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Following a select committee investigation, Victorian Hansard was conceived
when the following amended motion was passed by the Legislative Assembly
on 23 June 1865:
That in the opinion of this house, provision should be made to secure a more accurate
report of the debates in Parliament, in the form of Hansard.

The sessional volume for the first sitting period of the Fifth Parliament, from
12 February to 10 April 1866, contains the following preface dated 11 April:
As a preface to the first volume of “Parliamentary Debates” (new series), it is not
inappropriate to state that prior to the Fifth Parliament of Victoria the newspapers of the
day virtually supplied the only records of the debates of the Legislature.
With the commencement of the Fifth Parliament, however, an independent report was
furnished by a special staff of reporters, and issued in weekly parts.
This volume contains the complete reports of the proceedings of both Houses during the
past session.

In 2016 the Hansard Unit of the Department of Parliamentary Services
continues the work begun 150 years ago of providing an accurate and complete
report of the proceedings of both houses of the Victorian Parliament.
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Tuesday, 6 December 2016
The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 12.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER — Order! We acknowledge the
traditional Aboriginal owners of the land on which we
are meeting. We pay our respects to them, their culture,
their elders, past, present and future, and elders from
other communities who may be here today.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to
acknowledge and welcome to the gallery today His
Excellency Daniel Carvallo, Ambassador of Chile, and
Mr Gabriel Jara Maldonado, Consul General of Chile.
Also I make a very special acknowledgement to His
Excellency Señor Eduardo Frei, former President of
Chile and the Special Envoy for the Asia-Pacific. Your
Excellency, we welcome you as a friend whose
distinguished career is an inspiration to us.
Señor Eduardo Frei served Chile and its people as
President from 1994 to 2000, and in doing so followed
in the footsteps of his father, who also served as
President. Our distinguished guest’s presidency was
notable for improvements in health and education and
in efforts to reduce poverty. His service to his nation
continued when he served as president of Chilean
Senate from 2006 to 2008. He is currently special
envoy for the Asia-Pacific, which brings him to our
shores. With growing investment, trade and
people-to-people links between Chile and Victoria,
particularly in the areas of public infrastructure, health
and education, it is with great warmth and affection that
we welcome His Excellency Eduardo Frei to our state
and to our Parliament.
Su excelencia, bienvenido al parlamento de Victoria, es
un honor y privilegio recibirlo y hacerlo en la lengua de
Pablo Neruda y Gabriela Mistral. On behalf of the
Premier and the Leader of the Opposition and all
members, we welcome you to the Parliament of
Victoria.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Youth justice system
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. On Thursday of last week a
young offender at Malmsbury was set upon and bashed.
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The same offender was set upon and bashed on
Saturday and then set upon and bashed yet again on
Sunday night, requiring medical and emergency
intervention. These are just three of numerous code
black incidents that have now occurred in youth justice
facilities just over the last week. Premier, how often in
the last week has the situation become so bad that local
safety emergency response teams (SERT) have been
required to intervene and restore order to youth justice
facilities?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. Again, I would need to
get the most up-to-date information in relation to the
specifics of his question. What I will say, though, is we
take our responsibilities very seriously, and that is
to — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, it is no laughing matter. I
tell you what: cutting funding is no laughing matter
either. Ignoring Ombudsman’s reports for four years is
no laughing matter. We will not be lectured by those
opposite, who cut and closed and ripped away instead
of investing appropriately to protect — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, a
straightforward question to the Premier, I ask you on
relevance: how many times have SERT teams been
required to intervene and restore order in the last week?
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier actually did answer the question at the outset. I
understand that the Leader of the Opposition might
have been too busy shouting over the top of him.
However, the Premier very clearly indicated to the
house that he would get the specifics in terms of the
issues that were raised by the Leader of the Opposition.
He would do well to listen to the answer before raising
these unnecessary points of order.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, if the
Premier has completed answering the question, as the
Leader of the House suggests, he should simply sit
down. He should not launch into a tirade against the
opposition. If he is in a position to do so, he should add
further information to answer the member’s question,
otherwise he should sit down.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier was being
responsive in the early part of his response to the
substantive question. I do now ask the Premier to come
back to continuing to answer the question.
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Mr ANDREWS — As I was indicating, the Leader
of the Opposition has asked a specific question in
relation to incidents. I will come back to him with
advice on those matters. Just as I will honour that
commitment, I will honour our commitment to staffing
our juvenile justice facilities, our duty of care to
inmates in juvenile justice facilities and our
commitment to every single Victorian by providing
extra resources and a comprehensive program of
reform, as announced yesterday. We reject the notion of
building facilities and then providing zero staff for
them. We reject the approach of cutting hundreds and
hundreds of staff out of the Department of Health and
Human Services. We reject that.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is entitled to
silence. The Premier is responding to a substantive
question as advanced by the Leader of the Opposition.
He shall be allowed to continue, in silence.
Mr ANDREWS — We reject that approach. We
always have and we always will.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Speaker,
noting the Premier said last sitting week he would get
back to the Parliament about how many code white
incidents had occurred, which he still has not done, I
further note that at Malmsbury on 24 November there
was yet another code white, which is a riot, forcing a
full staff evacuation. This occurred over two units in
which computer records were accessed, two common
rooms were trashed and young offenders threw faeces
at human staff. Premier, for two years you have
claimed — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is entitled to silence when about to put a
supplementary question to the Premier.
Mr GUY — Premier, for two years you have
claimed there was no law and order crisis. Now you
have begrudgingly admitted there is, will you also
admit there is a massive crisis in our youth detention
centres?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The Leader of the
Opposition has raised a number of specific matters, and
I will check on the accuracy of those before I respond
to them.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is on his feet.
The Leader of the Opposition will be silent. The
Premier will continue, in silence.
Mr ANDREWS — I am required to provide a
response based on a commitment I gave in the last
sitting week, and that takes a little bit of time, because
you have got to work through all the errors made in the
question — all the false claims made in the question.
We will work through all the claims that the Leader of
the Opposition has made in this question and we will
respond in due course.
Mr Battin interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook will come to order.
Mr ANDREWS — He was criticising SERT last
week, and now he is apparently a great friend of SERT
this week. We will check his claims and come back to
him in due course.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has
concluded his answer. The Premier was responsive to
the question as put by the Leader of the Opposition.

Ministers statements: police resources
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am very proud to
rise to update the house on action being taken by our
government to give Victoria Police all the resources
that they require — —
Mr Pesutto interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Hawthorn. The Chair will not warn the member for
Hawthorn again. The Premier is entitled to silence
when he is making a statement.
Mr ANDREWS — I am proud to update the house
on the fact that our government is giving to Victoria
Police all the resources that they need to fight crime and
keep our community safe. Every Victorian deserves to
feel safe; many in our community do not, and that is
why the minister and the government have worked
closely with the chief commissioner, police command,
ordinary rank-and-file members of Victoria Police and
the Police Association Victoria to deliver the most
significant boost to police resources seen for a very
long time.
I will come back to the context of these announcements
in just a moment. But $2 billion over the next four years
to recruit 2729 additional police, and what is more, a
new model to allocate staff — a model that police have
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been calling for a very long time — to deal with the
pressures and challenges of family violence, a growing
community, youth crime issues that are well understood
by this government and all Victorians, the scourge of
ice and many other factors that demand a more
sophisticated approach and stronger resources.
I cannot put it any better than the chief commissioner
himself when he said:
It represents the greatest boost to policing numbers that we’ve
had in 163 years.

What is more, the secretary of the police association,
Ron Iddles, someone who has served this state with
great distinction over a long period of time, said:
Today is an historic event. Never in the history of Victoria
Police have we seen such an injection —

of police officers, the largest number ever committed
by any government. Is it any wonder they are all upset
over there?
Honourable members interjecting.

Carjackings
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to revelations last
week that gang members are brazenly attempting to
carjack luxury vehicles along the Geelong Road.
Premier, can you now confirm that, rather than being
isolated incidents, Victoria Police are now having to
respond to between 15 and 20 attempted carjackings
every week along this stretch of road?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am not in a position
to confirm that. Nor would I be taking the Leader of the
Opposition’s word for it, because he has got form on
just making things up. What I can confirm is that
Victoria Police need more resources. They need more
resources — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is on his feet.
Mr ANDREWS — I hope the record got — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat.
Mr T. Smith interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Kew
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
will withdraw himself from the house for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Kew withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Carjackings
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — As I said, I can
confirm Victoria Police need more resources, and just
for the sake of the record, to quote the Leader of the
Opposition, he says, ‘They absolutely do’. Victoria
Police need more resources and the Leader of the
Opposition cannot be loud enough to agree with me. It
makes you wonder why they recruited to not even
cover those leaving the police force. They did not even
recruit to cover retention — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Geelong is warned. She will not be warned again. The
Chair is on his feet. The Premier to continue, in silence.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mordialloc has been warned. The Leader of the
Opposition on a point of order in silence.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I asked a very straightforward question about
15 to 20 carjackings now being responded to by
Victoria Police every week along the Geelong Road. I
ask the Premier to cut to the chase and confirm that is
the case. It is a simple question. I ask you to bring him
back to it.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, again,
the Premier did address the question immediately upon
coming to his feet to answer — —
Mr Guy — So sit down.
Ms Allan — So charming.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition or the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
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shall not interject when the Leader of the House is on
her feet. The Leader of the House, to continue.

Mr ANDREWS — Yes, you have. You said quite a
lot yesterday.

Ms Allan — Indeed, Speaker. The question also
went to matters around Victoria Police, and it is entirely
appropriate for the Premier in answering the question to
go to the issue of resources for Victoria Police as he has
been doing, and he should be entitled to continue to
answer the question.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, through the
Chair.

Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, as with
the point of order on the previous question, if the
Premier has nothing to add, if he is simply undertaking
to obtain further information for the Leader of the
Opposition and if he has concluded being relevant, then
he should sit down. It is not in order for him to embark
on a general dissertation about Victoria Police in
response to the very specific question asked by the
Leader of the Opposition.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr ANDREWS — Thank you so much, Speaker.
So I am — —
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to order.
Mr ANDREWS — The Leader of the Opposition
does not like the answer. Well, you might as well get
used to it, because this government will continue to
give Victoria Police every resource they need. We will
not be, for instance, spending two whole years failing to
even cover retention. Those who would pretend today
to be concerned did not recruit anywhere near enough
police in 2013 or 2014. And remember the sustainable
government initiative? ‘Let’s cut the resources available
to Victoria Police’.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair warns the
member for Rowville and the member for Bass. The
Premier will continue, in silence.
Mr ANDREWS — So the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — The Leader of the Opposition
wants to — —
Mr Guy — I haven’t said anything.

Mr ANDREWS — Out there with your usual
gendered language yesterday, that is what you were. In
any event, despite all the bluster and the noise and the
anger of those opposite in opposition, their record in
government is very obvious.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to order. The member for Ripon
on a point of order. The member for Ripon is entitled to
silence.
Mr Staikos interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Bentleigh
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Bentleigh will withdraw from the house for a period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Bentleigh withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Carjackings
Questions and statements resumed.
Ms Staley — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question, and I ask you to bring
him back to answering it.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question to the Premier went to the matter of Victoria
Police — —
Mr Pearson interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Essendon will allow the Leader of the House to make a
point of order in silence.
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Ms Allan — The question went to the matter of
Victoria Police resources. It is entirely appropriate for
the Premier to address those matters in his answer. If
those opposite do not like it, that is not enough of a
reason to take a point of order against the Premier.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. It was a specific
question about carjacking incidents on the Geelong
Road. The Premier is now taking exception to what the
Leader of the Opposition said at a press conference
yesterday. That has got nothing to do with the question;
it is debating it. I ask you to bring him back to
answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair upholds the
point of order as advanced by the member for Ripon.
The Chair calls on the Premier to come back to
answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — We will come back to
the Leader of the Opposition on the claims that he has
made — we will check the accuracy of those. But what
I can confirm is 2729 additional police; I think that is
exactly what police need. And why do I form that
view? Because that is what the Chief Commissioner of
Police has asked for. That is what the secretary of the
Police Association Victoria has asked for and endorsed.
I think that the dedicated men and women of Victoria
Police will be much better able to deal with issues like
carjacking because they have been resourced properly
for the first time in the history of this state.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Noting that
crime figures in New South Wales released today again
show massive falls in crime in New South Wales as
opposed to the massive rises of crime here in Victoria
under the Andrews government, if people in vehicles
driving in broad daylight along one of the busiest
highways in our state are no longer safe, will the
Premier now admit that two years of going soft on
crime has let criminal gangs flourish and left our
communities living in fear?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The answer is no.
What I can confirm though — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, those opposite do not
seem interested in listening to the answer. The member
for Warrandyte could not get a question up, so he just
yabbers from over there.
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Mr Burgess interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings has been warned.
Mr ANDREWS — What is important is to make
sure that you invest each and every year, whether it is
delivering in full on custody officers in our first budget
in 2015 — delivered, whether it is a $600 million
package in this year’s budget — delivered. The
announcements made on Sunday were endorsed by
police command and the Police Association, with a new
approach and an unprecedented amount of investment.
And on the comparisons between Victoria’s data and
New South Wales, the Leader of the Opposition was
pulled up on radio yesterday about this by Tom Elliott,
no less. So you could not get away with it with him and
you cannot get away with it in here either.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier’s time has
expired.

Ministers statements: police resources
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — On Sunday
we changed the way we allocate police in this state, and
it is after extensive work from Victoria Police and the
Police Association (TPA). What this new model is
going to deliver is 2729 new police over four years.
With our 406 there will be 3135 police in the next five
years out on our streets.
As the Police Association secretary said, ‘it is a game
changer’, and indeed it is. Those opposite say, ‘Police
need resources’. Well, they do, but how did we get into
this position?
Mr Battin interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook will desist.
Ms NEVILLE — Well, let us read budget paper 3,
2010–11: the Labor government funded 1700 police.
Let us look at the last budget, the 2014–15 budget: what
we saw was the lowest number of police go through the
academy in a decade. That is right, that is your legacy.
So it is a game changer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
hear the minister. The minister is entitled to silence. She
will continue in silence. The minister has the call.
Ms NEVILLE — It is also a game changer because
we now have a contract between the government,

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
4712

ASSEMBLY

Victoria Police and the Police Association to deliver
2729 police over the next four years — signed by us,
signed by the secretary of the Police Association,
signed by Victoria Police. The big question is: are those
opposite going to abide by that contract?
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — Are those opposite going to do
that or are they going to keep flip-flopping?
Mr Battin interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Gembrook
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook will now withdraw himself from the house
for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Gembrook withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: police resources
Questions and statements resumed.
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I would
just like to draw the house’s attention to the Leader of
the Opposition’s claims that the Chief Commissioner of
Police and the secretary of the TPA should be believed
by no-one. That is his claim: that these people should
be believed by no-one. That is the position of the
Leader of the Opposition.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier and the
Leader of the Opposition will come to order; the Chair
is on his feet. There is no point of order. The minister,
to continue.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — This is a
model developed by Victoria Police in consultation
with the police association and which the government
has signed up to. So over the next five years, 3135 new
police. Will those opposite ever back those police?

Port Phillip Prison
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Premier, I refer to revelations
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that Middle Eastern crime gangs have seized control of
parts of Port Phillip Prison and have begun to operate
crime empires from behind bars. With your government
signing a new 20-year operational contract for the
running of the prison, why have you not inserted a
single new provision into the new contract to ensure
that this rampantly increasing criminal activity is
detected as a priority and stopped?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon will come to order, as will the Leader of the
House.
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern is warned.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I do thank the Leader
of the Opposition for his question, and the member for
Hawthorn, being such an expert, having answered so
many questions in his long parliamentary career. Don
Coulson’s senior legal adviser — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, through the
Chair.
Mr ANDREWS — The Leader of the Opposition
has done as he so often does — he has made a claim.
He has essentially asked me to confirm whether certain
items are included or not in that contract. I cannot
confirm that, and I will not for a moment accept his
word on any matter. I will speak with my department
and respond in due course.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Hastings
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings will withdraw himself from the house for the
period of 11⁄2 hours. His disruptive conduct is not
acceptable.
Honourable member for Hastings withdrew from
chamber.
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MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Port Phillip Prison
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Victorian
prisons are becoming centres for organising gun
running, drug trafficking, bikie bangs smuggling drugs
into prisons and attacks on guards by prisoners who are
high on ice. Premier, with four corrections ministers in
just 10 months — just like the crime wave on our
streets, just like the crisis in our Victorian youth justice
centres — and two years of doing nothing about law
and order, is it not the fact that our prisons have become
the latest casualty of your soft-on-crime approach?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Roads
and Road Safety is warned. The Chair will not warn the
minister for roads again.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Macedon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon has been warned. The member for Macedon
will withdrew herself from the house for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Macedon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Port Phillip Prison
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The answer to the
Leader of the Opposition’s supplementary question is
no. We will continue — —
An honourable member — Which branch is it?
Mr ANDREWS — Apparently that is funny. They
would like a different outcome. The answer is no. The
government will continue to make sure that it does

4713

everything it possibly can to deal with all the issues that
were raised by the Leader of the Opposition. In relation
to illegal guns, for instance, this government has made
profound changes to the law in relation to illegal
firearms. We are very proud to have made those
changes. So appalling is our record, I think those
opposite voted for it; I think they did. In relation to our
prison system, I can alert the Leader of the Opposition,
for instance, in terms of juvenile justice, the staff’s
safety is very important to us and reported WorkCover
incidents are actually down compared with those years
that the opposition were in power. So the answer is no.

Ministers statements: crime legislation
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I rise to
inform the house of new laws to be introduced by the
Andrews Labor government to target older,
experienced criminals who prey on young people to do
their dirty work. The government will introduce
legislation into Parliament early next year to create a
new offence of ‘procuring young people to commit
offences’. This offence will carry a maximum penalty
of 10 years imprisonment.
Yesterday the government announced a raft of new
measures to deal with youth crime across the board.
These measures are aimed at making sure that young
people are held accountable for their crimes and
provided with intensive supervision and control orders
to break the cycle of reoffending. But we also need to
target older criminals who induce and encourage youths
to commit crimes. That is why we are creating a new
offence which will capture circumstances where a
person encourages a young person to engage in general
criminal activity, such as where an older person
encourages a young person to bring them stolen goods
without specifying how those goods should be
obtained.
The offence will also capture those who knowingly
benefit, directly or indirectly, from an indictable
offence committed by a child. Victoria Police has
spoken to us about these laws and has advised that in
some cases older criminals are procuring young people
to commit offences and that that is particularly true in
relation to car thefts and carjackings. So this offence
will recognise that those who commission young
people to commit violent crimes are just as culpable as
the actual offenders. In announcing these laws the
government is sending the strongest possible message
that older, experienced criminals will no longer be able
to use young people as shields against criminal
responsibility.
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Pill testing
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — My question is for
the Premier. Going into this summer experts fear we are
once again going to see overdoses and deaths from
party drugs if we do not bring in pill testing at music
festivals. Doctors and community members are
planning to hand out pill-testing kits at festivals across
Australia, including at Melbourne University, because
governments have failed to provide this service
themselves. We know from years of experience in
Europe that pill testing reduces drug use and saves lives
because when people are given non-judgemental advice
about the harmful substance they are about to take, they
overwhelmingly choose to throw out their drugs. Yet
the Premier has told the media he does not support pill
testing. Premier, do you think it is acceptable to see
another person die this festival season when we have a
measure available that is proven to reduce drug use and
to save lives?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
for Melbourne for her question. I do note her very
recent interest in the provision of non-judgemental
advice. I did not think I would ever get lectured by the
Greens on the provision of non-judgemental advice.
That is their stock in trade, I am afraid. Notwithstanding
the seriousness of these matters, the hypocrisy of some
is just boundless. I speak about pill-testing kits in the
first instance, and then I want to come to ice, which is a
related issue — not exactly the same issue that you are
asking about but a related issue, and it speaks volumes
to our approach in relation to these matters. In relation
to pill testing, Victoria Police do not support that and
neither do I. You can criticise the government and me
for that if you choose to, but that is the position that we
have adopted, and that is the position that Victoria
Police believes is the best in terms of not only law
enforcement but harm minimisation as well. The fact
that we can have a debate about these matters is
probably a good thing. For too long perhaps we have
not talked about this as much as we should have.
That answers the substantive question you have asked. I
think it is a bit rich and perhaps not quite the tone that
we ought to adopt when it comes to these discussions to
be suggesting that I might like someone to die this
summer. I do not know that is necessarily the level of
debate that the people of Melbourne sent the member
for Melbourne here to lead but, anyway, that will be for
others to judge.
When it comes to ice — the scourge of ice — we made
commitments around establishing an ice task force,
which I chair —
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Mr Pesutto interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — and which the member for
Hawthorn would know nothing about. I chair that task
force, and I am proud to do it, and it delivered a
comprehensive package, in full delivery of our election
commitment, within 100 days of coming to office. But
more than that, the things that could not wait, if you
like, were funded in that first package: additional
treatment, additional training, additional resources and
some significant law reform as well.
An honourable member — Drug Court?
Mr ANDREWS — Indeed, I am just coming to the
Drug Court — the Labor Drug Court, something we are
very, very proud of — in Melbourne, and we are
expanding it in the member’s electorate, for heaven’s
sake. So the issue here is that we did not just deliver
that package. Knowing that this is a big challenge, have
gone even further, over and above our commitment
made at the election. There was another ice package in
this year’s budget, and I congratulate my honourable
friend the Minister for Mental Health, who has
responsibility for these matters, and other members
from the task force, who all show the leadership in
action — not in commentary, in action — because we
have the responsibility to govern our state as given to us
by the people of Victoria, a challenge and a privilege
that the member for Melbourne would know nothing
about.
Supplementary question
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — Given that years of
evidence in Europe show that harm minimisation is
more effective than a punitive approach when it comes
to drugs and that pill testing does indeed save lives, will
the government at least commit to a trial of pill testing
over the summer at music festivals?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I can only confirm for
the member for Melbourne that we are not in Europe,
we are in Victoria. Victoria Police have provided
consistent advice, and we are following that consistent
advice. Beyond that, though, our investment in harm
minimisation, our investment in pharmacotherapy and
in a whole range of different methods and programs
that are about trying to drive down drug use,
particularly intravenous drug use, and in other
programs that relate more specifically to the question
you have asked, is well in excess — I think something
like double — of the amount spent by previous
governments. We are very proud of that. It is in the
order of $190 million. Can we do more? Of course we
can, and that is why we will not be getting so much into
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the lecture. Instead we will be delivering outcomes;
again, a subject that those who sit on the sidelines
would know very, very little about.

Ministers statements: youth control orders
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I rise to
inform the house that the Andrews government will
introduce a new youth control order to crack down on
young offenders. Police have said more intensive
supervision of young offenders is needed, and that is
exactly what we are doing. A new youth control order
will establish a stricter community-based sentencing
option for the Children’s Court. But let us be very clear:
some young people need to be in custody, and this new
measure will not prevent the court from doing that
where appropriate.
Importantly, young offenders sentenced to a youth
control order must comply with an education, training
or employment plan. The Department of Education and
Training will work in partnership with the Department
of Health and Human Services and the Department of
Justice and Regulation to ensure young offenders have
an education plan that could include access to
vocational education and training, Victorian certificate
of applied learning programs or school-based
apprenticeships and traineeships that will lead to a
certificate that can be used to access employment
pathways. This will complement the government’s
$8.6 million pilot navigator program for disengaged
learners between 12 and 17 years of age to re-engage
them with learning through intensive support to connect
them to the services and the supports they need.
Young offenders may also attend specialist programs
such as violent behaviour programs and drug and
alcohol counselling because we know that to make the
community safer we need to make sure that young
offenders do not get stuck in a pattern of repeat
offending. Non-compliance will result in the court
being able to place the young person back into custody.
The Department of Health and Human Services will
continue to work closely with the Children’s Court,
Victoria Police and Victoria Legal Aid to design and
implement the youth control order. While those
opposite slashed 20 youth justice workers out of the
system, we are funding 58 new full-time, specialist
youth justice workers and 8 psychologists, and
legislation to create the order will be introduced early
next year.
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Energy prices
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — My question is to
the Premier. Premier, when the closure of Hazelwood
power station was announced you said any power price
increase:
… will cause pressure on household budgets, I acknowledge
that. But the numbers are more in the order of 4 per cent.

Less than a month later power prices for Victorian
households are already increasing by an average of
10 per cent, more than double what you told Victorians
any increase would be. Premier, given you have already
misled Victorians about this once, will you
guarantee — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
hear the member for Caulfield. The member for
Caulfield will continue in silence.
Mr SOUTHWICK — Less than one month later
power prices for Victorian households are already
increasing by an average of 10 per cent, more than
double what you told Victorians any increase would be.
Premier, given you have already misled Victorians
about this once, will you guarantee that power prices
will not increase even further after Hazelwood closes
on 31 March 2017?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The exchanges between
the two members are disruptive and not acceptable. The
Premier, to respond to a substantive question as put by
the member for Caulfield.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The member for
Caulfield, I want to thank you from the bottom of my
heart for this question. I have just been accused by the
member for Caulfield of misleading the Victorian
community. Did Hansard get that? The adjunct
professor, ‘I’m really a minister; I am all the things I
say I am’ — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is on his feet. I
remind members of the standing orders, which provide
that when the Chair is on his feet all members,
including the Leader of the Opposition, will come to
order. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition on a point
of order, to be heard in silence.
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was asked a serious question. He is debating
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the question. I would ask you to bring him back to
answering the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is entitled to
silence when making a point of order.
Mr ANDREWS — On the point of order, Speaker,
the question included an accusation that I have misled
the Victorian community, and I am dealing with that
part of the question. The character or lack thereof of the
questioner is directly relevant to that.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does ask the
Premier to come back to answering the question as put
by the member for Caulfield.
Mr ANDREWS — Yes, sadly, it is personal when
you say you are something you are not, when you say
you are a professor and you are not one, and you say
you are a minister but you have not been sworn in.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair called on the
Premier to come back to answering the question. The
Premier’s subsequent response does not correspond to
the ruling as put by the Chair. I request now that the
Premier come back to answering the question.
Mr Southwick interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Caulfield. The Premier will come back to answering the
question.
Mr ANDREWS — It is the only time he can
interject. I will comply with your ruling, Speaker, so no
doubt the member for Caulfield will interject away
now, safe that he is protected from me dealing with
him. The member for Caulfield — —
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Hawthorn
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn had been warned. The member for Hawthorn
will now leave the house for a period of 1 hour. The
Premier is entitled to silence. The Premier is attempting
to respond to the member for Caulfield and the Chair is
determined to ensure that can happen.
Honourable member for Hawthorn withdrew from
chamber.
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Questions and statements resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The member for
Caulfield refers to what are called ‘standing offers’.
These relate to about 10 per cent of households — not
all households, as he would assert. That is to say that
market offers will be issued in the usual way later on
this month, and in a rolling fashion, and we will wait
and see whether the doomsday predictions of the
member for Caulfield are accurate or not. But the
government stands by the modelling done by
government agencies, independent of government, as to
the impact of Hazelwood’s announced closure. The
member for Caulfield misinterprets and has been
caught out doing that, just as he was back at the time of
the closure. He took modelling that if he had even read
the title, the title itself talked about the impact on prices
if you bought Hazelwood out. That has not occurred.
The company has made its own decision. So the
member for Caulfield is referring to standing offers in a
market system and they are 10 per cent of total bills.
Any increase is obviously regrettable — absolutely —
but the position put forward by the member for
Caulfield is factually incorrect, something for which he
is renowned.
Supplementary question
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Given that your
promise of a 4 per cent price rise was completely false,
and given your refusal to guarantee there will not be
further price increases — —
Ms D’Ambrosio interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change will allow the
member for Caulfield to put to the house and to the
Premier a supplementary question in silence.
Mr SOUTHWICK — Given that your promise of a
4 per cent price rise was completely false, and given
your refusal to guarantee there will not be further price
increases, what price increases will you now admit
Victorians will have to pay for your government
forcing the closure of Hazelwood next year?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order. The Leader of the House will come to order, so
will the Deputy Leader of the House.
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Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — One thing is for sure:
the member for Caulfield has got plenty of front. His
last question was about misleading Victorians; this
question is about being completely false. Just pause for
a moment and let that rank hypocrisy roll over you.
That was completely false from the member for
Caulfield — the adjunct professor — with a false claim
in it, and then to add to that, at the end a little tweak
about how Hazelwood was forced to close down. What
a complete nonsense! Frankly, the only thing the
member for Caulfield knows is that there is a world and
he is in it. Right? That is all he knows. And if he is not
lying or actively misleading the community about his
qualifications, he is making up matters for which he is
apparently responsible as a shadow of a minister.

Ministers statements: police resources
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to update the
house on yet another achievement of the Andrews
government in fully funding the delivery of an
additional 2729 police officers for Victoria. This is a
record investment of over $2 billion for the police force
over the next four years, the largest single investment in
Victoria Police’s history. Together with the additional
recruits that we incorporated into the 2016–17 budget,
this government has now funded 3135 police.
Those opposite funded no extra police in four years.
This unprecedented investment is a clear message to the
Victorian people that we are using our AAA credit
rating, our AAA economy and our strong budget to
ensure that we deliver what Victorians need. We have
delivered over 184 000 jobs in two years, nearly double
what the opposition managed in their four long years.
Those opposite talk tough on crime, but their legacy in
government is of destitute administration and of a social
deficit for our great state. How else can we reconcile
their tough talk in government when they talk about
crime with their cutting — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer can
generate some engagement in the house, but the
member for Box Hill, the manager of opposition
business, is entitled to make a point of order in silence.
Mr Clark — Speaker, the Treasurer is now in
breach of sessional orders. He is proceeding to debate
the matter rather than advise the house of matters, and I
ask you to bring him back to compliance.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will come
back to making a statement.
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Mr PALLAS — To quote Joe Biden, ‘Show me
your budget, and I’ll tell you what you value’. Real
conviction requires action to match the rhetoric. That is
what we delivered and that is what they never did. We
have seen it all before. If they could not shut it, sell it or
sack it, it was of no value to them.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is now defying your ruling, and I ask you to
bring him back to compliance with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will — —
Mr PALLAS — Well, Speaker — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair has not called
on the Treasurer. If the Treasurer is not wishing to
speak on the point of order, the Chair then calls on the
Treasurer to come back and conclude his ministers
statement.
Mr PALLAS — Only Labor values and resources
our police. If you want to know what their values were
when they cut 350 vital police support staff, that is what
they valued. The Andrews Labor government is getting
it done.
Ms Neville — On a point of order, Speaker, just in
reference to an earlier question asked by the Leader of
the Opposition and a response given by the Premier, I
want to make it clear that the advice I have received
directly from the chief commissioner’s office during
question time is that there have not been 15 to 16
carjackings on the Geelong Road.
An honourable member — Just making it up.
Ms Neville — They are just making it up. They are
making it up.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is on his feet. I
remind all members. There is no point of order.
Ms Allan — Further on the point of order, Speaker,
the Premier, during his answer on this issue made
a——
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Allan — Look, some auditioning is going on. Is
it preselection time, is it, chaps?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
on a new point of order?
Ms Allan — Yes, I am endeavouring to.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will make the new point of order succinctly.
Ms Allan — Thank you. I am endeavouring to,
Speaker. On a new point of order, the Premier during
his answer on this question around carjacking and the
Geelong Road made an undertaking that he would
check the accuracy of the question and come back and
provide further advice. We have been able to do that
during the course of question time, and the Minister for
Police is now endeavouring to provide that advice. I
appreciate that the advice may conflict directly with the
falsehoods that have been perpetrated by those
opposite; however, it is still relevant to the house — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair has heard
sufficient. There is no point of order.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Ms Sandell — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
I still have several questions on notice outstanding after
several months. They are questions 9974, 11 783,
11 785, 11 874 and 11 911. Could I please ask that you
direct the Speaker to ask the ministers to urgently
answer them, as constituents are waiting for a response.
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constituents that we represent right across Victoria. I
ask you to get him to comply with the sessional orders
as they are written.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will refer
that matter to the Speaker.

Rowville electorate
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — (12 097) The
constituency question I wish to raise is directed to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety on behalf of
residents in my electorate of Rowville. VicRoads
phoned my constituents on 24 November to tell them
that VicRoads would pay for the damage to the wheels
of their car that resulted from them driving over deep
potholes on Ferntree Gully Road, Knoxfield. This is a
matter that I raised as a constituency question on
8 November 2016. Minister, can you advise why
VicRoads phoned again three days later saying that
they had made an error and were withdrawing their
payment for the damage after all? Minister, it is hard to
understand how this bizarre and cruel mistake could
have been made by VicRoads and was not
double-checked at the time.

Pascoe Vale electorate
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I shall refer
that matter to the Speaker.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I rise again with the regular monotony that
comes from asking questions on notice to ministers
who refuse to comply with sessional orders — sessional
orders that they themselves voted for. Deputy Speaker,
I draw your attention to sessional order 10, which says
that questions on notice need to be answered in 30 days,
yet time and time again I stand before you asking you
and the Speaker to compel the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety to actually answer the questions that were
put to him. If he does not understand the responsibilities
of a minister, if he does not understand his
responsibilities as someone who has been
commissioned by the Governor of Victoria to take that
position, come into this house and comply with the
sessional orders that this Parliament voted on, then I
seriously do not know what he is doing with his day.
Could you please compel him to answer questions
11 813 and 11 812, which are now overdue.
As the member for Melbourne must agree with me, the
fact that ministers across the board on the other side of
the chamber are refusing to answer questions in
compliance with sessional orders makes a mockery of
those orders and indeed makes a mockery of this
Parliament, when these questions are asked for the

Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — (12 098)
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Education, and I ask: what is the Andrews Labor
government doing to ensure teachers are provided with
the resources and support that they need to provide the
best outcome possible for local students?
I recently met with Meaghan Flack, an official of the
Australian Education Union (AEU) who works across
the northern suburbs, as well as several AEU members
from schools within my electorate: Joan McGregor, a
teacher from Coburg West Primary School; Janet
Dorling, an education support staff member from
Coburg West Primary School; and Blake Stanfield, a
secondary teacher from Coburg High School. The key
issues that these union members raised in our meeting
included their ever-increasing workload; the lack of job
security, particularly for education support staff — and
one example in particular that was provided to me was
of someone who had worked in the library for 16 years
and has to continually reapply for her job — and of
course their salary and other conditions. It was good to
have the opportunity to talk with local teachers and hear
firsthand the things that they believe will help them
teach students.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Tuesday, 6 December 2016

ASSEMBLY

Lowan electorate
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — (12 099) My question is to
the Minister for Public Transport. Minister, when will
the new public transport service between Stawell, Halls
Gap and Bellfield, which includes at least three bus
services per day, be approved and commenced? The
Grampians National Park is a major tourism drawcard
for western Victoria which offers not only a beautiful
environment and bushwalking opportunities but also a
range of high-quality accommodation, cafes, wineries,
gourmet food producers and activities such as abseiling
and rock climbing. One of the greatest barriers to the
further development of tourism opportunities in the
Grampians is poor access to public transport. The local
community, including Graeme Sandlant from Stawell
City Bus Services and Tim Wilson from Tim’s Place,
along with Northern Grampians Shire Council and
Public Transport Victoria, have been working closely to
develop a tri-daily connecting bus route, which has
broad community support. This service will greatly
improve connectivity with other public transport
services to Horsham and Stawell and assist in
expanding tourism in the Grampians. I therefore ask the
minister to confirm when this new tri-daily bus service
to connect Stawell to Halls Gap and Bellfield will be
approved and will commence.

Sunbury electorate
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — (12 100) My question is
for the Minister for Planning. What steps can members
of my community take to provide important feedback
on the recent release of precinct structure plans 1074
and 1075? Recently the Victorian Planning Authority
released draft plans for Sunbury’s future growth over
the next 30 years. These are very important plans, and I
am keen to see as much community feedback as
possible. I ask the minister: what steps can community
members take to provide important feedback on such
plans?

Sandringham electorate
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — (12 101) My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Education. The Beaumaris community supports
reinvestment in the Beaumaris High School site. At the
last state election the coalition committed the greatest
capital investment in that site, and that point should not
be overlooked. There are a range of stakeholders within
the precinct, including the Beaumaris Conservation
Society and the Friends of Long Hollow Heathland.
The heathland has been described as a living museum,
with a rare range of plants, and it has been suggested
that that plant regime could be better respected within
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the new school precinct, and I ask the minister whether
he will give due consideration to the representations of
local environmental groups to achieve the best
outcome.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Can I ask
honourable members to put their question at the
beginning of their contribution rather than the end.

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (12 102) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. Noting the recent announcement of
funding for a business case for the duplication of
Craigieburn Road, my question is: what is the time line
for the development of this business case, and what are
the next steps to progress duplication of Craigieburn
Road? Some weeks ago I was delighted to welcome the
minister to Craigieburn to inform local residents that
the government would be investing $250 000 in a
much-needed business case. I thank the minister for
taking the time to visit Craigieburn for the second time
to meet with residents and interested groups on this
important matter. I have long advocated for the
duplication of Craigieburn Road, as the area continues
to grow and welcome new residents. I am proud to
represent a thriving area that many families choose as
their home, and I look forward to informing all
residents of the time line for completion of the business
case.

Burwood electorate
Mr WATT (Burwood) — (12 103) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Police.
After two years of inaction by the Andrews Labor
government the latest crime statistics show that crimes
against the person in Camberwell went up by 50.75 per
cent, Glen Iris by 82 per cent, Ashburton by 84 per
cent, Ashwood by 57 per cent, Chadstone by 29 per
cent, Surrey Hills by 42 per cent and Box Hill South by
41 per cent. Noting the fact that thousands of my
constituents have signed a petition calling for more
police, I ask: when will the Ashburton police station,
the Burwood police station and the Mount Waverley
police station opening hours be restored to the levels
they were under the previous coalition government?

