will seek public feedback on the objective, priorities and initiatives of the
Roadmap, including appropriate levels for setting Victorian renewable energy generation targets for 2020 and
2025.
The consultation process will consist of public forums held throughout September in Melbourne and a number of
regional locations. Written submissions on the Roadmap are also being accepted via
renewable.energy@ecodev.vic.gov.au. Attendance at these forums is expected to include renewable energy
developers, manufacturers, community groups and other energy sector stakeholders.

Energy and resources
492.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — With reference to a Victorian
renewable energy generation target:
(1)
(2)

Has the Government undertaken any economic modelling for such a target.
What advice has been received for the impact on Victorian energy prices.

ANSWER:
Victoria’s Renewable Energy Roadmap states the Government’s intention to establish Victorian renewable energy
generation targets for 2020 and 2025. The Government will aim for the 2020 target to produce at least 20 per cent
of Victoria’s electricity generation from renewable sources by 2020.
As the Government is still in the process of consulting on and assessing potential targets for 2020 and 2025,
economic modelling has not yet been undertaken. Associated advice on the impact on Victorian energy prices has
therefore not been received.

Energy and resources
493.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — What advice has the Minister
received for the cost of developing and implementing a Victorian renewable energy generation target.
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ANSWER:
Victoria’s Renewable Energy Roadmap states the Government’s intention to establish Victorian renewable energy
generation targets for 2020 and 2025. The Government will aim for the 2020 target to produce at least 20 per cent
of Victoria’s electricity generation from renewable sources by 2020.
As the Government is still in the process of consulting on and assessing potential targets for 2020 and 2025, it has
not been possible to determine the cost of developing and implementing such targets.

Energy and resources
494.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — Will the Minister rule out the
closure of any coal power stations in the Latrobe Valley under the Andrews Government.

ANSWER:
Coal power stations in the Latrobe Valley are privately owned and operated. As such, future operation of those
power stations will be determined by commercial considerations, provided they continue to meet legal and
regulatory obligations.

Small business, innovation and trade
505.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade — With reference to the Premier’s Job and Investment Fund, and specifically the
Start-Up Victoria initiative, what is the current status of the program.

ANSWER:
Funding for the Startup Initiative was confirmed in the 2015/16 budget.
The Department of Economic Development, Jobs Transport and Resources (DEDJTR) is undertaking a design
process to inform the Government’s Startup Initiative.
As part of this process, the Startup Initiative was discussed at the Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel on 31
August 2015.
DEDJTR is preparing advice to the Government regarding the implementation of the Initiative.

Small business, innovation and trade
506.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade — With reference to the Premier’s Job and Investment fund, and specifically the
Start-Up Victoria initiative, what is the expenditure breakdown of the $60 million funded for the
program.

ANSWER:
The specific expenditure breakdown for the Startup Initiative is being determined as part of the design process
being undertaken by the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources.

Small business, innovation and trade
507.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade —
(1)
(2)

When did the Minister become aware that the name for Start-Up Victoria was already taken by the
not-for-profit StartUp Victoria.
Will any compensation be paid to StartUp Victoria as a result of Start-Up Victoria using the same
name.
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ANSWER:
(1)

I refer to my answer in Question Time on 19 August 2015.

(2)

Refer to point 1.

Small business, innovation and trade
508.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade — With reference to the Premier’s Job and Investment Fund, and specifically the
Start-Up Victoria initiative, has the Government had any external consultation on such a scheme, which
organisations were consulted and what was the cost.

ANSWER:
The Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources has undertaken detailed consultation as
part of the design process for the Government’s Startup Initiative, with over 160 individuals and organisations
consulted, representing entrepreneurs, startup companies, accelerator and incubator organisations, startup funders,
universities and other interested parties. The costs of the consultation process were incorporated into the 2015/16
Budget. No additional costs were required.

Small business, innovation and trade
509.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade — How many jobs will the Start-Up Victoria initiative create.

ANSWER:
An evaluation framework identifying key outcomes and KPIs is being developed as part of the design process
being undertaken by the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources.

Small business, innovation and trade
510.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade — With reference to the Premier’s Job and Investment Fund, and specifically the
Premier’s Job and Investment Panel, will this be a statutory body.

ANSWER:
The Premier’s Jobs and Investment Fund does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Small business, innovation and trade
511.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade — With reference to the Premier’s Job and Investment Fund, and specifically the
Premier’s Job and Investment Panel:
(1)
(2)

What is the selection process for members of the Panel.
How much will members of the Panel be paid and will they be paid out of the Job and Investment
Fund.

ANSWER:
The Premier’s Job and Investment Panel does not lie within my portfolio’s responsibilities.
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Education
512.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to the rising number of young
people disengaging from Government schools:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

What is the current number of students who have disengaged from Government schools.
What is the age and/or school year breakdown of the current students who disengaged from their
schools during the 2014 and 2015 school year.
What strategies are currently in place to combat students from disengaging.
What strategies are currently in place to encourage students who have disengaged to return to
school.
What targets have been set by the Government to reduce the number of students from disengaging
in the future.
What percentage targets have been set by the Government to reduce disengagement of students
over the next 12, 24, 36 and 48 months.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The most recent data on student disengagement is for 2013. It is estimated that in 2013, approximately 6800 Year 9
to 12 government school students left school early and were not engaged in education and training at 1st August the
following year.
Under the Education State reform agenda, students from socially disadvantaged backgrounds will benefit from the
largest-ever increase in needs-based funding for Victorian government schools.
$747 million in extra funds over four years will be provided to deliver great schools for every community and great
teachers in every classroom. $493 million of that funding will be targeted at students most in need of help, to break
the cycle of disadvantage and give our kids the best opportunities to succeed. The extra funding will flow from the
start of the 2016 school year, and $148.8 million will be provided in ongoing funding from 2019-2020.
In addition, a $72.3 million catch-up boost will be provided to schools to help around 9500 students who have
fallen behind academically. The funding will be provided over four years and $21.8 million will be provided in
ongoing funding from 2019-2020.
Initiatives that will be delivered under the Education State reform agenda include a Navigator service that will help
re-engage Victorian students who disengage from school and training each year, and the establishment of
LOOKOUT Education Support Centres in each Department of Education and Training Region by 2017 to support
the more than 6000 school-aged kids in Out-of-Home-Care.
School may use their Student Resource Package funding to deliver prevention and early intervention supports for
children and young people at risk of disengaging from education and training. In addition, schools may also choose
to provide support for disengaged young people and at risk young people through re-engagement programs, which
operate outside mainstream classroom settings and provide a combination of tailored education provision and
wellbeing support. Re-engagement programs may be delivered by schools in partnership with registered training
organisations or community agencies.
The Department has several programs already available to schools that specifically target students at risk of
disengaging from education and training as well as support their mental health, general health and wellbeing.
Student Support Services (SSS), comprising psychologists, social workers and other allied health professionals,
work in collaboration with schools and community services to identify and intervene early with children and young
people at schools who have additional needs or are at risk of disengagement.
The School Focused Youth Service (SFYS) operates statewide and focuses on supporting at risk young people
aged 10 to 18 who require targeted or intensive intervention strategies to assist their learning, development, health
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and wellbeing. A key activity of SFYS is facilitating partnerships and pathways between schools and community
organisations to support at risk young people.
The Government also recently announced a target to halve the proportion of students leaving education during
Years 9 to 12 over the next 10 years.