Niddrie electorate
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — (12 104) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and I ask: how will
the recent changes to the solar feed-in tariff affect
constituents in my electorate of Niddrie? Many locals
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and concerned residents in my community have
contacted me since my election in 2012 as their cents
per kilowatt hour fed back into our electricity grid have
continued to decline. The Andrews government has
ambitious renewable energy targets of 25 per cent by
2020 and 40 per cent by 2025, and continued solar
uptake will be a critical part of this. Victorians should
be fairly compensated for the power they generate,
plain and simple, and I ask the minister to advise me
how the recent changes she has undertaken to the solar
feed-in tariff will affect constituents in my electorate of
Niddrie.

Polwarth electorate
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — (12 105) My question
is to the Minister for Emergency Services. Can the
minister reveal why along the Great Ocean Road and
on the alternate Otways roads there are no signs
indicating that the commercial radio stations at 95.9,
92.7 and 106.3 FM are available to tune into during an
emergency? After the disasters of the past 12 months
the local radio station in Colac has been a major and
important source of information for people and
communities along the Great Ocean Road and in the
Otways. We have seen many days this year where
literally thousands of vehicles have been either diverted
or turned around due to natural disasters. Unfortunately
mobile phone coverage for most telecommunications
companies is still Third World along most parts of this
very popular tourist route, so relying on mobile
technology to inform and warn visitors of potential
dangers is both naive and dangerous. The commercial
service out of Colac demonstrated its commitment
during the Christmas fires last year when it broadcast
information and warnings 24/7 across the region, which
was the only guaranteed method of instant
communication. The Great Ocean Road is a significant
tourism driver for Victoria — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Dandenong electorate
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (12 106) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Sport, and I
ask the minister: how is the government supporting
sport in Dandenong by encouraging greater
participation in local sport and recreation clubs? I was
delighted yesterday to announce a $100 000 funding
contribution from the Andrews Labor government to
upgrade lighting at Greaves Reserve in Dandenong.
This project, when complete, will allow the Whitestar
Dandenong Soccer Club and the South Eastern Titans
Rugby League Club to both train and play matches at
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night. Rather than having to turn away prospective
players from their clubs, they will now be able to
continue to grow their clubs and attract new
participants. Investments like this make a real
difference to local sporting clubs and should be
encouraged. Our local sporting clubs are important
social outlets and make a vital contribution to the health
and wellbeing of our community, so government
support for these clubs is very important.

CRIMES (MENTAL IMPAIRMENT AND
UNFITNESS TO BE TRIED) AMENDMENT
BILL 2016
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
Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act
1997 to implement recommendations of the Victorian Law
Reform Commission arising out of its review of that act, to
amend that act and the Mental Health Act 2014 to transfer
functions of the Forensic Leave Panel to the Mental Health
Tribunal, to make consequential amendments to other acts
and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the
Attorney-General for a brief explanation further to the
long title.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I am happy to
assist the member for Box Hill, although the long title
did have a fair bit of detail in it. As the member for Box
Hill well knows, there was a Victorian Law Reform
Commission report — one I believe he commissioned
in fact — into the Crimes (Mental Impairment and
Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997, and this legislation
implements many of the recommendations that came
out of that report, including a new system of mandatory
progress reviews, a new test of fitness to plead, making
fitness to plead a question for the judge, changing some
matters regarding the role of the Attorney-General and
passing responsibility for those matters to the Director
of Public Prosecutions, and other matters.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

VICTORIAN PLANNING AUTHORITY
BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to establish the
Victorian Planning Authority, to amend the Planning and
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Environment Act 1987 to abolish the Growth Areas
Authority, to make consequential and other amendments to
other acts and for other purposes.

CHILDREN LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(REPORTABLE CONDUCT) BILL 2016

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister for a
brief explanation of the bill.

Introduction and first reading

Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — The bill
implements the government’s commitment to set up a
statewide authority that will plan for jobs and
developments in priority areas across Victoria. The
Victorian Planning Authority will lead integrated land
use and infrastructure planning in urban renewal areas,
growth areas and regional cities and towns across
Victoria.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

BUILDING AMENDMENT
(ENFORCEMENT AND OTHER
MEASURES) BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Building Act 1993 to improve the enforcement of that act, to
provide for the further regulation of building practitioners and
to reform the building permit process and to amend the
Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995 to further regulate
entry into domestic building contracts, to make consequential
and other miscellaneous amendments to other acts and for
other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister for a
brief explanation of the bill.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — The
Building Amendment (Enforcement and Other
Measures) Bill 2016 amends the Building Act 1993 and
other acts to improve the building permit levy system, a
registration scheme for building practitioners and the
enforcement of that act and other acts, including a
regime that will address questions of where illegal
demolition has occurred such as in the case, which is
well known across the Parliament, of the Corkman
matter, and puts in place both a quite stringent
monetary penalty regime and a regime around
indictable offences which would go before a court, with
potential for a person so convicted to be jailed for up to
five years.

Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — In representing the Minister for Families
and Children in the other place, I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Child Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005 to establish a reportable
conduct scheme, to make consequential and other
amendments to the Commission for Children and Young
People Act 2012, the Working with Children Act 2005, the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006, the Children,
Youth and Families Act 2005, the Disability Act 2006 and the
Ombudsman Act 1973 and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — If the minister has it
available amongst his notes or from knowledge, can he
provide the house with a brief explanation of the bill?
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — I can provide a brief explanation or indeed
a long one, should you wish it, manager of opposition
business. This is a bill that amends, amongst other acts,
the Child Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005 to establish a
reportable conduct scheme. Under the scheme,
allegations of specified kinds of child abuse or
misconduct that may involve reportable conduct made
against employees of organisations that exercise care,
supervision or authority over children must be notified
to the Commission for Children and Young People and
investigated by the organisation or the regulator.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(PAROLE REFORM AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Corrections Act 1986 to
provide for a presumption against parole for
prisoners serving terms of imprisonment for certain
fatal offences where the victim is a police officer or
where the body or remains of the victim have not
been located and to amend the Sentencing Act 1991
to permit a court to take such factors into account in
such circumstances and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Read first time; by leave, ordered to be read second
time immediately.
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Statement of compatibility
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) 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 Amendment (Parole Reform and Other Matters)
Bill 2016.
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, may be partially incompatible 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 Corrections Act 1986 and the Sentencing
Act 1991 to introduce:
parole reforms for offenders who murder a police
officer; and
parole and sentencing reforms for offenders in relation
to ‘no body’ cases.
Human rights issues
Clause 3 of the bill inserts new section 74AAA into the
Corrections Act 1986 to provide for additional conditions
governing the decision about whether or not to grant parole to
a prisoner who is serving a sentence for murder of a police
officer. The provision applies in respect of a prisoner
convicted and sentenced to a term of imprisonment with a
non-parole period for the murder of a person, where the
prisoner knew, or was reckless as to whether the person was,
a police officer. ‘Police officer’ is defined as a police officer
who at the time the murder occurred was performing any duty
or exercising any power of a police officer; or, the murder of
whom arose from or was connected with the police officer’s
role as a police officer, whether or not the police officer was
performing any duty or exercising any power of a police
officer at the time of the murder. The provision will apply
retrospectively to all prisoners sentenced for such offending,
and all existing applications for parole from such prisoners,
including those lodged but not yet determined.
Relevantly, the provision provides that the adult parole board
(the board) may not make a parole order in respect of such a
prisoner unless the board is satisfied, on the basis of a report
prepared by the Secretary to the Department of Justice and
Regulation, that:
the prisoner is in imminent danger of dying, or is
seriously incapacitated and, as a result, the prisoner no
longer has the physical ability to do harm to any person;
and
the prisoner has demonstrated that the prisoner does not
pose a risk to the community; and
the board is further satisfied that, because of those
circumstances, the making of the parole order is
justified.
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Clause 6 of the bill inserts new section 74AABA into the
Corrections Act 1986 to provide for additional conditions
governing the decision about whether or not to release a
prisoner imprisoned for certain offences. The provision
applies to a prisoner serving a sentence of imprisonment for
an offence of murder, conspiracy to murder, accessory to
murder or manslaughter. The provision will apply
retrospectively to all prisoners sentenced for such offending,
and all relevant applications for parole from such prisoners,
including those lodged but not yet determined. It will also
apply to any decision to re-release an offender on parole.
Relevantly, the clause provides that the board must not make
a parole order in relation to such a prisoner unless the board is
satisfied that the prisoner has cooperated satisfactorily in the
investigation of the offence to identify the location, or the last
known location, of the body or remains of the victim of the
offence, or the place where the body or remains of the victim
may be found. In determining this, the board must have
regard to reports from the Chief Commissioner of Police and
the Secretary to the Department of Justice and Regulation,
submissions from any relevant victims, the record of the court
in relation to the offending, whether the body was recovered
as a result of the prisoner’s cooperation in the investigation of
the offence, and the capacity of the prisoner to cooperate in
the investigation of the offence (including the prisoner’s age,
any cognitive impairment, mental impairment, dementia or
decline in memory).
Clause 9 inserts new subsection 5(2CA) into the Sentencing
Act 1991 to provide that a court, when sentencing an offender
who has been found guilty of murder, conspiracy to murder,
accessory to murder or manslaughter in circumstances in
which the body or remains of the deceased victim have not
been located, may have regard to whether an offender has
cooperated in the investigation of the offence to identify the
location of the body or remains.
These clauses collectively are relevant to the following
human rights in the charter:
the right to equality before the law (s 8(3));
the right to liberty (s 21);
the protections against cruel, inhuman and degrading
treatment (s 10(b)) and the right to humane treatment
when deprived of liberty (s 22);
the protection of children, generally (s 17(2)), and the
protection of children in the criminal process (s 23);
the right to fair hearing (s 24);
the protection against self-incrimination (s 25(2)(k)); and
the prohibition on retrospective criminal laws (s 27).
1. Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The right to equality before the law (s 8(3))
Section 8(3) provides that every person is equal before the
law. There is some uncertainty whether this right is intended
to operate as a prohibition on unequal treatment by reference
to discrimination based on a protected attribute, as defined in
the Equal Opportunity Act 2010, or has a broader application
beyond protected attributes.
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In relation to the parole reforms in clauses 3 and 6, it could be
said that removing the possibility of parole for certain
offenders (those committing offences against police officers
or those whose offending involves a ‘no body’ case) treats
these offenders differently from other offenders having
committed the same offences (but against different,
non-police victims, or offences where the body is located).
Affording equal protection of the law means properly
allowing those who have committed the same offences to
have equal access to the parole regime.
In my view, the concept of equal treatment has been
interpreted in Victoria as being directly tied to discrimination
by reference to the protected attributes in the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010. ‘Equality before the law’ refers to the
enforcement and administration of laws, rather than their
content or enactment, and requires that all court or
administrative decisions not be applied in an arbitrary or
discriminatory manner. The second limb of s 8(3) of the
charter is concerned with the content and substance of a law,
and requires that a law provide equal and effective protection
without discrimination. This is interpreted as comprising two
elements: preventing discriminatory laws from being enacted,
and ensuring that laws treat people in the same way except
where there is reasonable justification for not doing so.
These reforms to parole treat persons differently based on
their conduct and the circumstances of their offending. This is
an accepted form of differential treatment, which already
occurs in many other aspects of the sentencing and parole
system. The very nature of these systems involves
differentiating categories of offending (and circumstances of
offending) based on the nature and seriousness of the
offending, and to deem that different legal consequences and
administrative procedures apply to certain categories. As this
differential treatment does not engage a protected attribute, I
do not consider that the right to equality is limited by these
reforms. I further base this conclusion on the fact that there is
a reasonable justification for treating categories of offenders
differently to recognise that the worst category of crime,
murder, in the worst category of case, which includes police
officers, is also reflected in the rules that govern whether such
prisoners are allowed back into our community — and only
when it is safe to do so.
I also note that in relation to the ‘no body’ cases, the
legislation provides for regard to be had to the effect of any
disability or immaturity of age on an offender’s capacity to
cooperate, which in effect, is a form of protection against
indirect discrimination.
The right to liberty (s 21)
Section 21(1) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to liberty. Section 21(2) provides that a person must not be
subject to arbitrary detention. Section 21(3) provides that a
person must not be deprived of his or her liberty except on the
grounds and in accordance with procedures established by law.
In relation to the parole reforms to police murder and ‘no
body’ cases, the enactment of a severe constraint to an
offender’s ability to be granted parole may appear to
constitute a deprivation of liberty, as an offender will, in most
circumstances, not be eligible for early release (or any release
at all if serving a life sentence).
However, the constraints on the granting of parole in
clauses 3 and 6 do not deprive any persons of their liberty.
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That deprivation will have already occurred by way of the
relevant offenders’ sentences of imprisonment. It is well
established that the right to liberty is reasonably and
justifiably limited where the person is deprived of their liberty
under sentence of imprisonment after conviction for a
criminal offence by an independent court after a fair hearing.
The provisions of this bill do not set aside, vary or nullify the
original sentence of the court, in that they do not alter the
head sentences of imprisonment imposed by the court or
increase the limitation caused by the court’s sentence. The
reforms only alter the conditions on which the board may
order release on parole during the currency of the sentence,
and after the expiration of a non-parole period, which does
not change the position that the prisoner has been deprived of
liberty and lawfully detained for the duration of the head
sentence. As such, the constraints on the granting of parole
cannot properly be construed as depriving a person of their
liberty.
I note that there is no right or entitlement to release on parole,
nor to the continuation of a particular legislative scheme for
release on parole for the duration of a prisoner’s sentence.
The High Court in Crump v. New South Wales held that the
power of the executive government to order a prisoner’s
release on parole may be broadened or constrained or even
abolished entirely by the legislature of the state, to reflect
changeable policies and practices.
Accordingly, I am of the view that the human rights in s 21
are not limited by these reforms, which ultimately permit
deprivation of liberty on grounds, and in accordance with
procedures, established by law.
Children rights (ss 17(2) and 23)
It is necessary to pay regard to the effect that these reforms
may have in the case of child offenders, by way of the
protection of children in the charter (s 17(2)), and the
protection of children in the criminal process (s 23).
Section 17(2) 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(3) provides that a child who has been
convicted of an offence must be treated in a way that is
appropriate for his or her age.
In my view, the parole reforms in clauses 3 and 6 will have a
limited effect on child offenders. The parole reforms do not
apply to the Youth Parole Board, which hears parole
applications involving children under the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005. Further, the reform to parole for offenders
linked to a ‘no body’ case allows the board to have regard to
the offender’s age and mental infirmity when determining
whether an offender has provided the requisite level of
cooperation to rebut the presumption against granting parole.
Further, there are many protections built into the sentencing
system to ensure sentences for children or young offenders
take into account their age and prospect for rehabilitation, and
allow for alternative sentences such as a youth justice centre
order or a youth residential centre order. Further, a sentencing
court will have regard to the prospects of parole being granted
in a particular case when setting the head sentence.
I note that in relation to existing offenders currently serving a
sentence, these reforms will not capture any existing offender
who was sentenced as a child.
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Right to a fair hearing (s 24)
Section 24 relevantly provides that every person charged with
a criminal offence has the right to have the charge decided by
a competent, independent and impartial court.
The reforms to parole in clauses 3 and 6 are relevant to the
right to a fair hearing, as it may be argued that the practical
effect of these reforms is equivalent to replacing a court
sentence that includes a non-parole period with an effective
sentence that does not include a parole period.
However, I am of the view that the right to a fair hearing is
not limited by these reforms. The Chief Justice of the High
Court in Crump v. NSW found that there is a clear distinction
between the judicial function exercised by a judge in fixing a
minimum term, and the administrative function exercised by
a parole authority in determining whether a person eligible for
release on parole, by reason of the judge’s sentencing order,
should be released. In fixing a minimum term before a
prisoner can be considered for release on parole, the
sentencing judge determines that all the circumstances of the
offence require that the offender serve no less than that term,
without the opportunity for parole. The purpose of parole
generally is to provide for mitigation of the punishment of the
prisoner in favour of rehabilitation through conditional
freedom, when appropriate, once the prisoner has served the
minimum time.
Once an offender is sentenced, the responsibility for the future
of a prisoner passes to the government. The executive
decision to release or not to release a prisoner on parole may
reflect policies and practices which change from time to time.
Although the recommendation of the non-parole period may
operate in some circumstances to reduce the period of time
which the applicant would spend in prison, it leaves the
sentence unaffected as a judicial assessment of the gravity of
the offence which the offender committed.
Accordingly, following the High Court’s reasoning, I am of
the view that the right to a fair hearing is not limited, as the
court’s determination of the criminal charge and subsequent
sentence remains unaffected by these parole reforms.
Protection against self-incrimination (s 25(2)(k))
Section 25(2)(k) provides that a person has the right not to be
compelled to testify against himself or herself or to confess
guilt.
This right is relevant to clauses 6 and 9, which, in effect,
subject an offender in certain circumstances to a detriment if
they have not cooperated satisfactorily in an investigation. To
the extent that such cooperation requires an accused to reveal
information which may expose that person to further criminal
punishment, this reform may engage the charter’s protection
against compelled self-incrimination. Cooperating
satisfactorily in a murder investigation to identify the location
of the remains of the victim may require the accused to reveal
information that may expose him or her to future punishment,
for example, for additional crimes connected to the murder, or
in the event that the present conviction is quashed and a new
trial is ordered.
I am of the view, however, that the right not to be compelled
to testify against oneself is not limited by this reform.
Clauses 6 and 9 are concerned only with sentencing or parole,
and are predicated on a finding of guilt having already been
made. A prisoner to whom the proposed parole regime would
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apply is not a person facing criminal proceedings who is
being compelled to confess guilt, contrary to the right
expressed in s 25(2)(k).
Further, while the timeliness of an offender’s cooperation is
taken into account, the offender is not precluded from
cooperating at a later time, for example, after conviction or
after the expiration of appeal rights, which can still be taken
into account. This includes the scenario where an offender
may not have cooperated at all before sentencing (such as
pleading not guilty and exercising their right to silence), but
subsequently cooperates while serving a sentence of
imprisonment. The reform will allow such cooperation to be
considered by the board in an application for parole, which
allows preservation of the privilege against self-incrimination
while proceedings for a criminal charge are still being
determined.
Protection against retrospective criminal laws (s 27)
Section 27(2) provides that a penalty must not be imposed on
any person for a criminal offence that is greater than the
penalty that applied to the offence when it was committed.
Clauses 3, 6 and 9 apply retrospectively to existing offenders
and charged persons, and thus is relevant to the right not to be
subject to retrospectively applied punishment.
In my view, the right in s 27(2) is not limited by these
reforms, as the denial of parole in accordance with the new
conditions should not be characterised as punishment. Parole
is administered by the board under the Corrections Act 1986.
Although a sentencing court fixes the non-parole period, the
fixing of such a sentence exhausts the relevant court’s judicial
function. Parole then becomes a matter of executive
discretion, within the confines of a legislative scheme, such as
the Corrections Act 1986. As discussed above, the High
Court has acknowledged that it is open to the legislature to
alter the circumstances in which particular persons may be
released on parole, even during the currency of their prison
term. Further, the sentencing reform in clause 9 simply
enshrines the existing sentencing practice that deems conduct
involving hiding or disposing of a body to be an aggravating
factor in relation to sentencing, and any subsequent
cooperation of an offender with an investigation to be a
mitigating factor in sentencing.
I note that issues about unfairness may be seen to arise in
relation to the retrospective effect of these reforms; however,
I will address this within the context of the protection from
cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment, and the right to
humane treatment, discussed below.
2. Human rights that are limited by the bill
Cruel, inhuman, degrading treatment (s 10(b)) and inhumane
treatment (s 22(1))
Section 10(b) provides that a person must not be treated or
punished in a cruel, inhuman or degrading way. Similarly,
s 22(1) provides that all persons deprived of liberty must be
treated with humanity and with respect for the inherent
dignity of the human person.
The effect of the reforms to parole in clauses 3 and 6 is that
certain prisoners (who are serving life sentences) may remain
effectively ineligible for parole until they are either close to
death or permanently incapacitated, or cooperate with police
to identify the whereabouts of a victim’s body. This may be
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considered to constitute cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment, or inhumane treatment when deprived of liberty, as
the reforms will have the effect of removing the prospect of
release of certain offenders and diminishing their possibility
of rehabilitation. While the Victorian statute book already
provides for the possibility of life in prison with no prospect
of parole, I accept that introducing restrictive constraints on
the granting of parole to certain prisoners may induce a sense
of hopelessness in an offender that may constitute a limit on
the rights in ss 10(b) and 22(1) of the charter.
Sections 10(b) and 22(1) rights have been interpreted as being
collectively limited in circumstances where an offender
serving a life sentence is given no real prospect of release,
which may be contrary to human dignity and amount to
inhuman and degrading treatment. Constraining parole for
offenders not serving a life sentence, while not resulting in an
‘irreducible’ life sentence, may similarly be considered
‘inhuman’ through the hopelessness that serving a full
sentence may engender for that offender.
However, these rights must be interpreted in the context of the
Victorian legal system, where there is no prisoner right or
entitlement to parole. The expiry of the non-parole period
simply marks the earliest point at which a prisoner may be
released on parole; it does not mean that the prisoner should
or will be released on that date. The Corrections Act 1986
does not prescribe specific criteria governing the decision to
release a prisoner on parole, and the only statutory guidance
on the exercise of the discretion provides that the board must
give ‘paramount consideration to the safety and protection of
the community in determining whether to make or vary a
parole order’. It is necessary to recognise that when a court
makes a sentence, an offender may be required to serve the
whole of the head sentence that is imposed, even if there is a
fixed minimum.
Clause 3 — parole reform in relation to the murder of a police
officer
In relation to clause 3, the objective for the reform is directed
at strengthening parole laws in relation to a particular class of
offending, in order to further enhance community safety and
protection. Stricter parole laws already apply to prisoners who
are convicted of serious violent offences. The type of
offending targeted by the bill is the murder of police officers,
which is the most serious offence within that category. The
Supreme Court in various cases of police murderers has
indicated that, in light of its seriousness, the murder of a
police officer is an offence that ordinarily warrants the
harshest sentence that can be imposed, being life
imprisonment. Murdering a police officer is a particularly
appalling crime constituting an attack on the foundations of
society. The policy intent is to cover murders where the
officer was targeted because of their job, which is considered
in the worst category of offending and causes the most harm
to the community. A safe and functioning society depends
upon its police force. An attack upon a serving police officer
is an attack upon society itself. The new tough constraints on
the granting of parole in relation to such offences sends a
necessary message that such offenders should not be able to
access the privilege of parole.
I note that the extent of the limitation in the corrections
system will be fairly confined. The reform will only affect the
parole applications of three prisoners currently serving life
sentences with non-parole periods for the murders of police
officers. The reform will also apply to deter any future
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relevant offending, as prospective offenders will be fully
aware of the consequences that flow from such actions.
The limitation is rationally connected to the purpose of the
reform, which is to deny parole to any offender who
knowingly or recklessly murders a police officer, in order to
reflect the seriousness of the offending and its impact on
society. The reform provides for a safeguard to address
potential cases where an offender has no knowledge that the
victim was a police officer and/or it was pure coincidence that
the victim was a police officer. This factual information will
be known from the court record at trial and sentencing, which
the board will take into account when considering parole
decisions.
However, I accept that the nature of the limitation is severe in
relation to the individuals affected, as in certain cases (where
the individual is serving a life sentence) it will prevent that
offender from being released on parole except in very limited
circumstances, and those circumstances are not conducive to
leading any useful life post-release. I also accept that the
nature of the limitation is aggravated by the retrospective
effect of the limitation, as an offender would have had an
expectation at the time of sentence that they had some
possibility for release in the future (or for release at an earlier
stage, if not serving a life sentence) and the capacity to live a
useful life post-release.
I also accept that there may be alternative less restrictive
means reasonably available to achieve the purpose, for
example through parole conditions which facilitate an
increased possibility of release. In this regard, it may be
argued that clause 3 is incompatible with the ss 10(b) and
22(1) of the charter, in light of the particularly severe
retrospective effect the limitation will have on certain
individual offenders and the potential availability of less
restrictive alternative measures.
However, I intend to proceed with this legislation,
notwithstanding the possibility that clause 3 is incompatible
with the charter, as I am of the firm view that there is a need
to strengthen parole laws to counter this particular abhorrent
form of offending and send a clear message that the murder of
police officers is unacceptable. I consider that the bill
appropriately targets the worst kind of offending that exists in
Victoria. As I have noted, murdering a police officer
constitutes an affront to society itself.
In proceeding with this legislation, I note again the High
Court’s findings on the grant of parole, including that it is an
executive decision which may reflect changeable policies and
practices. While clause 3 may be partially incompatible with
the charter, I believe it furthers the legitimate objectives of
enhancing a critical aspect of community safety and
protection and addressing community concerns regarding the
release of prisoners who commit the worst kind of crimes.
Clause 6 — parole reform in relation to ‘no body’ cases
Clause 6 serves an important objective in addressing the
particular distress to victims’ families that results from
murder cases where the victim’s body or remains cannot be
located. These cases exacerbate the acute pain and suffering
experienced by persons connected to a victim and act as an
obstacle to bringing closure to victims’ families.
Convicted prisoners serving a sentence currently have no real
incentive to assist in the resolution of such matters. The
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reform serves the twin aims of providing greater opportunity
for closure for victims’ families and also incentivising
offenders to cooperate. Families are rightly entitled to recover
and bury their loved ones, and to the small degree of closure
that this may provide. New tough constraints on the granting
of parole in relation to offenders who choose not to cooperate
sends a necessary message that such offenders should not be
able to access the privilege of parole.

in part 1, the bill will amend the Corrections Act 1986 and the
Sentencing Act 1991 to introduce:

I accept that the nature of the limitation can be severe in
relation to an individual affected, most likely preventing an
offender from ever being granted parole. However, the extent
of the limitation in the corrections system will be fairly
confined. There are currently eight prisoners serving custodial
sentences for murder in cases were the victim’s body was
never found, and approximately four parolees. The reform
will also apply to any future relevant offending. The
retrospective nature of the reform is alleviated in part by the
ability of an existing offender imprisoned for a ‘no body’
murder case to elect to cooperate following the enactment of
this reform.

I now turn to the first purpose of the bill.

Our parole system has been substantially overhauled to
strengthen oversight and decision-making. Community safety
is the absolute priority for the adult parole board. It is the
toughest parole system in the country. Parole is a privilege,
not a right.

I am satisfied that the limitation achieves, and is rationally
connected to, its purpose. Prisoners who cooperate, including
years after sentencing, will be considered positively by the
board in relation to their parole applications and those who do
not cooperate will have their parole constrained.

The bill will, however, further strengthen these parole laws. It
will do so in relation to those prisoners who were sentenced
for the murder of police officers in the line of duty. This
crime is in the worst category because police officers are
targeted for simply doing their job.

I am also satisfied that there are no less restrictive means
reasonably available to achieve the purpose. The presumption
against parole will take into account the individual
circumstances of the prisoner to cooperate, including their
capacity to cooperate (such as mental or physical infirmity),
their capacity to cooperate based on their role in the offending
(ie whether, due to the circumstances of the offence, the
offender has the requisite knowledge or not) and the
significance and usefulness of the offender’s cooperation. The
bill ensures that the board receives all the information it needs
to make an informed decision about the complexities and
difficulties in each case. A prisoner’s prospects for parole
have always been linked to their level of cooperation (which
can form part of the assessment of rehabilitation), and this
clause provides an incentive for a prisoner to escape any
constraints being applied to their application for parole by
cooperating with an investigation and providing grieving
families with some measure of closure that they rightfully
deserve.

Part 2 of the bill will amend the Corrections Act to insert new
section 74AAA to ensure that prisoners who have been
convicted and sentenced to imprisonment with a non-parole
period for murdering a police officer are not granted parole.
The prisoner may only be released on parole if the adult
parole board:

Accordingly, I conclude that clause 6 is compatible with the
charter.
The Hon. Lisa Neville, MP
Minister for Police

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
The main purpose of the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Parole Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2016 is to strengthen
our sentencing and parole laws to further enhance community
safety and protection. As outlined in the provisions contained

a.

parole reforms for offenders who murder police
officers, and

b.

parole and sentencing reforms for offenders in ‘no
body’ cases.

Murder of a police officer — parole reform
Any murder is abhorrent and the murder of a police officer
for simply doing their job is a crime that shocks the Victorian
community. It is an affront to our society.

a.

b.

is satisfied (on the basis of a report prepared by the
Secretary to the Department of Justice and
Regulation) that the prisoner:
i.

is in imminent danger of dying, or is seriously
incapacitated, and as a result, no longer has
the physical ability to do harm to any person;
and

ii.

has demonstrated that he or she does not pose
a risk to the community

is further satisfied that, because of those
circumstances, the making of the order is justified.

These restrictions on the grant of parole for police murderers
have been modelled on the Julian Knight legislation, but
apply to a category of prisoner for a class of offending and are
designed to ensure the validity of the bill from legal
challenge.
The new provisions apply to the murder of a police officer,
which will mean:
a.

at the time the murder occurred the officer was
performing any duty or exercising any power of a
police officer; or

b.

the murder of whom arose from or was connected
with the police officer’s role as a police officer,
whether or not the police officer was performing
any duty or exercising any power of a police
officer at the time of the murder.
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The bill draws on section 10AA of the Sentencing Act which
deals with sentencing for serious assaults of emergency
workers ‘on duty’ including police officers. Also, the bill
deals with situations where the offender could have aimed to
harm all police officers or a particular police officer based on
past dealings with police. The officer need not be uniformed
at the time of the murder. For example, a police officer who is
murdered while at their home. If there is any known
connection between the murder and the victim’s role as a
police officer, it will be captured by the bill.
Under the bill, at the time of the murder the offender must
have known or been reckless as to whether the victim was a
police officer, which is an important safeguard. The bill will
also not apply to a murder case where the victim happened to
be a police officer but their police officer role was irrelevant
to the offending or merely coincidental or incidental. This is a
balanced and responsible approach.
The fact that the victim was a police officer will be known at
trial and sentencing. In accordance with existing practice, the
court record, including the sentencing judgment, will be
contained in the Secretary to the Department of Justice and
Regulation’s advice to the adult parole board as part of the
report assessing whether or not the prisoner is suitable for
release into the community on parole.
The most serious offenders in prison, such as murderers and
rapists, are already subject to a strict two-tier parole
assessment process under the Corrections Act. Prisoners who
are serious violent offenders and serious sex offenders can
only be released into the community on parole by a special
division of the adult parole board overseen by the
chairperson, known as the serious violent offender or sexual
offender division or SVOSO division. This means those
prisoners who murdered a police officer will have to pass two
separate hearings of the adult parole board as part of their
parole application. If the prisoner’s application fails one
hearing, no parole will granted.
As I said earlier, the adult parole board’s absolute priority
remains community safety. The bill explicitly reiterates that
paramount consideration be given to the safety and protection
of the community in these and all parole decisions.
These important parole reforms will apply to at least three
sentenced prisoners, all of whom murdered police officers
who were exercising their duties as officers at the time. This
legislation has been brought forward to ensure these reforms
apply to this category of prisoner for this category of crime as
soon as possible.
I now turn to the final purpose of the bill.
‘No body’ cases
Part 3 of the bill contains the final purpose of the bill, which is
to ensure persons who have been convicted and sentenced to
imprisonment with a non-parole period for certain fatal
offences are not granted parole if they do not satisfactorily
cooperate with police in the investigation of the offence to
identify the location, or last known location, of the body or
remains of victims of the offence and the place where the
body or remains of the victim of the offence may be found.
It is recognised that these cases, often called ‘no body’ cases,
cause particular distress to victims’ families and our laws
must not provide false hope. Families are rightly entitled to
recover and bury their loved ones and to the small degree of
closure that this may provide.
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The sentencing and parole reforms introduced by the bill in
‘no body’ cases aim to provide an incentive for offenders to
cooperate and also an opportunity for closure for victims’
families. Division 1 of part 3 of the bill will amend the
Corrections Act to introduce a new presumption against
parole, in new section 74AABA, unless the adult parole board
is satisfied that the prisoner satisfactorily cooperated with
police in these ‘no body’ cases.
Under the bill, the adult parole board will be required to
consider a range of matters in deciding whether or not to grant
parole in a ‘no body’ case. This will ensure that the adult
parole board has all relevant information when making its
decision. For example, the adult parole board will take into
account reports from both the Chief Commissioner of Police
and the Secretary to the Department of Justice and
Regulation, the court record, as well as any victim
submissions, the capacity of the prisoner to cooperate in the
investigation of the offence, and any other information about
whether the victim’s body or remains were recovered as a
result of the prisoner’s cooperation in the investigation of the
offence. These are complex and difficult cases. The bill
ensures the adult parole board receives all the information it
needs to make an informed decision.
Importantly, the bill will also introduce sentencing reforms.
Division 2 of part 3 of the bill will amend section 5 of the
Sentencing Act to expressly allow the courts to take into
account whether or not an offender has cooperated in the
investigation of the offence in ‘no body’ cases when
determining an appropriate sentence for the offending. The
sentencing reforms in the bill will apply to the sentencing of
an offender irrespective of when the offence was committed
or the finding of guilt was made.
The ‘no body’ cases reforms in the bill will apply to murder,
conspiracy to commit murder, accessory to murder and
manslaughter. This is a broader range of offences and these
are all serious crimes. The circumstances of offending in such
cases may involve an offender disposing of the body or
remains of a deceased victim or having knowledge of the
location of the deceased victim’s body or remains. The
inclusion of these offences will therefore provide the
opportunity for closure to the greatest number of victims’
families.
Prisoners sentenced for these four fatal offences will be
serious violent offenders who can only be released into the
community on parole by the serious violent offender or sexual
offender division of the adult parole board overseen by the
chairperson under the two-tier parole decision-making
process that I outlined earlier.
This is a much more comprehensive way of addressing the
complex and difficult issues raised by ‘no body’ cases. The
inclusion of sentencing amendments, along with the parole
reforms, will provide the greatest opportunity to incentivise
offender cooperation, and bring closure to victims’ families as
they rightly deserve.
Re-parole
The two parole reforms in the bill will also apply when the
adult parole board is deciding whether or not to re-release a
prisoner on to parole under section 78 of the Corrections Act.
This is intended to cover cases where the relevant prisoner is
or has been released on parole but has their parole
subsequently cancelled. If parole is cancelled, the adult parole
board may only re-release the prisoner on parole if satisfied in
accordance with these new laws.
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Future cases
The parole reforms in the bill will apply not only to the
relevant existing cases of sentenced prisoners in prison, but
will also apply to any future such cases.
The parole and sentencing reforms in the bill are directed to a
category of offender who committed a category of crime, not
an individual offender. It is not intended to alter the original
sentence of imprisonment after conviction for a criminal
offence made by an independent court after a fair hearing.
The bill does not intend to alter the court’s sentence. Rather,
the bill introduces additional conditions that must be satisfied
before the adult parole board may grant parole to prisoners
sentenced for the relevant offending, or in the case of the
sentencing reform, introduces an additional factor for the
courts to take into account when determining the appropriate
sentence for the relevant offending.
Clause 2 of the bill provides that the two parole reforms in the
bill will commence on the day after the bill receives the royal
assent. This ensures our parole laws are strengthened as soon
as possible to boost community safety. To give sufficient time
to prosecutors, legal practitioners and the courts, the
sentencing amendment will commence by no later than the
middle of 2017.
Conclusion
This bill represents another step this government is taking to
keep our community safe. The families of victims of
murderers and other killers deserve the respect, dignity and
closure of a funeral of their loved ones. And those men and
women in blue who swore to uphold our laws, and died in the
line of duty, also deserve the utmost protection of our laws.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Equal opportunity legislation

Tuesday, 6 December 2016

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly that Premier
Daniel Andrews must not hand control of the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) to the United Firefighters Union (UFU).
Volunteer firefighters have protected Victorians for more than
100 years, and as a community we support the volunteers and
send this message to Daniel Andrews and the Victorian Labor
Party: keep your hands off the CFA.

By Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South)
(43 signatures).

South Valley Road school crossing
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of the local school community and residents in
the electorate of South Barwon and the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the dangerous traffic situation
that exists at the school crossing on the South Valley Road
(Kennedy Grove) school crossing.
Motorists often speed through and at times do not stop at the
supervised crossing.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria support the installation of a signalised
school crossing at the above intersection.

By Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (470 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for South Barwon be considered next day
on motion of Mr KATOS (South Barwon).

ACCOUNTABILITY AND OVERSIGHT
COMMITTEE
Victorian oversight agencies 2015–16

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the state of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house their concerns that the Andrews Labor
government is removing the rights of Victorian faith-based
schools to employ staff that share the values of the school
community.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call on the Andrews Labor government
to withdraw the Equal Opportunity Amendment (Religious
Exceptions) Bill 2016.

Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) presented report.
Tabled.
Ordered to be published.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 17

By Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) (37 signatures).
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 17 of 2016 on:
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Administration and Probate and Other Acts
Amendment (Succession and Related Matters)
Bill 2016
Climate Change Bill 2016
Consumer Acts Amendment Bill 2016
Heritage Bill 2016
Resources Legislation Amendment (Fracking
Ban) Bill 2016
Urban Renewal Authority Victoria Amendment
(Development Victoria) Bill 2016
Wrongs Amendment (Organisational Child
Abuse) Bill 2016
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be published.

INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED
ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION
COMMITTEE
Performance of Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission and the Victorian
Inspectorate 2015–16
Mr WELLS (Rowville) presented report, in lieu of
report tabled on Thursday, 24 November.
Tabled.
Ordered to be published.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
National Environment Protection Council — Report 2014–15
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Bayside — C124
Greater Geelong — C316
Knox — C137
Melbourne — C259, C270, GC59
Melton — C145
Mildura — C89
Monash — C128
Port Phillip — GC59
South Gippsland — C81
Whittlesea — C205
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Victoria Planning Provisions — VC131

Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Confiscation Act 1997 — SR 141
Environment Protection Act 1970 — SR 136
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SR 137
Supreme Court Act 1986 — SRs 138, 139, 140, 141
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Act 2001 —
Notice of request for an assessment under s 26C.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 24 February 2015:
Police and Justice Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous)
Act 2016 — Parts 2 and 3 (except s 23) — 1 December 2016
(Gazette S368, 29 November 2016)
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Act 2016 —
Parts 4 and 7 (except ss 22 and 24) — 1 December 2016;
Part 8 — 1 January 2017 (Gazette S368, 29 November 2016)
Livestock Disease Control Amendment Act 2016 — Part 1
and ss 3, 5, 11 and 12 — 1 January 2017 (Gazette S368,
29 November 2016).

COMPENSATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered later this day.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 29 November
to:
Medical Treatment Planning and Decisions
Bill 2016
Road Legislation Further Amendment Bill 2016
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous)
Amendment (Abolition of the Penalty Fares
Scheme) Bill 2016
Working with Children Amendment Bill 2016.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Climate Change Bill 2016
Consumer Acts Amendment Bill 2016
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Resources Legislation Amendment (Fracking
Ban) Bill 2016
Wrongs Amendment (Organisational Child
Abuse) Bill 2016.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing and sessional orders
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — By
leave, I move:
That so much of standing and sessional orders be suspended
to allow the matter of public importance due on Wednesday,
7 December 2016, to be omitted from the order of business on
that day.

Motion agreed to.

Program
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 5.00 p.m. on Thursday,
8 December 2016:
Climate Change Bill 2016
Creative Victoria Bill 2016
Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Amendment
Bill 2016
Urban Renewal Authority Victoria Amendment
(Development Victoria) Bill 2016
Wrongs Amendment (Organisational Child Abuse)
Bill 2016.

As you can see, there are five bills on the government
business program for debate, consideration and
hopefully successful dispatching to the upper house on
this, our final sitting week for the year. There is
certainly a significant amount of policy detail in those
bills to be worked through by this chamber before we
rise on Thursday afternoon.
Can I just make a couple of other observations about
the program? An indication has been made that this
week we would like to conclude the debate on the
budget papers. There is a take-note motion on the
notice paper around the successful 2016–17 budget;
however, as we are heading towards the end of 2016, it
would be appropriate to conclude the debate on that
motion. I signal that if any member wishes to speak on
that take-note motion, we would love to hear from
them. They should speak now or forever hold their
peace on this matter.
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Can I also indicate that there has been some discussion
with the manager of opposition business. A request has
been put forward to take into consideration in detail the
Urban Renewal Authority Victoria Amendment
(Development Victoria) Bill 2016. I would hope to be
able to accommodate it in the program of this week. It
is a busy program and we anticipate that that could be
accommodated on Thursday afternoon. I should also
say we would be looking at also accommodating the
remaining budget speakers on Thursday afternoon.
Finally, I would like to draw the attention of the house
to the debate around the passage of the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Parole Reform and Other
Matters) Bill 2016. We have just had the first and
second readings of the bill and immediately signal that
we would like to have that bill concluded no later than a
quarter to 4 or 4 o’clock tomorrow afternoon to enable
its passage to the upper house. I acknowledge the
agreement so far through this process from all members
of the chamber and hope that this can continue with the
passage of the bill and its final consideration by this
place tomorrow. With those few comments, I commend
the motion to the house.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The opposition does not
oppose the government business program this week.
We note the intentions of the government as expressed
by the Leader of the House for the house to consider the
Urban Renewal Authority Victoria Amendment
(Development Victoria) Bill 2016 in detail. That is
certainly the bill which this side of the house believes
would most benefit from consideration in detail by this
house. We also note that the government is forgoing the
opportunity to debate a government matter of public
importance this week in order to accommodate the bill
that it is bringing in in relation to no body, no parole
and in relation to Craig Minogue and others convicted
of killing police officers.
I do make the point that this side of the house has been
for a long time highlighting the need both for no body,
no parole legislation and for legislation to deal with
Russell Street bomber Craig Minogue. Having defeated
the opposition’s no body, no parole legislation without
even allowing debate in this house, and having been
silent up until now on the question of legislation in
relation to Craig Minogue, belatedly the government
has seen the merits of what the opposition has been
calling for and is now seeking to get the legislation
through the house this week.
Our side of the house is willing to accommodate that
timetable, but it is a reflection of the disarray and the
fluctuating state of the government’s approach to law
and order matters that, having run a soft-on-crime
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policy for the first two years of it being in office, it has
now decided to have what appears to be a week talking
about crime and justice issues. I very much fear the
government will then go straight back to being soft on
crime again once it has had its flurry of media
announcements.
However, we will deal with each of the pieces of
legislation that the government brings to the house on
their merits. We do note the fact that out of all the items
that the government has been talking about this week in
terms of getting tough on crime and bringing legislation
to the Parliament, the only piece of legislation that is
actually turning up to be dealt with this week is the no
body, no parole and Craig Minogue legislation. All the
other material that the government has referred to with
a great flourish is legislation that is not going to be dealt
with this week. Indeed most of it we are not going to
see this week. Indeed I think I heard the
Attorney-General on radio saying words to the effect
that he is still going to work out the detail of a number
of the measures that he has announced before
introducing it next year. While we have had a week of
announcements and media conferences on law and
order matters to try to do something about the soaring
crime level that the government has unleashed in this
state, in fact we have really only seen a very modest
amount of legislation arriving in this chamber and we
will see even less of it being dealt with by the chamber
this week.
The other bills on the notice paper will all merit careful
attention and deliberation by this house. The Wrongs
Amendment (Organisational Child Abuse) Bill 2016 is
a further measure that comes out of the parliamentary
inquiry into child sexual abuse by non-government
organisations that led to the Betrayal of Trust report.
That is an important measure and we need to make sure
that it operates effectively to achieve what all members
of the house would want it to achieve. There are also
matters to be examined in relation to each of the other
bills, but the opposition does not oppose the
government business program.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a contribution on this, the last government
business program debate for 2016. I had bold visions
and aspirations that I would make my contribution in
iambic pentameter, which is a form of prose used by
Shakespeare, but sadly there were two problems with
that strategy: firstly, I ran out of time, and secondly, I
have a manifest inability to be able to write in iambic
pentameter — but I live in hope.
Before the house are five bills plus obviously the bill
that we will be debating and dispatching to the
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Legislative Council tomorrow hopefully. I think it
demonstrates yet again that there is a solid work
program before the house brought forth by the Andrews
Labor government.
I am reminded of the story of Derrick T. Tuggle.
Derrick T. Tuggle is an Afro-American actor who was
actually going to be an extra in the Lonely Boy film clip
by the Black Keys. He was milling around, waiting for
the band to come to film his spot as a cashier at a hotel,
and he started dancing. He started dancing away, and
they said, ‘Now, can you just pause there? We’re just
going to run this and we’re going to film it’, and that
became the film clip of what has been a very successful
song.
Deputy Speaker, what, you might ask, has this got to do
with the government business program? I think it is fair
to say that it is a very rare occurrence to defeat a
first-term sitting government — a very rare occurrence
in Victorian history — but we did it. And like Derrick
T. Tuggle we have embraced it; we have embraced this
opportunity and we are getting on with it, and it is just
absolutely fantastic.
This is the 34th government business program debated
in the 58th Parliament. I am very pleased that I have
spoken on most of them, as I think has the member for
Broadmeadows and others. It is a great honour and
privilege to come before this place and to advocate and
to talk about all the great things that we are doing and
getting on with for the state. It is a very good business
program. I am pleased that there have been productive
conversations in the house with the various parties to
ensure a smooth and speedy passage, and on that note I
commend the government business program.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I will just speak briefly
on the government business program. We will not be
opposing the government business program in this
instance. There are five bills on the program. I
understand we are going into consideration in detail on
the Urban Renewal Authority Victoria Amendment
(Development Victoria) Bill 2016. It is good to see they
are going into consideration in detail again. We would
have liked to see it on the climate change bill, but
certainly we will be asking some questions on that in
the other place.
I note that there is another bill to come forward with
changes to parole, which has been first and second read.
I do not think there was a need for that to be first and
second read this week. The government had plenty of
time, if they had wished, to introduce that in previous
weeks. It is clear — —
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Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — Well, there have been plenty of
weeks beforehand. We had the Premier saying he was
going to leave it up to the parole board the other week.
He said he was going to introduce no body, no parole in
the new year. Clearly the government is making it up as
it goes along, responding to the political pressures and
letting the opposition set the agenda.
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Our police officers risk their lives every day to protect
all of us and are entitled to the highest level of
protection under the law. This law is an urgent priority
for the government, and this is why the legislation has
been introduced before the end of this year.
An opposition spokesman has raised the proposition
that this was their issue alone. Well, I have previously
raised the issue about what should happen as well, so in
this debate — —

Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — Who is in charge of law and
order policy? I think it is the opposition. It is
certainly not you guys. It is these guys. So you are
not setting the agenda; you are responding to the
political pressures of these guys.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
honourable member not to say ‘you’, because when you
say ‘you’, you actually refer to the Chair.
Mr HIBBINS — Of course. I note we will be
debating those bills in matter of public importance
(MPI) time. It is actually not a bad use of that particular
time. I think MPIs are generally wasted in this place on
typically partisan issues. I think that time would be
better spent on substantive motions, private members
bills or other substantive things put before this house
rather than the partisan MPIs that are put before this
house in two out of three weeks. I think there is
probably room to move on MPIs and say there are
actually better things to do in that time. So the Greens
will not be opposing the government business program
in this instance.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The
government’s business program defines the Andrews
government’s economic and social priorities from day
one to its second anniversary, to the final week of this
session: making Victorians safer, protecting children
from abuse and delivering more jobs, economic growth
and prosperity. These are the priorities this government
has been driving and delivering. Responsible
government is about defining remedies, passing laws
and then implementing the required reforms. The
laziest politics is whipping up anxiety and fear that
solves nothing and then trotting out clichés.
The Andrews government is being smart on crime, not
soft on crime. On the parole reform that the
Attorney-General has introduced, this should be a
bipartisan proposition for the Parliament because I
think that is clearly what the public expects. It is
introducing parole reform to ensure that anyone who
murders a police officer will not be released from
prison until they present no threat to the community.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! This debate is
a very narrow debate. It is not a matter of putting on the
record what others have said or debating the matter
before the house. I ask you to come back to the motion
before the house.
Mr McGUIRE — Thank you, Deputy Speaker. I
was just wanting to put that on the record to respond to
that point. The higher point that I am going to is that
this should be something that this Parliament welcomes
and the people of Victoria want and that we should not
be seen divided in partisanship. That is the position that
I am looking to land on. I hear some ‘hear, hears’ from
the other side, and I welcome that.
On the other issue — the Urban Renewal Authority
Victoria Amendment (Development Victoria)
Bill 2016, to be looked at in committee — I think that
should resolve any questions that the opposition has
and is appropriate.
As we are rounding off this year, we see the
government introducing bills into this Parliament to get
the job done. Given that the opposition will be
supporting the government business program, I just
want to commend it to the house in a way of rounding
off two fantastic years and setting up the Andrews
government.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the government business
program. We have five bills that were listed and now
another bill that has come up, the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Parole Reform and Other Matters) Bill
2016. That bill is a direct result of the opposition
leading the government when it comes to law and order
policy, whether it be no body, no parole or keeping
behind bars people that should be behind bars
indefinitely. This side of the house, as the member for
Prahran even stated, has been the leading the
government on these issues.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr KATOS — Well, sometimes I do agree with the
member for Prahran. Then we have got the Creative
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Victoria Bill 2016, the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Amendment Bill 2016, the Urban Renewal
Authority Victoria Amendment (Development
Victoria) Bill 2016, the Climate Change Bill 2016 and
the Wrongs Amendment (Organisational Child Abuse)
Bill 2016, so it is quite a reasonable government
business program.

currently being considered by Stonnington council
would allow development of up to 12 storeys near
Glenferrie Road in Malvern. Areas of High Street and
Wattletree Road would also be affected. Community
reaction has been strong and overwhelming in its
opposition. Council admits that 95 per cent of
submissions have opposed amendment C223.

I am also pleased that the government will be allowing
some members on this side of the house to make
contributions on the budget papers. In fact the Leader of
the House even stated earlier she would love to know
how many there are. I think there are at least, as I have
had indicated to me, seven or eight who want to make
contributions, so I am not sure if the Leader of the
House will allocate sufficient time before that notice is
discharged.

While Labor and the Greens support high-rise,
high-density overdevelopment, my community does
not. Amenity matters. Neighbourhood character
matters. Open space and community matter. I call on
Stonnington council and the Andrews Labor
government to listen to the clear voice of the local
community: ‘We don’t support inappropriate
development in Malvern and the community does not
support amendment C223’.

It is also pleasing that there will be consideration in
detail on the urban renewal authority bill, which is most
welcome considering that for a very long time the
government had broken its commitment to going into
consideration in detail as standard practice. I am very
pleased that the government is finally honouring that
commitment.
I look forward particularly to the debate around the
justice legislation amendment bill. As I said, the
opposition is leading the government on law and order
policy yet again, and you could not find a better
example than that bill. With that, I will finish my
comments on the government business program.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
East Malvern Tennis Club
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — The East Malvern
Tennis Club has nearly 1200 members, a proud
130-year history and is the largest community club of
its type in Victoria. Last week, I am pleased to advise
the house, Tennis Australia awarded the East Malvern
Tennis Club the title of Most Outstanding Tennis Club
in Australia. This award recognises the tremendous
success of the club in promoting tennis in the local
community. I congratulate club president Ralph
Muir-Morris, the committee and all of the club
members on this wonderful achievement.

Stonnington planning scheme amendment
Mr M. O’BRIEN — The Andrews Labor
government’s campaign to force high-rise, high-density
overdevelopment into my electorate has taken another
worrying step. Planning scheme amendment C223

Racial discrimination legislation
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — On 8 November
2016 the federal Liberal government announced a
parliamentary inquiry into free speech and section 18C
of the commonwealth Racial Discrimination Act 1975.
Critics of section 18C argue that the bar is set too low
because 18C uses the words ‘offend’ and ‘insult’ to
define the threshold for unlawful racial vilification.
However, this completely misunderstands the harm
threshold in 18C. Section 18C was introduced in 1995
in recognition that racial vilification is a problem that
must be tackled. It has operated for over 20 years with
little fuss or fanfare.
In a recent case against three Queensland University of
Technology students the court found that the comments
made by the students did not meet the threshold in 18C
and therefore were not unlawful, and in other cases the
courts have consistently held that the bar is not a low
one. To fall under 18C the speech must have profound
and serious effects, not to be likened to mere slights.
Those seeking to weaken 18C on the grounds that it
unreasonably limits freedom of speech are deviously
and deliberately misleading the public and, sadly,
pitting communities against each other.
The wording of 18C says that we recognise the human
dignity of all, irrespective of colour, ethnicity or
country of origin. Weakening section 18C would send a
very disturbing symbolic message to the communities
that section 18C is supposed to protect: that the
Turnbull Liberal government feels those communities
should bear the burden of harm and injury so others can
enjoy free speech.
Any threat to repeal or weaken the wording of
section 18C must be challenged. That is why the
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Andrews Labor government will be making a
submission supporting 18C and its role in protecting
vulnerable people against bigotry and hate speech. I
note that the opposition leader has previously agreed
that there should be no changes to the Racial
Discrimination Act, and I call on him to make a
submission to that effect.

Brumbies
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — I have been
presented with a petition by the Justice for the Alpine
Brumbies group, containing 467 signatures, which is
calling for better ways to manage the alpine brumby
population in the High Country than the shooting
strategy that is currently being proposed. The group is
not opposed to a reduction in the numbers of brumbies
but would like to see more humane ways of controlling
the population explored, including trapping by
corralling and roping rather than shooting from the
ground. This allows for education and rehoming of the
horses. The group is also rightly appalled by the recent
shooting of some brumbies by recreational hunters.
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was immediately warm, welcoming and generous, the
kind of man who would welcome you into his heart and
home and sit down and share a meal with you.
Sam moved here from Sicily in 1963 with what his
family described as ‘a suitcase and a dream’. He
founded the Pantalica Cheese Company in Tullamarine
in 1973 before going on to establish one of Sunbury’s
finest vineyards, the Pitruzzello Estate. Sam valued
hard work and the business he created, but he always
maintained a deep sense of justice and generosity. He
was an incredibly hardworking man who strived every
day to create the very best for his family. He was a
great man who will be greatly missed by his family and
friends. Sam, it was a privilege to have known you.

Kirstin Bull

Some are also calling for the brumbies to be totally
eradicated. I oppose this, as these people are not
appreciating or understanding that these horses have
become part of our High Country traditions. It is
another case of city-based Greens wanting to tell us
how to live our lives in the country and what we can
and cannot do and what we can and cannot have. There
is agreement that a reduction is required, but total
eradication is not supported by myself or, I would
suggest, the vast majority of my electorate.

Mr J. BULL — In other great local news, Sunbury
is proud to have produced a world champion. On
27 November Kirstin Bull competed in the world
ultramarathon championships in Spain. Running in an
Australian record-breaking time of 7 hours, 34 minutes
and 28 seconds, she took out the gold medal in her third
ever 100-kilometre race. In addition to being a
hardworking nurse and cardiac educator at Epworth
hospital, Kirstin has committed countless hours to
achieve her goal. At a time when we are striving to
promote women in sport, I think it is immensely
important that we recognise the achievements of our
Victorian women. I am proud of Kirstin’s drive, her
determination and her heart. She has excelled in her
chosen sport, and I am immensely proud to call her my
sister.

East Gippsland mineral sands mining

State Emergency Service Emerald unit

Mr T. BULL — I also wish to make comment on
another petition being tabled this week, one which calls
for the government to initiate an environmental impact
statement (EIS) for the proposed mineral sands mine at
Glenaladale. I wrote to the minister several months ago
outlining my firm view that if a proposal were
submitted, it should be put through the EIS process. I
am aware the proposal has now been submitted and I
support the petition being tabled today, which is
strangely being done by the member for Melbourne.

Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I am not sure if I
broke any records this weekend, but I may have worn
the world’s ugliest suit. I was wearing my ugly
Christmas suit at the Cockatoo market this weekend. If
you had the unfortunate pleasure of seeing it on social
media, it is based on the ugly jumpers you can wear for
Christmas. The reason I wore that suit this
weekend — —

Sebastiano Pitruzzello
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — I rise today in
condolence of a great man, Mr Sebastiano — Sam —
Pitruzzello, OAM. I was first introduced many years
ago to Sam through the former member for Yuroke, Liz
Beattie. They say you only get one chance to make a
good first impression, and Sam certainly did that. He

Mr Edbrooke — Danny Pearson would have been
jealous.
Mr BATTIN — The member for Essendon would
have been very, very jealous. This suit is so ugly and
stood out so much whilst I was walking around the
Cockatoo market that every person noticed it. But what
a great opportunity it gave me. It gave me a great
opportunity to emphasise that I had to raise money for
the local State Emergency Services (SES) unit because
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the Andrews government will not fund its new
building. It is a new building that has been required for
so long. They have put plans in place, they have spoken
to the minister and they keep getting told no. All they
are calling for is $1.8 million. Why can the government
not put this $1.8 million in just before Christmas,
announce that it will do it before Christmas and give the
SES the gift it deserves?
I spoke about the Emerald SES unit last sitting week in
my grievance; it does an amazing job. There was
another car accident in the Emerald ranges just this
week. The Emerald SES will continue to work through
summer. It supports the Country Fire Authority (CFA)
up there. The volunteers of our CFA brigades and
Monbulk fire and rescue services come out whenever
there are fires, storms or accidents. I am calling on the
government to fund this. The community needs this
facility; it needs it urgently. I will wear that Christmas
suit in this Parliament if the government commits to the
facility before Christmas.

Yuroke electorate community facilities
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — Last week I was thrilled
to attend, with representatives from Hume City
Council, including the mayor, Drew Jessop, and
representatives from PEET Limited and the
Craigieburn City Football Club, an announcement of a
government contribution of $2 million to the Aston
recreation reserve from the Growing Suburbs Fund.
This reserve will feature soccer pitches, cricket
facilities, a sports pavilion and a playground. I give a
big thank you to Craigieburn City Football Club, which
provided me with a custom jersey. This clearly means I
am now on the team, and I will put it to good use once
this new facility is completed.
The Growing Suburbs Fund is a terrific program that
provides funding for many worthy projects right across
the state in areas that are experiencing rapid population
growth. This is particularly important in Hume, where
the population is expected to grow by almost
100 000 people between 2016 and 2031.
I was delighted to tour the Annadale interim
community facility some months ago. It is a vital
project that was made possible due to a $500 000
commitment by the Andrews Labor government. Once
open it will give residents in the rapidly growing estates
in Mickleham access to a preschool room, a
multipurpose community meeting space and a maternal
and child health room. In total the Hume local
government area has received a phenomenal
$6.12 million in this round and $3.6 million in last
year’s round. This is a total of $9.72 million to fund a
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wide range of important projects throughout the Hume
municipality. Well done to all involved, and I very
much look forward to again visiting the Annadale
interim community facility and Aston recreation
reserve once they are up and running.

School swimming program
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I speak on behalf of
St Joseph’s Primary School in Hawthorn and in
particular about the concerns that its principal,
Mr Gilbert Keisler, has raised with my office regarding
the government’s compulsory swimming
announcement. Mr Keisler has raised a number of
concerns that he and his school have about the program.
This includes the decision-making process, the
complexities around pool facility access and travel time
for students to venues, the fact that swimming
consumes a significant time allocation from an already
crowded curriculum and its funding, because
appropriate swimming instruction is very expensive.
With budgets already set, the school is concerned that it
has to work very hard to rearrange its internal affairs to
accommodate the government’s announcement. In
particular the school is very concerned, as I am sure
other school leaders are, that at the time of being
advised Catholic schools in particular had received no
formal communication of the government’s decision,
and they have had little time to react to media
commentary on the matter.
Mr Keisler is seeking better engagement from the
government with independent schools, and the Catholic
schools sector in particular, early and clear
communication with all stakeholders about government
policy, robust policy development via educational
authorities, transparency and accountability, and
passionate politicians engaging with and advocating for
education. St Joseph’s is a terrific local primary school,
and I think its concerns deserve to be heard. I hope the
Minister for Education takes them seriously.

Jobs and growth
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — It is time to put
aside partisanship for a unity ticket between the
Australian and Victorian governments on national
issues of common cause. Australians are crying out for
a shared vision, especially on the federal government’s
priority one: jobs and growth. I have written to the
Prime Minister and the federal Minister for Industry,
Innovation and Science seeking such a collaboration.
Opportunities are significant, challenges are daunting
and threats are dangerous if wilful blindness and a lack
of a coordinated plan prevail. Nowhere is such a
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strategy more critical than in Melbourne’s north, which
is struggling under de-industrialisation in a time of
terror. Put simply, the political system must change to
avert a social catastrophe.
Funding is available — a total of $1.324 billion remains
unspent in a federal scheme whose purpose was to help
automotive supply chain businesses survive the
industry’s demise by finding new markets. It has failed
where it was needed most, so I am asking the
Australian government how much it will reinvest in
collaboration with the Victorian government and the
private sector as a catalyst for jobs and growth in
Melbourne’s north, where 1 in 20 Australians are
expected to live within two decades. The extra half a
million people will increase the population to match the
current size of Adelaide.
When Tony Abbott visited the Australian Security
Intelligence Organisation his prime ministerial photo
opportunity identified Campbellfield as a potential
hotspot for terrorist recruitment. Home to the Ford
Motor Company’s Australian headquarters,
Campbellfield is where the iconic assembly lines are
being dismantled. Mutual obligation on jobs and
growth must begin in Broadmeadows. There should
also be a unity ticket for Melbourne’s Aikenhead
Centre for Medical Discovery at St Vincent’s Hospital.

SPC Ardmona
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — The Shepparton
district was shocked to learn of the fallout between SPC
and supermarket giant Woolworths. Anger spread
beyond Shepparton across the Australian community,
because the SPC brand is one that many associate with
their childhood. It is a staple in the pantry of most
Australian homes. The Minister for Agriculture, Jaala
Pulford, and I visited SPC as negotiations continued
into SPC’s canned fruit agreement. While the fate was
sealed for the tomato line, it was pleasing that
Woolworths agreed to a formal contract for its canned
fruit on that night.

Remembrance Day
Ms SHEED — The day of that visit and
announcement was Remembrance Day. We paused on
site at the factory at 11.00 a.m. as the surrounding
community attended various commemorations across
the Shepparton district.
It is interesting to note my electorate’s link to the
Second World War. Each town has its own story of
mateship and courage during the war. The Numurkah
mob was a group of 15 soldiers from the town who
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went to war together. As Singapore fell, the men were
captured and served time in Changi Prison, then many
laboured on the Burma Railway. Three were killed,
while the others returned to Numurkah. A memorial to
these men was unveiled two years ago and is just up the
road from the Numurkah Secondary College, where I
had the honour of being a part of its student awards
presentation night.

Shepparton electorate schools
Ms SHEED — This is a busy time for end-of-year
school celebrations, and I have really enjoyed attending
a number of award nights, with more to come. It is
good to see the enthusiasm of our young people being
rewarded on these occasions and to see the graduation
of those students who are now moving into adulthood. I
wish all those students well and commend the schools
for their efforts.

Diamond Valley Basketball Association
Ms WARD (Eltham) — What a wonderful night we
had last Saturday celebrating the 40th anniversary of
the Diamond Valley Basketball Association (DVBA).
We heard some great stories, some hilarious,
throughout the night, many of them pre-recorded from
ex-DVBA players on basketball scholarships at various
US colleges. Over these 40 years the association has
ballooned to now include 5500 playing members across
all age divisions. Members of the DVBA have become
Olympians, competed at the world championships and
played in the National Basketball League and the
Women’s National Basketball League.
All of this amazing growth, participation and success
has been built on thousands upon thousands of
volunteer hours. DVBA has a strong executive in place,
with president Steve McCabe, vice-president Jason van
Hout, secretary Joe Crupi and treasurer Peter Sharp.
Along with CEO Ross Wignell, they are determined to
keep the friendly and family-focused culture of their
association and are ambitious for their future.
While the initial two courts at the Diamond Valley
Sports and Fitness Centre have grown to six with the
massive growth in local participation in basketball, the
DVBA are planning for bigger and better facilities —
as they need to. I have every intention of helping them
achieve this goal.

Melbourne Polytechnic Greensborough campus
Ms WARD — The Andrews Labor government is
continuing to invest in TAFE, with multimillion-dollar
boosts ensuring our TAFEs are ready and fully
equipped to hit the ground running for the Skills First
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implementation in 2017, including $20 million for
Melbourne Polytechnic, a fantastic announcement by
the Minister for Training and Skills for my community.
We know the former government slashed TAFE
funding, resulting in mass redundancies, closed
campuses and neglected basic infrastructure. This
government is ensuring people have access to real
training so they can get a real job, including the
reopening of the Greensborough campus of Melbourne
Polytechnic in 2017 after it was shamefully closed
under the previous government in 2013. Greensborough
TAFE will be offering certificates in community
services and mental health, business and accounting,
floristry, bookkeeping and property services. I thank
my fellow Greensborough TAFE community
consultation group members Howard Kelly, Nancye
Harrison, John Fecondo and John Collins for all of their
work this year, and I also thank my awesome staff.

Avenel intersections
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I draw the attention of the
house to a dangerous intersection on the Hume
Freeway at Avenel. During the 2014 election campaign
the now Minister for Roads and Road Safety, the
member for Narre Warren North, visited the
intersection with Labor’s candidate and said he was
supportive of safety improvements being made. He also
supported improvements to the intersection of Bank
Street and Queen Street in Avenel. The minister stated
at the time that safety improvements would largely be
the responsibility of the roads minister and VicRoads to
work out. After two years with no action forthcoming, I
call on the minister to explain what he is doing about
these issues.

Euroa electorate crime
Ms RYAN — I am greatly concerned by a drastic
increase in crime across my electorate. Earlier this year
thieves broke into Guy Cameron’s property at Gooram
and stole $35 000 worth of farm equipment. According
to Guy, the person charged with the crime was bailed
and is now at large after failing to appear in court three
times. Guy says it is not just his equipment that has
been stolen; so too has his sense of security. The justice
system has become a revolving door. People are fearful
and local police are stretched.

Benalla police station
Ms RYAN — While I am on the subject of police,
after doing nothing about law and order for two years I
was utterly gobsmacked that this government, in trying
to play catch-up on the weekend, has completely
disregarded the dire health and safety issues at the
Benalla police station. The Benalla police station has
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the worst facilities in the state. It is not just old and
outdated, it is unsafe. When the crime statistics were
released in June this year, Benalla had the second
highest increase in crime of any local government area
in the state. The station should be at the top of the
government’s list for replacement. It is an absolute
indictment of this government to put the safety of local
police in jeopardy.

Narre Warren South electorate student
achievements
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — The
holidays are almost upon us, and that means it is awards
season at the many outstanding schools across Narre
Warren South. This year’s recipients of my community
spirit and leadership awards include: Tiran Siriwardane,
Berwick Fields Primary School; Ewan Dorning,
Brentwood Park Primary School; Masha Savelyeva,
Coral Park Primary School; Kobe Swinburne,
Hillsmeade Primary School; Charlotte Bamford, Narre
Warren South P–12 College; and Vanshdeep Daler,
St Kevin’s Primary School. Bright, caring and
interested in what is happening in the world, these
students are all shining stars.
Vanessa Phillips from Hampton Park Secondary
College is this year’s very worthy recipient of the Joan
Kirner AC Memorial Education Award. Vanessa is a
hardworking and dedicated student who aspires to
study at university and is giving it her all to realise this
dream. Whilst working towards this goal Vanessa has
also taken on leadership positions as a peer support
leader and reading coach. Next year Vanessa will take
on even more responsibility as school captain. I have no
doubt she will continue to excel, just like Narre Warren
South P–12 student Anagha Ramachandra, who
received the prestigious Denese Bartlett Memorial
Scholarship. Anagha, a year 11 student, completed two
year 12 subjects this year, going above and beyond to
achieve outstanding marks, as well as supporting her
peers through study groups. Anagha’s teachers all told
me that she is often the first to arrive in the morning
and often the last to leave. What an outstanding young
woman and a fine example to us all.
With a bit of hard work, grit and determination any one
of us can make it — yes, just look at the mighty
Bulldogs this year for inspiration! These award winners
are our own very young leaders and superstars.

Christmas felicitations
Ms GRALEY — To everyone, a merry Christmas,
and may 2017 bring happy, healthy and prosperous
times.
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Minister for Families and Children
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — This statement
condemns the Andrews Labor government, the Premier
and particularly the incompetent Minister for Families
and Children in the other place for grossly misleading
the public over the youth justice system and the former
coalition government’s reforms. Why did the Minister
for Families and Children only mention the 2010
Ombudsman’s report but not follow up the report of the
Ombudsman of early 2014? Was the Minister for
Families and Children so incompetent that she was not
aware of the 2014 Ombudsman’s report and its praise
for the former government’s actions?
The Ombudsman found in February 2014 that the
coalition government had implemented all
recommendations from the 2010 report. Further, the
Ombudsman said that the action had a ‘significant
impact upon the operation of the youth justice precinct
and the youth justice system’ and that the ‘response of
the department and the impact this has had on youth
justice services for children has been both effective and
commendable’.
The Premier must take charge and acknowledge that
the Minister for Families and Children has not only
been incompetent but also deceitful and do the right
thing by Victorians, particularly young Victorians, and
sack his minister.

Frankston Football Club
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — It was a seriously
good day down at Frankston Park on the weekend for
the Frankston Dolphins’ big kick. Congratulations to
the steering committee, the creditors, the sponsors and
everyone involved in organising the day, with the aim
of getting the club back on track. I was extremely
happy that I was able to help the club find a path
forward by organising for the largest creditor, which is
the state government, to write off the majority of the
approximately $470 000 owing to it. On the weekend
we formalised that deal with the obligatory novelty
cheque. We have one year to go and a lot of hard work
to get the licence back. This is only the beginning —
get on board!

Aldercourt Primary School
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I visited
Aldercourt Primary School to celebrate the opening of
the new access ramp with principal Kathie Arnold, the
school captains and the school council president. Our
government funded the access ramp to ensure that the
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whole school community, no matter what their ability,
can easily access this wonderful school.

Derinya Primary School
Mr EDBROOKE — I would like to wish the pupils
and the school community at Derinya Primary School a
very merry Christmas, and congratulations on receiving
funding for your kitchen garden, which I cannot wait to
see in the new year. Students at Derinya will be able
have the paddock to plate experience in their own
school grounds.

Monterey Secondary College
Mr EDBROOKE — This week members of
Frankston North Rotary club and Monteract and I
officially cut the ribbon and opened the new
playground equipment at Monterey Secondary College.
Monteract is a club for young people aged 12 to 18 who
want to join together to tackle the issues in their
community that they care most about.
I heard from the current outgoing president and
vice-president of Monteract that they had listened to
year 7 students making the transition from primary
school to high school who said that they would feel a
lot more comfortable if they had new equipment.

Selectronic Australia
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Whilst I was somewhat
surprised to be asked by the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change’s office to make an
announcement of a $250 000 grant to Selectronic
Australia, as you can imagine I graciously and with
some delight accepted the invitation. Selectronic is an
excellent, innovative company in my electorate which I
am confident will use the funding wisely in their project
to make renewable energy storage systems more
efficient and cost effective. It was, however, rather
disappointing that this unusually generous partnership
offer by the minister was marred by the final sentences
in her press release accusing the Liberal-Nationals at
both state and federal levels of neglecting the renewable
energy industry.
While we on this side always support job creation, and
the grant news is good for 17 people, it is shameful that
this government has turned the energy sector into a
zero-sum game and has sold out more than 1000 jobs
by closing down Hazelwood power station. Victoria
needs a job strategy that is not solely based on one
person’s good news resulting from the loss of other
people’s livelihoods. So, Minister, I am more than
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happy to do your work, as obviously your Labor upper
house members did not care enough to do it for you.

Christmas felicitations
Mrs FYFFE — I would like to wish everyone in
this place a very merry Christmas and a happy new
year. I hope everyone has a restful time, and most
importantly I wish to thank all the staff who look after
us the whole year and who put up with all of us with
our little demands. I thank them very much.

Wooranna Park Primary School
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — Last Friday night
I had the great pleasure of attending and opening a
trivia night fundraiser organised by the grade 2s at
Wooranna Park Primary School. All of us in this place
are pretty accustomed to attending and even hosting
fundraisers, but this one was special.
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week it was revealed that Victorian residents will face
electricity price increases of around 10 per cent,
resulting in an average increase in annual electricity
costs of $160 per household. According to the industry
this increase in power prices is a result of the
$252 million coal tax increase imposed by the
government in its damaging energy policies and its
oppressive renewable energy targets.
This significant increase once again adds to the
cost-of-living pressures for all Victorians and certainly
for the residents in my electorate of Forest Hill. These
increased costs and financial pressures come at a bad
time for Victorians, with Christmas just around the
corner. This major cost increase will of course hit large
businesses and high energy consumers the most, who
will then pass these increases on to customers and
consumers who will then be hit with the additional
costs for the second time. Cost-of-living pressures are a
real issue for my constituents, and I call on the Premier
to work to reduce these pressures, not deliberately add
to them.

The grade 2s have been doing a lot of work this year on
the concept of change. They have been interested in
how our ancestors experienced life and the big ideas
that have changed and influenced human existence over
time. They have also shown great interest in the Rio
Olympics and the Paralympics, which got many
students thinking about what it is like to live with a
disability. The kids mimicked this experience by
wearing goggles that impaired their vision and earmuffs
that stopped them from hearing. They were each gifted
a teddy bear with a special need, and these teddy bears
competed in their very own Paralympics. From all this
they learnt that their ideas can change the world.

The Premier recently stated that electricity prices would
only increase by 4 per cent, but the 10 per cent increase
shows that either the Premier deliberately misled
Victorians or he just does not know what is going on in
this important area. The forced closure of the
Hazelwood power station by this government will have
huge ramifications for the state not only financially but
also with certainty of electricity supply issues.

They decided to share their learnings through a trivia
night, but most importantly they decided to do this to
raise money for one of their classmates, a little girl
called Farida, who has spastic cerebral palsy. Farida’s
dream is to walk, and she will be able to do this with
the help of some new technologies: a Power Plate
machine and a Therasuit. But they are expensive, and
the grade 2s were keen to help out. And, boy, did they
put on a good show! There were trivia quizzes, raffles
and silent auctions. There was even a policewoman
circulating among the tables to check that no-one was
cheating. This was all organised by grade 2s.

Mr ANGUS — Concerns regarding law and order
continue in my electorate with many in the community
now changing their daily habits to make themselves
more secure. With both levels of crime and the youth
justice system in Victoria out of control under this
government, Victorians are left wondering who is in
charge here. Residents in my electorate of Forest Hill
are telling me of their concerns with law and order
issues, with the government failing to keep up with the
needed police numbers since coming to office. I have
spoken to several local victims of crime, and they are
concerned at the level of violence being seen in the
community and the government’s poor response.

Congratulations to this wonderful group of kids for
their incredible altruism and sense of community, and
to their teachers Melissa Brighton, Cassandra Thomas
and Jessica Thaller. You do our community proud.

Energy prices
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — As a result of the
damaging policies of the Andrews government, last

Forest Hill electorate police numbers

Rosanna Golf Links Primary School
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I would just like to
commend Kelly Morrow, the principal at Rosanna Golf
Links Primary School, where I was pleased to visit with
the Premier just last Friday to acknowledge them and
provide them with their award for the ResourceSmart
Schools 5Star program. In record time the school has
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moved from two-star to five-star status. They have got
a great sustainable garden. They practice what they
preach; they have the right values. There was a great
opportunity to meet school leaders Ava and Daniel and
also to be entertained by the school band.
Can I just say that they have done great work at
Rosanna Golf Links Primary School, and their
$6 million-plus redevelopment, of which they are
moving into the first couple of stages before Christmas,
is going to ensure that the facilities match the great
quality of teaching that is provided there at the school. I
wish them well.