Agriculture
515.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Agriculture — To provide
detail on the Government’s pre-election commitment to introduce a commercial netting ban around the
mouths of rivers in the Gippsland Lakes and what consultation has taken place with the sector in
relation to this commitment.

ANSWER:
As part of the Target One million plan to grow recreational fishing in Victoria, the government has committed to a
number of initiatives, including the banning netting at the mouth of rivers in the Gippsland lakes.
This election commitment is aimed at improving the protection of key recreational fish species whilst they are
migrating from the Gippsland lakes rivers system into the lakes.
Work has commenced on implementing this important election commitment.
Preliminary discussions have occurred between the Target One million special coordinator Mr Craig Ingram and
representatives of both the commercial and recreational fishing sectors regarding the implementation of this
commitment.
Further detailed and formal consultation on the process and potential options for improving the protection around
Gippsland lakes river mouths will occur in 2016.
In the interim, the government is working through the delivery of its Target One Million election commitments and
has already delivered, or is in the process of implementing, a number of important projects:
– Establishing a Lake Toolondo Reservoir advisory group to report on options
– Open recreational trout cod fisheries in Beechworth
– Grow the Victorian Trout Opening Festival
– Remove horsepower and boat length restrictions at Blue Rock Lake
– Halt commercial netting in Port Phillip and Corio Bays
– Ban netting at the mouth of rivers in Gippsland Lakes
– Establish a Better Fishing Facilities fund to provide new fishing and boating facilities
– Deliver fish stocking and education programs
– Increase fish stocks from 3 million to 5 million a year
– Implement a marine species stocking program
– Provide $2000 ‘Stronger Fishing Clubs’ grants to all fishing clubs
– Undertake a state-wide recreational catch survey
– Expand the Angler Diary program
– Stocking barramundi into Hazelwood Pondage
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– Establish Fisheries Victoria as a statutory fisheries management authority
– Introduce a minimum size for trout
– Pursue reciprocal licensing arrangements with NSW.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
523.

Ms McLEISH to ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation — What
evidence, including scientific evidence, was used to support the regulation on the sale of raw milk that
came into effect on 1 January 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As the regulation of the sale of raw milk falls under the portfolio responsibility of the Honourable Jaala Pulford
MLC, Minister for Agriculture, you may wish to refer your question accordingly.
However, I can provide the information below on the Victorian Government’s position on the sale of raw milk.
It is already illegal in Victoria for unpasteurised milk to be packaged or sold for human consumption. Nevertheless,
some people have been consuming unpasteurised milk labelled “not for human consumption”.
On 2 December 2014 Victoria’s Chief Health Officer (CHO) publicly warned that raw milk should never be
consumed as it has an increased risk of individuals acquiring gastrointestinal illness. Her warning followed several
children becoming seriously ill after consuming raw milk.
From 1 January 2015, Dairy Food Safety Victoria, commenced implementing measures to strengthen the existing
regulation of the sale of raw milk to protect public health. Raw milk can be sold to licensed dairy food producers
and otter processors, but not into the retail market, unless it has been treated to make it unpalatable for human
consumption and not able to be mistaken for food.
These controls on the sale of raw milk will not impede the availability of genuine cosmetic products such as soap,
bath milk and face cream. However, these products will need to have been treated prior to sale to deter their
consumption.
For dairy licensees who process milk for cosmetic purposes, there is a cost in meeting the new conditions.
However, those costs are outweighed by the community benefit of clearly differentiating and treating products
intended for cosmetic use. Dairy farmers also have the option of providing all of their milk to a processor for
human consumption.
The sale of raw cows’ milk for human consumption is illegal in all states and territories. Dairy industry regulators,
departments of health, and consumer protection agencies are working at a national level to ensure that cosmetic
products made from raw cows’ milk are managed in a way that will protect public health.
The Victorian Government’s position on the sale of raw milk is consistent with the Food Standards Australia New
Zealand risk assessment produced in 2009, which found that for raw drinking milk the risks could not be
sufficiently controlled and that the product poses a high risk to public health and safety.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
524.

Ms McLEISH to ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation — Has the
Government considered regulating the sale of raw milk for direct human consumption as is the case in
most overseas countries.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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I refer you to my response to Question on Notice number LA 523.

Consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation
525.

Ms McLEISH to ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation — With
reference to the new FSANZ regulations relating to the production and sale of raw cheeses, including a
protocol for the production and testing of raw milk used in the making of these cheeses, has the
Government considered regulating the sale of raw milk for direct human consumption according to the
same production and testing standards.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I refer you to my response to Question on Notice number LA 523.

Education
539.

Mr KATOS to ask the Minister for Education — When will the Armstrong Creek West Primary
School be:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Funded.
Constructed.
Operational and accepting students.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in school facilities and has allocated $730 million in the
2015-16 Budget to build, upgrade and maintain school assets. This funding represents a crucial first step in creating
the Education State and repairing the damage done by four years of under-investment by the former government.
The 2015-16 State Budget focused on allocating funding to election commitments and highpriority projects as well
responsibly balancing and prioritising the needs of over 1500 government schools in Victoria, all in varying
condition.
We are mindful of the impact of population growth in Armstrong Creek and are committed to developing solutions
for meeting current and future school demand. There has already been a significant investment to increase school
provision in the area with the Armstrong Creek Education Precinct which includes Armstrong Creek Special
School and Armstrong Creek Primary School.
These schools will be delivered through the New Schools Public Private Partnership (PPP) Project which is
delivering 15 new government schools across Victoria’s fastest growing communities. It will open its doors to
students in Term 1, 2018 and additional community facilities and programs will be incorporated into the design,
transforming it into a community hub.
In addition the Government has committed to funding Armstrong Creek West within this term of government.

Industry
540.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Industry — Following the restructure of the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources, has aviation remained within the purview of
that department.
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ANSWER:
Aviation planning remains within the remit of the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, as it has
always been.
The Investment and Economic Projects Division of the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport
and Resources (the department) focuses on investment attraction and facilitation services including working with
aviation businesses to increase investment in Victoria.
To support and stimulate aviation-related economic activity and create new jobs in Victoria the department’s Sector
Development and Programs Division includes a focus on tourism, international education, transport, distribution
and logistics, and manufacturing sectors.
International education will reach out to attract students who want to train in Victorian flight schools and attend
Victorian universities for aviation studies. The manufacturing sector will engage with companies that are interested
in investing in new technologies directed at aviation component and material manufacturing. Tourism will continue
with its work to advance airline attraction into Victoria and support aviation marketing initiatives that are aimed at
driving tourism growth for the state. Transport, distribution and logistics will concentrate on growing Victoria’s
activity in relation to the freight task, including airfreight.
The department’s Regional Development Victoria Division will continue to support airport infrastructure
development that helps grow regional Victoria.
The department’s new structure provides a streamlined approach for better collaboration amongst the divisions that
support better investment and economic outcomes for Victoria.

Training and skills
544.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many people have been appointed to TAFE boards since 1 December 2014.
How many positions have expired on TAFE boards since 1 December 2014.
Which TAFE boards have vacancies.
How many vacancies does each TAFE board have.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Appointments made to TAFE Boards and board member terms are published in each institute’s Annual Report.
Further details of positions and expiry dates can be found at www.publicboards.vic.gov.au
It is worth noting I am currently considering the performance of TAFE institutes and capabilities of all boards.
The former coalition government left the TAFE system in disarray and financial turmoil. Women were vastly under
represented on boards and staff, student and employer satisfaction were at an all-time low. The Andrews
Government is intent on restoring our TAFE system, which will include an overhaul of governance arrangements
including appointing women to at least fifty percent of board positions.
The Government has also introduced legislation that implements the election commitment to restore proper
governance to TAFE institutes.

Training and skills
547.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
nominations were received for the 2015 Victorian Training Awards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A total of 154 nominations were received for the 2015 Victorian Training Awards.

Training and skills
548.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to the TAFE Back To Work Fund:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Since 1 August 2015, which organisations have applied for funding and what was their requested
funding amount.
Which of these applications have been funded as of 3 September 2015.
What is the current status of each application.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Applications for the TAFE Back to Work Fund closed on 27 April 2015. I have announced $48.5 million in
funding for 12 TAFE institutes and two dual sector universities. A full list of the funded projects is available on the
Department of Education and Training’s website.

Training and skills
549.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to the answer to Legislative Council Question on Notice No 741:
(1)
(2)

What are the names of the organisations that submitted the 41 applications received for the
funding from the TAFE Back to Work Fund and what was the requested funding amount of each.
What are the names of the 14 organisations that received funding from the TAFE Back to Work
Fund and what was the requested funding amount of each application.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

All TAFEs and some dual sector universities applied for funding from the $50 million TAFE Back to Work
Fund.

(2)

The 12 TAFE institutes, Federation University and Swinburne University received funding from the TAFE
Back to Work Fund. A full list of the projects and funding awarded is available on the Department of
Education and Training website.

Education
558.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to the Government’s recent
announcement of additional maintenance funding where more than 150 public schools will share in
$27 million to fix ageing buildings and infrastructure:
(1)
(2)

What is the funding breakdown of what each individual school will receive as part of the school
maintenance funding.
What criteria were applied to determine how the funding was allocated.
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ANSWER:
Under the 2015-16 Planned Maintenance Program, funding of $27 million will be provided to renovate and
refurbish 229 buildings in 153 government schools around the state. This funding targets school facilities that were
identified during an independent audit of every government school building as being in the most need of
renovation.
This initiative supports the Government’s commitment to making Victoria the Education State. Investing in school
buildings and infrastructure through the Planned Maintenance Program will help deliver a first class education for
Victorian students.

Local government
561.

Mr T. SMITH to ask the Minister for Local Government — With reference to the process of planning
permits:
(1)
(2)

What plans does the Government have to simplify the process of planning permits and ease the
increasing need for legal and consulting involvement.
With the increasing complexity of planning schemes and the planning process, along with
restrictions on rate increases, how does the Government plan to assist Councils to promptly
process planning permits.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The government is currently considering options for the reform of the planning system to better link strategic
outcomes to statutory provisions and to improve the timeliness and consistency around decision making by
councils for planning applications and planning scheme amendments.
Councils are required to assess and determine planning applications within a timely manner and to ensure that
relevant steps in the planning process are followed with information, assessment, consultation and decision making
being appropriate to the scale of the planning proposal.
Councils are currently required to assess planning permit applications within 60 statutory days (this excludes days
required for further information and public consultation) and are required to report on these matters to the
Department monthly through the Planning Permit Activity Report.

Environment, climate change and water
563.

Mr T. SMITH to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — With reference to
the development of a Domestic Wastewater Management Plan (DWMP) in Mansfield Shire, have any
domestic wastewater treatment plants in Mansfield Shire been inspected as required by the DWMP and
Environmental Protection Authority.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Late last year Mansfield Shire adopted a five year DWMP that provides for Mansfield Shire to implement a formal
compliance inspection regime for onsite wastewater systems.
Technical details of this inspection regime have been worked out between the Shire and the two water authorities in
the region, Goulburn Murray Water and Goulburn Valley Water. They are expected to be formally signed off by
this month’s council meeting and inspections will commence thereafter.
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Roads and road safety
565.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Portland–Hamilton
Road (also known as the Henty Highway) located within the Glenelg Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
566.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Portland–Hamilton
Road (also known as the Henty Highway) located within the Glenelg Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
567.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Portland–Hamilton
Road (also known as the Henty Highway) located within the Glenelg Shire, since 4 December 2014, has
the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
568.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Portland Casterton
Road located within the Glenelg Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
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received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
569.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Portland–Casterton
Road located within the Glenelg Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
570.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Portland–Casterton
Road located within the Glenelg Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
571.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Portland–
Warrnambool Road located within the Glenelg Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
572.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Portland–
Warrnambool Road located within the Glenelg Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
573.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Portland–
Warrnambool Road located within the Glenelg Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
574.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Portland–Nelson
Road located within the Glenelg Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4078

ASSEMBLY

9 October to 22 October 2015

Roads and road safety
575.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Portland–Nelson
Road located within the Glenelg Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
1 am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
576.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Portland–Nelson
Road located within the Glenelg Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
577.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway (between Tyrendarra and the South Australian border) located within the Glenelg Shire, since
4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
578.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway (between Tyrendarra and the South Australian border) located within the Glenelg Shire, since
4 December 2014:
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How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
579.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway (between Tyrendarra and the South Australian border) located within the Glenelg Shire, since
4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
580.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
581.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
582.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
583.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Glenelg
Highway located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
584.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Glenelg
Highway located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
585.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Glenelg
Highway located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
586.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Hamilton
Highway located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
587.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Hamilton
Highway located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
588.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Hamilton
Highway located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