West Heidelberg public housing
Mr CARBINES — One-hundred-and-fifty-four
new public housing units have also been announced for
the Bell Bardia and Tarakan estates, which Acting
Speaker Dixon would know well. I am really pleased
that that announcement has been made by the Minister
for Housing, Disability and Ageing; it will make a very
big and significant difference to the community of West
Heidelberg and particularly to those housing estates that
could do with those extra 154 new public housing units.

Wannon Water
Mr CARBINES — I spent the past couple of days
at Wannon Water in Warrnambool, which has
200 employees and 42 000 customers. My thanks to
Andrew Jeffers, managing director; Jacinta Ermacora,
the board chair; and Mick Murphy, OAM, for their
briefings.

Mitochondrial disease fundraiser
Mr WATT (Burwood) — On Sunday, 4 December,
I played netball for almost 5 hours while participating
in the Ashwood Netball Club’s netball marathon to
raise money for the Australian Mitochondrial Disease
Foundation. This year life member and current
Leopards player Jacinda Cadman, her husband, Pete,
and daughter, Autumn, lost their son and brother to
mitochondrial disease. Huon was only seven months
old. The website
amdfchallenges.everydayhero.com/au/ashwood-netballclub-netball-marathon states:
Huon was a beautiful boy, who loved playing with his big
sister, going on holidays and hanging out with his huge
extended family. We will always remember the special times
we had with our little boy and it is our dream that one day we
will find a cure for mito. Huey touched so many lives in his
short time here and we hope that as we raise funds for this
worthy cause, Huey’s legacy will continue to change the lives
of others.
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I had the pleasure of having a conversation with Jac
following the event and found her strength to be
inspirational. I encourage people to get onto the site and
donate to the cause.

Ashburton, Ashwood and Chadstone Public
Tenants Group
Mr WATT — The Frances Penington Award
celebrates individual public and community housing
tenants or groups of tenants who have made
outstanding voluntary contributions to their community.
In this regard I congratulate the Ashburton, Ashwood
and Chadstone Public Tenants Group on their
nomination for the award on Thursday. If there is any
justice, of course the group will win. They are a
fantastic group that I have dealt with over the last seven
years in my time as a member of Parliament and also as
the previous candidate. They are a great group. I hope
they win. Fingers crossed. I am sure they will.

Victorian certificate of education
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — One of the best parts of
an MP’s job is visiting our great schools and seeing the
great work that is done by students in our community,
and I want to wish all students undertaking the
Victorian certificate of education (VCE) who are
anxiously awaiting their results all the very best next
week. Remember that an Australian tertiary admission
rank score does not define you. And I say this not only
to the students in my electorate.

Donald High School
Ms GREEN — I also had the privilege of visiting
students in Donald and Charlton yesterday, and what a
great bunch they are. Donald High School has featured
at the top of VCE results and gets metropolitan media
each year for their great results. I visited them yesterday
to have a look at their plans for rebuilding — a major
upgrade — with $3.5 million funding by this
government. We are pleased to be getting on with the
job. We are part of the education state. We had the
Victorian schools plan when we were previously in
government, which was cruelly cancelled by those
opposite. When I looked at the cracks in the buildings
and the standard of the buildings at Donald — and they
are actually seeing a drop in students — I thought I
would go back and look at whether anyone on the other
side has ever advocated for them. No, never. The only
reference I could find to Donald was to Donald Trump.
I am glad that Donald secondary college is getting the
resources they need.
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COMPENSATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
1.

Clause 2, line 5, omit “11(2),”.

2.

Clause 2, line 11, omit “11(3)” and insert “11(2)”.

3.

Clause 20, line 22, omit “11(3)” and insert “11(2)”.

Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — The opposition will
not be opposing the amendments. I make the comment
in passing, though, that the manner in which we
became aware of those amendments was unfortunate. I
understand that there was a little bit of a mix-up, but it
took some time to have us briefed. Admittedly, the
nature of the amendments was entirely typographical
and they make very little difference in substance to the
intention of the bill, so we do not oppose them.
Motion agreed to.

CREATIVE VICTORIA BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 November; motion of
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Creative Industries).
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Creative Victoria Bill 2016, and I
do that as the coalition’s spokesperson for the arts. I
have got to say that this is probably overdue, in that the
Arts Victoria bill — obviously when we still had an
Arts Victoria — and the name change of the
department has facilitated the need for this. But there
were great promises made by the other side when in
opposition as to a revamp of the Arts Victoria bill and
what it would look like and I am afraid that this bill in
front of us could have been better. There are a lot of
missed opportunities. I am going to go through it bit by
bit, and I will explain why I have said that I think there
are missed opportunities.
This bill repeals the Arts Victoria Act 1972, so it
disbands the arts fund, the position of the director of
Arts Victoria and the Victorian Council for the Arts.
Essentially it will replace the old act with the Creative
Victoria Act, which recognises the role and value of
culture, art and the creative industries to Victoria. It
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establishes principles relating to the arts and creative
industries. It provides for the preparation of an arts and
creative industries strategy every four years. It sets out
the functions of the Secretary to the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources and it sets out the function of the newly
created chief executive of Creative Victoria.
However, aside from recognising the role and the value
of the arts — which is something I am very proud to
say that I was a practitioner of some 20 years before
coming to this place; I believe I was the only Minister
for the Arts, or whatever they call it now, who has
actually been qualified in the arts, and I wear that badge
with a lot of pride — the bill also acknowledges the
role of Indigenous arts, which is very important. But I
wonder whether this whole concept of bringing in this
name-changing bill was just about rebadging. This is
another bill where the government can be seen to be
making an announcement, ‘Hey, we’ve done
something’, but really the only people who are truly
going to benefit from this are going to be the printers,
the sign-writers and those in the printing industry who
are going to facilitate those sorts of changes.
The bill has a particularly extraordinary failing in it
other than creating a chief executive position — it
essentially just changes the title of the director of Arts
Victoria; Andrew Abbott was the person I helped put in
place when I was minister — because it does not make
any reference to creating jobs. That is one of its greatest
shortfalls. I will discuss that in more detail a little bit
later. Additionally, there is no reference to
implementing strategies, and overall there is very little
tangible benefit to the arts and creative industries as far
as I am concerned.
As has been stated, the opposition will not be opposing
the passage of this bill. But we have said right from the
start of the parliamentary term that we will be a
constructive opposition. However, I think it is
incumbent upon me, as shadow minister for arts and
culture, and also upon the opposition to help point out
things that could have been made better and could have
been made stronger. If there is opportunity to do that —
maybe while the legislation is between here and the
upper house — then we would certainly welcome that.
The minister has moved a bill rather than, I guess,
slaying the vampires of his factions or supporting
massive job losses in the Latrobe Valley to keep the
Greens at bay in Albert Park. This is something that he
has actually done that might be a little bit proactive. It is
good to see a bill, even if the bill, in true Labor fashion,
is more about spin than substance. This really is a
government that believes that if you get media releases
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and press conferences right, that is all that matters.
Unfortunately in this case there are a lot of jobs at stake.
There are a lot of people employed in this industry. It is
worth a lot of money to this state, and we could have
done so much more.
The government is not particularly concerned about real
outcomes. If you have a look at the content and the
clauses of this bill, you see that they do not really say
terribly much at all. The bill is very much concerned
with what the headlines say and whether the daily quota
of media releases has been met. This is a government
that believes in rebadging and reorganising the public
service; somehow that equates to tangible outcomes.
Well, where I come from, that actually does not equate.
Of course the creative industries and the arts are
looking for so much more than that. The artists and
creative types who design the new logos will, as I said,
be doing a roaring trade out of all of this, so there is
something in it for some of them. There will be new
websites, new stationery and that type of thing as a
result.
There are plenty of issues people in the arts and creative
industries would like resolved, but this bill does not
resolve any of them. As I said at the beginning of my
contribution, granted that the Arts Victoria Act 1972 is
outdated, and there were certainly things about it that
needed to be changed and there are some changes in
this that go partly towards that, this is definitely a bill of
missed opportunity. Let us look at the bill in a bit more
detail. Part 1 provides the definitions, commencement
provisions and purposes. The purposes are:
(a) to recognise principles relating to the arts and creative
industries in Victoria; and
(b) to provide functions of the Secretary to the Department
of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources relating to the arts and creative industries; and
(c) to establish the office of the Chief Executive, Creative
Victoria; and
(d) to provide for the preparation of a strategy for the arts
and creative industries; and —

of course —
(e) to repeal the Arts Victoria Act 1972.

Those intentions are, I think, quite reasonable enough.
Part 2 is important and worthwhile. The arts and
creative industries make a very significant contribution
to life in Victoria. As I said, financially they are
incredibly important to our state. But of course as the
backbone to society, the arts play a part in every single
one of our lives every single day. Some people do not
recognise that. They do not understand the part that
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architecture and design and fashion and all of those
sorts of industries play in our daily lives, but they are all
part of, as the government has termed them, the creative
industries.
I do not intend to read the whole bill out, but it is worth
reading clause 4, because the general principles are
something I do support in this:
Principles relating to the arts and creative industries
(1) The Parliament recognises that —
(a) the arts have an intrinsic value that contributes to
the cultural depth, diversity and life of Victoria;
and
(b) the arts and creative industries contribute
significantly to Victoria’s wealth and prosperity.

I agree with all of that:
(2) The Parliament further recognises that —
(a) the arts and creative industries are means to
improve the quality of life for all individuals in
Victoria and improve the community of Victoria as
a whole …

I agree with that. And:
(b) all individuals in Victoria are equally entitled to
access opportunities and participate in and
contribute to the arts and creative industries in
Victoria …

I agree with that as well. And:
(c) all individuals should be free to express their ideas
and opinions through the arts and creative
industries.

I might come back to that one; it is a little more
challenging. Of course we could mention that it does
not say anything about tourism and how important the
industry is to the tourist market here in Victoria, but
that is not surprising.
One of my concerns is clause 4(2)(c). That was the last
point I brought up — that ‘all individuals should be free
to express their ideas and opinions through the arts and
creative industries’. One question from the industry that
has been asked of me is where this leaves offensive
graffiti or racist jokes. I thought that was an interesting
question, one I was happy to take up. As one person
within the arts said to me, ‘If someone was strolling
down the street naked with a balloon or a sign, they
could just claim that they were expressing their ideas
through art’. That was a challenging question. Arts and
creative industries are not defined. The bill briefing
says:
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The act does not define ‘creative industries’ or ‘the arts’. A
definition is not needed for Creative Victoria to perform its
role and fulfil its functions. The Arts Victoria Act 1972 does
not include a definition of ‘the arts’. The absence of a
definition allows the government to continue to develop new
and relevant initiatives.

Yes, I agree in part — in fact mostly — with that. The
problem is that the Arts Victoria Act did not say all
individuals should be free to express their ideas and
opinions through the arts and creative industries.
Clause 4(2)(c) creates the need for a definition or at
least some guidelines, otherwise we are not quite sure
whether anything goes. I know that one of the parts of
the bill does in fact say that that ability to have freedom
of expression does not overrule any other law that is in
existence here in the state. But having been a practising
artist and having been through art college for four
years, I know that some people like to well and truly
push the boundaries, so we have to question that.
Clause 5 in part 2 says:
The Parliament does not intend by this Part to create in any
person any legal right or to give rise to any civil cause of
action.

Aside from being, I guess, annoying legal garble, I do
not think that is really clear enough. What expression
would we deem as unacceptable in this day and age?
We know that the boundaries have changed. From 1972
to now is a long time. Saying the word ‘bloody’ on TV
would have been an absolute no-no back in the 1970s,
but of course we had that fantastically successful
tourism advertising campaign saying, ‘Where the
bloody hell are you?’, which struck a chord all around
the world. So by whose standard are these ideals being
established? I think there needs to be some sort of
guidance in there.
Part 3 of the bill covers administration. It outlines the
functions of the Secretary of the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources. It also creates the position of chief executive
of Creative Victoria. I did ask a little bit about this
during the briefing. I hope it is clear, but I am not sure
from the way it is written that there is no ambiguity in
there. The provision I ask about, clause 7(3), says that:
The chief executive —
(a) holds office for the term, not exceeding 5 years …

It continues:
(c) is eligible for reappointment as chief executive.

Does that actually mean two terms of two and a half
years or is it a multiple of five-year terms? What
happens at the end of the five-year term? The bill says
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the term cannot exceed five years. Is that the initial
contract or is that the contract in total? Again, it is
ambiguous as far as I am concerned. It is one of those
examples of the law of unintended consequences. We
do not want to get to the stage of finding that there is a
major payout of a contract of somebody who has not
done their job. I am certainly not saying that about the
incumbent, but in decades to come are we setting up an
issue for future arts ministers and secretaries of the
department when they are questioning whether or not a
person should continue in that role? I think we need to
be a little clearer on that.
Clause 9 sets out the objectives of the chief executive
and clause 10 lays out their functions and powers. This
is perhaps the weakest part of the bill. It says that the
chief executive is to do many things, but it does not say
‘create jobs’. Again, this is something that we are
talking about constantly. You have got to be able to
implement strategies, but it does not say that this person
needs to implement strategies such as the Creative State
strategy, which was released in the last year or so.
Labor’s 2014 policy platform says Labor will:
Replace Arts Victoria with a new state agency to lead
whole-of-government investment activity in the creative
sectors to drive innovation and investment. The role of this
agency is to facilitate artistic and cultural benefits as well as
generate new jobs and industries of the creative economy.

It is a little bit like the failed Back to Work strategy —
again we see the government wiping its hands of its
commitment to growing jobs. It says one thing, but
does not necessarily follow through. If the chief
executive of Creative Victoria is not obliged to
encourage job growth or indeed facilitate job growth,
then who within the Creative Victoria agency is? That
is quite a valid question and one I hope will get
answered during the debate. The only person in the
agency the government can directly instruct to
encourage job growth is the chief executive. They are
given seven functions to perform but, again, jobs are
not mentioned at all.
The government spruiked that Creative Victoria would
have two roles: to ‘facilitate artistic and cultural
benefits’ and ‘generate new jobs and industries of the
creative economy’. Well, two years later, jobs are not in
those top seven functions of the chief executive. With
another thousand or so people looking at being out of
work in the Latrobe Valley, thanks to Labor, in my
mind jobs continue to be the single biggest issue in this
state. There are lots of issues, law and order of course
being one of them, but ongoing job creation is
absolutely vital to our wellbeing in the future over
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decades to come. So again this is an absolute failing of
the bill.
Similarly, implementing strategy is surely a critical role
for the chief executive; one would think that was
primarily his or her function. If Creative Victoria is not
implementing the Creative State strategy, then you
have to ask yourself who is. I would have thought that
was their primary role. Whilst the chief executive is
clearly charged with developing strategies, if you look
at clause 10(1)(e), there is no reference to actually
implementing those strategies — and there is a very big
difference between the two. At many points in these
clauses you have to ask yourself who is really in
charge: the minister or the chief executive? It is an
interesting question, and I hope in two years time I get
to find out firsthand.
Whilst clause 10 is not the strongest part of the bill,
clause 9 does importantly have a subclause which sets
as an objective ‘to support and promote the practice of
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander arts in Victoria’. I
have to go back to that just for one second, obviously
also being the shadow Minister for Aboriginal Affairs,
which is something I am very proud of. I will read out
some of the feedback I got a little bit later, but one
person who was working within the Indigenous arts
space came back to me and said, ‘If we’re going to
support and promote the practice of Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander arts in Victoria’, the question
from them was ‘Why?’. I said, ‘I would have thought
you’d be thrilled about that’, and they said, ‘But Torres
Strait is nowhere near here — why are we not
promoting Indigenous artists born, bred or working
permanently in the arts down here, not those from
another part of Australia? Could we be adding the Tiwi
Islands? Could we be adding in all sorts of different
people from Arnhem Land?’. So it was somebody
working within that space that actually did ask that
question.
Clause 11 provides for an acting chief executive should
the chief executive officer be vacant. This is obviously
a critical provision when the Andrews Labor
government is involved, because there are lots of
boards and CEOs and ministers who have had to quit or
have been sacked over the last couple of years, so I
think that is a good provision to have in there.
Clause 12 is interesting. It requires that the minister
must ensure a strategy for the arts and creative
industries is prepared no later than 1 September every
fourth year. It is fairly explicit as to what the strategy
must consider: one, improve the knowledge,
understanding, appreciation and practice of the arts in
Victoria; two, encourage and assist the growth and
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impact of the arts and creative industries; three,
promote and improve access to and participation in arts
and creative industries; four, encourage and assist the
provision of facilities for the development, performance
and display of the arts and creative industries; and five,
support and promote the practice of Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islanders — as I said before, there have
been some questions asked about that — in the arts in
Victoria.
Let me go on to part 4, which manages the repeal of the
Arts Victoria Act 1972. There are lots of different
provisions in there; I am not going to go through them
all. Clause 15, however, considers the Arts Fund, the
Victorian Council of the Arts and the position of
director, Arts Victoria, all of which will cease to exist
when the act ceases to exist. I did ask questions about
the Arts Fund and also the Victorian Council of the
Arts. The bill says that the Arts Fund is going to be
abolished and that any money in there will go back to
consolidated revenue. I have been assured by the
department that there is no money sitting in that fund,
so there is nothing to go back to consolidated revenue.
Also the Victorian Council of the Arts is going to be
abolished and any membership of it will cease. I have
been told, again, that there are no council members of
the Victorian Council of the Arts, so if there are
positions and funds that are inactive, then this is
obviously a good thing to repeal. The position of
director of Arts Victoria ceases to exist, although
obviously we anticipate that the creation of the chief
executive position at Creative Victoria will probably be
a swap over: the current director of Arts Victoria will
go on to be the chief executive of Creative Victoria,
although I take nothing for granted, and I am sure
Andrew does not either.
Clause 17 transfers records and information from the
director of Arts Victoria across to the chief executive of
Creative Victoria, so obviously this is a facilitation
measure.
I want to say that the government have done ‘very little’
consultation on this bill; they have actually done zero,
by their own admission, and I can say that categorically
because it was a question that I asked during the bill
briefing. So they have done no consultation directly on
this bill, by the department’s own admission. They
argued that they had consulted on the Creative State
strategy and that parts of the bill are actually based on
that consultation, but this bill has had no consultation
within the industry. I think the bill could have in fact
benefited from some consultation, something that I
have certainly done. The bill shares some
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characteristics of the strategy, but they are different
documents, with different purposes.
I did put this bill out to consultation with the arts
sector, to as many different parts of the sector as I
could, and again the reviews have been mixed. Some
of them have been appreciative of what has been
going on but, as I have said, there have been multiple
answers. For example, within the fashion industry, for
one person who turned up to, as they put it, ‘the
consultation’, it appeared that they were the only
working practitioner in that industry; they were the
only one who was there as a commercial person. They
did not say that the government consultation was a
sham — I might use that word loosely — but they did
say that there was no consultation. They did turn up at
a meeting. Other people from within the industry, but
not exactly in the field that this person was in, turned
up; a couple of things were said; and that was the
consultation. There was no asking for feedback; there
was just nothing there.
There were all sorts of things — and I have got one
here — from the classical music sector. This person
says that they found the bill strange. They say that it
seems the primary purpose of the bill is to consolidate
control of the administration and funding, rather than
dealing with the real principles. They go on to say they
believe that strategically arts should be a
whole-of-government approach rather than in the
department, where it will end up competing with others.
If the government is serious about the quality of life of
Victorians, there should be a whole-of-government
approach to education, including, say, music in the
curriculum. Existing research has shown the benefits
music can have on children’s cognitive ability and
creativity. It also has a great impact on the elderly,
providing enrichment of life.
In fact that reminds me of something that has been
brought up by somebody within the industry. If we are
talking about a whole-of-government approach to the
arts, again there is a missed opportunity here that this
could have addressed. When we talk about anything
elite, it conjures up various reactions. If we talk about,
for example, elite sport, if we talk about people going
off to the Australian Institute of Sport or the Victorian
Institute of Sport, it is what every sportsperson desires
to be. When we talk about elite athletes going off to
the Olympics, we commend them for being elite
athletes. However, the connotations around being an
elite dancer or an elite musician seem to conjure up in
people’s minds, wrongly, that elite means of a
different class. Elite in this circumstance, as opposed
to in sports, does not mean the best in your field, and I
am not quite sure why.
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We have only got to look at what is happening at the
National Theatre Drama School — a school that has
been running for the best part of a hundred years — and
the problems that they are having in that a whole lot of
their students, for example, next year will not qualify
for vocational education and training (VET) loans. It is
absolutely horrendous. If we look at the VET student
loans, there is something the state government can do
with this, and if we have a look at the approved
courses — courses that can get that funding — they
need to have a least two states or territories to be on the
skills list. The skills list in Victoria does not add in the
sorts of programs that are actually being used at the
national theatre school — for dance, for acting, for
those sort of things. Again, it is where the arts are being
treated almost as second fiddle, and they are not being
treated as an equal. It is something that is equally
important to our fabric of society as, for example, the
sports. We are a very sports-mad society, but it should
not preclude others who are not sports practitioners —
those who are choosing a different field — from getting
that sort of funding.
Going back to some of the feedback, it says that they —
being the government and the bill — talk about the
intentions of Parliament and of not wanting to open up
any sort of litigation issues. However, this is a faint
hope as the bill invites litigation based on the charter of
human rights, particularly in clause 4(2)(b) and (c). One
of the biggest issues in the arts is the power imbalance
between artists and organisations. It fosters favouritism.
The government needs to have transparency and
integrity at the forefront when implementing policies.
Organisations are usually only helpful when you are
contributing to them, and as this person goes on to say,
with audience development — how to incorporate the
community — there needs to be a lot more detail about
partnerships with philanthropic organisations.
Some of the sector feedback was neutral, which is
great. That is the best you can ask for when you are in
government. If it is encouraging, you say, ‘Yay’ and
really embrace it. But some of the feedback from the
sector — from those within dance, from those within
theatre and certainly those in the commercial theatre —
was scathing about the opportunities that were missed
here with classical music. All the different facets of this
sector expressed very mixed emotions.
As I said to begin with, we are not going to oppose this
bill, but what we need to do is be able to ask what we
could have done better, and I think the government
needs to listen to this. The bill is acceptable at the very
best, but it could have been better. Ultimately it could
have done a lot more. It misses the point in quite a few
areas. Aside from recognising the role and value of the
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arts and the importance of the Indigenous arts, it really
is just a rebranding exercise. It is another media release,
another announcement and another set of printing, but
the only people who are going to benefit are those
involved in web design and perhaps graphic design.
Overall there is very little tangible benefit to the arts
and the creative industries. There are plenty of issues
that people in the arts and creative industries would like
to see resolved, but unfortunately the bill before the
house does not resolve a single one of them.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — What a great piece of
legislation to get up and speak about, and what a
fantastic policy area to be able to speak about. On this
side of the house we absolutely understand the real
value of the creative industries, which is why we have a
fantastic minister who is prepared to devote so much
time and energy to ensuring that we have a vibrant
creative industries area in this state. Last night I had a
community Christmas drinks session in my office, and
it was fantastic. We had well over 100 people from the
local community come and share their Christmas cheer,
and the entertainment they received was from the
wonderful Senior Strings ensemble from Eltham High
School. These terrific, talented kids played beautiful
music throughout the evening. I have to tell you that I
had a great many guests come up to me and tell me
how great these kids were and how proud they were of
these Eltham High kids who were playing such
beautiful music and who played it for so long and who
played it so joyfully. This is just one small example of
how vibrant our creative community is.
We have outstanding talent in this state, and I am sure
that many people in this house know the area I
represent has absolutely outstanding talent. We have
fostered talent in our area for well over a century — in
fact for nearly 200 years, and that does not include the
creative impact of our Indigenous communities and the
Indigenous people who lived in my area. We have had
members of the Heidelberg School paint my
community in beautiful ways. In fact Walter Withers
house is still located in my community, and guess
where it is located? It is located on Bolton Street, which
of course this government is in the process of
upgrading. But I digress.
We have also had many people from the Angry
Penguins come through our community. We are the
home of Montsalvat. We have Dunmoochin just up the
road. We have a fantastic local arts community, and we
have a vibrant music industry. In my small electorate,
in my large city and in my beautiful state we have
absolutely outstanding talent. This outstanding talent
contributes to our economy, this outstanding talent
contributes to jobs and this outstanding talent
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contributes to telling the stories and showing us who we
are. It is worthy of celebration, and it is worthy of this
legislation.
This is a government that believes in getting things
done, and with our creative industries you can get a lot
done. This bill helps us get there. But first, let us talk
about consultation, because those of us on this side of
the house know how to work with people. We know
how to talk with people, and we know how to achieve
things that this community wants to get done. We had
over 200 written submissions about this legislation.
Over 10 000 people had input into this legislation and
how we would get there. We had the first-ever
creative state advisory board. The former government
did not think about creating something like that, but
we did. We did, because we have a minister who
wants to get things done and who takes these
industries seriously. In fact I would say that this
minister has consulted with more people in the last six
months than the previous minister did in the time that
she was a minister. We want to make things happen,
and you make things happen by talking to people and
finding out what they need to have happen. That is
what this legislation will do.
The bill expresses our whole-of-sector approach to
creative industries. It gives recognition to the value of
culture and the creative industries in this state, and it
provides legislative support for Creative Victoria and its
CEO. It repeals the Arts Victoria Act 1972. It requires
the minister to prepare a strategy for the arts and
creative industries every four years. I would have
thought creating a strategy every four years would be a
very strong demonstration and indicator of the
seriousness of this government, so I have absolutely no
idea what the previous speaker was banging on about. I
have no idea, because she was not actually speaking
about creative industries in any real detail or depth. She
was not talking about the potential of this legislation
and the potential of what creative industries can bring to
this state.
The creative economy in Victoria is worth $23 billion.
That is really a lot of money in the back pocket of
Victoria. That is 8 per cent of our total economy, and it
is 220 000 jobs. This government is about a lot of
things, but this government is definitely about jobs.
With jobs we have a strong economy, we have a strong
community and we have a strong state, and this
government is the government that is investing in jobs.
I have no idea why the previous speaker brought up the
spectre of training. I dare any member from that side of
the house to stand up and show pride in their four-year
record of nothing — of the destruction of TAFE and
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training. The skills deficit that we see on that side and
the skills deficit that they brought to this state in their
four years of unlovely inaction is just terrible. It is just
crazy that they would say this legislation and what we
are doing affects training.
The creative industries are worth more than $1 billion a
year to Victoria in cultural tourism. This comes to my
community. I have tourists who come through my
community. I have tourists who go to the Yarra Valley.
In fact not only did I have the work of Eltham High
School students on display in my office last night but I
also had local artists showing their artwork, showing
what they can produce. These are people who live five
doors from my house. These are people who live in
adjoining suburbs. It is wonderful to have so many
artists in my community. To think that I or this
government does not want to do everything possible to
promote the creative industries is just madness — it is
madness and it is ignorance.
We have over 400 000 domestic and international
visitors a year in Victoria, which is around 61 per cent
of international visitors. On Sunday I went to see Kinky
Boots, and the theatre was packed. People loved it; they
loved the talent on show. They streamed out of the
theatre; some went into local cafes. There were people
who were shopping. Our creative industries and the
creative things that we make bring much money,
vibrancy and excitement to our city and to our state and
they need to be actively encouraged. This is what this
minister is doing, this is what this legislation does and
this is what this government is doing. I urge those on
the other side to yet again try to get on board, get with
the program and help make things happen in this state. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Creative Victoria Bill 2016. The
purpose of the bill is to set out the functions of the
Secretary to the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources and those
of the newly created chief executive officer of Creative
Victoria. According to the government’s statement of
compatibility the purpose of the bill is:
… to recognise the role and value of culture, art and the
creative industries to the state of Victoria … The bill
establishes clear principles relating to the arts and the creative
industries and provides for the preparation of an arts and
creative industries strategy every four years.

It repeals the Arts Victoria Act 1972. In the
second-reading speech the government argues that the
Arts Victoria Act from 1972 is outdated. The minister
says it:
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… contains redundant provisions providing for an arts fund
trust and the establishment of the Victorian Council of the
Arts, neither of which are actively used or needed.

According to the government the new bill is ‘both
symbolic and functional’ in so far as it outlines the
value of arts in Victoria, creates the office of the chief
executive of Creative Victoria, provides functions for
the Secretary to the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources, and
demands strategies be provided. But really I think this
is rebadging by bill. Yes, the 1972 act does go back a
while, but this is really just a reworking. However, we
will go through some of the main provisions.
Clause 2 outlines the importance of the arts to Victoria.
Clause 5 does not give a person any legal right or give
rise to any civil action with respect to the principles
outlined in some of the clauses. Mostly it is just
administrative.
I think with this particular bill I am going to take the
opportunity to talk about the arts and those people
involved in the arts in Mildura. Firstly, Mildura is not
devoid of cultural and artistic talent or of people
dedicated to the arts and being creative. Arts Mildura is
an independent, not-for-profit community organisation
which for more than 20 years has been presenting arts
festivals and events in Mildura and the surrounding
region. Currently they present an annual calendar of
festivals and events which includes contemporary
visual artists, musicians, writers and performers from
all around the world in addition to providing
opportunities for talented local artists. Each year Arts
Mildura raises the funds for hundreds of arts events.
Since its inception in 1994 Arts Mildura has grown
from one small weekend arts festival into an annual
suite of major cultural celebrations across all art forms.
The Mildura Country Music Festival has been running
for 31 years. It is 10 days of events with over 70 artists
involved, most of which is free entertainment. It rates
alongside the Tamworth Country Music Festival and
the Gympie Music Muster as one of the big three in
regional Australia, the major point of difference being
that the Mildura Country Music Festival is the biggest
showcase of independent entertainers.
The Murray River International Music Festival has
been running for 11 years. It is a music festival
presenting world-class Australian and international
musicians along the Murray River, and it includes some
regional food and wine experiences.
The Mildura Wentworth Arts Festival is one of the
leading regional arts festivals. It offers a very wide
program and has been recognised with major festival
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status by Arts Victoria, support that under this
legislation hopefully will not be altered. The festival is
held in March each year and it has workshops, theatre,
a big-screen outdoor cinema, music, exhibitions,
parades and comedy at a diverse range of venues,
including for many years the Perry Sandhills.
The Mildura Writers Festival is something I have had a
little bit of association with over the years as well,
particularly when it was being supported by the US
consulate in Melbourne, and I thank them for their
support over the years. It had a very humble beginning
in 1994 in Stefano de Pieri’s cellar restaurant, and it has
grown to be something quite unique from that point.
The Palimpsest, again, is a significant festival in
Mildura. The Mildura Jazz, Food and Wine Festival
appeals to that very unique group of people who are
jazz enthusiasts.
One that is very different and rather new is the
Patchewollock Music Festival. Like most good ideas,
the beginnings of the Patchewollock Music Festival
were formed at the local bar when one evening in
September 2012 one bloke said to another, ‘We need
some live entertainment in this part of the world’.
Initially it was thought to be a celebration of the
Australian Year of the Farmer, but the event was so
successful it was subsequently decided to turn it into an
annual event. At this stage it has improved enormously,
because at that first festival even I appeared, and it was
not pretty. It was late in the night, and I was reminded
of a particular scene out of the Blues Brothers — at one
stage I thought that it was just as well it was only a
short performance because there was no wire screen for
what the patrons were probably going to do. However,
such is the life of a local member. My advice is that if
you ever get called upon to do this, take a late slot, but
not too late. The festival has grown from strength to
strength from that point and now has very talented
artists there, much to my and the locals’ relief.
The Sunraysia Multicultural Festival is unique too, and
Mildura has a long and diverse history and culture. The
festival is based around food and brings people together
around food for discussion. I think in forming a strong
community sharing food with each other is very, very
important.
Finally we have got something unique happening in
both my electorate and the electorate of Lowan, and I
know the member for Lowan is with me. The people in
Brim in the electorate of Lowan decided to put a mural
on their 1940s grain silos. What a brilliant idea that
was, and many people said they wished that someone
had thought of it sooner. Like all good ideas, it has been
very quickly shared. In time for its latest music festival,
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Patchewollock has had a mural painted on its silo and,
similarly, Sheep Hills, Lascelles, Rosebery and
Rupanyup are all going to have murals. I will have to
talk to the member for Lowan, who is next to me, about
where the Rosebery silo is; that is the boundary of our
electorates, and I cannot remember which side of the
road it is on.
These things can make such a big difference in these
small communities. If someone stops and takes a photo
and then goes into town to buy a cup of coffee, it makes
a difference to the local economy. This again shows
how a bit of creativity can have a very strong economic
effect. Every time I have been through Brim I have
passed by plenty of cars with people taking photos of
both the silos and themselves. This is one of those great
things that has come about and is something that I am
very proud of for our Mallee communities. Many of the
arts festivals and events that I have talked about here
are ones that have been created within such
communities. That people have these ideas, get them
started and then turn them into something special that
makes a difference to their community and to their
economy is to be commended, so I pay tribute to their
work and wish this bill a speedy passage.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It really is a pleasure
to rise to speak today on this bill for the establishment
of Creative Victoria. In doing so I commend the
Minister for Creative Industries for his work in bringing
this bill to the house. While the member for Mildura
was speaking I was scratching my head trying to think
of the name of an artist who does the most
extraordinary aerial photographs. She operates either
within the electorate of the member for Mildura or the
electorate of the member for Lowan, but her name is
just not coming to me. But never mind; I will look that
up and discuss it with the member for Lowan at a later
date.
This is a great bill, and it has come about from a
commitment the minister made when he was in
opposition to establish Creative Victoria in recognition
of the diverse creative ecology that this state hosts as
well as the vital contribution these industries make to
Victoria’s economy.
Creative Victoria was established administratively on
1 January 2015 as a division of the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources, and it replaced Arts Victoria. It was
established to pursue a more integrated approach to the
creative industries, encompassing a focus on arts,
culture, screen and design.
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The Creative Victoria Bill 2016 provides a legislative
foundation for these arrangements. It will not affect
Creative Victoria’s governance arrangements, nor will
it affect its status within the department, and it will not
alter its relationship to the responsible minister.
One of the important things that this bill does and the
rationale for it is that we in this place need to
acknowledge the significance of the creative industries
to our state as a whole and to individuals within it. I
want to quote from the minister’s second-reading
speech, where he says:
We know that human expression, through arts and culture, is
fundamental to the unique development of societies and
economies. It provides us with a source of inspiration and
pride and contributes to a unifying culture for communities,
states and countries. Engagement in the arts and cultural
activities enriches individual lives and brings greater cohesion
to communities. It is important for the full participation of
every citizen in public life.

As I read those words I reflect on the fact that we
perhaps do not always take enough time to understand
the centrality of the arts and creativity to the human
experience. To me, what makes us human is the
capacity to create, admire, understand and connect with
what is beautiful and what is challenging, to inspire us
on to bigger and better things and indeed to reflect on
the nature of human existence and to question our
purpose. As you can perhaps tell, Acting
Speaker Thomson, I do enjoy the creative industries as
a consumer. I wish I had some talents as a maker, but I
have none. I will leave that to others, and I will
continue to be a person who can appreciate art.
In his second-reading speech the minister goes on to
say:
In addition to these critical cultural and social qualities, arts
and culture and the creative industries have a wider impact on
our economy, health and wellbeing, and education. From
research undertaken in 2015, we know that the creative
economy is worth $23 billion to Victoria and that it employs
around 220 000 people. We know that it provides the state
with more than $1 billion in cultural tourism every year.

That is quite extraordinary. I ask members to reflect on
the embarrassing comments made by one of the newly
elected senators for Victoria, James Paterson, who I
have to say strikes me as a person who is nothing short
of a philistine for suggesting that the federal
government sell off Blue Poles. What does this tell you
about the paucity of imagination, creativity and
humanity in the Liberal Party today, that a senator
would propose such an act of creative vandalism?
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Mr Morris — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
on relevance, the matter of a senator’s taste in art is not
a matter for this bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! There is no point of order. We do have broad
debates. The member can continue.
Mr Morris interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! You can resume your seat. I get the point. The
member will return to the debate.
Ms THOMAS — I will conclude those comments
by saying that on this side of the house the Labor Party
has always stood up for creative industries and for the
arts because we understand the importance of creativity
to human experience. But we have also got an eye on
the bottom line, and we understand absolutely the
economic benefit of investment in our cultural sectors.
As discussed, this bill replaces the Arts Victoria
Act 1972, an act that has been an important symbol of
the government’s recognition of the importance and
role of the arts and one that has enjoyed bipartisan
cross-sector support since it was introduced. However,
you would have to say that it is no longer a close
enough reflection of government policy and activity in
relation to the arts, culture and the creative industries
and does not take account of contemporary views about
the role and value of the creative industries —
including, for example, as an instrument for improved
social outcomes — and nor does it acknowledge their
economic contribution.
This bill is a new act to update the Parliament’s formal
recognition of the creative industries. This legislative
recognition will send an important message about the
enduring impact of participation in the arts and
acknowledge that the value of arts and creative
industries crosses cultural, social and economic
domains.
When I was looking at the bill I also noted the
minister’s change of title to Minister for Creative
Industries — quite a deliberate change. I note that
Creative Victoria broadly defines the creative industries
to include craft, fashion, literature, theatre, visual and
performing arts, music, design, film and television and
games — all of which, I might say, I have a very keen
interest in — but on this note and in conclusion, I was
very pleased to see design in there.
I want to take a moment to pay tribute to my friend and
yours — and from all of us on this side of the house —
the Honourable Lynne Kosky. As we know, Lynne was
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a minister for 10 years in the Bracks and Brumby
governments. She was the Minister for the Arts from
2006 to 2010, at which time she was instrumental in
major developments there, including the redevelopment
of Hamer Hall, Melbourne’s successful bid as a
UNESCO City of Literature and the completion of the
Melbourne Recital Centre, which also houses the
Melbourne Theatre Company building in Southbank,
but she was also the minister responsible for design
from 2002 to 2006.
Acting Speaker Thomson, I know also that this is an
area that you were very passionate about in your
previous responsibilities, and so I want to take the
opportunity to pay tribute to both your work and in
particular that of our friend Lynne Kosky. I was really
delighted that the minister created a craft award in
honour of Lynn — it is a biennial award that in 2005
was presented to the very talented jeweller, Natalia
Milosz-Piekarksa — because as we know our friend
Lynne Kosky not only was a great political thinker but
was also a maker and made jewellery that many of us
have the great pleasure to own. On that note I commend
this bill to the house.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise to speak in the
debate on the Creative Victoria Bill 2016. I find this bill
quite interesting, because the opening line of the
second-reading speech refers to this bill being an:
… explicit recognition and support of the Parliament of
Victoria for the arts, culture and creative industries in
Victoria.