4081
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
589.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Great Ocean
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
590.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Great Ocean
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
591.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Great Ocean
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:

(1)
(2)
ANSWER:

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
592.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Ayresford Road
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
593.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Ayresford Road
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
594.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Ayresford Road
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:

(1)
(2)
ANSWER:

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
595.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Camperdown–
Lismore Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
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received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
596.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Camperdown–
Lismore Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
597.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Camperdown–
Lismore Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
598.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Camperdown–
Cobden Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
599.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Camperdown–
Cobden Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
600.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Camperdown–
Cobden Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
601.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–Port
Campbell Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
602.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–Port
Campbell Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
603.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–Port
Campbell Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
604.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–Stonyford
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
605.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–Stonyford
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
606.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–Stonyford
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
607.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–
Warrnambool Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
608.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–
Warrnambool Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
609.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–
Warrnambool Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
610.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–Terang
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
611.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–Terang
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
612.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–Terang
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
613.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Darlington Road
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
614.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Darlington Road
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
615.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Darlington Road
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4090

ASSEMBLY

9 October to 22 October 2015

Roads and road safety
616.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Foxhow Road
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
617.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Foxhow Road
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
618.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Foxhow Road
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
619.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lavers Hill–
Cobden Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
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received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
620.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lavers Hill–
Cobden Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
621.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lavers Hill–
Cobden Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
622.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lismore–Scarsdale
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
623.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lismore–Scarsdale
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
624.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lismore–Scarsdale
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that; as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
625.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lismore–Skipton
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
626.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lismore–Skipton
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
627.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lismore–Skipton
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
628.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to McKinnon Bridge–
Noorat Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
629.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to McKinnon Bridge–
Noorat Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
630.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to McKinnon Bridge–
Noorat Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this. information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
631.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Princetown Road
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
632.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Princetown Road
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
633.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Princetown Road
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
634.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Rokewood–Skipton
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
635.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Rokewood–Skipton
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
636.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Rokewood–Skipton
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
637.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Terang–Mortlake
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
638.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Terang–Mortlake
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
639.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Terang–Mortlake
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
640.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–Colac
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
641.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–Colac
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
642.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–Colac
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
643.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–
Nullawarree Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
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received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
644.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–
Nullawarree Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
645.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–
Nullawarree Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
646.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–Port
Campbell Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
647.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–Port
Campbell Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
648.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–Port
Campbell Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
649.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Skipton–Beaufort
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
650.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Skipton–Beaufort
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
651.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Skipton–Beaufort
Road located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
652.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Anderson Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
653.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Anderson Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
654.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Anderson Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
655.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bailey Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
656.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bailey Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
657.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bailey Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
658.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Barrett Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
659.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Barrett Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
660.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Barrett Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)

On what date did this occur.
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What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
661.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cressy Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
662.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cressy Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
663.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cressy Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
664.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Curdie Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
665.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Curdie Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
666.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Curdie Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
667.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Estcourt Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
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What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
668.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Estcourt Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
669.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Estcourt Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
670.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to High Street,
Darlington located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
671.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to High Street,
Darlington located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
672.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to High Street,
Darlington located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
673.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to High Street,
Lismore located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
674.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to High Street,
Lismore located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
675.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to High Street,
Lismore located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
676.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to High Street, Terang
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
677.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to High Street, Terang
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
678.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to High Street, Terang
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
679.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Leura Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
680.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Leura Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
681.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Leura Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
682.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lord Street, Port
Campbell located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
683.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lord Street, Port
Campbell located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
684.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lord Street, Port
Campbell located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
685.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Main Road,
Skipton located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
686.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Main Road,
Skipton located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
687.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Main Road,
Skipton located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
688.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Main Street,
Timboon located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
689.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Main Street,
Timboon located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
690.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Main Street,
Timboon located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
691.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Manifold Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
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received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
692.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Manifold Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department:

Roads and road safety
693.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Manifold Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
694.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Montgomery Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
695.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Montgomery Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
696.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Montgomery Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
699.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Thomson Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
700.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Thomson Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in.one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
701.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Thomson Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
702.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Victoria Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a) received;
(b) funded;
(c) rejected;
(d) cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department

Roads and road safety
703.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Victoria Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
704.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Victoria Street
located within the Corangamite Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
705.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Great Ocean Road
located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
706.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Great Ocean Road
located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
707.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Great Ocean Road
located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point
on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
708.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Hamilton
Highway located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
709.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Hamilton
Highway located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
710.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Hamilton
Highway located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at
any point on the road; if so:
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On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
711.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hopkins Highway
located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
712.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hopkins Highway
located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
713.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hopkins Highway
located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point
on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
714.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
715.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the. question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
716.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at
any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
717.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Ayresford Road
(south of Cobden–Warrnambool Road) located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
718.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Ayresford Road
(south of Cobden–Warrnambool Road) located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
719.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Ayresford Road
(south of Cobden–Warrnambool Road) located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has
the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
720.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–
Warrnambool Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
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How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
721.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–
Warrnambool Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
722.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cobden–
Warrnambool Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
723.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hamilton–Port
Fairy Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
724.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hamilton–Port
Fairy Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
725.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hamilton–Port
Fairy Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
726.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Koroit–Port Fairy
Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
727.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Koroit–Port Fairy
Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
728.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Koroit–Port Fairy
Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
730.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Koroit–
Woolsthorpe Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
731.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Koroit–
Woolsthorpe Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
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When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was· raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
732.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Koroit–
Woolsthorpe Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
733.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Macarthur–
Penshurst Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
734.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Macarthur–
Penshurst Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
735.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Macarthur–
Penshurst Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
736.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Mailors Flat–
Koroit Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
737.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Mailors Flat–
Koroit Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
738.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Mailors Flat–
Koroit Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
739.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Mortlake–Ararat
Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
740.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Mortlake–Ararat
Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
741.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Mortlake–Ararat
Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
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On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
742.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Myamyn–
Macarthur Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
743.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Myamyn–
Macarthur Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
744.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Myamyn–
Macarthur Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
745.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Penshurst–Port
Fairy Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
746.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Penshurst–Port
Fairy Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
747.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Penshurst–Port
Fairy Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
780.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety —
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How many ‘T’ (tram priority) lights have been installed at signalised intersections in Melbourne
on a two way basis (that is, one ‘T’ light for inbound and outbound trams at a particular
intersection).
How many ‘B’ (bus priority) lights have been installed at signalised intersections in Melbourne on
a two way basis (that is, one ‘B’ light for inbound and outbound buses at a particular intersection).
How many sets of traffic lights do each of Melbourne’s tram routes and bus routes travel through.
Are any further installations of ‘T’ (tram priority) and ‘B’ (bus priority) lights planned for 2015–
16 or beyond; if so, where and at what individual cost.
What is the budgeted cost of tram or bus priority works for:
(a) 2015–16;
(b) 2016–17;
(c) 2017–18;
(d) 2018–19.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
VicRoads’ asset records do not include details of the number of ‘T’ displays or ‘B’ displays at signalised
intersections.
VicRoads advises that buses travel through 3301 traffic signals and trams travel through 808 traffic signals.
VicRoads and PTV are continuing to pursue opportunities for on road priority for public transport that is not
restricted to just ‘B’ or ‘T’ phases.
The budgets for tram and bus improvements are not specific to priority works.