It is more about support rather than about making some
real change and driving the organisation forward. It
certainly recognises the enduring role and value of
culture, arts and creative industries, but it says that
mostly it is ‘symbolic and functional’. And I always
worry when something is symbolic, because that is
code for spin, and this bill I really think is nothing more
than rebadging. It is tinkering and fluffing around the
edges a little bit with very little tangible benefit and
missed opportunities.
What this bill does do is establish principles — I think
there are four of them — in relation to the arts and
creative industries. Then it goes on to describe the role
and functions of public service office-holders, and I
would think that most of those functions would be in
the job descriptions of those office-holders. It describes
the functions of the secretary of the department — as I
said, as would the role description. And it also
establishes the role of the chief executive with functions
and objectives. I note that Andrew Abbott has led
Creative Victoria since January 2015, and I certainly
want to acknowledge the great role that Andrew has
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played, because I know that he is a man of great
integrity and high intellect and he has a passion for the
arts.
If we think about arts in the bigger scheme, it like sport
plays a huge role in our community. Sometimes it is
perhaps less visible in the role that it plays, particularly
in relation to health and wellbeing. It has been said —
and this is noted in the second-reading speech as
well — that this is a $23 billion industry to Victoria
employing 220 000 people with $1 billion from cultural
tourism visits annually. But what this second-reading
speech fails to mention are the enormous efforts by
volunteers in this sector — and they are enormous. In
many country areas and rural and regional areas, and I
am sure in the city, most of the art projects are driven
not through Creative Victoria but through volunteers
with a passion for their arts.
Before I talk about some of the arts projects more
locally and in Victoria, I do want to provide the house
with some feedback, because we on this side of the
house in opposition, in scrutinising this legislation,
sought the opinions of those who work in the field and
know this area very closely. This feedback is from a
professional music practitioner. First and foremost the
question needs to be asked: when the government
repeals an existing piece of legislation, what is being
lost? We know that the 1972 bill is being repealed, but
what is being lost? This person raises concerns that one
part they have noticed is missing is Creative Victoria’s
continual surveillance and assessing of the position of
arts in Victoria and reporting to Parliament at least once
in every year on the condition of the arts in Victoria and
to suggest ways that it may be further and better
assisted. So that is missing. They thought that this
would certainly help the arts being front of mind within
the Parliament of Victoria, but that is missing. I think
this person actually sums up by saying there is not too
much to get excited about from the sector’s point of
view, and it could be seen as a lost opportunity to move
forward and to give the sector more stability.
An arts institution manager thought that the principles
that are outlined might benefit from a clear articulation
of excellence in arts practice. They would like to see
Victoria’s significant international engagement given
more focus. With regard to the role for Creative
Victoria, there does not seem to be a role in the research
and evaluation space, which they thought would have
been a priority to ensure economic diversity, excellence
and audience development, as well as having outcomes
reported on.
For one philanthropist it really appears to be a statement
of purpose. In summary, that philanthropist thinks that
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the legislation will have little impact because it is
nothing more than statements. Feedback from the live
music industry indicates that while the structural
arrangements are important, what is more important is
the output that the structure delivers. A cultural heritage
professional says heritage is often left out of the
policies despite it making a significant economic
contribution. Another philanthropist has said that the
bill essentially is going to be a motherhood statement,
against which more policy will be framed, but they do
not see the bill linked at all to innovation. The
second-reading speech certainly does not recognise or
use the words ‘regional’ or ‘rural’. So there is quite a bit
of feedback out there, and it seems to be
overwhelmingly underwhelmed by this bill, and it is an
opportunity missed.
I want to mention that there are a couple of wonderful
projects that were driven by the coalition. There is the
Small Town Transformations, and I am really pleased
to see that the minister has continued the $350 000
funding to projects in small communities to really
change the town to get people to come and visit those
towns and to really celebrate the arts. The other one is
the White Night Melbourne festival. It was extremely
disappointing last time that the surety of funding was
unclear. Basically the professionals had six months to
do a job that really takes 12 months.
I want to take the opportunity to talk about some
wonderful projects in my electorate. In the main, they
are all volunteer-driven. One of the most recent
projects, which helped celebrate Aboriginal culture and
art, was the Toolangi Sculpture Trail — 15 artists,
14 days, 1 town and 20 years in the making. This
project marked the 20-year anniversary of the 1996
trail, which was led by the renowned sculptor, Ernst
Fries, in my electorate just out of Yarra Glen. Ernst is a
wonderful artist with worldwide acclaim. He drove the
project in 1996, and 20 years later his daughter Reggie
Clark, who was involved in the original project, Sharon
Plummer and a huge project team got on and created
some wonderful art. Indigenous artist Brooke Wandin,
who has kept alive the weaving culture that she learnt
from her great-grandmother, was involved. Mick
Harding — Uncle Mick — a Taungurung elder, was
also involved and did a wonderful smoking ceremony.
The Worawa Aboriginal College is a boarding school
for Aboriginal girls at Healesville. They have a
wonderful art program, and the girls’ art is often on
display and available for sale. They have a great gallery
there that exhibits and sells art from not just the school
but also from the communities where the girls come
from. It was wonderful to have the shadow minister, the
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member for Bayswater, with me on Friday last week to
visit Worawa.
Arts Mansfield is wonderful. There are some fantastic
events in Mansfield. Its residents are keen on the visual
arts — sculpture, dance, theatre, musical performance
and glass art. They recently had a pop-up art market,
and they have the most wonderful spring arts carnival.
We have other art shows. There is the Yea Rotary Art
Show, and there are art shows in Alexandra, Kinglake
and Marysville. At Yea there was hay bale art, which
was something amazing. There are open studios in the
shires of Nillumbik and Yarra Ranges, and in
Nillumbik at the Bend of Islands there are some
wonderful artists. Syd Tunn and Ona Henderson have
done some great work with emus. They have Jessica
Rae, Tim Read and Sally Howell in this small
community.
The gallery at Tarrawarra hosts wonderful exhibitions.
It has had the Archibald Prize — the Archies — and
Healesville has hosted Not the Archies. We have
chainsaw art. In fact there are a couple of great
chainsaw artists. You will see examples of this in both
Kinglake and Marysville.
Art is very much alive in rural and regional Victoria. It
is not only in the cities, although I certainly
acknowledge that we have some wonderful galleries
and wonderful events in Melbourne. They bring people
to the city, and that is a great thing. People visit the city
for the cultural experience and for Melbourne’s art
scene, which is so vibrant. But we need to have these
great art events in country areas. I know the Bendigo
Art Gallery has hosted some arts programs that have
been a terrific driver to get people to visit Bendigo.
Karen Quinlan has done some amazing stuff in
Bendigo.
Whilst the art and creative scene is vibrant and is doing
very well in Victoria, I think this bill — from the
feedback that I have received and put to the house
today — is underwhelming.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise and speak on the Creative Victoria Bill
2016. The purpose of this bill is to repeal the Arts
Victoria Act 1972 for the purpose of giving legislative
recognition to the status and operation of Creative
Victoria and to strengthen the government’s
commitment to policy and support of the creative
industries.
The bill supports the establishment and operations of
Creative Victoria and promotes the arts and creative
industries in our state. Specifically it establishes the
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office of the chief executive, Creative Victoria, and
outlines a range of objectives, functions and powers in
respect of this position. It establishes clear principles
relating to the arts and creative industries, it provides
for the preparation of an arts and creative industries
strategy every four years, and it ensures that
government support for the creative industries remains
effective and current, regardless of who may be in
government.
The bill provides for the ongoing support and growth of
the arts and creative industries in Victoria, including
culture, screen and design. It also recognises the
important cultural and economic contributions that
Victoria’s arts and creative industries make to this state
and within its local communities and the significant
value of participation and engagement in the creative
arts sector.
Melbourne is truly the culture capital of Australia, and
this bill further supports this status by helping grow and
promote Victoria’s arts and creative industries. The bill
also recognises the important contribution by many
people in the community involved in the arts, and I
acknowledge the contribution of the Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander people. The bill provides
specifically for the support and promotion of their
cultural arts practices.
This bill is designed to grow Victoria’s cultural and
creative activity, while recognising and boosting its
economic, social and cultural values. It is true to say
that Creative Victoria and arts in Victoria really boost
the economy and provide so much more, including
thousands of jobs. The bill provides the support for
stronger business, tourism and economic focus, as I
have mentioned previously, in delivering Victoria’s
creative agenda.
Melbourne is not just the sports capital or the style
capital of Australia, which we are very proud of; it is
also the capital when it comes to culture. No other state
has as rich a culture as Melbourne does, and I am sure
that most people will agree with that. Our city has
world-class entertainment facilities, including the
National Gallery of Victoria, the Australian Centre for
the Moving Image, Federation Square, the Melbourne
Museum, and our well-known live music venues.
Melbourne is also home to outstanding events which
include significant attractions; indeed we have a proud
tradition of embracing arts and culture throughout this
state. This bill will ensure we continue to expand and
develop our world-class events and cultural
infrastructure now and into the future, so that we can
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ensure that Melbourne continues to be the vibrant and
absolute cultural hub that it is.
We have seen the importance of creative industries as
part of the arts and culture of our state. I have
previously spoken about the economy. The creative
economy in Victoria is worth over $22 billion and it
employs around 220 000 people. That is significant for
our state. It provides the state with more than $1 billion
in cultural tourism every year and is a vital part of the
Victorian economy.
A prime example of this economic impact is our
famous lighting projects festival, White Night
Melbourne, and I know many in this house would have
seen firsthand what a fantastic show is displayed each
year in our city. This injects nearly $17 million into the
Victorian community each year. The success of White
Night can be credited to the ongoing collaboration and
engagement with a broad range of stakeholders, which
range from local communities to major arts institutions.
It provides artists with valuable opportunities to express
their creative vision and to reach new and larger
audiences. It is a truly unique setting, and I think it has
also become a tourist attraction for many to see such a
creative show as White Night being displayed. I know
the show will continue next year in Melbourne and
Ballarat.
Earlier this year I had the opportunity to see firsthand
the exclusive Australian season of Jurassic World —
the Exhibition at Melbourne Museum. Let me say it
was very exciting to attend and to see firsthand the
technological company producing such extraordinary
and lifelike results. I took my niece and nephew, and it
was such an experience for them to see what they
genuinely thought were lifelike dinosaurs; that is how
much they really thought the show was real life. I saw
so many people attend that show, and as I said, it
looked incredibly realistic. It was amazing to see the
dinosaurs and how they were developed right here in
Melbourne. Most people would probably know that
they were developed by the Creature Technology
Company, which is known for its sophisticated
approaches. It produced Walking with Dinosaurs — the
Arena Spectacular. These are global attractions that are
taking place in Melbourne.
I think it is important to note that Creature
Technology’s involvement in Jurassic World — the
Exhibition showcases Victoria’s creative industries and
focuses attention on the employment of this
world-leading company to construct these sorts of
shows and presentations. As I said previously, we are
very excited about this bill. The bill is about enhancing
and improving Creative Victoria and making sure that
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we continue to attract people. The season opening at
Melbourne Museum in March attracted over
400 000 people to that particular show. Jurassic
World — the Exhibition is also touring internationally.
These are fantastic opportunities for artists. It is a
fantastic opportunity for Victoria to showcase its
industry and cultural offerings not only to the state but
globally.
The Andrews Labor government is absolutely
committed to strengthening our state’s arts and culture
industries, to providing employment, to providing an
opportunity for tourists and to making sure that
Melbourne is globally attractive to everybody and has
international world-class arts and entertainment events
for many years to come. I commend this bill to the
house.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I rise today to add my
contribution to the Creative Victoria Bill 2016. Looking
through the content of the bill, it is actually quite
disappointing how limited the changes outlined within
the proposed legislation are. Essentially the main
purpose of the bill is to set out the functions of the
Secretary of the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources, and those
of the newly created chief executive of Creative
Victoria.
I do not understand why we need legislation in order to
write up what is essentially a position description for a
chief executive and secretary, and why we need to put
into legislation that a government department requires a
strategic plan to be done every four years. Perhaps it is
just reflective of how out of touch with modern
business practices some of our public sector
organisations and departments are, if they need
legislation to know that they need a strategic plan to be
done regularly. This is something that would just
happen ordinarily in the private sector, and it is
something that we should be trying to achieve in the
public sector. Rather than legislating these sorts of
initiatives, they should just be a part of normal,
everyday practice of good business operation — to
ensure that you are fiscally sound, that you have your
priorities in order, that you are meeting the needs of
people within Victoria and that you develop a plan for
how you deliver on those needs.
It is disappointing that this is more about talk and
looking at those lower levels of administration than
actually setting out additional funding or other
strategies on how we can create more jobs in the
creative arts and creative industry sector in Victoria. I
therefore think this is a disappointing piece of
legislation. I think that it is more about getting a quick
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media release out to show support for the arts and
cultural industries within Victoria, but as we heard from
the member for Bayswater in her opening remarks, the
arts community are very disappointed in this legislation.
They really thought that there was going to be a lot
more content in it that would make a real difference to
supporting the arts and culture scene in Victoria. This
strategy to make some minor amendments and rehash
existing legislation to just make it seem like you are
doing something may have backfired for this
government.
I would like to raise some arts and cultural events
across the Lowan electorate that show how we can
better support and celebrate the fantastic skills and
talents of our local people right across Victoria.
Something that was mentioned earlier by the member
for Mildura is the silo art trail, which is currently being
painted across north-west Victoria. This was initiated
by the Brim community action group. I am sure that
many people have seen the fantastic artwork on the
silos in Brim which was done by Guido van Helten.
Four locals were captured in their day-to-day activities
around the streets of Brim and have been painted on
these enormous silos.
The result is that tens of thousands, if not hundreds of
thousands, of people have travelled from right across
the world to see this magnificent artwork. If there is
anybody who has not seen this art yet, then I certainly
recommend that they make the journey out to Brim and
have a look at it because it is absolutely breathtaking to
see, particularly at sunset. I think that is my favourite
time of the day to see it, but at any time it is just quite
amazing.
This work initiated the establishment of the silo art trail
in the Yarriambiack council area. Silos have been
painted in Patchewollock by artist Fintan Magee and
featuring local farmer Noodle. It looks absolutely
fantastic, and it is quite a different style from the silo
artwork that is at Brim. Sheep Hills are just getting their
silos painted at the moment. That is being done by artist
Adnate and is a tribute to our local Indigenous culture
in the region. It is fantastic to see Aunty Regina Hood
painted up on the silo with Uncle Ron Marks, who will
be looking over to younger Aboriginal children. The
vibrancy of the purple and of the facial features is just
remarkable. When you meet these people in real life
and look at the images, you can see that it really is a
great representation.
We have got more silos to come though. Other
communities that are going to have their silos painted
are in Lascelles, Rosebury and Rupanyup. I am yet to
go through Brim and not see a couple of cars pulling
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over or people taking some photos. I see images on
Facebook all the time. This is going to be a way that we
can not only beautify these landmarks in our
community but also attract a number of tourists out to
our part of the world. It is something that everybody
has got behind and will certainly assist to support
business and industry in our part of western Victoria.
I would like to acknowledge some of the other artistic
and cultural events across our region. I recently went to
Tarrington for their Laternenfest and had an
opportunity to look over their hay bale art. They do this
every year. My favourite piece of art this year was a
Where’s Wally?. Wally had actually fallen into a
pothole in western Victoria. I note the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety is in the chamber at the
moment. It would be fantastic for the minister to come
out and visit me, and we could find Wally in that
pothole. Maybe we can rescue him. We will fix up
some roads on the way.
We have also got the Horsham Regional Art Gallery. I
was very fortunate to recently open the Future
Memories exhibition. This is a fantastic initiative. It is
now in its second year. The exhibition was proposed by
Adam Harding, who is the director of the Horsham
Regional Art Gallery. It is a mechanism where our
gifted and talented students across western Victorian
schools have the opportunity to be mentored by
professionals in photography, in writing and in curating
as well. It is great for those younger people who are
skilled and talented in the arts to have that opportunity
to be mentored up. They are treated in the same way
that an elite athlete would be if they were very good at
cricket or football where they would go away to a
special school event or a special intensive class. This is
an opportunity for our art students to do exactly the
same thing.
The exhibition is on until the end of January, and I
certainly recommend anybody who is in Horsham to
go and see that exhibition because it is absolutely
outstanding, and the students have done all of it by
themselves. I would like to also acknowledge the
curator, Alison Eggleton, and the education officer,
Debbie Moore, because they have both done an
exceptional amount of work to pull that program
together, and it has had enormous success in its
second year.
Hamilton Gallery in Hamilton has a fantastic collection
of works that are often on exhibition there. They
recently had the Streeton Australia Felix exhibition.
Every exhibition that I have been to in Hamilton has
really blown me away. Important is the support of the
local community, who want to be involved in this. They
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see it as an expression of their emotions and feelings,
and they really enjoy going and soaking up these
cultural events. Perhaps people from the country are
sometimes seen as not being that cultured, but I think
that is far from the truth. We actually have some of the
most creative and artistic people going around. It is
great to see that celebration, whether it is at professional
events or curated events or whether it is things we have
designed ourselves.
Something that I have promoted in the past is the
Woolly West Fest, which is focused on locals in the
Hamilton and district region who actually knit. It brings
people together. This year we saw the fantastic
diorabaaas of the local communities. They were
featured at the Hamilton Sheepvention this year. That is
a fantastic opportunity for not just that artistic
expression of our local people but also an opportunity
to communicate what is happening in our towns and to
bring people together in a social framework. It is an
excellent program, and I commend everybody who has
been involved in Woolly West Fest over past years and
wish them well for next year. I think they are looking at
having a 1970s woolly jumper theme, which will be
fantastic.
I would also like to mention some of the musical talents
in our region and how we can attract high-level artists
to our region. On Sunday I went to Halls Gap Hotel to
see the Black Sorrows and Taylor Sheridan. The
Grampians provided a fantastic backdrop there. So
many people locally were there to celebrate the great
music, and it also attracted people from around the
whole of the state. Halls Gap Hotel, which is operated
by Matt and Mary-Ann Humphries, does a fabulous job
of boosting tourism in the region. They recently also
had the Peaks and Sounds Festival, and I understand
they have got another musical gig lined up for April.
Well done to Matt and Mary-Ann for really celebrating
our arts and culture scene in the Grampians region and
for helping to boost tourism as well.
I do think there are ways we can best support the arts
and culture industries in Victoria. I do not think that
this bill meets that need, but certainly I will continue
to support any industry which comes to our region for
an exhibition or that supports the talents of our local
people.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Etched in
marble on the wall of the library honouring US
President John Fitzgerald Kennedy is an insight into the
significance of art, industry and politics:
There is a connection, hard to explain logically but easy to
feel, between achievement in public life and progress in the
arts. The age of Pericles was also the age of Phidias. The age
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of Lorenzo de Medici was also the age of Leonardo da Vinci.
The age of Elizabeth also the age of Shakespeare. And the
new frontier for which I campaign in public life, can also be a
new frontier for American art.

Put simply, art is often the flame of progress, the
inspiration of enlightenment. For Melbourne to remain
the world’s most livable city, art and culture must
flourish. Looking at how important it is to bring these
two propositions together, it is most easily summed up
when you see that 8 per cent of the economy in Victoria
comes from the arts and creative industries, which
contribute almost $23 billion and 220 000 jobs.
This bill that we have before the house, the Creative
Victoria Bill 2016, provides the administrative
architecture to help the arts flourish, and that is the
proposition. There have been some criticisms from the
opposition, which does not, I think, understand the
reality of what this bill is seeking to achieve. It helps
give effect to Victoria’s existing Creative State strategy
and provides for the preparation and periodic revision
of the state’s creative industry strategy.
Legislation is necessary to reflect the government’s
relationship with, and responsibilities for, the new
creative industries portfolio and the role of Creative
Victoria. The bill is a clear indicator of the
government’s support for Victoria’s creative
industries; an acknowledgement of the value of these
industries and what they actually contribute to
Victoria, cultural life and the economy; and a
commitment to ensuring that support for the sector is
strategic and secure. I think that is a critical point,
because we have these incredible institutions that have
evolved over generations, and what they will need is
to have that security of funding so they can actually
look at how to evolve into the next era.
This type of legislation is common when establishing
governance arrangements for an office within
government. Recent examples include Infrastructure
Victoria, Transport for Victoria and, prior to these,
Regional Development Victoria. This is part of the
evolution. The bill itself is based on an enormous
amount of feedback, directly opposing the proposition
put by the opposition’s lead speaker. There was
invaluable feedback and ideas from extensive statewide
consultation conducted in 2015 as part of the
development of the Creative State strategy. This
consultation process engaged almost 10 000 people
from across Victoria’s creative sectors and the general
public. In addition, the creative state advisory board
was consulted on the principles that appear in the bill.
I just want to refute that argument that was put forward
by the opposition’s lead speaker. The principles chosen
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represent the key values that emerged during the
consultation process for the Creative State strategy.
This included more than 20 industry-specific
workshops, an online forum and public central business
district workshops, as well as other workshops in the
outer metropolitan and regional areas, to make it as
inclusive and consultative as possible. In fact more than
10 000 people contributed to the consultation, including
peak bodies such as the Game Developers Association
of Australia, the Arts Industry Council of Victoria and
the Australian Institute of Architects, individual
practitioners, business people and Victorian cultural
institutions big and small.
The creative state advisory board also provided
feedback on a draft set of principles which informed the
strategy within the bill, and these were chosen to best
reflect the role, contribution and intrinsic value of the
arts and creative industries to the Victorian community
and individuals. They also reflect the importance of
access to the arts and creative industries for all
Victorians and the importance of freedom of artistic
expression.
On this point I think there is a real opportunity for the
community that I represent, Broadmeadows, to look at
how we actually bring innovation and arts into this
community. The proposal that I am putting forward is
looking at how some of the empty factories can be
repurposed. One of them is Ericsson’s, which has been
used as a set and production office for the US television
series Hunters, the Emmy Award-winning children’s
program Nowhere Boys and the Australian commercial
television series Molly. The ABC produced Shaun
Micallef’s Mad as Hell, a comedy program, and the
drama Seven Types of Ambiguity there.
Upcoming ABC legal drama Newton’s Law, starring
Claudia Karvan, features the Hume Global Learning
Centre in Broadmeadows, and its managing company is
negotiating with a film producer to relocate to
Melbourne. The proposition that we need to address is
that the Ericsson site features key requirements for our
creative industries hub and a logistics centre for the film
and television industry. It can provide jobs, training, set
design and building, art department storage, truck
security and a cinematic location for film, television
and commercials. Infrastructure is already included, so
I think it has enormous potential, and I call on creative
industries to scope the opportunity to establish how we
could actually have a Broadywood proposition to
complement the Docklands as the hub for film and
television production and logistics. It also has the
benefit of location and access to blue-chip
infrastructure; that is important.
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It comes at a time when the sector is changing. We
have seen television stations move into the Docklands.
The ABC is about to sell its Ripponlea site as well.
Here is an opportunity where we can look at how we
can create jobs, how we can have greater development
where it is needed most and how we can bring the arts
into this community in a more inclusive way with jobs,
with training and with career paths.
This bill provides the structural reform that is needed
and sets up the administration to do it. I think that is
really what the minister has brought to the
Parliament — that is his strategy for it — and I applaud
him for that. I think this really sets the Andrews
government up, once we have got the framework in
place and the structure right in terms of how you
actually evolve and the policies.
This is a proposition that will benefit various electorates
right throughout the state. How do we actually get
people more involved in the arts?
I will just finish my contribution as I began — by
quoting John F. Kennedy. He said:
… the life of the arts, far from being an interruption, a
distraction, in the life of a nation, is very close to the centre of
a nation’s purpose — and is a test of the quality of a nation’s
civilisation.

With that I commend the bill to the house.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I am pleased to rise in
support of this bill. It is a piece of legislation that
repeals the Arts Victoria Act 1972 and really provides
the structure and framework for arts in Victoria. It is a
great opportunity to hear members in this house talking
with some passion on the issues surrounding the arts in
their own areas. It is great to hear from regional
members in particular about the richness of the arts in
our communities and the way people come together and
support each other.
I think the principles of the act are important, and I
would like to refer to them. In particular:
… the Parliament recognises that —
the arts have an intrinsic value that contributes to the
cultural depth, diversity and life of Victoria —

is so true. Also:
… the arts and creative industries contribute significantly to
Victoria’s wealth and prosperity.

On that note it is really important to understand the
extent to which the arts contribute to tourism. As
someone from Shepparton I often think about the great
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value the development of the arts in a city like Bendigo
has had. A city which has 20 trains a day travelling
between Melbourne and Bendigo is able to offer to the
people of that area the choice of their local arts and the
ability to access arts in their closest metropolitan centre.
That accessibility, I think, is very important and indeed
one of the principles. The principles go on to say:
… the Parliament further recognises that —
the arts and creative industries are meant to improve the
quality of life for all individuals in Victoria and improve
the community of Victoria as a whole.

I think we would all wholeheartedly agree that that is
what it does — it brings people together. The principles
also state:
all individuals in Victoria are equally entitled to access
opportunities and participate in and contribute to the arts
and creative industries in Victoria …

I would like to talk about Shepparton on that note
because we take the arts very seriously, and at this
particular point in time we are working very hard to
finalise funding for our new Shepparton Art Museum.
This is a process whereby the Victorian state
government has already committed $10 million through
regional development, there has been $10 million from
local government and $10 million is also to be raised
through the philanthropy of the local Shepparton Art
Museum Foundation. There was also a commitment
from the National Party during the recent federal
election to a further $10 million from the federal
government.
The Shepparton Art Museum was established in 1936
with a £50 grant from the Victorian state government. It
is good to see that here in 2016 we are still receiving
support and now have the opportunity to grow and
build something truly remarkable. It is perhaps not so
well known but it is a fact that the Shepparton Art
Museum houses Australia’s leading collection of
historical and contemporary ceramics. It currently holds
over 3000 works of art. Much of this, unfortunately, is
down in the depths of the museum, hidden away and
not able to be displayed. This is another important
reason why we would like to have our new museum
built on the edge of the lake in Shepparton — to be a
true showpiece of architecture and also to provide the
ability to put on display so much of the wonderful work
that we have.
I think it is important to mention the business case for
the Shepparton Art Museum, because it outlines that
after 10 years of operation it will be contributing
$3.1 million in economic activity to the region. The
overall economic impact on the region at the end of
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those 10 years is presently valued at $9.15 million, with
that impact continuing to grow in the future.
Construction of the new museum is estimated to lead to
$58.1 million in economic activity and create about
181 jobs. That is so important in a region like
Shepparton, where jobs are always sought after and
where we, unfortunately, have a high youth
unemployment rate. It has been terrific over the last few
years to see the development of our courthouse, which
is employing a lot of people, and on which there has
been a commitment to use local contractors and
employees. We will be working towards the
redevelopment of Goulburn Valley Health — our
hospital. Again, jobs will be an important feature of the
success of those sorts of developments in our region,
which we are so glad to have.
The year 2016 also saw the Indigenous Ceramic Art
Award winner come from Shepparton. I would like to
take the opportunity to congratulate Gallery Kaiela and
its two artists, Jack Anselmi and Cynthia Hardie, for the
piece of work they did which won the Australian
award. The winner of the $20 000 acquisitive prize was
announced by Mr Rupert Myer, AO, during the
exhibition and opening event. That was on Saturday,
26 April, this year. It was a great pleasure to be there to
see such an amazing piece of art, which has now been
acquired by the gallery and which belongs there.
The other feature of Shepparton and my electorate is
the number of festivals that are held throughout the
region. These festivals could not happen without the
support of Creative Victoria. They include the
Shepparton Festival, held annually. This festival started
out in 1994 but 1997 was the first time that it was
formally held, and it has continued each year since that
time. I have to say that it has been a great pleasure to be
a member of that community throughout the whole
time and to see year after year that festival emerge and
grow. It has been successfully staged every year and is
seen as a major calendar event within regional Victoria.
It has played a major role in changing the face of arts
culture in the region, giving the arts a greater profile.
There are some aspects of it that are outstanding. One is
the Emerge Festival, which is usually held on the
Saturday night beside Victoria Park Lake. As members
will know, we have a very significant multicultural
community and it is amazing to see members of all our
communities, especially our more recent African,
Afghani and other Middle Eastern communities, come
together at the lake to share their food, share their music
and share their culture, as well as the local Indigenous
community, the Yorta Yorta, and their dancers, and of
course the many other displays that are on. It is the sort
of thing that really does bring people together on the
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ground in a way that is not esoteric. It is not the arts
where you go along and specifically and individually
enjoy looking at a piece of art or theatre. It is a real
bringing together of people in the community. It is that
walking around, talking to people, watching what is
going on but really feeling a cohesiveness that is often
not so apparent in some forms of our arts.
Then there is the Numurkah Food Bowl Festival.
Numurkah is a town in my electorate, which this year
staged the food bowl festival once again. It is a
wonderful opportunity for our smaller towns to
showcase what is happening. On Saturday morning the
whole town was alive. The streets were alive. All the
shopkeepers had their wares out. There was music,
including brass bands, concerts in the park — all sorts
of things. You could have spent the whole day there;
indeed I was lucky enough to spend quite a bit of it
enjoying those things.
Just a few years ago we had the Dookie Earthed
Festival. A significant grant enabled the little town of
Dookie to show what it had. The most amazing thing, I
am told, that came out of that was at night, in a quarry,
on a silo up on the hill, the lights came on and an opera
singer started singing from the top of the silo. It was a
truly skin-tingling sort of event. People still talk about
that as being one of the most amazing nights they have
ever experienced.
We hold the OUT in the OPEN Festival in Shepparton
each year. This is a tribute to our local LGBTI
community, who bring this festival to Shepparton and a
whole range of acts into the community. There are
shows on in local hotels, in the park and the like. Again,
this is an opportunity to show the sort of diversity we
have in our community.
We have the local Shepparton Theatre Arts Group,
which performs plays throughout the year for amateur
dramatics. That has been a wonderful tribute. In fact I
had the opportunity many years ago to strut the stage
and say one line in a play called Twelve Angry Women.
It is a surprise that here I am now, talking endlessly. I
never thought I would do it, but those of us in
Parliament do get the opportunity to be actors a lot of
the time. Maybe those few moments on stage helped. I
am pleased to support this bill. It is a very important
mechanism for arts in Victoria.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great delight
that I join the debate on the Creative Victoria Bill 2016.
I sometimes try to shock people in the arts arena by
telling them, ‘You know we do not have an arts
portfolio in the Andrews Labor government, do you?’.
There is an intake of breath, and then I say: ‘We’ve got
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something much better. We’ve got a creative industries
portfolio’. No longer are the arts just somewhere that is
up there for the elite to stand back and look at and
pontificate about, talking about ‘the arts’; it is
something that we acknowledge is not only a
significant cultural contributor but a significant
economic contributor and generator in this state. We
can say to young women and young men and boys and
girls growing up, ‘Don’t be deterred. If you want a
career in arts, music or any other creative purpose,
don’t be deterred. Don’t be told, “You need to get a real
job”‘. The arts, music and every other form of creativity
are part of an industry, and they deserve respect, and
this bill puts respect around that concept.
It also is a message to those who would exploit artists
and think they should give away their work for free. I
have got many, many friends who are performers —
musicians — and the number of times they are asked to
perform or that other friends are asked to MC an event,
which might be a conference put on by the big end of
town which has enormous fees to participate in, where
the organisers try to get away with paying peanuts to
the creative artists that perform there just astounds me.
So this is one of the proudest things for me. There are
so many things to be proud about in our first two years,
but not having an arts portfolio and having a creative
industries portfolio makes me really proud.
Post Black Saturday I have seen the arts in a much
different light. I used to think, ‘What on earth does a
music therapist or art therapist do?’. The scales have
fallen from my eyes. My cynicism about that has been
completely driven away. That was because I saw the
role of creativity in telling the story and in ensuring that
it was enshrined in our history so that we could learn
from that terrible time and so those stories could be
handed down to future generations so they would
understand and know particularly about the 173 people
who lost their lives and the tens and thousands of
others — the ripple in the pond — who were impacted
on. It also helped those people to recover to tell the
story. It was part of a process. I know that with my own
grief after that — dealing with grief on a mass scale —
live music was the only thing that made me feel better
in those first 12 months. I know many of the bereaved
who could barely speak for a long time about what had
happened to them, but then being involved in a
community choir meant they found their voice again;
they found happiness. It was like hearing the birds in
the trees again.
I get to go all over regional Victoria as part of my
portfolio responsibilities, and it is just a delightful
thing for me as someone who grew up in regional
Victoria. I have had the great pleasure of opening
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some new initiatives and announcing funding. There
is one thing I have particularly noticed. When I grew
up in regional Victoria you never heard Indigenous
voices — never, ever. They were at the sidelines.
When I think about it, I think that if my younger
sister, who was born in 1974, had been born of an
Indigenous mother, she may well have been stolen.
She may well have been removed, as may I and as
may my two middle sisters. So it was only a few
short years after that time when I was living in
Mildura. I went to school with Indigenous kids, but
aside from the rare times they were asked to present
in class you never heard their words. But now
wherever you go over regional Victoria we are
hearing that creative song. We are hearing it in a
welcome to country. And it is soothing us, I believe.
It is making us make reparations for what we have
done. But also it is opening up this world of culture
that we never knew about. It is going to be a great
driver for the further development of our culture and
our understanding of ourselves, and it is also going to
be a major tourism driver.
I am delighted to be following the member for
Shepparton’s contribution and talking about the future
possibilities for Shepparton. I am really pleased and
privileged that part of my electorate, being the Shire of
Mitchell, is in a tourism arrangement, called the Heart
of Victoria — which is the City of Greater Shepparton
and the shires of Strathbogie, Murrindindi and
Mitchell — to promote the region that is all around the
Goulburn River in the heart of Victoria.
The member for Shepparton spoke about the
Shepparton Art Museum. With the investment this
government has put into the Shepparton Art Museum, I
have absolutely no doubt that Shepparton, with its
great, rich reservoir of Indigenous culture, has the
possibility to absolutely outstrip anything we are seeing
in Bendigo, as magnificent as the Bendigo Art Gallery
is as a driver for economic development for that city
and its arts and culture — and what a brilliant place it
is. I see Acting Speaker Edwards is in the chair and is
looking a bit shocked: ‘Shepparton is coming to get
Bendigo!’ But I will say lovely things about Bendigo.
I was there quite recently and stayed in the magnificent
Art Series Hotel Group hotel, the Schaller Studio. Just
staying in a hotel like that where all around you is
art — how magnificent it makes you feel. That is part
of what is driving that economy and making it such a
great place to be.
The member for Shepparton is absolutely right: with
the right transport links and the improvements on the
rail line that I know she, Jacklyn Symes in the other
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place and I are absolutely dedicated to, we will grow
the arts and culture and we will grow that economy, and
it will be a showcase for the whole state. Gerry Ryan
has also been a great contributor to the Heart of
Victoria with his investments in the Nagambie Lakes. I
went to an event at Mitchelton winery for Halloween
called Hallowine. It had dance, all sorts of installations,
sculpture and music, and it was just brilliant. There are
so many of these examples across regional Victoria.
The government’s support for creative industries means
that these things will grow even more. The member for
Lowan mentioned the silo art trail. What she did not
mention was this was made possible by a $200 000
investment from our creative industries fund because
we actually care about those things. That area of the
state has really struggled with drought and a declining
older population, but visitors are going there in droves,
and we as a government are supporting that.
I really want to pay tribute to the fabulous artists in the
town where I live, Diamond Creek, and the magnificent
Diamond Creek Traders Association, who have created
a gallery called Cube Z. It is a gallery in a shipping
container, and it moves around the township of
Diamond Creek and holds different exhibitions — any
week you can go and see anything. It blows your mind,
what is there. It is engaging the community. There has
been art in all the cafes. Diamond Creek is a destination
for the arts that you are going to see more about,
particularly with the framework that we have around
creative industries.
In conclusion, I would really like to commend Amanda
Gibson, the architect and creative driver of these
initiatives in Diamond Creek. She was also the
blacksmith who pulled together the group of people
who created the Blacksmiths Tree in Strathewen —
welders and ironworkers from all over the world but
specifically those that were bereaved in the bushfires. It
is talent like that this bill before the house harnesses.
We are doing it. We are not standing back and looking
at it. We are getting involved in the creative industries. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — I am very pleased to rise
to speak on the Creative Victoria Bill 2016. This bill is
important as it consolidates and enhances Victoria’s
cultural and arts capacity, and it is an integral part of the
Victorian government’s whole-of-sector approach to
our creative industries. Our creative sectors and
accompanying occupations account for around
$23 billion in gross value added, and they make up
about 8 per cent of the Victorian economy. They
employ around 220 000 people and they provide
Victoria with over $1 billion in cultural tourism
annually. The Andrews Labor government recognises
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that our arts and cultural sectors are integral to the
overall wellbeing of all Victorians, and this includes
mental and physical health, as well as providing social
and recreational benefits.
Quite frankly, who would want to live in a society that
does not have a vibrant, active, well-funded and
thriving cultural heart? Our creative industries are many
and varied, ranging from craft, design, fashion, film and
television, games, literature, music and theatre to visual
and performing arts. A society that does not cherish its
theatres, galleries, museums or its music, literature and
art would be a sterile and mundane society in which to
live. Although it is difficult to quantify, there is also no
doubt that creative industries have a profound effect on
the science and technology and environment and
sustainability sectors and in areas such as education and
communication. Of course, attempting to quantify the
value of our creative industries in terms of numbers and
dollars often misses their true intrinsic value to the
recreational, social and also educational life of all
Victorians. That is why the government has clarified
and consolidated our approach to Victorian arts and
creative industries with the creation of, and increased
funding for, Creative Victoria.
The computer games industry is a perfect example of
how Victoria’s creative industries are adding significant
value to both our economic growth and the cultural
enrichment of our community. There are easily
quantifiable numbers and statistics I can cite to
demonstrate the economic value of this industry to the
Victorian economy. These statistics include the fact that
over 47 per cent of Australia’s digital games developers
and related companies are based in Victoria — and this
figure grows every year. These companies create jobs
and wealth for thousands of Victorians and serve to
boost Victoria’s economic fundamentals. Melbourne is
where Australia’s first digital game was created, and
Victoria was the first state to provide government
investment in game development.
Today, the state’s games sector comprises nearly half
of Australia’s games industry and includes leading
global companies and boutique developers. Nearly
96 per cent of Victorian-made games are made for the
international market. Victoria is home to more than
120 games companies and has a growing pool of
talent, with more than 1000 graduates emerging each
year from games-related courses offered at
20 educational institutions. It is also home to the
Game Developers Association of Australia,
Australia’s peak games industry body, and the Arcade,
a collaborative working space in Southbank that
houses over 30 companies working on entertainment,
games and gamification projects. This combination of
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enterprise and education is the lifeblood of our local
industry. It draws to this state young and talented
people who want to develop their careers and
contribute to this ever-growing sector. More than just
providing tech-related jobs, games require skills from
a range of creative disciplines, from musicians to
visual artists, sound designers and actors. This has
manifested in the creation of game-specific motion
capture studios, game-specific publishing companies
and even public relations firms. There is also
significant collaboration with other IT and creative
sectors.
The sector comes together with national and
international peers annually during Melbourne
International Games Week, an initiative of the
Victorian government that this year was experienced by
more than 60 000 people. Throughout the week, games
made locally were displayed to the world via the Apple
App Store, which led to a locally made game, Agent A,
hitting number one on the games download charts that
week in Australia, New Zealand and China.
Many of my constituents in Yuroke are avid computer
gamers, and they range in age from young children to
young adults and even many older people who are
discovering the many and diverse benefits of gaming.
This increase and interest in computer gaming is
indicative of the trend throughout Victoria, Australia
and the rest of the world. As technology develops and
games become much more sophisticated and visually
appealing, there is no doubt that many more of my
constituents will explore this exciting new technology. I
had my father over the other week and he used my
son’s virtual reality system. He was completely taken
aback by how he could sit in the room and turn the
chair around and see 360-degree graphics in 3D with
real-life scenes. He did an under the sea tour and
thought it was amazing.
I recently attended the PAX gaming event in
Melbourne, and it was a fantastic exhibition of what the
computer games industry has to offer people from all
ages and backgrounds. I was pleased to meet and see so
many Victorian games companies represented and
showcasing their world-leading and world-beating
products. From large, well-invested gaming companies
to struggling independent, or ‘indie’, developers,
Victoria is now the central hub for these industries in
Australia. The indie showcase at the event was an
eye-opener to just how many talented Victorians are
focusing their careers in the computer games industry,
and many of them were very excited about Creative
Victoria’s support for their industry. I was pleased to
hear that Victoria has secured the PAX Australia event
through to 2019.
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I am also thrilled that nine Melbourne game developers
will share in more than $440 000 thanks to the latest
round of Andrews Labor government investment
funding. With games spanning a diverse range of
topics, from a virtual reality journey through 1950s
America, to adventure and detective games, to a story
about a mother searching an alien planet for a cure to
her son’s illness, the strength and diversity of Victoria’s
game developers and the important contribution they
make to the state’s creative reputation is clearly
demonstrated.
As every parent knows, computer games have a value
far beyond numbers, dollars and jobs. They provide
recreation and enjoyment, as well as education, for our
children. Given the prize money that was up for grabs
at the recent PAX event, I am not sure that my constant
harping to get off the computer was the best parental
advice I could have been giving. Victorian schools also
recognise the value of computer games, and that is why
many schools are utilising computer games as an
essential part of their curriculum. They are
incorporating these games into school curriculums so
that they can make learning fun, and it assists children
with learning difficulties.
The Arts Council England’s report titled The Value of
Arts and Culture to People and Society indicates that
there is also growing evidence that engagement in
structured arts and cultural activities improves the
cognitive abilities of children and young people. It also
states:
Research has evidenced that a higher frequency of
engagement with arts and culture is generally associated with
a higher level of subjective wellbeing.

As more tertiary students are choosing IT degrees,
Victoria’s universities are responding with specific
game design courses offered to students. Universities
such as La Trobe, RMIT, Deakin and Swinburne all
offer dedicated game-related courses. There are many
other Victorian educational institutions also offering
game-related content. The extraordinary success and
growth of the Victorian computer games sector means
that many of these graduates will choose Victoria as a
place to work and reside. As Victoria is now the go-to
place for skilled game designers and developers, we are
attracting some of the world’s most skilled and talented
graduates from all over Australia and the world.
The Andrews Labor government recognises that
Victoria’s cultural growth is an essential part of what
makes us unique, and modernising our legislative and
structural approach to the many and varied creative
industries and sectors is a fundamental first step in this
process. As I previously indicated, this legislation will
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provide a new, whole-of-sector approach to focus on
and recognise the private and public benefits of our arts
and creative industries. It is an expression of this
government’s vision and a tangible contribution to
modernising our creative and arts sectors.
The legislation appears before the house as a reflection
of the many views expressed during the concerted
process of public and industry consultation, and the
government is proud to be enhancing the cultural
diversity and enrichment of our great state. I commend
the bill to the house.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — I am very pleased to
rise today to contribute to debate on the Creative
Victoria Bill 2016. The bill before us today repeals an
earlier act, the Arts Victoria Act 1972, and I am
certainly very glad that it does that because what we are
seeing today is legislation which fully recognises this
government’s commitment to the arts and creative
industries in Victoria. I would like to absolutely
commend the Minister for Creative Industries for his
focus on and attention to recognising the extraordinary
contribution and the enormous potential of the arts and
creative industries for their economic, social and
cultural value to Victoria.
Before the 2014 election Labor announced that it would
rename the arts portfolio ‘creative industries’ and move
it from the Department of Premier and Cabinet into
economic development. We said we would create a
new, overarching and integrated cultural body,
combining Arts Victoria and Film Victoria into
Creative Victoria. And we have done just that. This
new state entity is dedicated to growing, supporting and
promoting Victoria’s arts and creative industries, which
includes culture, screen and design.
This bill is clear and unequivocal recognition and
support from the Victorian Parliament for the arts and
creative industries in Victoria, for their financial as well
as intrinsic value to all Victorians. Sadly this is not
something that we have seen from the opposition, nor
are we seeing this at the federal level. Recently the
federal education minister, Simon Birmingham,
referred to creative arts courses as ‘lifestyle choices’
which are not worthy of government support, and we
have heard that the federal government plans to scrap
support for more than 470 courses, including courses at
the National Theatre Drama School in St Kilda, which
the member for Bayswater referred to in her
contribution. It seems that the member for Bayswater
supports that decision to cut that support and that
funding. Well, we on this side of the house do not, and
neither does any state or territory arts minister who
recently called on the federal minister to reinstate that
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support for those courses, because we absolutely
recognise the value of a diverse and vibrant arts and
creative industries offering for all Victorians.
The purposes of the bill are set out in clause 1. As well
as repealing the 1972 act, they recognise principles
relating to the arts and creative industries in Victoria;
establish the office of the chief executive, Creative
Victoria; and provide for the preparation of a strategy
for the arts and creative industries. I am genuinely
excited by this development. I have long believed and
advocated that arts and creative industries have such an
intrinsic value that they contribute to our overall
wellbeing and quality of life, and that the arts improve
our communities and provide enormous opportunity for
expression of creative thought, for critical thinking, for
analysis, for challenging boundaries and just plain awe,
amazement and enjoyment.
We have heard that the arts and creative industries in
Victoria make an enormous contribution to Victoria’s
wealth and prosperity through the visitor economy,
tourism, jobs, trades, training and education. Victoria’s
creative industries generated more than $22 billion in
2013, creating over 220 000 jobs, so we have come a
long way since 1972 and the original act. The
extraordinary contribution made by creative industries
to Victoria’s economy and cultural landscape needs
proper acknowledgement and a steadfast commitment
to make sure that support for this sector is strategic and
secure, not just now but obviously for generations to
come.
The role of creative industries and our view of them
have changed dramatically. No longer are creative
industries a niche activity, too often perceived as being
just available for the privileged few. Contemporary
creative industries are there and should be there for all
Victorians. Most importantly creative industries are
jobs — more than 220 000 jobs — and they are
pathways for alternative views and the expression of
ideas. Creative industries provide opportunities for
social cohesion and improved social and community
outcomes. They are emerging and evolving all the time.
As I maintain, it is not just about galleries and
museums; it is about stories as distinct as the people
who make up our Victorian communities. In that
respect I would like to think that in the creative
industries there is a place for every Victorian and that
every Victorian has access to the creative industries. I
believe it is incumbent upon us to make sure that every
Victorian is able to find their place in the creative
industries. We have heard how broad that is, including
film, design, television, radio, gaming, internet,
software development, theatre, visual and performing
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arts, dance, education and training. Obviously this list
will continue to grow as we recognise and
accommodate emerging art forms and creative systems,
arrangements and practices.
Most notably this bill creates the legislative foundation
that will help us support, grow and mature the arts and
creative industries, and it will make sure that we
continue to identify and nurture new art forms and new
creative industries. By repealing the 1972 act we are
saying that the new approach, the growing appreciation
for Victoria’s creative industries and the enormous
potential afforded by creative industries in Victoria
need a new act. Our creative industries traverse cultural,
social and economic fields and we need legislation that
reflects this and we need legislation which supports the
whole of our creative industries in all their creative
intricacies and differences and in all the possibilities.
We have heard that we have not got here by accident,
that the work in this bill represents the culmination of
significant and extensive community consultation
which was generated through the Creative State. More
than 10 000 people contributed to this consultation
process last year, and we know there is a tremendous
amount of goodwill and support for this new path,
which has renewed, energised and strengthened the
focus on creative industries in Victoria, because more
and more we are beginning to understand and
appreciate the wideranging and comprehensive value
our creative industries make to our everyday lives.
Undeniably creative industries can have a cultural
element to them, but I think they can be defined much
more broadly. If we accept that the cultural industries
have knowledge as their major input, then the extent of
their reach, their influence and their potential is
enormous. This bill recognises that and creates the
framework that is going to support that.
The bill establishes the office of the chief executive and
specifies that the chief executive will, among other
things, develop policy, including the provision of
research, reporting and advice for the relevant minister
and secretary of the department, to consult broadly to
understand the opportunities and challenges facing
people in the arts and creative industries and to develop
strategies to respond. Importantly, this legislation will
require the minister to ensure that a strategy for the arts
and creative industries is prepared every four years. We
have just gone through this process where we have
developed the Creative State, and the strategy will
include things like improving the knowledge,
understanding, appreciation and practice of arts in
Victoria; encouraging and assisting the growth and
impact of the arts and creative industries; and
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promoting and improving access to the arts and creative
industries.
In this year’s budget alone we included $152 million
for a strong and creative cultural sector and our
centrepiece is Creative State. Creative Victoria will
grow and support Victoria’s arts and creative industries.
We are now really well positioned to harness the
power, the strength and the enthusiasm that is our
creative sector. I am delighted to commend this bill to
the house. This legislation and this government
recognise all the different forms of value that creative
industries bring to Victoria.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I am pleased to
rise to make a contribution on this very important bill
before the house this afternoon, the Creative Victoria
Bill 2016. I note that speakers before me have
mentioned how important this change has been. Indeed
it was a promise that we made coming into government
that we would establish Creative Victoria and that we
were publicly committed to introducing this new law,
which would repeal the Arts Victoria Act 1972 and
establish legislative recognition of the status and
operation of Creative Victoria, which of course
expresses this government’s commitment to policy and
indeed enormous support for the creative industries.
This has been a remarkable two years when it comes to
creative industries in Victoria and the arts more
broadly. I note that many of the speakers for the
opposition referred to many, many events — artistic
events, exhibitions, dance concerts et cetera — across
their electorates, including some Indigenous
contributions as well. I think it would be really
important for members of the opposition to note that
many of those were funded by Arts Victoria.
I note that in May this year the federal government
made some significant cuts to the arts across Australia.
If I can, I would just like to read a little section from an
article that was in the Monthly in May. It says:
The Australian arts community could be forgiven for being
triskaidekaphobic.

I have no idea what that means, but I felt I needed to
say it. It continues:
Last Friday, 13 May —

Black Friday as it was known in the arts community —
around 65 arts organisations, including many thought to be
essential to our cultural ecology and unassailable in their
artistic output and fiscal stability, lost their federal funding.
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As the news spread, so did the shock and dismay. Everyone
was braced for grim news, but the outcome was worse than
most people expected.

It then says:
The problem with arts funding is that it’s an arcane and
intricate subject that’s about as sexy as a cheese grater.

I would have to argue the opposite because I think it is
pretty sexy. It continues:
Worse, the ad hoc policies applied by the coalition
government since 2013 make it difficult even for insiders to
follow the vagaries of funding. Yet it’s impossible to
understand the anger of the arts community without
understanding some of these complexities, and in particular
the history behind Friday’s bloodbath.

That is, Black Friday. It continues:
Because, although the money counts in very real ways in
what has happened over the past three years —

federally —
it’s not just about the money.

I just want to refer again to this article because it refers
to:
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for Shepparton may agree or disagree. But clearly not
just Bendigo but indeed the whole central Victoria
region is becoming well renowned for its arts and
culture. Just one event that I know that many in this
chamber are familiar with is the Castlemaine State
Festival, the largest regional festival in Victoria and
probably indeed in Australia. It is held only every
second year, but gee, it is a big festival. It attracts
artists, dancers, singers, performing artists, circus
performers and talented people from right across the
world and indeed across Australia.
Of course every year, every season, the Bendigo
community and the surrounding regions see festivals,
celebrations, expos, markets and parties, and indeed I
think the world comes to Bendigo in our region. There
is a growing calendar of quality events, festivals,
exhibitions and markets such as the annual Bendigo
Easter Festival, held in conjunction with the Maldon
Easter Fair, which is also a fantastic event. We have
fantastic regional food and wine events — I will get to
some of those in a moment — and of course our sport
and cultural celebrations. I am sure that for many
members if they want to pop along to Bendigo or our
region on any weekend, there will be something on that
will tease their interest.

The distress that swept through the Australian arts —

community, and it came —
after a year in which the broader arts community has been
fighting for its life —

federally. The article continues:
There’s a deep anger about the perceived contempt the federal
government shows towards its knowledge industries, which
encompass the sciences as well as the arts, although they are
worth billions of dollars to the Australian economy and
employ hundreds of thousands of people.

This is where I want to cut to the chase, because it says:
And it comes in stark contrast to the Victorian government’s
recently announced Creative Victoria initiative, which is
pumping an extra $115 million into the arts as drivers of a
$23 billion state cultural economy.

I think that is a really important point. The contrast
could not be starker when it comes to what the
Victorian government is investing in creative industries
and what the federal government is cutting from those
very industries.
This bill is extremely important, and I want to refer if I
can to the member for Yan Yean, who mentioned
Bendigo in her contribution. Of course in Bendigo we
know that Bendigo is indeed the cultural and arts centre
of Victoria, whether you like that or not — the member

Of course you cannot go past talking about our fabulous
Bendigo Art Gallery. I hope you have all been along to
see the Maticevski exhibition — I can never pronounce
it! This of course comes on the back of the Marilyn
Monroe exhibition, which brought huge economic
benefits to Bendigo. That was preceded by the white
wedding dress exhibition. We have had so many
fantastic exhibitions and art galleries that have drawn
people from all across Australia to Bendigo.
On top of that we have in Bendigo the fabulous
Ulumbarra Theatre. If members have not been to
Bendigo to see the Ulumbarra Theatre, then I suggest
that they do. This is the re-establishment of the old
Bendigo jail into a fabulous internationally renowned
theatre. Never a day goes by that the theatre is not
booked out for one event or another, and not just events
from across Victoria and Australia, but also local
events. In fact many of our local schools are using
Ulumbarra Theatre for their local concerts and for their
graduations.
In Bendigo in my electorate we have the Great Stupa of
Universal Compassion, which is the largest Buddhist
temple in the western world — in fact the largest
Buddhist temple in the southern hemisphere. If anyone
has not seen our Great Stupa, I would encourage you to
get along and see it, because it truly is magnificent. It
attracts Buddhists and other religious organisations and
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people from right across the world — not just
Buddhists, but indeed people from all sorts of religions.
I could go on and on about the number of events that
we have in Bendigo: the Bendigo International
Madison, the Bendigo food and wine festival, the
Bendigo Craft Beer and Cider Festival, the Festival of
Cultures and the Eaglehawk Dahlia and Arts Festival.
There is the Scots Day Out, which is a more recent
festival that attracts people from all over who are
interested in Scottish music — there are bagpipes
everywhere. The Bendigo Easter Festival I already
mentioned, and there is the fabulous Bendigo Queer
Film Festival, which is attracting more and more people
every year. Of course there is Groove in the Moo. We
have the winemakers festival; the Festival of Light,
which is also held at the Great Stupa; the Festival of
Lamb, the Australian Sheep and Wool Show and the
women of wool show; the Bendigo Writers Festival;
Bendigo on the Hop; and the list goes on and on.
Ms Knight — Is there nothing at Castlemaine?
Ms EDWARDS — I am getting to Castlemaine. Of
course I have mentioned Castlemaine, indeed the
Castlemaine State Festival. Maticevski: Dark
Wonderland is currently at the art gallery, and of course
there is the wonderful Bendigo Spring Racing Carnival.
There is the Bendigo Blues and Roots Music Festival
and the Bendigo National Swap Meet, and more
broadly across the region there is Newstead Live Music
Festival, the Maldon Australia Day celebrations,
Fryerstown Antique Fair, Rock in the Vine at Sutton
Grange winery — the list goes on and on.
What I want to say about all of these events is that they
are supported by Creative Victoria — by the enormous
amount of funds that this government is putting into
making sure that our regions are thriving and growing,
that we have economic development and that we have
jobs. These are so vitally important to our regions.
Creative Victoria is a fantastic initiative of the Andrews
Labor government, and I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It is indeed
a pleasure to rise this afternoon to speak on the Creative
Victoria Bill 2016. This bill builds on the exceptional
work of the Minister for Creative Industries in
launching in May this year the document Creative
State — Victoria’s First Creative Industries Strategy
2016–2020.
I cannot launch into the main part of my contribution
without commenting on the input to the debate in this
chamber given by the shadow minister for arts and
culture. I have to admit that I was sitting there thinking,
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‘What would Margaret and David say about that
performance?’. I am a bit of a fan of At the Movies.
David is a pretty harsh marker, but I think he would
have been sitting there thinking, ‘What the heck did all
that mean?’. I think he would be struggling to give it
one star. My husband actually says, ‘You’re more like
Margaret than David when it comes to film choice’, but
I even think Margaret would be saying, ‘Oh David! On
this occasion you are right. It was barely a one-star
performance’.
The shadow minister failed to see that not only is this
bill the result of an incredible commitment by the
government, in consultation with more than
10 000 people, to bring a bill to the house that updates
legislation to put the arts at the forefront of government
decision-making but also that it provides an incredible
legislative environment for the flourishing of the arts in
Victoria.
The shadow minister said that government members
failed to talk about jobs in this space. If you go and look
at the Creative Victoria Bill 2016, you see that Creative
Victoria is actually located in the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources. Creative Victoria is about acknowledging
the value of people who do creative things and saying
that they should be rewarded and be well regarded.
When they need it they should have the support of
government and other sectors, including the
philanthropic sector, that want to get behind them and
make sure that Victoria’s reputation as the cultural
capital of Australia is recognised and promoted. I think
the minister actually says it very well in the foreword of
Creative State. He said:
Creativity and cultural activity enriches our human condition.
It defines who we are. It changes and reshapes our world. It
inspires us, helps us build stronger, more cohesive
communities. It increasingly drives new jobs and innovation.
Creative and cultural industries —

and I really love this —
can be life affirming, life changing and lifesaving.

The minister is committed to growing the creative
industries portfolio into something that is more than a
jobs creation package. It is about creating the vitality,
the environment and the ecosystem that will drive
creative people to put their hands up and say, ‘I will
give it a go’.
I would like to say to the shadow minister that when
she is next talking to Senator Birmingham or Senator
Fifield, she should have a talk to them about how they
should be providing vocational education and training
help and supporting the Victorian certificate of
advanced learning sector in providing pathways for our
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young people. In fact it should not just be about
providing pathways only for young people. We should
include mums returning to work who think, ‘I’m going
to give this creative space a go and try to make a living
out of it’ — or perhaps they could just have a little bit
of fun in pursuing an endeavour they could not afford
beforehand.
The coalition should get behind the Victorian
government’s desire to make sure that students who
want to study in the creative space are supported.
Currently, if you look at the federal minister’s decision
on this, the government has suggested that the
eligibility for inclusion rests on courses being on the
skills needs list of at least two states — that is a
ridiculous criterion — and aligned with our national
priorities in science, technology, engineering,
mathematics and agriculture. What is missing from that
statement? The creative industries are missing from that
statement. We need to have a creative Victoria, but we
need to have a creative Victoria that has educational
pathways to make sure that people who want to study in
the arts and culture space have the same access to the
educational experience as other people who want to
study science, technology and engineering.
Why is this important? The Minister for Creative
Industries has identified it: it is life changing and it is
life affirming and lifesaving in many ways. The
member for Bayswater, the former minister, actually
said it has taken a long time for this legislation to come
to the house. Last time I looked she was the minister
and she had an opportunity to deliver such a package. It
is time, and we knew that this was needed, because
when we were in opposition the present minister was
actually out there talking to thousands of people in the
sector. I am not referring to the people who somehow
went to the former minister and said that they were
overlooked or not heard, although that is really hard to
believe when you look at how many people have been
consulted for the Creative Industries Bill and also the
Creative State document. The Arts Victoria Act was
passed in 1972, so the former minister is right — it is
about time — but she had that time on her hands to do
something about it and chose not to.
When people on this side of the house make election
commitments, we actually think it is important to
deliver on them. It may not be about the delivery of a
school or a hospital which people are intensely
interested in, but it is about delivering for sectors like
the arts sector, the creative industries sector, which
deserves our commitment, our esteem and our
dedication. The creative industries portfolio is an
important portfolio, and this bill is an important bill. It
establishes an entity that will have a CEO that will be
totally focused on making sure that the creative
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industries are well supported and expanded. Yes, we
need to do this because it creates jobs, but lots of people
will also benefit from this.
Here in Victoria we actually lead the way in making
sure that not only does the creative sector create jobs
but also involves everybody — including the
community and business — in growing the enjoyment,
the pride and the experience that you get from going to
an art gallery, a fashion show, a games industry
exhibition, a craft activity or a film. Victoria accounts
for over half of Australia’s television drama production
and half of Australia’s digital game sector. These are
the new creative industries; they need government
support and they need to be recognised.
I have a very interesting statistic. We often go down to
the National Gallery of Victoria (NGV) and see what is
happening down there. The cultural collection that is in
the art gallery is actually worth over $5 billion. It is an
extraordinary collection. I read in the Saturday Age — I
think it was two weeks ago in the review section — that
the national gallery is developing the talents of local
artists.
We have to pay tribute here to the late Lynne Kosky.
She said that Melbourne should not only be the creative
state, a place where arts, culture, books, plays and film
are very highly valued, but also the design capital of
Australia. I think that Victoria, and Melbourne
especially, is very well positioned to be the design
capital of the Southern Hemisphere. When you go to
Scandinavian countries you see wonderful art galleries,
wonderful precincts, artists and artisans beavering away
in their shops and in their studios producing some
amazing work. That is happening in Victoria as well. I
was very pleased to see the NGV extending the range in
its shop recently. You can actually go down to the
NGV shop and buy a piece of jewellery, a piece of
pottery, a silk scarf or whatever might be your
predilection in beautiful things. It is a really strong
focus on promoting Victorian design.
This is a terrific bill. Yes, it is about time, but it has
taken this minister and this Labor government to
deliver again on one of its election commitments. I
have no doubt that Victoria will continue to thrive and
be the creative state of Australia. I commend the bill to
the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HALFPENNY
(Thomastown).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY
CONTRACTORS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 November; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Industrial Relations).
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr CLARK
(Box Hill) under standing orders.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This is a bill to update
references to bodies that are entitled to nominate
members to serve on the Forestry Industry Council and
to provide a mechanism for nominating bodies to be
changed in future for the Forestry Industry Council and
the Transport Industry Council. Both of these councils
are established under the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Act 2005, and they each provide a forum in
which different parties within the transport industry and
the forestry industry are able to canvass views and
address issues faced by the industry and, in the course
of that, to exercise their official functions under the act
to advise and make recommendations to the Minister
for Industrial Relations on the content of codes of
practice, information booklets and rates and costs
schedules; to develop, publish and promote model
contracts; and to advise the minister on any other
matters relevant to owner-driver or forestry haulage and
harvesting contracts respectively and in relation to
commercial practices in their respective industries.
These councils were established in the middle of last
decade, and the feedback from all sides, as far as I am
aware, is that they have generally worked quite well as
forums in which ideas can be exchanged and the
functions of those councils performed.
Over time there have been changes in some of the
organisations that, under the 2005 act, had the right to
nominate members of the Forestry Industry Council,
and the bill changes and updates relevant names. On the
list that was kindly provided to me by the minister’s
office there are currently on the Forestry Industry
Council, alongside the chair, representatives of the
Australian Forest Contractors Association, the
Australian Forest Products Association, the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union, the
Victorian Association of Forest Industries and
VicForests, and then vacant positions from the
Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources and one vacancy each in
respect of VicForests and the Australian Forest
Contractors Association. It seems from that list that the
government might perhaps have anticipated the
changes that have been made by this bill in relation to
nominating bodies.
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The Transport Industry Council, in addition to the chair,
has representatives of the Transport Workers Union, the
Victorian Trades Hall Council, the Victorian Transport
Association and the Victorian Chamber of Commerce
and Industry, with vacancies from VicRoads and the
Australian Industry Group.
Needless to say, the two sectors to which these councils
relate are both very important for the Victorian
economy. Clearly a forestry industry well operated can
be a renewable, sustainable industry, generating
considerable economic wealth for the state as well as
job opportunities and meeting needs for an important
renewable resource. The industry has endured
challenging times in recent years, including the high
Australian dollar, the global financial crisis, bushfires,
constraints on resource availability and others, but the
industry considers that it is — notwithstanding that —
in reasonably good shape with $7 billion in annual sales
and service income and employing directly around
21 000 Victorians. What that industry is looking for in
terms of opportunities to grow and invest in particular
is certainty and security from government, so anything
that threatens that certainty and security is a concern.
The transport industry again is a vital industry for this
state and for this nation, and it has faced serious threats
in recent times. One of the principal concerns of the
opposition about this bill and about the government’s
approach to this sector more generally is what the
government may have in mind. It was concerning that
on the very day I attended 1 Spring Street to be briefed
by the department on this bill, the Minister for
Industrial Relations issued a media release dated
17 November and entitled ‘Victoria puts safety first
with owner driver review’. In that media release the
minister announced a review with the aim of updating
the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Act:
… to improve the conditions of drivers and forestry
contractors and ensure they’re not being exploited.

Later on, it says:
The review will look at the inquiry’s recommendations —

referring to the Victorian inquiry into the labour hire
industry and insecure work —
including a code of practice for the tip truck industry and the
threshold requirements on hirers to provide applicable rates
and costs to owner drivers.

It is that last reference in particular that is very
concerning, because it comes in the context of the
decision by the Turnbull government — the
successfully implemented decision — to scrap the Road
Safety Remuneration Tribunal. The minister’s media
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release explicitly refers to this review that the minister
is announcing in the context of what she referred to as
‘the Turnbull government’s decision to dump the Road
Safety Remuneration Tribunal’.
The concern with the Road Safety Remuneration
Tribunal is that this was an attempt inspired by the
Transport Workers Union to drive self-employed
owner-driver contractors out of business through the
mechanism of setting rates of remuneration that were
completely uneconomic or unsustainable and would
make them uncompetitive to win contracts and
therefore force more and more business towards large
trucking companies which employed unionised
workforces, at the expense of independent operators.
This is something on which the Turnbull government
took a strong stand on behalf of owner-drivers, and it
scrapped that tribunal. A review of the deleterious
effect of the Road Safety Remuneration Tribunal was
tabled in the commonwealth Parliament in September
last year. That confirms that the payments order that
had been made by the remuneration tribunal was
causing crippling financial hardship for and distress to
thousands of owner-drivers. It was bad for small
business, bad for truck drivers, bad for their families
and bad for the Australian economy. As the federal
Minister for Employment, Michaelia Cash, pointed out
at the time, it was having a terrible human impact on
truck drivers and their families, including on their
mental health, their relationships and their finances, and
many people were losing their livelihoods as a result of
the payments order that was made by the remuneration
tribunal.
It was also clear that the ostensible aim of that tribunal,
of improving road safety, was not being achieved and
indeed there were many other important measures that
could and should be taken — indeed are being taken —
by the commonwealth government to improve road
safety for heavy vehicles. The funds that were
previously being provided to the Road Safety
Remuneration Tribunal have been diverted by the
commonwealth government to the National Heavy
Vehicle Regulator to invest in road safety
improvements.
The federal Minister for Infrastructure and Transport,
Darren Chester, pointed out at the time that the
evidence was showing that while there were heavy
vehicle crashes occurring at a rate which was far too
high for the liking of the government or the community,
in the vast majority of cases of heavy vehicles involved
in a crash, it was the light vehicle driver who was found
to be at fault. So this notion and this pretext that having
a Road Safety Remuneration Tribunal and setting very
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high rates of remuneration — uncompetitive minimum
rates of remuneration — for owner-drivers was going to
improve road safety was completely misguided.
Now we have the state government and the minister,
who has close familial awareness of the Road Safety
Remuneration Tribunal, announcing an inquiry,
including into threshold requirements on hirers to
provide applicable rates and costs to owner-drivers in
the context of the scrapping of the Road Safety
Remuneration Tribunal. In the second-reading speech
for this bill the minister again refers to the issue of what
she describes as ‘low earnings’ and ‘longer hours’ and
the role of the councils in formulating rates and cost
schedules which provide, as the laws currently stand,
‘indicative rates to factor into negotiations between
contractors and hirers’, but at the moment these are
indicative rates rather than binding rates.
What the opposition is looking for the government to
do, in providing a context for the assessment of this bill,
is indicate to the house and to the community exactly
what the government has in mind with this review that
it has announced. This bill is before the house but with
no explanation of what the nexus is between this
current bill and what its future plans are and why it has
come to the house with this relatively modest bill
before us while at the same time proceeding with this
review that has major implications for the transport
industry.
I will conclude by referring to the amendments that I
have asked to be circulated. The government appears to
be allowing only a very limited time for debate on this
bill, so I will limit my remarks in order to provide
opportunities for other speakers. The amendments that I
am putting forward on behalf of the opposition seek to
ensure that where the minister, under the bill, nominates
a replacement body for a body named in the act that has
ceased to exist, once that body has been nominated that
nomination takes the place of the body that it has been
nominated instead of, and cannot then be removed at
will by the minister and replaced with another
alternative body.
Unfortunately we have seen in other contexts that this
government is quite willing to sack or dump or disband
individuals or bodies or organisations with which it
disagrees. The last thing we want is that, once a named
organisation has gone out of existence and been
replaced with one nominated by the minister, if that
body or its representative offends the minister of the
day — be it the current minister or a future minister —
they can simply be axed and someone else nominated
in their place to put forward a representative on the
council.
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That may not be the government’s and the minister’s
intention — I certainly hope it would not be in this
instance — and if that is the case, then I would certainly
welcome the government accepting the opposition’s
amendments or putting forward its own amendments in
similar terms, to put absolutely beyond doubt that once
the minister has nominated a replacement body, an
alternative body, that body as it were is deemed to be a
nominating body referred to in the act so it cannot in the
future be dumped by the minister of the day, if that
minister ever wanted to do so.
I will conclude at this point, but we do seek from the
government some explanation of the context of this bill
in relation to the owner-driver review. We certainly
believe the bill would be improved by the amendments
that we have put forward, but the opposition parties do
not oppose the bill.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Amendment Bill 2016. I am quite surprised
that the manager of opposition business managed to
stretch out for nearly 15 minutes on a piece of the bill in
confected anxiety. I honestly did not think that the
manager of opposition business could speak for that
long on what is a straightforward piece of legislation.
The member for Box Hill, the manager of opposition
business, has indicated that he is proposing to amend
this legislation. Those amendments the government
may wish to consider, or may consider, in the other
place, but that is not for us in this place. The manager
of opposition business also referred to the limited time
for members to speak on this bill. Well, that is in part
due to the fact that the government is seeking to
accommodate the wishes of the opposition for some of
its members to speak on the budget papers, which
take-note motion is due to be dispatched this week. We
are trying to be as flexible and accommodating as we
can be of some of the whims and wishes and desires of
the opposition, but we do have limits.
Anyhow, it is a very straightforward piece of
legislation. The bill is looking at ensuring that where
you have got a representative of a body that is
participating in relation to the ministerial advisory
council and that body ceases to exist for a variety of
reasons, there is the ability for the minister to appoint
another person to represent the interests of the industry.
It is a very, very straightforward piece of legislation. It
is very clear; it is very straightforward.
The second-reading speech talks about some of the
challenges that owner-drivers confront in our
community. In preparing for this bill, I was interested to
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recall a conversation I had with Mark Ward, otherwise
known as ‘Wardie’, who is the chief executive officer
of Officeworks. I remember talking to Wardie a couple
years ago and he asked me, ‘What do you think the
average age of a person is who starts up a small
business?’. There I was thinking it was probably some
propeller head, 25 or 30 years of age, a gen Y or
millennial and someone who has got far more street
credibility than I have as the member of Essendon, but
the answer was actually 53. The average age of a
person starting a small business is 53. Invariably these
are people who have lost a job or have had to leave
their industry of choice and they have had to buy a
business and start a new job.
My father-in-law was a bricklayer and a member of the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union. He
injured himself in a workplace accident and could never
work again. In his case, he purchased a courier truck as
an owner-driver. He was a little bit older than 53 when
he did that, but not much older. These people are
vulnerable. You have to think to yourself that you are in
your early or mid-50s, you cannot work for a variety of
reasons in the job you have done for 20, 30, or 40 years,
you have to start all over again in a new role at an
entry-level position and it is in a role where you are at
the whims and vagaries and mercy of your employer.
So ensuring that we as a government can have a
ministerial advisory council in place to provide a voice
for those drivers, for the anxieties that they may
confront, is important.
The member for Box Hill was talking about road safety.
I would have thought that if you have got owner-drivers
who are driving medium or large vehicles, or if you are
talking about forestry workers who are driving very
large vehicles and working very long hours — they are
driving heavy machinery and they are fatigued — then
that does raise questions around road safety. It is
entirely appropriate that we make sure that there is a
body in place where a minister can be very clear about
what is going on out in the field in a real-time sense,
because, as we know, companies change their
structures. They have new owners, they have new
boards of directors, they might have a new CEO and
the direction of the business can change quite
significantly and quite rapidly. If you are sitting on the
Treasury benches and you are the Minister for
Industrial Relations with responsibility for this, you are
probably not necessarily going to be across all that
information when that happens. You are not necessarily
going to know just by picking up the Australian
Financial Review what is going on with a particular
company.
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This bill establishes a ministerial advisory council. Let
us be very clear about this: this piece of legislation had
its genesis back in the days of the Bracks government;
and the great strength of the Bracks government was its
ability to bring together government, business and
unions to build a better community for community
benefit and community interests. We need to be in a
position where we can look at having those structures in
place, where you have got the ability to understand in a
real-time sense what is happening and to be able to
respond. There is not much point after the event saying,
‘Okay, there has been a major decrease in the value of
wages of owner-drivers and many people have
experienced financial distress, have lost their houses or
businesses or have gone broke. Let’s look into that and
do something about it’. It is a bit late then. The reality is
that what you want to have happen when you have a
ministerial advisory council like this in place is to
ensure that you have got the ability to get that real-time
information so that as legislators we are able to respond
quickly and as expeditiously as possible.
The reality is that we are living in uncertain times. We
are living in a changing world, and it is fair and
reasonable that organisations can default or be
dissolved or cease to be relevant or speak for their
industry. We need to make sure that when that does
occur there is an ability for the minister to be able to
make sure we have got the right people as members of
that ministerial advisory committee. It is a really
straightforward proposition. I do not think it is a good
use of the Parliament’s time that whenever we are
looking at trying to appoint someone new to a
ministerial advisory council we have to come back here
as legislators to debate a bill and pass it through both
houses of Parliament. What should really happen is a
simple case of basically saying, ‘This industry
association or this organisation no longer represents the
people that it purports to represent. We need to make
sure that we have got the right people participating in
this ministerial advisory council. We will therefore
basically remove said person A and insert said person B
from organisation C because they better reflect the
values of and what is going on in the industry’. It is a
really simple proposition.
I am genuinely surprised by the fact that the member
for Box Hill managed to talk for nearly 16 minutes in a
state of anxiety, saying, ‘Well, what about this? What
about that? What about a review? What are you
doing?’.
Mr Walsh — Nobody trusts you.
Mr PEARSON — The Leader of The Nationals
says, ‘Nobody trusts you’. I am assuming he is referring
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to the government; he might be referring to me — you
never quite know with the Leader of The Nationals.
The reality is that we are a government that do what we
say and say what we do, and we are getting on with it.
That is just the reality of life under this government. Is
that not a refreshing change compared to the dismal
failures of those opposite when they last occupied the
Treasury benches? You have to be in a special category
of failure to be the first one-term government in
60 years. It is just extraordinary. You want to put that
on your résumé, don’t you? You want to put on your
résumé, ‘I was a member of the most dysfunctional,
divided, failed administration the state has seen in
60 years’, and take that to Centrelink.
It is a very straightforward piece of legislation. It will
ensure that the legislation stays with the times and is
responsive to the times we live in. I note that the
member for Box Hill has circulated some proposed
amendments. Again, that is something that the
government may wish to consider when the bill is in the
other place; it is not for us to consider here. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Amendment Bill 2016. I am afraid I just
cannot let the opportunity go past without responding to
the member for Essendon and the fact that supposedly
we have a government that do what they say. If my
memory serves me correctly, the Premier made a
hand-on-heart promise before the last election to govern
for all of Victoria, not just for Melbourne. I am afraid,
member for Essendon, your Premier has failed dismally
when it comes to that particular promise.
The Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill, as has been talked about, is amending
the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Act 2005.
That act set up two ministerial councils: the Transport
Industry Council and the Forestry Industry Council,
which represent a balance of hirers and contractors and
bring a high level of expertise to those particular
committees. It is about sharing information and helping
small businesses be part of the debate and have equal
information when it comes to negotiation around pay
rates for logging and those sorts of things.
In talking about this particular bill, I support the
amendments circulated by the member for Box Hill
because I think they actually improve the legislation.
One of the things we have probably noticed in recent
times is that most of the legislation introduced in this
house by the Andrews government actually does need
amending because it is very poorly drafted and does not
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actually set out to achieve the best result for Victoria on
whatever the relevant piece of legislation is.
The key thing that owner-drivers and forestry
contractors need in their businesses, as do the timber
processors, is actually certainty of work, and that means
certainty of timber supply. If you do not have certainty
of timber supply, those particular contractors are then
unsure if they will be able to meet their payments on
the leases of the machinery they have. They are unsure
about meeting the costs of hiring people, and those
people they hire then have uncertainty around meeting
their personal bills and meeting their home loan
payments and those sorts of things. They also have
uncertainty about meeting the general costs they have
in running their businesses. So the key thing that
owner-drivers and forestry contractors need most of all,
like any other small business in Victoria, is certainty
around their business so that they know they have
long-term work into the future.
If you think about that in the context of what the
Andrews government has done to the forestry sector
over the last two years, all it has done is create
uncertainty and reinforce that uncertainty for those
businesses, both on the contractor side and on the
timber processor side. I suppose the classic example of
that would be the statement that is actually in the
Auswest Timbers annual report. Brickworks, the
parent company of Auswest Timbers, in their annual
report said:
After many years of negotiation, the Victorian state
government continues to frustrate efforts to make the required
investments in our East Gippsland timber mills, by denying
certainty of log supply.
These operations now have only nine months supply
contracted, with no clarity being provided beyond that term.
As one of the largest employers in this region, these
investments would provide an important boost for the local
community, as well as enabling Auswest to cost-effectively
meet the strong demand for product from these mills.
However, if an acceptable log contract is unable to be
secured, the East Gippsland facilities will be closed.