Public transport
782.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Do the Metro franchise and the Public
Transport of Victoria — V/Line services agreements include a requirement for station staff to rule a red
line under the station’s train times where a wallsheet timetable poster is displayed to enable the
travelling public to more easily identify the times of trains at the station at which they are present; if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

In what clause number(s) of the applicable franchise or services agreement is this included.
How often are station staff complying with any such requirement.
What steps, if any, will Metro and V/Line take to ensure that this longstanding practice is adhered
to by Metro and V/Line staff whenever wallsheet timetables are displayed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
There is no such requirement in the Metro Franchise Agreement nor the V/Line Services Agreement.

Roads and road safety
783.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Penshurst–
Warrnambool Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)

received;
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funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
784.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Penshurst–
Warrnambool Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
785.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Penshurst–
Warrnambool Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:.
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
786.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Spencer Road
located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
787.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Spencer Road
located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
788.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Spencer Road
located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point
on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
789.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Terang–Mortlake
Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
790.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Terang–Mortlake
Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
791.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Terang–Mortlake
Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
793.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–
Nullawarre Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
794.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–
Nullawarre Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
795.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–
Nullawarre Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
796.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Warrnambool–
Caramut Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
797.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Warrnambool–
Caramut Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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798.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Warrnambool–
Caramut Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
799.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Woolsthorpe–
Heywood Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
800.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Woolsthorpe–
Heywood Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
801.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Woolsthorpe–
Heywood Road located within the Moyne Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
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On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
802.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Banyan Street,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
803.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Banyan Street,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
804.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Banyan Street,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:.
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
805.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bridge Road,
Woodford located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
806.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bridge Road,
Woodford located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
807.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bridge Road,
Woodford located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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808.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bridge Road,
Bushfield located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
809.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bridge Road,
Bushfield located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
810.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bridge Road,
Bushfield located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
811.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Caramut Road,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
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How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
812.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Caramut Road,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
813.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Caramut Road,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this · information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
814.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Caramut Road,
Woodford located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
815.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Caramut Road,
Woodford located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on. the department.

Roads and road safety
816.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Caramut Road,
Woodford located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
818.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Farnham Road,
Dennington located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
819.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Farnham Road,
Dennington located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
820.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Farnham Road,
Dennington located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
821.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Foster Street,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
822.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Foster Street,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
823.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Foster Street,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
824.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hopkins Highway,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
825.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hopkins Highway,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
826.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hopkins Highway,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
827.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hopkins Highway,
Bushfield located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
828.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hopkins Highway,
Bushfield located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
829.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hopkins Highway,
Bushfield located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
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On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
830.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Horne Road,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
831.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Horne Road,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
832.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Horne Road,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
833.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Mortlake Road,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
834.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Mortlake Road,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
835.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Mortlake Road,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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836.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Princes Highway
(East), Allansford located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
837.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Princes Highway
(East), Allansford located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this ·information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
838.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Princes Highway
(East), Allansford located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
839.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Princes Highway
(East), Dennington located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
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How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
840.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Princes Highway
(East), Dennington located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
841.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Princes Highway
(East), Dennington located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed
zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
842.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Raglan Parade,
Dennington located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
843.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Raglan Parade,
Dennington located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
844.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Raglan Parade,
Dennington located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
845.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Raglan Parade,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
846.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Raglan Parade,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
847.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Raglan Parade,
Warrnambool located within the City of Warrnambool, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
848.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Ballarat
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
849.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Ballarat
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
850.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Ballarat
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
851.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Forrest–Apollo Bay
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
852.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Forrest–Apollo Bay
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
853.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Forrest–Apollo Bay
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
854.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Forrest
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
855.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Forrest
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
856.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Forrest
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
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On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
857.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Warncoort–
Birregurra Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
858.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Warncoort–
Birregurra Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
859.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Warncoort–
Birregurra Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
860.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Birregurra–Deans
Marsh Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
861.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Birregurra–Deans
Marsh Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
862.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Birregurra–Deans
Marsh Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable. burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
863.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–Colac
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
864.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–Colac
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
865.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Timboon–Colac
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
866.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Carlisle
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
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How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
867.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Carlisle
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
868.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Carlisle
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
869.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Gellibrand River
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
870.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Gellibrand River
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
871.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Gellibrand River
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
872.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Lavers Hill
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
873.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Lavers Hill
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
874.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Lavers Hill
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
875.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lavers Hill–
Cobden Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
876.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lavers Hill–
Cobden Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
877.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lavers Hill–
Cobden Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
881.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Beech Forest Road
located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
882.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Beech Forest Road
located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
883.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Beech Forest Road
located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at
any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
884.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway (West) located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
885.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway (West) located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
886.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway (West) located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
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On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
887.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Hamilton
Highway located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
888.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Hamilton
Highway located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
889.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Hamilton
Highway located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
890.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Skenes Creek Road
located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
891.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Skenes Creek Road
located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
892.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Skenes Creek Road
located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at
any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
893.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Birregurra Forrest
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
894.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Birregurra Forrest
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
895.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Birregurra Forrest
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
896.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Birregurra Road
located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
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How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
897.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Birregurra Road
located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
898.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Birregurra Road
located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at
any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
899.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cororooke Road
located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
900.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cororooke Road
located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
901.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cororooke Road
located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at
any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
902.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Great Ocean
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
903.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Great Ocean
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
904.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Great Ocean
Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
905.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cape Otway
Lighthouse Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
906.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cape Otway
Lighthouse Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
907.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cape Otway
Lighthouse Road located within the Shire of Colac Otway, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone
been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
908.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
909.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
910.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Princes
Highway located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
911.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Surf Coast
Highway located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
912.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Surf Coast
Highway located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
913.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Surf Coast
Highway located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered
at any point on the road; if so:
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On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
914.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Great Ocean
Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
915.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Great Ocean
Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
916.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Great Ocean
Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at
any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
917.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bells Beach Road,
between Bones Road and Jarosite Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
918.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bells Beach Road,
between Bones Road and Jarosite Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
919.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bells Beach Road,
between Bones Road and Jarosite Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014,
has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date this question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
931.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bells Boulevarde
and Bones Road, between Bells Boulevarde and Bells Beach Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire,
since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
932.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bells Boulevarde
and Bones Road, between Bells Boulevarde and Bells Beach Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire,
since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
933.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Bells Boulevarde
and Bones Road, between Bells Boulevarde and Bells Beach Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire,
since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
934.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Anglesea Road
located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
9 October to 22 October 2015