You have a business, a significant employer — 65 jobs
are in East Gippsland — that is saying in its annual
report to the stock exchange that if there is no certainty
of supply of timber in the next couple of months, it is
going to make a decision to exit the industry down
there in East Gippsland. That story is replicated across a
lot of other businesses that rely on timber in this state.
What has created all this uncertainty? The government
set up the Forest Industry Taskforce over 12 months
ago. That was supposed to produce a report that was to
give certainty to the industry and a map on the way
forward. That task force still has not come to any
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conclusions after more than 12 months of discussion.
They put out a press release back in September which
said they were actually making progress and having
constructive discussion. Auswest and other businesses
do not want productive discussions; they actually want
certainty for their businesses. They need a long-term
contract for the supply of their timber, and that is just
not happening.
I can remember going to the Victorian forest industries
association dinner a bit over 12 months ago. The
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
delegate Jane Calvert was there, as was the Wilderness
Society’s Amelia Young. At the time we were talking
at that particular function I know Jane said, ‘Give it
12 months, and if we’re not getting somewhere, I’ve
got to do something on behalf of my members to make
sure they have jobs in the future’. Fast-forward
12 months, same function, same dinner, and neither of
those two people actually turned up. Their name tags
were on the table, but they were not there. The
assumption I make is that they are both pretty
disenfranchised — ‘disenfranchised’ is the best
word — from this government because they cannot get
a result on that task force. From Jane’s point of view,
she represents the very workers we are talking about
with this particular piece of legislation. Auswest, if they
do not get a contract shortly, will be exiting the
industry.
The other one — the member for Morwell is in the
chamber, and he knows them very well — is Australian
Paper (AP). Over 1000 direct jobs are at that business.
They rely on the forest industry — the contractors we
are talking about in this particular piece of
legislation — to supply them timber, to harvest and cut
that timber for Australian Paper to protect those jobs at
AP and all the other associated, indirect jobs that go
with that.
Again, AP is very concerned about their supply of
timber into the future. You might ask, ‘What is their
particular concern about supply?’. Their concern is
about the talk, particularly in some parts of the Labor
Party, about wanting a great forest national park. A
great forest national park would actually lock up all the
timber that guarantees AP those 1000 jobs, guarantees
our place as a major producer of paper in this state and
guarantees the jobs in Australian sustainable hardwood
at Heyfield, with another 200 jobs, and all the other
associated jobs that hang off that particular sector of
forest here in Victoria. So again there is a real lack of
certainty because of all the discussions about a need for
a great forest national park. I know very clearly and
those on this side of the house know very clearly that to
achieve the environmental outcomes that are needed in

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY CONTRACTORS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Tuesday, 6 December 2016

ASSEMBLY

this state, there is no need to go ahead with the great
forest national park. They are being achieved by the
industry as it is now.
The last thing I would like to touch on is the Socialist
Republic of the Banyule City Council and their motion
to sign the ethical paper pledge, an absolutely ridiculous
decision by a council whereby they are now going to
buy imported paper from Austria rather than buying
Australian paper that actually comes from sustainable
management of our native forests and our managed
plantations. The City of Banyule, I think, is being
absolutely un-Australian in the decision that they have
made about this particular issue — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — As the interjector says, they are
disgraceful in what they have done. They are saying
that the people of Latrobe Valley that harvest this
timber, haul this timber and make this paper are not
deserving of someone to buy that particular paper. They
are not supporting Australian jobs in the decisions they
have made, and I think they should hang their heads in
shame for what they have done to this state. To think
that they would be importing paper from Austria rather
than using Australian paper to me just defies logic.
Acting Speaker, it is a fairly small bill as you said when
you made your contribution, but I think it just
underlines the importance of this industry to the
economy of Victoria and particularly to communities
like the Latrobe Valley that actually rely on this very
precious resource we have, this resource that I believe
will be very well managed into the future. What the
players want out of it is certainty, and particularly
certainty from the Andrews government, who are just
creating uncertainty rather than certainty for all of those
people that work in this sector.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — It is a pleasure
this afternoon to rise and speak on the Owner Drivers
and Forestry Contractors Amendment Bill 2016.
Firstly I would say that I actually come from a logging
family, a truck-driving family. My relatives owned a
mill out near Noojee in East Gippsland, and I think
they still own the Toolshed Bar out that way as well.
A lot of dirt-bike riders stop by and keep that place
alive. I also have some truck-driving relatives in
Bairnsdale who are still driving trucks. We do need to
look after these people. It is a hard job and it is a very
demanding job too.
Just before we go into that, I would like to touch on
something that the members for Essendon and Murray
Plains touched on, and that is trust. During question
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time I heard with my own ears that 15 to 20 people had
been carjacked or had been subjected to attempted
carjackings in the last week on Geelong Road. I am
pretty sure I also heard, with those same ears, that
Victoria Police know nothing about this. Is that
misleading Parliament? Is that a sign we cannot trust
somebody? Maybe.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms McLeish — On a point of order, Speaker,
regarding relevance. I fail to see what the member for
Frankston’s comments have to do with this bill that is
before the house, and I ask you to bring him back to the
bill.
Mr EDBROOKE — It is not worth talking on a
point of order, but it has been a wideranging debate,
and we are talking about trust. I am actually surprised
that the member for Murray Plains is not all for the
great forest national park, because there might be some
black cats there. I mean, where did this come from? Did
a bunch of guys go camping in the bush, pop a couple
of cans — this is relevant — and think, ‘Hang on, I’ve
got a really good idea. I think it’s in Victoria’s interests
that we put up some money and we go and find this
ancient black cat from the old Ashton Circus’, or
whatever it was, ‘in the valley’? And they are still
looking for it. So how can we trust you?
Back to the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2016. So what does the original act
actually do? The Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Act 2005 assists our small businesses in the
transport industry by providing them with information
and support essential to running successful operations.
As we have already heard from quite a few members in
the chamber, a lot of the people that run these
businesses are running family businesses or are sole
traders. The act was established under the Bracks Labor
government in 2005 to improve the position of small
business owner-drivers and forestry contractors. The act
established two ministerial advisory councils and
provided a dispute settlement system through the
Victorian small business commissioner.
The Victorian owner-drivers and forestry contractors
scheme was established by the Labor government in
2005, and I think it has improved the position of small
business owners. The act is based upon a ‘light touch’
approach to regulation, and it applies to businesses that
operate a maximum of three vehicles where the owner
also drives one of the vehicles. It does not apply to
employee drivers. The Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Act assists small businesses in the industry
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by providing them with information and support
essential to running successful operations.
The original act was developed in the face of evidence
that owner-drivers and forestry contractors earn low
incomes and experience a high level of business failure.
They work long hours and face high ongoing costs to
keep their businesses running. I can say from personal
family experience that there are unique challenges for
people in this business: long hours and high
maintenance costs. To run some of the machinery they
do, it does take a fair amount in the bank to keep them
going. They are also the people that operate these heavy
vehicles and the heavy machinery on our roads, and we
should give thought to the fact that these people are
running on a very small margin at times. We do need to
help them wherever we can.
Under the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Act,
the Victorian small business commissioner (VSBC)
provides a timely and cost-effective dispute resolution
service for owner-drivers. From 2006 to March 2016,
of the 242 disputes mediated by the VSBC, 202 — or
83.5 per cent — were successfully resolved.
The bill before us today proposes two amendments to
the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Act. Even
though we had the shadow Attorney-General, the
member for Hawthorn, talk for 16 minutes, I see that
there are no amendments proposed to this bill, and it
will hopefully go through as a bipartisan piece of
legislation. The first amendment updates the names of
certain bodies nominating members of the Forestry
Industry Council, or FIC. The FIC is one of two
ministerial advisory councils established under the act,
the other of course being the Transport Industry
Council (TIC). The amendment is deemed necessary as
there have been changes to the representative bodies
identified in the act since it came into operation. Two
organisations have ceased to exist in their original form
and as a result of machinery-of-government changes, it
is necessary for the act to refer to the new Department
of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources.
The second proposed amendment will allow the
minister to select an alternative representative body that
can nominate a member to the councils. At present
there is no provision made for when a body identified
in the act ceases to exist. This is what has happened
with the FIC. So it is a pretty straightforward bill.
The functions of the FIC and TIC are also fairly
straightforward. The Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Act establish the Forestry Industry Council
and the Transport Industry Council. The councils
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provide advice to the Minister for Industrial Relations
and develop guidance information to assist
owner-drivers and forestry contractors. There has been
widespread acceptance of this. Many people have been
consulted on it, and we are not expecting any
opposition. All the members of the FIC have been
consulted. They know that the changes will not alter the
balance between unions and industry organisations,
which is of course very important.
As I was saying earlier, it is very important to stand up
for these employers and employees. They are running
on very small margins. They are often family
businesses and they can hit the wall quite easily. That
would be a disaster for many people in those country
areas. I know in the area around Noojee, Rawson and
Erica there are many old sawmills that have fallen by
the wayside. It is often worth a bit of a walk or a dirt
bike ride up there to see a bit of history. Often you can
see the old steam boilers and whatnot from the mills,
but it does go to show at what sort of margin these
businesses operate and how fickle those businesses can
be, even aside from driving the trucks.
As far as safety goes, we know that owner-driving is a
profession that requires a lot of concentration and a lot
of training. Before I became a state member of
Parliament I was actually a VicRoads-accredited
driving instructor. I spent two months learning how to
teach people how to drive trucks. When you get down
to the nitty-gritty of what some of these people have to
know it is not just about putting your foot to the floor
and steering the truck; there is quite a bit to it when you
talk about the massive loads, the centre of gravity and
how they actually have to manage these vehicles on
some really bad surfaces in some of those High
Country areas. It is definitely worth just a bit of thought
and consideration of the fact that when these people get
it wrong and accidents happen, it is a life-changing
incident and it means that families are changed
dramatically forever.
In bills like this one we are trying to legislate to make
things easier for these businesses and to put more
legislation forward to secure these businesses and make
sure there is longevity and that these businesses can
keep on supplying Australian Paper and other
businesses in those areas as well. With that, I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — It is a pleasure
to rise to speak on the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Amendment Bill 2016. Can I say at the
outset that I am quite pleased to see that the member for
Frankston has such great empathy for the industry and
what it has to deal with on a day-to-day basis. It is great
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to hear from that side of the house that there is some
understanding. Of course the ultimate aim for this
industry is to get bipartisan support to make sure that it
can survive into the future and provide what Victorians
need in terms of timber products.
Getting back to the bill, its purpose is to provide for
future changes in the bodies that are entitled to
nominate members of the Transport Industry Council
(TIC) and the Forestry Industry Council (FIC) and to
update the nominating bodies for the FIC that are
named in the act. That really relates to non-nominating
bodies to the Forestry Industry Council, so the old
Department of Primary Industries will be replaced by
the Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources, the Australian Plantation
Products and Paper Industry Council Ltd will be
replaced with the Australian Forest Product Association
Ltd, and the Victorian Harvesting and Cartage Council
will be replaced with the Australian Forest Contractors
Association Ltd.
Just on the Victorian Harvesting and Cartage Council, I
had a 30-year involvement in the timber industry as a
harvest and haulage contractor, and at the end of that
time in 2003 I became the CEO of the Victorian
Harvesting and Cartage Council, so I was the
representative on the Forestry Industry Council. At that
time the council was really set up to establish an agreed
set of rates to be used as a guide for contractors, in
particular new entrants to the industry, and also put in
place a dispute resolution process, as the member for
Frankston alluded to. It was really about making sure
that the financial viability of harvesting and cartage
contractors was maintained. It was more about
information. One of the member associations of the
Forest Industry Council was the forestry division of the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU). I think Jane Calvert was the representative
at that time.
In my 30 years in the industry as a harvesting and
haulage contractor generally the industry had a very
good relationship with what was originally the Timber
Workers Union and which then became the forestry
division of the CFMEU. Most contractors, in fact all
contractors, paid well above the award rate and that
made it easier to have a good relationship with the
union, but one of the most challenging aspects of our
industry was safety. The union, the contractors’
associations and the contractors themselves were as one
when it came to that particular issue, so there were a lot
of common issues between the union and the industry
throughout the 30 years that I was involved in the
industry.
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The other thing that harvesting and haulage contractors
were challenged by around that time when the Forestry
Industry Council was set up was the ever-increasing
capital cost of plant and equipment that they were
expected to meet. There was new equipment coming
on-stream; it was very expensive, but it did improve
safety and it did improve productivity, so therefore it
was a no-brainer that the industry had to head down
that path and commit to those improvements. But it did
come at a significant cost and sometimes it was very
difficult to get those who we were supplying — those
users of timber products, those processors that
contractors supply their products to — to understand
just what sort of financial commitment was being made
and the difficulties that came from that, in particular as
our banks were getting nervous, and they were getting
nervous at that time because of the green pressure that
was being imposed on the native forest industry.
The Forestry Industry Council served a really good
purpose during those times, and it will continue to do
so. Just as an example, when my sons and I left the
industry in 2003, to replace all of our equipment at that
time would have meant a cost of about $6 million, so
we are not talking small bickies when it comes to the
financial pressure and commitment that contractors are
expected to make.
The other part of it, as the Leader of The Nationals
said, is about giving industry — the harvest and haul
sector in particular — some certainty and security for
the future to encourage them to invest and be able to
keep up with changing technology. But what we have
seen in recent times again is the uncertainty that
comes about and which has impacted the industry over
many, many years.
I want to go back to about 1987 when the late Joan
Kirner was the Minister for Conservation, Forests
and Lands and put in place the first timber industry
strategy. The aim of that strategy was really about
giving industry certainty and encouraging it to invest
so that it could value-add its product. Back at that
time East Gippsland had an annual harvest of around
340 000 cubic metres, a significant amount of timber.
The timber industry strategy actually reduced that
volume by about half — back to about 176 000 cubic
metres. That had an enormous impact on towns like
Orbost, Bendoc, Cann River and Buchan. Actually
those communities have never recovered from that. I
am not blaming Joan Kirner for this because there
was an angle to the reasons for which she really
changed things in East Gippsland. But just to give
the example of the ongoing pressure the industry has
faced from the Greens since 1987: I note the East
Gippsland area now has an annual harvest of only
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50 000 cubic metres, so it has really, really taken a
lot of cutback, some of it on the back of the
extension of the national park that was declared by
the previous Labor government. It is just an
illustration of the constant pressure from the Greens,
and naturally I will say some of it is unwarranted but,
whichever way it goes, the industry has had to deal
with that.
When Joan Kirner introduced the timber industry
strategy it was really about shifting the focus from East
Gippsland to the Central Highlands. The amount being
harvested in the Central Highlands was supposed to
increase to offset the cutbacks in East Gippsland. It is
interesting to note today that the push by the Greens for
a great forest national park is directed straight at the ash
resource in the Central Highlands.
Of course we have our gumnut fairies — or the Greens,
as I call them — and their mates in this house, who use
misinformation to support their ambit claim. I guess
that is the issue that the industry has had to deal with
over many, many years. It is not so much the
information that has been put out; it is the
misinformation. The way the industry has been painted
over the years has been from a base of one-sided
information that is not correct. This is another
example — with the ambit claim of the great forest
national park. They tug on the emotional heart strings
of many good people, many of them in Melbourne, by
claiming that the Leadbeater’s possum is facing
extinction, whereas in actual fact there have been
280 sightings in this year alone of colonies outside the
reserve system.
You must bear in mind that the native forest industry
has access to only 6 per cent of our public native forest
resource, and as little as 0.3 per cent of that is harvested
each year. Still the Greens are not satisfied. They will
not give up until all native forest is locked up in parks
and the native forest industry is dead and buried. The
absolute hypocrisy of this approach is shown by the fact
that our timber needs will have to be sourced from
overseas, including from Third World countries that
have no forest management practices at all. Victorians
will be supporting the continuing devastation of
rainforest, particularly in Malaysia, Indonesia and
Papua New Guinea, as they seek to satisfy the growing
demand for good quality hardwood timber. Currently in
Victoria no areas of old-growth forest are logged, and
rainforest is also set aside and protected.
What I am saying is that the industry is sustainable,
both environmentally and economically, if it is allowed
to have reasonable access to a reasonable amount of
native forest. It continues to adjust the rates of harvest
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to ensure sustainability in the face of bushfire and
threatened species management.
In closing I note that the coalition will not be opposing
this bill but will seek to move an amendment to ensure
the minister does not have the power to change the
membership of the Forestry Industry Council for any
other reason than to fill a vacancy that has genuinely
arisen. We do not want, and industry does not want, the
minister to be able to use their power to remove a
member organisation from the council for purely
political motives.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me pleasure to
rise this afternoon to speak on the Owner Drivers and
Forestry Contractors Amendment Bill 2016. I support
the amendments proposed by the member for Box Hill
and totally support the comments made by the member
for Narracan and indeed the Leader of The Nationals in
their contributions.
The bill provides for future changes in the bodies
entitled to nominate members of the Transport Industry
Council and the Forestry Industry Council and to
update the nominating bodies for the Forestry Industry
Council that are named in the act. As I said I support
the amendments put forward by the member for Box
Hill. From a Gippsland perspective and from a Latrobe
city prospective, the timber and forestry industry is
absolutely critical for the economy and jobs in our
community.
In terms of looking at some of the fast facts relating to
the industry in Gippsland, it is worth noting its
contribution on many fronts. Sixty-seven per cent of
land in the Gippsland region is actually made up of
state-owned forests, national parks and reserves, and
native freehold forest. That is 67 per cent of the land, so
that is a massive indication by anybody’s level. Also,
29 per cent of Victoria’s agriculture, forestry and
fishing exports are contributed by the Gippsland
region — that is substantial — and 37 per cent of
Gippsland businesses are involved in agriculture and
fishing, and 15 per cent of Gippsland businesses are
involved in agriculture and fishing processing
operations. So as you can see it is an industry that is
absolutely critical to our region, and I am sure other
members such as the member for Gippsland East will
elaborate further on that.
One of the items the Leader of The Nationals
mentioned in his contribution was the critical element
of the supply of timber to a number of mills right across
the Gippsland region and to businesses that sit
underneath them. From a Morwell electorate
perspective, Australian Paper is a massive employer for
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Gippslanders directly but also indirectly; there are a
number of businesses that sit underneath it. Supply of
timber is absolutely critical.
In my electorate we have Hancock Victorian
Plantations (HVP), which has plantations right across
Gippsland and a number of plantations within the
Latrobe City Council area. They are constrained at the
moment by a number of leases that they have with the
state government that have not been resolved and need
to be resolved quickly and promptly. Unfortunately
what that adds to the scenario as played out by the
Leader of The Nationals is similar to what is happening
with Auswest Timbers, which I am sure the member for
Gippsland East will speak about as well. Whether it is
HVP, Australian Paper, Auswest, Carter Holt Harvey
or Fisher’s Timber Preservation in Morwell, there is
just this air of uncertainty at the moment that really
comes back to the supply of timber.
Granted, not all of this sits within the state
government’s domain; there are issues that have
contributed to supply problems such as bushfires,
something that in many respects we do not have a great
deal of control over — and unfortunately over recent
years many parts of Gippsland have had their timber
supplies impacted by bushfires. In some respects that is
a little bit out of control. But when you have plantations
that fall under the lease of the state government,
decisions or non-decisions around the great forest
national park or the timber task force that cannot come
to conclusions, what you have in this industry is
massive uncertainty. I am not really sure if the
government or even the broader Victorian community
understand the urgency that is required in resolving
some of these issues. But the fact is it needs to happen,
and happen very quickly.
In my electorate we have obviously got the situation
happening right here and now with Hazelwood power
station closing down, with literally thousands of jobs
most likely to be lost. The real fear is about the next
step — what happens to Australian Paper? I do not
want to put the fear of God into anybody, but they have
some enormous challenges. They have enormous
challenges with respect to gas prices. They are one of
the largest users, or the largest user, of gas in this state.
They have also got issues with supply of timber, as I
mentioned before.
But one of the things that really gets up my nose — and
I raised this in Parliament in the last sitting week — is
Banyule City Council’s recent decision to ban Reflex
paper. It is just extraordinary that a council would deem
it much better to import paper from Austria than to use
Australian-made paper. When we are talking about
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imported paper, it comes from jurisdictions that often
do not have the same forestry standards, environmental
standards or compliance that we have to contend with
here in Australia. It makes absolutely no sense to me in
a time of need when we really need all Victorians and
all Australians to get right behind Australian Paper. I
cannot for the life of me understand that decision, and I
am sure many members on all sides of Parliament here
would nod their heads and support my position on that.
I will go back a step. Late last year the employees and
staff of Australian Paper, unions and local members of
Parliament all got together to talk about some of those
challenges for Australian Paper. In a crowded hall at the
Morwell football ground we talked about some of those
challenges for the company at the time. Not the least of
these problems was the imports that they have to
contend with. We still need the federal government to
make sure that the paper that is coming in does so in a
reasonable manner and is not going to impact upon the
paper that Australian Paper manufactures right here in
Victoria. We also need to make sure where possible
that government departments and agencies at all levels
do the right thing to try to support locally manufactured
products such as those made at Australian Paper.
On the positive side of things, during the last
parliamentary term we were able to support Australian
Paper in its endeavours to construct a
multimillion-dollar de-inking plant that is doing some
great work churning out 100 per cent recycled paper. It
is a fantastic product, and I again implore all members
of Parliament, government departments and agencies to
support Australian Paper through that product.
A number of different businesses depend on the
viability and sustainability of this industry, not least
those businesses that operate within the Gippsland
region and particularly within the Latrobe City Council
area. Despite some positive elements of the bill, I
support the amendments that have been proposed by
the member for Box Hill. I can see that the member for
Gippsland East is ready to go, so I will conclude my
comments there.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is my pleasure
to rise to make a contribution on the Owner Drivers and
Forestry Contractors Amendment Bill 2016. In my
short contribution I would like to focus on the East
Gippsland forest contractors, many of them from
families that have been involved in the industry for
many, many generations. We certainly have a
well-managed and sustainable native timber industry in
Victoria. I am bemused by the regular calls from the
Greens to completely remove our native timber
industry. There are clearly some problems with this.
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First of all, there is not enough plantation timber in the
ground to meet the state’s growing demand, particularly
in sawlog supply, or even to supply a company like
Australian Paper in the Latrobe Valley, as we just heard
from the member for Morwell. It is just another
city-based organisation dictating what jobs we can and
cannot have in the country and what pastimes we can
and cannot have in the country.
In my electorate of East Gippsland we have close to
90 per cent of the forest areas under reserve. The
remaining percentage can support a sustainable timber
industry, and it is very important to our local economy.
Both the member for Murray Plains and the member for
Morwell touched on the scenario facing Auswest
Timbers in East Gippsland. It has facilities in Orbost
and Bairnsdale, and it has threatened to close its doors
because of uncertainty in relation to its operations in
East Gippsland. It basically says in its annual report —
and I will paraphrase the comment because it has
already been put on the record by the member for
Murray Plains — that it has simply been frustrated by
not being able to get security of timber supply from this
current government. If it cannot secure this, its East
Gippsland facilities will be closed. Now, this is 40 jobs
in Orbost and 25 jobs in Bairnsdale. For a community
the size of Orbost to lose 40 jobs it has an enormous
impact on the local economy. It impacts the small
businesses in the town and impacts the enrolment of
primary schools, and it is simply because the minister
will not sign off on timber security supply.
I have raised this matter many, many times in this
place, but as yet no steps have been taken to end the
uncertainty. The minister simply says she is waiting on
the forest industry task force to make
recommendations. This is the task force that was meant
to report back in July this year! It got an extension of
time, and a couple of months later it put out a statement
to say it cannot reach any agreement on the important
issues that would provide timber security supply.
As we sit here now in December, we have still got the
Forest Industry Taskforce not having reported back to
the minister and the minister still saying, ‘I am not
going to make a decision until I get the report’. Now it
is time for the government to take some responsibility
and guarantee those 65 direct jobs and give to the
families that are involved — people with kids at school,
people with mortgages — the job security that they
need. It will have a massive impact on our local
economy.
I know that the member for Ovens Valley wants to
make a quick contribution, so I will conclude my short
contribution by again, for the umpteenth time, urging
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the minister to bite the bullet and save these important
timber industry jobs in East Gippsland by giving
security of supply to Auswest Timbers.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I rise to make a
brief contribution on the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Amendment Bill 2016, and as you have
heard, we are not opposing it. The Ovens Valley
electorate, particularly in Myrtleford, is heavily reliant
on the timber industry, and Hancock Victorian
Plantations and Carter Holt Harvey are incredibly
important businesses and major economic drivers in our
region.
The reason why we are very careful and supportive of
the owner-drivers and the forestry contractors is that we
saw a bill introduced federally that established the Road
Safety Remuneration Tribunal, a shambolic facade put
up by the Gillard government to try to hurt our local
contractors. That is why we always have to be very,
very careful when our truck drivers and our local small
businesses are being challenged. Thankfully the
coalition government abolished this tribunal in April of
this year, which allowed 40 000 small businesses and
family-owned truck businesses to continue to do
business. I know Glen and Pauline Kearney in the
Cobram-Barooga region were absolutely astounding
and outstanding in their work to educate federal MPs to
help them throw this tribunal onto the scrap heap. As
we know, Labor is beholden to the union movement,
particularly the what was the timber workers union, and
they try to disguise this union greed as a safety issue.
We have seen today that regional Victoria is the slowest
growing regional area of all of the states in Australia —
81 per cent of the economic activity of our state is in
metropolitan Melbourne. We need to support our rural
and regional businesses. We need to support our
sustainable plantations, our owner-drivers, the transport
product to which we value-add, and other real
economic drivers in our community. I support the
amendments that were put by the Leader of the
Opposition.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms KAIROUZ
(Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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BUDGET PAPERS 2016–17
Debate resumed from 22 June; motion of
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing):
That the house takes note of the budget papers 2016–17.

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It is a
pleasure this afternoon to rise to speak on the budget
papers and to resume the debate. I think it must be
nearly six months since I started this speech, but the
real pleasure of resuming the debate in December is the
fact that what we said we would do we are actually
getting on with doing, so it is a real pleasure to be able
to report that major commitments by this government to
my electorate of Narre Warren South are being
delivered. There are a number of them that I would like
to highlight: the Monash hospital at Casey is now not
only going to be delivered by the government, it is
going to be bigger and better, and that is thanks to an
additional $28.61 million boost from the Andrews
Labor government.
I recently had the pleasure of joining the Premier and
the Minister for Health to announce this, because it will
now mean that Casey Hospital will have 160 new beds,
four additional operating theatres, an intensive care unit
and a day surgery unit, and we will also partner with
Monash University to build a new education and
training facility for medical, nursing and allied health
students at Casey Hospital. So it is not only a win for
the patients who will get to use this new Casey
Hospital, it will also mean that local students will be
able to take advantage of the learning experiences that
are provided in a hospital setting.
In that area I would also like to speak to the fact that I
had the Minister for Training and Skills visit only last
Friday. In keeping with the fact that we are trying to
build a health and education precinct on both the
Chisholm TAFE and Monash University sites — soon
to become the Federation University site — we have
now committed that we are going to have a centre of
excellence for health and education learning at
Chisholm TAFE. This will be in partnership with
La Trobe University, which is going to deliver nursing
places and allied health education for the local area as
well. In the six-month break I have had from speaking
on the budget papers, lots has been happening in that
health and education precinct. But there is more to
report.
This government is very committed to making sure that
the road network in the south-east catches up and then
keeps pace with the requirements of people to get to
work, get home earlier and be able to enjoy more time
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with their family and less time stuck in traffic. That is
why we have committed to the duplication of
Thompsons Road. That will also mean the removal of
the level crossing at Thompsons Road on the
Cranbourne line, which will make an enormous
difference.
I remember during the election campaign that we made
this commitment, a substantial commitment of well
over $100 million, and it was very popular with the
local community. It took those opposite weeks to come
into this space and to agree that this was a priority. It is
a good thing that we won the election because we have
already committed the funding for this project. The
good news is that contracts have been awarded, and I
think we are very, very close to that first sod being
turned. The people in Narre Warren South, Cranbourne
and Carrum will have a lot to celebrate when that
Thompsons Road project gets underway. If you drive
down the Monash Freeway, you will see that that
project has started as well, and there has been a lot of
activity around the Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road
too, with some intersection improvements in the
Greaves Road area. This is all good news for local
residents.
I would also like to report to the house that in the
interim, since the further allocation of funding for
Hampton Park Primary School, the architect has done
the drawings and it is looking like a fantastic project. It
is certainly something that has never been seen in
Hampton Park before. There are going to be some
excellent classrooms there that are going to provide
specifically learning in the science, technology,
engineering and mathematics subject area. This is going
to be a great advantage to those students who have been
studying and learning in poorly constituted buildings
and who now will be able to work and learn in a 21st
century environment.
It is a pleasure to speak further on the budget. I would
like to conclude by just putting on the record that one of
the highlights of this budget is the fact that there has
been a real focus on the outer suburbs. Yes, the outer
suburbs have lots of needs in terms of community
infrastructure and facilities, and the Growing Suburbs
Fund has provided them with an excellent way of
getting the additional funding they need to deliver on
community sporting and recreation facilities earlier than
would normally have happened. Only last week I was
with the mayor of the City of Casey announcing some
joint funding — I think it was $1.4 million — for the
Strathaird Children’s Centre. There is a baby boom on
in Casey, but the fact of the matter is that that baby
boom is going to get even bigger. They expect the
number of babies born in Casey Hospital to double in
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the next 10 years, and that is going to mean more
mothers and more children in need of maternal and
child health services, so it is excellent that this
government in partnership with the City of Casey have
provided some significant funding to build an extension
to the Strathaird Children’s Centre.
But it does not stop there. There are other facilities that
have also benefited from the extra funding from the
Growing Suburbs Fund, such as the Bridgewater
Kindergarten. I think it is in the coming weeks that we
are going to be down there to open that facility. I can
tell members that the parents in the Berwick Chase
estate are very, very pleased to know that that facility
will provide kindergarten spaces for their children —
three and four-year-olds — because we know that if
you can get those foundation years in education correct,
every child has a better opportunity in life.
I started my speech by quoting from the Bible. I would
like to finish with what is probably a new-age version
of what I was talking about. The Andrews Labor
government understands that the prize of winning
government is the chance to work hard, work wisely,
and work with others and for others. I think the
new-age version would probably go something like,
‘Don’t talk; just act. Don’t say; just show. Don’t
promise; just prove’. This is certainly a government that
has encapsulated that in this budget. This is a
government that acts, shows, proves and delivers on its
election commitments. Those bulldozers in the
south-east are working overtime. This Andrews Labor
government is about putting people first and getting
things done.
It has been a pleasure to resume debate on the budget
papers, and I wish the budget papers a speedy passage.
I know that the member for Brighton has been waiting
to speak on the budget, so I really look forward to
hearing what she has to say. I commend the budget
papers to the house.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Well, what
a rotten budget this has been for Victoria. What has it
done for this state, apart from reaffirming the fact that
this Labor government has created the greatest law and
order crisis in our state’s history? What has it done
other than to reaffirm that our energy supplies and our
energy security are in as dangerous a state now as they
have ever been and that we cannot rely on baseload
power like we have been able to for the last 60 or
70 years? What a disgraceful budget this is for those
residents who were promised underground level
crossings by Labor but were betrayed and instead have
sky rail cranes and drills 3 metres from their back
fences all along the rail corridor to Dandenong and as
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will be the case along the southern suburbs to
Frankston.
What a disgrace this budget is to those
60 000 Victorians who put their heart and soul into
defending our state every summer, every autumn, every
spring and even in winter through the volunteer work
they do with the Country Fire Authority. What a
disgrace this budget is for those motorists stuck in
traffic, particularly at the end of the Eastern Freeway,
with nothing to address congestion in any meaningful
way and nothing to deal with the fact that Melbourne is
growing by 100 000 people every year. This
government is more interested in focusing on publicity
stunts and news items at 6.00 p.m. every day than it is
in fixing issues like congestion.
What a disgrace this budget is for education and for
those who invest their children’s future in the public
education system — like I do with mine — when this
government cannot be bothered focusing on issues that
matter to the public education system like literacy,
truancy and the quality of education that those students
are receiving.
What a disgrace it is that this budget and its surplus are
based on the fact that we have seen taxes rise by double
digits in just one budget period like we have never seen
before. What a disgrace it is that this government has
not one population or decentralisation plan to manage
our state’s growth into the future — nothing
whatsoever.
Where do I start? Of course I start with the greatest
challenge our state is facing today, and that is our safety
and security. If you cannot keep your citizens safe, if
you cannot put forward policies that keep your citizens
safe, then your government has failed at its first test.
For two years this government has ignored the fact that
our state is enduring a law and order crisis like we have
never seen before. They have ignored the fact that
where police stations have closed or had their hours
reduced, there has been a massive corresponding
increase in crime. In Ashburton, where this government
has closed the police station, as the member for
Burwood will tell you, Acting Speaker, crime has risen
in one year by 52 per cent; in Carrum Downs, where
the station has had its hours reduced, crime has risen by
47 per cent; and in the beautiful town of Tatura, where
the government has cut the resources of Victoria Police,
crime is up by 35 per cent.
In Waurn Ponds, the fastest growing regional centre in
a non-capital city of under 100 000 people in Australia,
crime is up by over 20 per cent. The member for South
Barwon will tell us it is a disgrace that despite all the
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promises made, all the commitments made by this
government to manage the Waurn Ponds police station,
nothing has been provided. In fact the hours that that
station is open are less today than they were two years
ago, and as a result crime is up more than 20 per cent.
That is also the case in Craigieburn, one of the fastest
growing growth corridors in Australia, where crime is
up 21.4 per cent.
Crime is up by more than 20 per cent in Mount
Waverley and in Mooroolbark, and it is up 20 per cent
in Pakenham. There is a trend here — it is a trend of a
government that has run down our police. It has
degraded those good men and women of Victoria
Police who put their life on the line. This government
could not care for them. They have only cottoned on to
this as an issue because it has become a political issue,
not because it has become an issue of community safety
and actuality. Shame on this government and this weak
Premier, who does not stand up for Victorians and who
frankly cares more about those who are his mates in his
caucus. He could not care less about those who are
enduring double-digit crime rises.
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room at two in the morning. Those Australian
citizens who are committing this crime should have
the book thrown at them. Those who are committing
crimes who are not Australian citizens do not deserve
to stay, simple as that.
Our state deserves to have jobs — not just jobs in
Melbourne, but jobs right across our state in places like
the Latrobe Valley. When my family came to Australia
they were a part of the Latrobe Valley electricity
regeneration scheme, a proud scheme of the Bolte
Liberal government. When they were down there some
worked at Yallourn — Yallourn A as it was then. In the
1980s some went to Loy Yang. Many of my family
worked at Hazelwood, a power station that has been
allowed to shut because of a Labor government that
campaigned for its closure. Shame on the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change — I mean,
is she the energy minister or the environment minister?
Is she campaigning for those jobs or against those jobs?
Utterly conflicted in cabinet, she is a minister who has
presided over the closure of Hazelwood and the
destruction of a thousand jobs in the Latrobe Valley.