(1)
(2)

ASSEMBLY

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
935.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Anglesea Road
located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
936.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Anglesea Road
located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
937.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Devon Road
located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)

received;
funded;
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rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
938.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Devon Road
located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
939.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Devon Road
located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
940.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Barrabool Road,
between Merrawarp Road and Devon Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December
2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
941.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Barrabool Road,
between Merrawarp Road and Devon Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December
2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
942.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Barrabool Road,
between Merrawarp Road and Devon Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December
2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
943.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hendy Main Road,
between Cape Otway Road and Anglesea Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December
2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
944.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hendy Main Road,
between Cape Otway Road and Anglesea Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December
2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
945.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Hendy Main Road,
between Cape Otway Road and Anglesea Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December
2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
946.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Barwon Heads
Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
947.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Barwon Heads
Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
948.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Barwon Heads
Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at
any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
949.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Inverleigh–
Winchelsea Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
950.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Inverleigh–
Winchelsea Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
951.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Inverleigh–
Winchelsea Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
952.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Birregurra–Deans
Marsh Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
953.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Birregurra–Deans
Marsh Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
954.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Birregurra–Deans
Marsh Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
955.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lower Duneed
Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
956.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lower Duneed
Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
957.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lower Duneed
Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at
any point on the road; if so:
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On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
958.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cape Otway Road,
between the Princes Highway and Hendy Main Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire, since
4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
959.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cape Otway Road,
between the Princes Highway and Hendy Main Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire, since
4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
960.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Cape Otway Road,
between the Princes Highway and Hendy Main Road, located within the Surf Coast Shire, since
4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
961.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Merrawarp Road
located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
962.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Merrawarp Road
located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
963.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Merrawarp Road
located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any
point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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964.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Winchelsea–Deans
Marsh Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
965.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Winchelsea–Deans
Marsh Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
966.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Winchelsea–Deans
Marsh Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
967.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Deans Marsh–
Lorne Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
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How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
968.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Deans Marsh–
Lorne Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
969.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Deans Marsh–
Lorne Road located within the Surf Coast Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
970.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Friend in Hand
Road, between Hamilton Highway and Fyansford–Gheringhap Road, located within the Golden Plains
Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
971.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Friend in Hand
Road, between Hamilton Highway and Fyansford–Gheringhap Road, located within the Golden Plains
Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
972.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Friend in Hand
Road, between Hamilton Highway and Fyansford–Gheringhap Road, located within the Golden Plains
Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
973.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Fyansford–
Gheringhap Road, between Friend in Hand Road and the Midland Highway, located within the Golden
Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
974.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Fyansford–
Gheringhap Road, between Friend in Hand Road and the Midland Highway, located within the Golden
Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
975.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Fyansford–
Gheringhap Road, between Friend in Hand Road and the Midland Highway, located within the Golden
Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
976.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Geelong–Ballan
Road, between Clarkes Road and north of Barwon Water Reservoirs, located within the Golden Plains
Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
977.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Geelong–Ballan
Road, between Clarkes Road and north of Barwon Water Reservoirs, located within the Golden Plains
Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
978.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Geelong–Ballan
Road, between Clarkes Road and north of Barwon Water Reservoirs, located within the Golden Plains
Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
979.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Ceres Road,
between the Hamilton Highway and Barwon River bridge, located within the Golden Plains Shire, since
4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
980.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Ceres Road,
between the Hamilton Highway and Barwon River bridge, located within the Golden Plains Shire, since
4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
981.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Ceres Road,
between the Hamilton Highway and Barwon River bridge, located within the Golden Plains Shire, since
4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
982.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Ballarat
Road, between the Midland Highway, Sebastopol and the Hamilton Highway, Cressy located within the
Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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983.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Ballarat
Road, between the Midland Highway, Sebastopol and the Hamilton Highway, Cressy located within the
Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
984.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Colac–Ballarat
Road, between the Midland Highway, Sebastopol and the Hamilton Highway, Cressy located within the
Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road;
if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
985.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lismore–Scarsdale
Road, between Scarsdale and Gnarkeet Creek bridge north of the Hamilton Highway, located within the
Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
986.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lismore–Scarsdale
Road, between Scarsdale and Gnarkeet Creek bridge north of the Hamilton Highway, located within the
Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
987.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Lismore–Scarsdale
Road, between Scarsdale and Gnarkeet Creek bridge north of the Hamilton Highway, located within the
Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road;
if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
988.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Rokewood–Skipton
Road, between Rokewood and east of Skipton, located within the Golden Plains Shire, since
4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
989.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Rokewood–Skipton
Road, between Rokewood and east of Skipton, located within the Golden Plains Shire, since
4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
990.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Rokewood–Skipton
Road, between Rokewood and east of Skipton, located within the Golden Plains Shire, since
4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
991.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Rokewood–
Shelford Road, between Rokewood and Shelford, located within the Golden Plains Shire, since
4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
992.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Rokewood–
Shelford Road, between Rokewood and Shelford, located within the Golden Plains Shire, since
4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
993.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Rokewood–
Shelford Road, between Rokewood and Shelford, located within the Golden Plains Shire, since
4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
994.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Shelford–
Bannockburn Road, between Shelford and the Midland Highway Bannockburn, located within the
Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department

4187
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995.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Shelford–
Bannockburn Road, between Shelford and the Midland Highway Bannockburn, located within the
Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
996.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Shelford–
Bannockburn Road, between Shelford and the Midland Highway Bannockburn, located within the
Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road;
if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
997.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Inverleigh–
Shelford Road, between the Hamilton Highway and Shelford, located within the Golden Plains Shire,
since 4 December 2014:–
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
998.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Inverleigh–
Shelford Road, between the Hamilton Highway and Shelford, located within the Golden Plains Shire,
since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
999.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Inverleigh–
Shelford Road, between the Hamilton Highway and Shelford, located within the Golden Plains Shire,
since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
1000.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Inverleigh–
Winchelsea Road, between Inverleigh and Barwon River bridge (Bells Bridge), located within the
Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4190

ASSEMBLY

9 October to 22 October 2015

Roads and road safety
1001.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Inverleigh–
Winchelsea Road, between Inverleigh and Barwon River bridge (Bells Bridge), located within the
Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
1002.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Inverleigh–
Winchelsea Road, between Inverleigh and Barwon River bridge (Bells Bridge), located within the
Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road;
if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
1003.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Steiglitz Tourist
Road, between Geelong–Ballan Road and Steiglitz, located within the Golden Plains Shire, since
4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
1004.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Steiglitz Tourist
Road, between Geelong–Ballan Road and Steiglitz, located within the Golden Plains Shire, since
4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
1005.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to Steiglitz Tourist
Road, between Geelong–Ballan Road and Steiglitz, located within the Golden Plains Shire, since
4 December 2014, has the speed zone been lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
1006.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Midland
Highway located within the Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
1007.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Midland
Highway located within the Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:

4191

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4192

ASSEMBLY

(1)
(2)

9 October to 22 October 2015

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
1008.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Midland
Highway located within the Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was. raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
1009.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Hamilton
Highway located within the Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
1010.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Hamilton
Highway located within the Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
1011.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Hamilton
Highway located within the Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
1012.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Glenelg
Highway located within the Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

What is the total road maintenance funding spent by VicRoads on the road.
How many grant or funding requests for the road have been:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

received;
funded;
rejected;
cut.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Roads and road safety
1013.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Glenelg
Highway located within the Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014:
(1)
(2)

How many complaints have been received by VicRoads about the condition of the road.
When was the road last assessed by VicRoads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.
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Roads and road safety
1014.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — With reference to the Glenelg
Highway located within the Golden Plains Shire, since 4 December 2014, has the speed zone been
lowered at any point on the road; if so:
(1)
(2)

On what date did this occur.
What was the reason provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Given the Member asked 397 questions of this nature in one sitting week, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources on the department.

Environment, climate change and water
1030.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Has the number of
licences granted to cull kangaroos risen since the pet food trial was implemented.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In the Kangaroo Pet Food Trial areas there were 788 Authorities to Control Wildlife (ATCWs) issued for kangaroo
control in the trial’s first year (May 2014-April 2015), compared to 738 ATCWs in the previous year. This is an
increase of 50 ATCWs.

Public transport
1031.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to JJ Holland Park in
Kensington:
(1)
(2)

How will the construction works for the Melbourne Metro rail project affect the park.
Has the Minister undertaken any consultation with local residents and those who use the park
regularly, such as sport and recreation groups, about the impact of the Melbourne Metro rail
project on the park.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Melbourne Metro Rail Authority does not anticipate any direct impact on JJ Holland Park as a result of the
Melbourne Metro Rail Project.
Melbourne Metro is currently in the early planning and development phase and any impact to surrounding
parklands will be determined as part of the detailed planning process.
The Melbourne Metro Rail Authority continues to engage with local residents and groups to raise awareness about
this important city shaping project.

Training and skills
1033.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to Bendigo Kangan Institute:
(1)

How many vacancies currently exist on the board.
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How many vacancies existed on the board as at 16 September 2015.
How many of the vacancies on the board as at 16 September 2015 are ministerial nominees.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1034.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
vacancies existed on the board of Bendigo Kangan Institute as at 29 November 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Energy and resources
1037.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — With reference to the Hazelwood open
cut coal mine and the increased health and ground instability risks it poses to the residents of Morwell,
and reports that the Government requested engineering firm GHD to provide costings for the relocation
of the township, is the Government considering the relocation of Morwell to address these issues.

ANSWER:
Reports of a possible Morwell relocation are completely unfounded.

Environment, climate change and water
1038.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — With reference to
the issue of grey headed flying foxes being caught in backyard fruit netting, does the Minister have the
power to issue an interim conservation order under s 27 of the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 to
create a ban or a phase out followed by a ban on netting that does not meet the Department’s standards;
if so, does the Minister intend to do so.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Victoria is home to many wildlife species that feed on fruit, including grey-headed flying foxes. These species are
drawn towards urban areas for their abundant food resources, including backyard fruit trees, street trees and
flowering gums. Some of the biggest camps of grey-headed flying foxes now occur in urban areas including
Melbourne, Geelong, Bendigo, Bairnsdale and Warrnambool.
To reduce the impact of wildlife on fruit trees, many growers use netting to protect the ripening fruit including from
backyard fruit trees. However, if appropriate netting is not used, or if it is not fitted correctly and firmly secured,
this can lead to native species such as flying-foxes becoming entangled and injured or killed.
To minimise the impacts from grey-headed flying foxes on fruit trees while reducing the risk of harm to this
species, a number of wildlife organisations are working with retailers to actively promote the sale and use of
wildlife-safe netting products. Appropriate netting is any white netting with meshing of 5mm square or smaller (as
opposed to older, less safe netting including all types of black, green and knitted monofilament netting).
My department provides a fact sheet to the public ‘Living with Wildlife: Backyard Fruit Netting’ with information
on the appropriate design of backyard netting and correct installation to reduce the impact on native wildlife.
Wildlife groups are also working to ensure that instructions for showing correct methods of installing netting in a
wildlife safe manner are provided at the point of sale.
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Interim Conservation Orders (ICOs) are not an appropriate tool to manage the entanglement of flying foxes in
backyard tree netting. ICOs are designed for the protection of critical areas of native habitat for the conservation of
threatened species, not controlling the use of particular equipment across a broad urban area which may include
backyard fruit trees.
Under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986, RSPCA inspectors and wildlife officers are able to
investigate activities that cause suffering to wildlife, such as entanglement of flying foxes and other animals in
backyard fruit tree netting.

Training and skills
1039.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to vacancies as of 16 September 2015 on the board of Bendigo Kangan Institute:
(1)
(2)

On what date did each vacancy expire.
On what date was the Minister formally notified of each vacancy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1043.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to Box Hill Institute of TAFE:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many vacancies currently exist on the board.
How many vacancies existed on the board as at 16 September 2015.
How many of the vacancies on the board as at 16 September 2015 are ministerial nominees.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1045.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
vacancies existed on the board of Box Hill Institute of TAFE as at 29 November 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1046.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to Chisholm Institute:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many vacancies currently exist on the board.
How many vacancies existed on the board as at 16 September 2015.
How many of the vacancies on the board as at 16 September 2015 are ministerial nominees.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.
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Training and skills
1047.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
vacancies existed on the board of the Chisholm Institute as at 29 November 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1048.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to Federation Training:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many vacancies currently exist on the board.
How many vacancies existed on the board as at 16 September 2015.
How many of the vacancies on the board as at 16 September 2015 are ministerial nominees.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1049.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
vacancies existed on the board of Federation Training as at 29 November 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1051.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to Gordon Institute of TAFE:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many vacancies currently exist on the board.
How many vacancies existed on the board as at 16 September 2015.
How many of the vacancies on the board as at 16 September 2015 are ministerial nominees.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1052.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
vacancies existed on the board of Gordon Institute of TAFE as at 29 November 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1053.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to Goulburn Ovens Institute of TAFE:
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How many vacancies currently exist on the board.
How many vacancies existed on the board as at 16 September 2015.
How many of the vacancies on the board as at 16 September 2015 are ministerial nominees.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1054.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
vacancies existed on the board of Goulburn Ovens Institute of TAFE as at 29 November 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1055.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to Holmesglen Institute:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many vacancies currently exist on the board.
How many vacancies existed on the board as at 16 September 2015.
How many of the vacancies on the board as at 16 September 2015 are ministerial nominees.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1056.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
vacancies existed on the board of Holmesglen Institute as at 29 November 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Housing, disability and ageing
1057.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing — With reference to the
$1.1 million cut from Seniors Programs and Participation in the 2015–16 budget, from what areas is this
amount being cut and which programs or services are affected.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
there has been no cut from the Seniors Programs and Participation budget in 2015–16,

Training and skills
1058.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to Melbourne Polytechnic:
(1)

How many vacancies currently exist on the board.
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How many vacancies existed on the board as at 16 September 2015.
How many of the vacancies on the board as at 16 September 2015 are ministerial nominees.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1059.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
vacancies existed on the board of Melbourne Polytechnic as at 29 November 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1060.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to Sunraysia Institute of TAFE:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many vacancies currently exist on the board.
How many vacancies existed on the board as at 16 September 2015.
How many of the vacancies on the board as at 16 September 2015 are ministerial nominees.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1061.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
vacancies existed on the board of Sunraysia Institute of TAFE as at 29 November 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1062.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to South West Institute of TAFE:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many vacancies currently exist on the board.
How many vacancies existed on the board as at 16 September 2015.
How many of the vacancies on the board as at 16 September 2015 are ministerial nominees.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1063.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
vacancies existed on the board of South West Institute of TAFE as at 29 November 2014.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1064.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to William Angliss Institute of TAFE:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many vacancies currently exist on the board.
How many vacancies existed on the board as at 16 September 2015.
How many of the vacancies on the board as at 16 September 2015 are ministerial nominees.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1065.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
vacancies existed on the board of William Angliss Institute of TAFE as at 29 November 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1066.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to Wodonga Institute of TAFE:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many vacancies currently exist on the board.
How many vacancies existed on the board as at 16 September 2015.
How many of the vacancies on the board as at 16 September 2015 are ministerial nominees.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1067.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — How many
vacancies existed on the board of Wodonga Institute of TAFE as at 29 November 2014.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Environment, climate change and water
1068.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — With reference to
fuel reduction burn zones under the previous government, requiring zone one areas to be burnt every
two years, zone two areas every five years and zone three every ten years, have there been any changes
to these timeframes; if so, what are the new timeframes.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Fire management zones are areas of public land where fire is used for specific asset, fuel and overall forest and park
management objectives.
The Code of Practice for Bushfire Management on Public Land prescribes four types of fire management zones.
The Code was last changed in 2012 under the previous government and does not prescribe timeframes for burning
within the zones.
Planned burns are scheduled based on the measured fuel accumulation as well as the modelled risk.
The amount of time between burns will be influenced by factors such as vegetation growth and whether or not the
previous burn was cool or hot and, therefore, the amount of fuel that was reduced.

Training and skills
1070.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to vacancies as of 16 September 2015 on the board of Box Hill Institute:
(1)
(2)

On what date did each vacancy expire.
On what date was the Minister formally notified of each vacancy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1071.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to vacancies as of 16 September 2015 on the board of Chisholm Institute:
(1)
(2)

On what date did each vacancy expire.
On what date was the Minister formally notified of each vacancy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1072.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to vacancies as of 16 September 2015 on the board of Federation Training:
(1)
(2)

On what date did each vacancy expire.
On what date was the Minister formally notified of each vacancy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1073.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to vacancies as of 16 September 2015 on the board of Gordon Institute of TAFE:
(1)
(2)

On what date did each vacancy expire.
On what date was the Minister formally notified of each vacancy.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1074.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to vacancies as of 16 September 2015 on the board of Goulburn Ovens Institute of TAFE:
(1)
(2)

On what date did each vacancy expire.
On what date was the Minister formally notified of each vacancy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1075.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to vacancies as of 16 September 2015 on the board of Holmesglen Institute:
(1)
(2)

On what date did each vacancy expire.
On what date was the Minister formally notified of each vacancy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1076.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to vacancies as of 16 September 2015 on the board of Melbourne Polytechnic:
(1)
(2)

On what date did each vacancy expire.
On what date was the Minister formally notified of each vacancy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1077.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to vacancies as of 16 September 2015 on the board of Sunraysia Institute of TAFE:
(1)
(2)

On what date did each vacancy expire.
On what date was the Minister formally notified of each vacancy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Mental health
1078.

Mr T. BULL to ask the Minister for Mental Health — With reference to the real time prescription
monitoring service for Victoria:
(1)

What progress has been made on this service.
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(2)
(3)
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What has been done to identify the appropriate system to be implemented.
What stakeholders have been involved in discussions on the service.

ANSWER:
Real-time prescription monitoring is a priority project for the Government and this important matter falls not within
my portfolio responsibilities, but within the Minister for Health’s, the Hon Jill Hennessy. As such she is best placed
to answer your questions.

Training and skills
1079.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to vacancies as of 16 September 2015 on the board of South West Institute of TAFE:
(1)
(2)

On what date did each vacancy expire.
On what date was the Minister formally notified of each vacancy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Training and skills
1080.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to vacancies as of 16 September 2015 on the board of William Angliss Institute of TAFE:
(1)
(2)

On what date did each vacancy expire.
On what date was the Minister formally notified of each vacancy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544

Training and skills
1081.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — With reference
to vacancies as of 16 September 2015 on the board of Wodonga Institute of TAFE:
(1)
(2)

On what date did each vacancy expire.
On what date was the Minister formally notified of each vacancy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: I refer to my response to Question on Notice number 544.

Special Minister of State
2838.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Special Minister of State — Does the
Minister have a plan for reform of rules and regulations governing political donations, including a ban
on political donations from developers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Victoria, as with other Australian states, has a political donations disclosure regime that is closely linked to
Commonwealth legislation. All Australian jurisdictions will need to consider the adequacy of disclosure laws in
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light of the High Court’s recent decision with regard to these matters, which is best achieved through a national
approach.
The Victorian Government supports a consistent framework and will work within COAG to achieve this outcome.
The Victorian Government also recognises the importance of maintaining public confidence in Victoria’s integrity
and accountability regime. The Government has therefore committed to reforming Victoria’s integrity and
accountability bodies to increase trust and minimise misconduct and corruption in the public sector, including
through:
– lowering the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission’s threshold for investigating corrupt
conduct, and extending its jurisdiction to include misconduct in public office;
– providing the Auditor-General with ‘follow-the-money’ powers; and
– resolving jurisdictional issues between Victoria’s integrity bodies.
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