Get this right: the Premier is the man who caused this
crisis; he is not the man who will fix this crisis. The
people who will fix this law and order crisis — a
crisis acknowledged by the member for Melton —
are those in the Liberal and Nationals parties,
because we will get to the bottom of cutting back
these weak bail laws of this government. We will
reform our sentencing regime, and we will put
victims first, not perpetrators first.

That is as good as the Andrews government gets. Now
of course who runs up to Morwell, to Churchill, to
Newborough, to Trafalgar, to Yinnar, to Mirboo to say
to all those towns, ‘I am going to be your saviour’?
Well, the man who is their saviour is the man who was
proud to go back to Brunswick or to Richmond to say,
‘Well, look at me, I closed Hazelwood’. That man is
Daniel Andrews. The Premier should be ashamed of
himself for costing a thousand jobs in one of the most
socially disadvantaged areas of Victoria. Morwell,
Traralgon, Churchill, Newborough, Moe — those
people will not forget that the Premier is the man who
campaigned for those jobs to go. They will not forget.
The valley is a proud place. The member for Morwell
knows this firsthand. The member for Narracan knows
this firsthand. It is a proud place with proud
communities. They do not forget those people who
have doublecrossed them. The Premier doublecrossed
the Latrobe Valley and we know it.

Those people who are Australian citizens who
commit these crimes will have the book thrown at
them, as they should. Those people who are not
Australian citizens who repeat-offend do not deserve
to stay in this country. My family, when they came to
Australia, respected the fact that this country gave us
an opportunity. When my mother’s family came as
refugees we respected that this country gave us a
chance, a second chance, at a new life. We respected
this country, we loved this country and we thank God
every day that we had a chance in this country. We
did not commit those crimes to end up in a lounge

He has also doublecrossed many people along the
railway line towards Dandenong. He promised
faithfully that those level crossings would be put
underground if he won the election, boasting that he
would remove those level crossings. No-one has a
problem with removing level crossings; it is a good
policy and the right thing to do. Indeed the member for
Malvern should be congratulated for being the
Treasurer who removed more level crossings in the last
20 years than any Treasurer before him. In the last
20 years — in fact 30 years — the member for Malvern
removed more level crossings. The member for Melton

At the same time we have just seen New South Wales
crime statistics today show that crime is down across
that state, in certain categories by nearly 20 per cent.
With a population more than one and a half million
more than Victoria, crime is down 20 per cent in certain
categories. In Victoria the best we have is a government
and a Premier two years in — half his term of office is
gone — who comes in and says, ‘Well, now I am going
to be Mr Fix It when it comes to crime’.
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may laugh, but these are the facts: he removed more
level crossings than the member for Melton has ever
driven over, simple as that.
Those residents who have been doublecrossed by the
Premier will not forget as they look out at their
backyards. A family I was with, a couple with three
beautiful children, were looking out over their
backyard — 3 metres, and there is a 14-metre drill bit
dropping dust, dropping rocks, dropping stones into the
backyard — —
Mr Nardella — Oh no, construction!
Mr GUY — Member for Melton, I love it when
you come in here. You may laugh at this, you may
treat this with contempt, but none of those families
did. None of those people did when their children
were in the backyard just minutes before a
70-kilogram drill counterweight fell into their
backyard. That is the legacy of this government to
those people. That is going to be the legacy of this
government when those people look out over their
backyards and find a 20-metre structure where this
government had promised to put the structures
underground, simple as that.
It was not just with sky rail that this government
doublecrossed — 60 000 volunteers across country,
regional and outer metropolitan Melbourne have been
doublecrossed by a government that puts the union first
and puts our volunteers last. None of those volunteers
will forget. None of those people will forget that this
government could not care less about our fire heroes
who put their lives on the line. Those people — those
men and women who volunteer their time, who know
their communities and who understand that the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) is the lifeblood of many of those
outer urban, country and regional communities — all
have been thrown away and treated with contempt by a
Premier who respects no-one but his union mates. He
respects no-one. He never has. He is an arrogant,
pig-headed Premier who could not care less about those
people who volunteer for our CFA.
On this side of the house we respect our volunteers. We
will always respect our volunteers, and when we return
to government we will change that law to make sure
that their rights will be forever enshrined in legislation
and respected, unlike a government that doublecrosses
60 000 volunteers for the union movement.
In our education system, this is a government that cares
more about social engineering than it does for the
students who are meant to be a part of that public
education system. As a proud product of the state
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education system, I am proudly sending my children
through the state education system. It is something that
I believe we should be proud of. We should indeed
encourage and provide the greatest level of support to
the public education system, but our Premier could not
care less about literacy, about declining numeracy
standards in Victoria or about the fact that Kazakhstan
has a better state education system than we do here in
Victoria. No, we should be more concerned about
radical gender studies led by a Marxist than about
focusing on literacy and numeracy. We on this side of
the house will put education standards first, and we will
always entrust parents, not the state education system,
to teach their children respect. We trust parents. Would
you trust the Premier to teach your kids respect? Not a
chance.
On this side of the house we believe that this budget has
utterly failed country and regional Victoria. There is not
a single mention of decentralisation, of regionalisation
or about providing a better way of life for those in
country Victoria. This is a government that has cut jobs
out of Hazelwood, a government that does not want to
move VicRoads to Ballarat and a government that
could not care less about centres like Wodonga,
Warrnambool, Sale, Bairnsdale, Horsham or Mildura.
This is a government that does not have a single vision
for our state unless it involves tram tracks or the United
Firefighters Union.
Well, on this side of the house we will have a
comprehensive plan for decentralisation and
regionalisation — —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr GUY — As the light-suited, half-witted member
for Essendon might not understand, people in regional
Victoria matter. People in regional Victoria are the
lifeblood of our state’s economy, and we will always
stand up for them ahead of this government, whose
members want to put its union mates first, who want to
ideologically trash our education system and who have
run a budget surplus by taxing business more than at
any time in our history. It is a woeful, rotten budget, but
I guarantee you a better one from this side of the house
in two years time.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — It is quite
interesting to get up and follow the end-of-year rant
from the Leader of the Opposition, and that is what it
was — an end-of-year rant. He finally got in his budget
speech at the end of the year. He did not even try and
get it in when the budget was released; at the time he
did not even speak about the budget. Now he has
spoken about so many issues that are not relevant to the
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budget — anything he could think of, all of it negative.
It reminded us of why those people on that side are still
on that side, why they only lasted one term in
government and why the Andrews Labor government
was elected two years ago.
I am certainly pleased to be able to speak to the
positives of this year’s Andrews Labor government
budget as it relates to my electorate, because it was a
positive budget. The Leader of the Opposition, the
negativist that he is, could not even talk about the
budget because he would have had to recognise the
good news in it. But no, he wanted to talk about a range
of other issues that are not relevant.
Let me tell you about what this budget delivers for the
people of the electorate of Buninyong. It is a fantastic
budget because, first of all, it shows that Labor is so
different to the people on that side — it supports public
transport, it looks to the future and recognises that our
public transport system needs building up rather than
being run into disrepair, as has always been done under
those on that side.
The announcement that was so exciting for the people
of Ballarat was that there was a $515 million — yes,
$515 million — investment in the infrastructure of the
Ballarat rail line that will see growth in demand for rail
in Ballarat. It was the Bracks and Brumby governments
that developed and rebuilt our rail service between
Ballarat and Melbourne. Patronage has significantly
increased, and the line will be further upgraded so that
it will meet the needs of the future.
As part of that $515 million we will see the duplication
of a 17-kilometre section of track between Deer Park
and Melton, the duplication of 3 kilometres more of the
track on the Melbourne side of the Warrenheip junction
and a passing loop between the Bungaree East and
Bungaree West junctions. The provision of this loop
will make it possible to close the existing line along the
Bungaree loop and close five level crossings on the Old
Melbourne Road associated with that, so there is great
news there.
There is funding for a passing loop at Ballan, including
a second platform with a pedestrian link between the
new and existing platforms. That is something that the
other side actually did promise before they came to
government in 2010 but never delivered in their four
years of government. They talked about these things
before they came in and threw in some ideas in regard
to public transport, but they never even delivered on
them in the four years they were in government. We
will be putting in that second platform at Ballan and the
passing loop. We will also be doing that at Bacchus
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Marsh to ensure that train flow can happen better
through Bacchus Marsh.
We know that there is further platform work to go at
Rockbank and the moving of the stabling from Bacchus
Marsh out to Rowsley. Of course under this
government we have already done the first part of that
work, the Rowsley loop, and we are getting underway
with the Caroline Springs passing loop in association
with the works associated with the new Caroline
Springs station. As we continue on with the design
works, more exciting work will be rolling out next year
in regard to that.
As well as rail infrastructure, we recognise that with the
increase in demand that has come with Labor’s
rebuilding of our railway system, we need more
carriages, so not only have we boosted the rolling stock
with a planned investment in rolling stock that will see
Bombardier in Dandenong and Alstom in Ballarat
gaining ongoing work — jobs for Victoria — but we
will also get 27 new VLocity carriages that will be built
here in Victoria and 5 new X’trapolis trains that will be
built in Ballarat and provide jobs in Ballarat, which of
course is very gratifying and very exciting for the
people of my electorate. This news has been really well
received in Ballarat. Of course we do not get many
comments from the other side of the house about that,
because those opposite do not have a commitment to
public transport.
On top of that of course is our investment in bus
services. Later this week I will be pleased to be with the
member for Wendouree to make a substantial
announcement about increased bus services in Ballarat.
We will ensure bus services work in with the rail
system so that we are going to have a much better
public transport system within Ballarat that links in
with the rail services to take people to Melbourne or to
the other places that they may need to go.
This is about looking to the future and providing
integrated public transport as a balance to roads. But we
are not forgetting roads. Within the electorate there is a
commitment of $2.56 million for new access ramps in
Bacchus Marsh at Halletts Way, which the people in
Bacchus Marsh have been looking forward to for some
time. I was pleased to be in Bacchus Marsh with the
member for Melton not so long ago to announce those
works. They will see much better traffic flow in
Bacchus Marsh so that people can move directly onto
the Western Highway off Halletts Way.
As well as that, I have been excited about, as have the
people in my area between Ballarat and Geelong, the
$10 million allocated to the Midland Highway between
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Meredith and Geelong so that there will be four more
passing loops. As I speak, those works are being further
designed after we had consultation over the last month
about where those passing loops should actually go. I
look forward to seeing works getting underway next
year and to seeing those passing loops in operation. So
again, there are great works for roads in our area, and
that is particularly exciting.
We know that within the budget there was $427 million
to be spent on roads, improving road safety, much of
which is to be spent in regional Victoria of course,
because we know of the higher level of accidents there.
You, Acting Speaker Crisp, will be aware that sadly in
regional Victoria there is a higher road toll on our
country roads, so we need to recognise and support
road safety works on our country roads. There is a
$52 million package of works for smaller local roads to
support local councils and ensure that roads further
away from the metropolitan area are also upgraded.
In terms of emergency services, there is a substantial
commitment for our emergency services, including the
Country Fire Authority. In particular in my
electorate — following the closure of Fiskville as a
result of the environmental studies that found that it
was unsound to continue at Fiskville — we have
committed $80 million to remediate the area at
Fiskville so that it can be used in the future. But at the
same time we committed substantial dollars to building
a new hot fire training ground in the Ballan area, and
very early next year we will be making more
announcements about that. We are looking at what
should happen following the closure of Fiskville. We
need to ensure that that site is addressed and that new
training opportunities are provided in the area.
In terms of education, of course we know that Labor is
always very committed to our children’s future,
committing substantial funding to education. That is
why I was pleased that $2.1 million was committed for
upgrades to Mount Clear College and $3 million for
major works at Bacchus Marsh College. There was the
$92 million announcement for 10 new tech schools, of
which one will be located in Ballarat. I have been
pleased to work with educators and industry in Ballarat
to plan for the new tech school, which will start
construction next year on the Federation University
TAFE site, which is on the former School of Mines
Ballarat site. That tech school will be open later next
year. It will provide exciting opportunities to stimulate
young secondary students across our region and will
provide valuable technology training in a range of
relevant areas. It will provide new opportunities in the
science and technology areas to stimulate and excite
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our young people, and it will ensure that we can build
those opportunities into our school curriculum.
The funding that was announced this year of course is
on top of funding that was announced last year to
support Ballarat Secondary College’s move from the
Barkly campus back onto the new Woodmans Hill and
the former Wendouree site — that is very exciting — as
well as works to continue the next stage of Phoenix P–
12 Community College. Those works will be
undertaken next year. As well as the funding for
recurrent projects, there are substantial secondary
school upgrades across my electorate, and they
underpin the value we place on education.
In regard to jobs and employment, of course we have
committed substantial funding into rebuilding TAFE,
recognising that this was an area that was appallingly
neglected and run down in the four years of the
coalition government. I am also pleased to see that we
have committed $4.2 million to an innovation lab and
digital space in Ballarat, and there will be substantial
announcements about that early next year. People will
see that there are great opportunities for developing
learning opportunities and jobs in Ballarat.
The program that I was particularly excited about was
funding of $1.2 million from the Reconnect program
for Ballarat Group Training and Federation University.
I was pleased a couple of weeks ago to go along to
Ballarat Group Training to talk with eight young people
who had fallen out of education but saw opportunities
to try to build their lives again. Through the Reconnect
program, as offered through Ballarat Group Training,
those people were getting excited about their
opportunities for the future again. They were seeing
that they were worthwhile young people and that they
could take control of their lives and plan for their
futures with confidence.
To talk to those young people about how this program
has turned them around was something that made me
excited about what Labor is doing. We are seeing that
nobody is left to go to rack and ruin, as could have been
the case, and that they are being supported to see
positive futures for themselves and being directed or
encouraged to find for themselves an opportunity for
future training or future employment. Clearly that is a
hallmark of what Labor is about — seeing that nobody
is left behind. Everyone should know that there are
opportunities within the education system and the
further education system to lead them to gain the skills
that they need to get into future employment.
In the agriculture area of course there was so much
announced. There was $5 million to enable Bacchus
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Marsh irrigators to upgrade and modernise
43 kilometres of ageing irrigation infrastructure that
will see agriculture confidently continue into the future
in our region and to support 430 jobs in agriculture and
related industries as we move forward.
In small business there was further funding allocated,
and it was great to be able to join the Minister for
Industry and Employment at C. E. Bartlett. We were
able to support them with an investment of $80 000 to
buy new, modern equipment. It will enable them to
produce their state-of-the-art textiles with a modern,
high-frequency welder of the plastics that they use in
their business in a range of ways, to provide things like
bouncing pillows and a whole range of fabrics. These
modern ideas will be able to be produced and exported.
It is great to see us supporting our manufacturers in our
area, our small businesses, with support for investment
and training in new ideas. It is a great budget, great for
the people of Buninyong, and I know that they
welcome it too.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I am delighted to have an
opportunity to speak on this budget, albeit in
December. Nevertheless, I am pleased to make a few
comments in relation to this 2016–17 budget. I want to
make a couple of comments in relation to the budget’s
approach to business, I want to indicate some areas of
concern I have over the areas of allocation, and I want
to raise, as you would expect me to raise, a couple of
local matters.
The first matter I wish to raise is in relation to business.
I want to refer to an article by Mark Stone, the head of
the Victorian Chamber of Commerce and Industry
(VCCI), which appeared in the Herald Sun on 21 April
this year. I think it is very, very important to understand
that a state government has a limited capacity to impact
on business; the federal government obviously has far
more. Stone put it in the following terms, and I quote:
While the Victorian government may have little control over
external factors affecting the state’s economic performance, it
can certainly influence the competitive position of business.

I would like to look at what the government actually
did in terms of trying to influence the competitive
position of business.
Let us look at what VCCI asked for and what the
government actually did. VCCI asked for an increase in
the payroll tax threshold from $550 000 to $850 000
and for the average WorkCover premium rate to be
reduced to 1.2 per cent of payroll. These were the two
asks in terms of business costs. The government’s
response was to increase the payroll tax threshold from
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$550 000 to $650 000 by 2019–20. There was no
alteration to WorkCover premiums. Stone, in the
aforementioned article in the Herald Sun, made the
comment that in New South Wales the threshold for
payroll tax is $750 000 and in Western Australia it is
$800 000. So the government certainly has a way to go
there.
The chamber of commerce also made reference to the
government’s international engagement strategy. Stone
said, and I quote:
Importantly during the ‘Asian century’, we must increase our
international engagement by providing greater support for
business to sell in overseas markets.

Again, as I look at the budget I see that the government
did do a number of things to increase Victorian
businesses’ competitiveness overseas. It added money
to a dedicated attraction fund, it pumped some
additional dollars into the Victorian government
business office network, it added some more money to
the trade mission program, it added more money for
tourism marketing and events, and it supplied some
additional funding to implement Victoria’s international
education sector strategy. Of course international
education is our no. 1 export and tourism is our no. 2
export, so you would expect the government to allocate
moneys there.
I just want to make an observation in passing, and that
is whilst the Labor government, when initially elected,
made a number of criticisms of the previous
government’s international engagement strategy, it
appears to me that in this budget it has picked up much
of what the previous government had been doing. So
yes, we have lost two years, but I hope the government
is able to move in that particular area because that is
one area where a state government can have an impact
in terms of assisting particularly the smaller sector to
develop export opportunities.
If we look now at the Australian Industry Group (AIG)
and what they requested of the government, we see the
AIG requested, amongst other things, that the
government reduce the regulatory burden, including not
repeating the two additional public holidays gazetted in
2015 for Easter Sunday and Grand Final Friday. Of
course the government did not take up that challenge at
all. So whilst the government likes to say that the
budget is business friendly, I think there is a very, very
long way for the government to go on that particular
front.
What are the areas of concern from my perspective?
The first one is the level of taxation. If one looks at
budget paper 5, page 145, one can see the significant
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increase in tax collection. In 2015–16 tax collected was
$20 billion; and in 2016–17 the projected tax collection
is $21.6 billion. Tax has been raised by 20 per cent in
two years — up to $3.7 billion; and land tax alone has
increased by 28 per cent in 2016–17.

drawing attention to the fact that what the government
says in one forum is completely different to what the
government does in another, and I find it a little
offensive that the government thinks some of us on the
other side do not cross-check.

Terry McCrann made a very good observation in an
article in the Herald Sun on 28 April 2016 on tax, and I
quote:

I want to also make mention of the public sector wages
bill, which is another area of concern for me — up
15 per cent, or $2.8 billion, since the election, and again
I rely on Terry McCrann, who put it very succinctly in
his article headed ‘Your beautiful numbers are as safe
as houses, Mr Treasurer’. McCrann makes the
following point, and I quote:

But for the property boom and surging land values, both
residential and commercial, which play out in that land tax
bounty, we would be having a very different and difficult
budget.
The multibillion-dollar question is: will it continue?
Even just an easing in the property frenzy would rip holes in
the budget. If the property boom collapsed, the claimed future
surpluses would evaporate.

I think that is salutary for the government, and I think
the government should take note of that.
I also want to look at the issue of the increase in land
transfer duty surcharges for foreign purchasers of
residential property. The government has chosen to do
that, and that is the government’s right to do it, but we
have seen already with this government that messages
are tailored to different audiences. For example, what
the Premier says in the Latrobe Valley is very different
to what the Premier says in inner Melbourne. So we see
this tax on foreign purchasers. But I want to refer to the
government’s China strategy document titled Victoria’s
New China Strategy — Partnerships for Prosperity. I
refer to that document in terms of outcomes the
government has asked for, and I quote:
Victoria’s total share of Chinese investment to Australia to
increase from 8 per cent to 20 per cent by 2026.
Victorian government to attract and facilitate $2 billion of
Chinese investment into the state, creating 3000 new jobs
within the next 10 years.

So we see on the one hand the government sending the
message out that it wishes to tax foreign investment on
residential property but on the other hand, in specialised
documents that would only be read by potential
investors or people interested in trade, the government
sending the completely opposite message.
I quote further from the document, on page 26:
The Victorian government will make it a priority to attract
more of this investment to Victoria, assiduously promoting
Victoria’s investment opportunities and making our interface
with foreign investors as easy to navigate as possible.

But that of course is not what the budget does. I am not
particularly giving a comment on it; I am simply

The other big question mark over the budget numbers is the
assumption that a tight lid will be kept on spending — that’s
to say, a tight lid after next year, when spending is forecast to
rise at a pretty healthy 5.3 per cent.

He goes on to say:
If spending keeps growing at the 2016–17 rate, the budget
surplus would all but disappear.

That is another area of real concern to this side of the
house. Again, I would draw the attention of the house
to what we are getting for the spending. I do not have
time to go through the budget papers in detail but if one
looks at the key performance indicators in areas such as
investment attraction, one sees that for Victorian
government business offices, tourism and even the
creative industries the targets that the government has
set for this increased expenditure are not particularly
large.
I now turn to a couple of local matters in my electorate
of Brighton. I note that under schools funding the
government has as an existing project on page 39 of
budget paper 4, State Capital Program, a line item for
Brighton Secondary College, with funding of
$8 million. Lest there be any hesitation over this, that
funding was of course provided by the previous
government. Again, if one looks at page 22 of the
2014–15 State Capital Program document, it is very
clear that the funding was provided to Brighton
Secondary College by the previous government. But I
am pleased that the government has honoured that and
has continued that expenditure for that school, which
does need the money. I note also at page 40 of this
year’s State Capital Program there is an allocation for
Elwood College of $10 million. The expenditure there
has slowed but the finishing date is the same. Again, I
am pleased that that funding has been allocated. My
side of politics made that an election commitment, and
Labor also had that as an election commitment, and I
am pleased to see it there.
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In terms of traffic congestion, I turn to page 27 of State
Capital Program and I wonder if in fact Labor is
playing a bit of a joke on us. Labor has claimed in its
budget papers that congestion on Punt Road has been
eliminated, but as someone who has to use Punt Road
to travel from Brighton whenever I come into town, I
can assure the government that it has not been
eliminated at all. The claim in the budget papers is that
it has fixed congestion on Punt Road through South
Yarra. That is a nonsense.
I also note on page 22 of that document that the
government has allocated some money to a Nepean
Highway improvement plan. Again, I hope that some of
that is allocated to the Nepean Highway in between the
city and my electorate of Brighton because there needs
to be improvement in that gridlocked area.
Finally, I want to have a look at budget paper 3, Service
Delivery, where the government has allocated some
funding for railway station car parks. This has caused a
significant amount of interest in my electorate. On
page 52 of budget paper 3, headed ‘Railway station car
parking fund’, it says:
A railway station car parking fund will be established to
create more than 1500 new parking spaces across
metropolitan and regional Victoria.

Again, I would urge the government to consider
providing increased car parking along the Sandringham
line in my electorate, in particular at Gardenvale, at
North Brighton, at Middle Brighton, at Brighton Beach
and at Hampton, where we desperately need more
parking. If you go to any of those stations, the car parks
are full very early in the day. I am pleased to see an
allocation for increased railway station car parking, and
I would urge the government to make sure that the
distribution of that funding is equitable and that some
of that funding actually moves into electorates that vote
Liberal, because those people also catch trains and
those people also deserve funding.
In conclusion, I have set out some of my concerns in
relation to the way the government has not delivered on
what business needs to support it. I have set out my
concerns on the vastly increased tax take under this
government. I have set out my concerns regarding
saying one thing to one audience and another thing to
another audience. And I have certainly set out my
concerns regarding the public sector wages bill. If you
look at new funding — funding to Brighton Secondary
College was promised previously and funding to
Elwood College had been flagged previously — there
is nothing specific for the electorate of Brighton at all. I
do hope that some even-handedness could be brought
into this by the government. As I have suggested, the
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railway station car parking fund would be an area
where the government could usefully spend money to
encourage people to use public transport. If you arrive
at any of those stations very, very early in the morning,
there is no car parking. Residents understandably have
4-hour car parking restrictions around those stations. So
I would urge the government to follow up that funding,
and I express my concern over the general direction of
the 2016–17 budget.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — To say it gives
me pleasure to speak on the budget papers would be an
understatement. It is the kind of budget that I really feel
like doing cartwheels over and screaming about from
the rooftops — not because of any sense of pride
necessarily but because of a sense of deep commitment
to the people that we made commitments to prior to the
last election and to the people we have made
commitments to since the last election. This budget
delivers so much of that agenda and those
commitments.
It also gives me enormous pleasure because many of
those commitments relate to my community and to
social policy initiatives. We have heard about a number
of commitments relating to the Royal Commission into
Family Violence, multicultural affairs, the LGBTI
community and refugees and asylum seekers. The
budget also goes to the core values that members of my
community support, which are health, education and
public transport. Those key areas of government service
delivery, particularly state government service delivery,
are very well represented in this budget.
Of course we have the huge infrastructure program and
the jobs that it underpins, and the economic
fundamentals of the stewardship of the Premier and the
Treasurer have led us to be the fastest growing
economy in Australia, having a debt which is lower
than the one we inherited and having an employment
rate which is higher than the one we inherited.
Deputy Speaker, it gives me pleasure to talk about
some of these commitments, and if you would indulge
me, I have a list. The list is 101 key achievements for
our community, particularly the community that I have
the absolute pleasure of representing: the electorate of
Oakleigh. We are removing the level crossings at
Grange Road, Carnegie; Koornang Road, Carnegie;
Murrumbeena Road, Murrumbeena; and Poath Road,
Hughesdale. We are removing those crossings right
now. The work is going on right now, and it is very,
very visible, so there is no illusion about this. There are
no smoke and mirrors; this is happening as we speak.
Every time I walk, drive or catch a train in my
community I see that work in progress.
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We are also removing the level crossings at Clayton
Road, Clayton, and at Centre Road, Clayton. My good
friend the member for Clarinda is very pleased about
those because he has advocated for a long time for
those. We are rebuilding Carnegie train station with
escalators and lifts, an enhancement on the previous
Carnegie station. We are rebuilding Murrumbeena train
station, again with escalators and lifts. We are
rebuilding Hughesdale train station with escalators and
lifts, and we are rebuilding Clayton train station, again
with escalators and lifts.
We are enhancing the power and signalling along the
Cranbourne-Pakenham line as part of this significant
project to remove nine level crossings along the line.
We are creating 225 000 square metres of brand-new
open space for use by the community, and right now we
are giving the community an opportunity to have a say
in how that space should be used and how it should be
activated.
We have removed the level crossing at North Road,
Ormond. I saw the member for Bentleigh a moment
ago, who is a champion for that cause. We have built a
brand-new train station at Ormond, which looks
fantastic. I drove past it on the weekend. We have
removed the level crossing at McKinnon Road,
McKinnon. We have built a brand-new train station at
McKinnon. We removed the level crossing — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time has
come for me to interrupt the proceedings of the house.
The honourable member will have the call when this
matter is next before the Parliament.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Mount Martha intersections
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — (12 107) Tonight I
raise a matter for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety, and the action I seek is that the minister direct
VicRoads to abandon consideration of any plans to
extend Bay Road at Mount Martha from its current
intersection with Uralla Road along the existing
undeveloped road reserve to an intersection with
Nepean Highway.
I have raised this issue of two dangerous intersections
on Nepean Highway in Mount Martha — Uralla Road
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and Hopetoun Avenue — on a number of occasions in
this Parliament. In February last year I made it clear
that the former Minister for Roads, Mr Mulder, had
taken a close interest in this matter and that some
preliminary planning had been done. Having received
no response, I again raised the issue in June of this year
by way of the adjournment debate, and the minister
responded and indicated that VicRoads and the shire
acknowledged the challenges encountered by the
Mount Martha community with those intersections and
also flagged that consultative forums would be held in
August or September 2016. Those forums have now
occurred, and in fact I think they were probably a little
bit late, but they have occurred.
Unfortunately it appears that some VicRoads staff may
have been a little mischievous — and that is the kindest
interpretation I can place on their reported remarks —
because they suggested that perhaps the best way to
deal with the issue was to extend Bay Road past
Balcombe Preschool along the existing but
undeveloped road reserve and past Balcombe Grammar
School to an intersection with Nepean Highway. Yes,
the road easement does exist on the maps, although it is
unclear precisely what the ownership is. It is certainly
not reserved for public purposes or zoned for use as a
road; indeed it is all zoned residential, partly general
residential zone 1 and partly low-density residential
zone.
To my knowledge — and it is now almost 30 years
since I was first elected to Mornington Peninsula Shire
Council — there have never been any serious plans to
develop this roadway. Certainly when the former
Balcombe army camp was developed and the adjoining
streets of Silkhorn Crescent and Barnett Way were
constructed — and indeed Greenfield Way on the other
side of the easement — there was absolutely no
expectation that a road would be constructed. I
understand that the council does not have any plans to
extend, or indeed any intention of extending, Bay Road.
This proposal came entirely out of the blue, and it has
come directly from VicRoads.
It seems to me that this is simply a red herring to
distract from the government’s inaction on these two
extremely dangerous intersections that are both well
and truly overdue for some attention. So I urge the
government, and in particular the minister, to
immediately direct VicRoads to rule out this entirely
inappropriate alternative and to get to work on getting
those dangerous intersections fixed once and for all.
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Castlemaine State Festival
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — (12 108) My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Tourism and Major Events, and the action I seek is to
call on the minister to fund the Castlemaine State
Festival through the Regional Events Fund for the 2017
festival, which runs from 17 to 26 March. The
Castlemaine State Festival is a biennial 10-day
multi-arts celebration that draws on the distinctive
culture of the central Victorian goldfields region. The
festival showcases work from the region’s finest artists
and performing arts companies alongside those of
national and international significance.
The state festival is a 10-day explosion of the arts, with
a program packed full of extraordinary events. It
attracts audiences from across Australia and also
international performers and companies, who mix and
mingle with regional communities and audiences. It is a
truly celebratory festival, set amongst the unique central
Victorian landscape, and is in fact Victoria’s key
regional arts festival and the premier arts event for
Mount Alexander shire.
The festival began in 1976 through the vision of Berek
Segan, AM, OBE, and it has grown to become
Australia’s flagship regional arts festival. Festival
director Martin Paten has done an extraordinary job
over many years to bring the festival together, and all
credit to him and his team. Also the festival is run on
the support of hundreds of volunteers and would not
happen without their ongoing commitment and support.
I call on the minister to give consideration to funding
this organisation.

Mildura riverfront redevelopment
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — (12 109) The matter I raise
is for the Minister for Tourism and Major Events. The
action I seek is for the sale of the VicTrack riverfront
land in Mildura to proceed separately from the recently
announced $100 000 co-contribution to the Mildura
riverfront business case review. The Mildura riverfront
redevelopment is an initiative that was a priority for me
when I was elected 10 years ago. Under the coalition
that priority became reality, and the first stage of the
riverfront redevelopment in Mildura is nearing
completion.
The river is Mildura’s greatest asset, and linking the
CBD to the riverfront and developing the parkland,
access and recreational areas like the water play park
have made Mildura even more livable. Large numbers
of people exercise, go sightseeing as tourists and walk
their dogs, and many families now utilise this area. The
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recently opened Langtree Avenue connection has
allowed the CBD to be comfortably accessed from the
riverfront.
The VicTrack land on the other side of the railway
tracks from the railway station, sitting above the old
powerhouse, was set aside for private development of
townhouses in the first stage of the riverfront plan. By
adding a residential component to the riverfront
development you further activate the area and provide
for security for the users of the riverfront. The rapid
access to private development on this land was one of
the key economic issues raised at the recent Mallee
regional partnerships assembly in Mildura.
Currently confidence in Mildura is growing. As we all
know, timing is everything, and the time is now right
for this land to be released for investment by private
developers. The land is owned by VicTrack, and the
process of VicTrack bringing that land to market should
not be impeded by the process being subject to a
business case review. The business case review should
focus on the next stage of the riverfront development
beyond the private sector. There are other parcels of
land and other projects that can further enhance our
riverfront, and these should be evaluated via the
business case process. The land that the private sector is
expressing considerable interest in, and that I am sure
VicTrack will capitalise on too, should be processed as
quickly as possible. I again call on the minister to
ensure that the VicTrack land for townhouse
development be exempt from the business case review
process.

Sankat Mochan Samiti Temple
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — (12 110) I wish
to raise a matter for the Minister for Women and
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence. The
action that I seek is for the minister to visit the Sankat
Mochan Samiti Temple in Huntingdale to meet with the
leadership team and discuss the activities they are
engaged in to prevent violence against women in my
community. By way of background, in their words
Sankat Mochan Samiti is a non-political and
not-for-profit organisation with the aim of providing
physical, spiritual and moral assistance to people and
communities in critical need, thus enhancing peace and
harmony. I have had the pleasure of visiting the Sankat
Mochan temple a number of times since its opening
some two and a half years ago.
Last Thursday I was proud to help serve meals to
hundreds of people in my community. This happens
every Tuesday night, free of charge. Last Thursday the
Premier was warmly welcomed to the temple. He got to
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see firsthand the passion of this organisation and its
commitment to our community. I thank the Premier for
taking the time to visit, and I know that he was very
impressed with the commitment to community and the
participants’ obvious generosity to those in need.

further 80 jobs. It would increase the potato yield by
20 per cent and feed into a growing market, as well as
cover the shortfall in supply as New South Wales
production seems set to dramatically reduce in coming
years.

On top of all of the things that this organisation does,
like serving tens of thousands of free meals, helping
families to resettle and providing support to refugees,
they are deeply committed to the prevention and
reduction of family violence, specifically within
Melbourne’s Indian community. I pay tribute to the
whole team at the temple, people like Dr Sunila, Arvind
and so many others, who are genuinely passionate
about the community. To them life is always about
giving, not receiving.

Opportunities to create jobs are few and far between,
and on the back of the impending Hazelwood closure
anything that can be done to expand industries that have
genuine demand for their product cannot be ignored.
Thorpdale is world renowned as a high-producing area
for seed and commercial potatoes. It has had its share of
problems in recent years with the potato cyst nematode.
The resilience of the growers and their professionalism
has ensured their survival against the odds, and now
they are facing the prospect of a good season.

The Andrews government takes violence against
women very seriously. We are implementing all of the
recommendations from the Royal Commission into
Family Violence, and we have backed up our plan with
the largest monetary investment in the history of
Australia. We do not just say the right things; we do the
right things. Much of the work done today is due to the
dedication and commitment of the Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence and the Premier. The
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence has an
incredible passion in the space, and I know that her
efforts will lead to a lasting legacy for Victoria. I look
forward to her visiting Sankat Mochan temple with me.

I urge the Premier to look into the option of allocating
some of the spare water that may become available
once Hazelwood closes to the Thorpdale district. This
would provide a major boost to the economy of the
Latrobe Valley through genuine job creation and
significantly enhance and reward the stalwarts of the
Thorpdale potato industry, who have done it very tough
in recent years.

Thorpdale water allocation
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — (12 111) I wish
to raise a matter for the Premier, and the action I seek is
for the Premier to allocate some of the water currently
allocated to the Hazelwood power station back to the
Thorpdale potato growers. I raise this matter with the
Premier and not the Minister for Water because the
response to the closure of Hazelwood desperately needs
a whole-of-government approach, in particular when
looking for opportunities to replace the jobs that will be
lost.
The Thorpdale area is a premium potato-growing
district because of its soil type, climate and access to
good-quality supplies of water. The water available for
irrigation has been capped in recent years, even though
the water available in current storages and the ability to
capture more into storage far exceeds the current
licensed volume of around 10 000 megalitres.
At current production levels around 400 families rely
on the industry in Thorpdale for a living. If the water
allocation to Thorpdale growers were to increase by
20 per cent, this would provide an opportunity for a

Cranbourne electorate independent schools
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — (12 112) My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Education and concerns the Andrews Labor
government’s independent schools capital fund. The
action I seek is that the minister ensure funding is
allocated towards the construction of seven general
learning areas at St Thomas the Apostle Catholic
Primary School in Cranbourne East.
I know that the Andrews Labor government has
invested billions of dollars in building and rebuilding
government schools across both Melbourne and
regional Victoria. I know they have invested in the
biggest ever increase to school funding in Victorian
history. They have funded new government schools and
new school sites, they have invested almost $2 billion
in school infrastructure in their first two budgets and
they have invested more in special needs education to
meet growth in the program for students with
disabilities. This government has truly made Victoria
the education state.
In contrast, the Liberals cut education during their
period in government. They failed to plan for the future
of Victoria’s education system. In fact school
infrastructure funding fell under the Baillieu-Napthine
governments to a mere $200 million a year. It is
because of them that not one new school will open in
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2016 — because of their failure to invest in new
schools.
I am glad, however, that not only has the Andrews
government invested in record levels of funding in
government schools to repair the damage the Liberals
did when in power, it has also not forgotten
non-government schools. We have our $121 million
independent schools capital fund. This vital funding for
non-government schools will provide required
infrastructure to give Victorian kids a great
environment for learning. I request that the minister
ensure that a contribution is made towards this vital
project at St Thomas the Apostle Primary School to
ensure that Cranbourne kids get the learning areas they
deserve.

East Burwood Reserve
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — (12 113) I raise a
matter of importance for the attention of the Minister
for Sport. The action I seek is for the minister to join
me on a visit to the East Burwood Football Club
pavilion to inspect the current facilities there and hear
from the various committees regarding future plans for
the facility. This would be with a view to providing
future state government support to the East Burwood
Football Club to enable it to expand and refurbish its
existing pavilion at East Burwood Reserve.
The East Burwood Football Club, the East Burwood
Cricket Club and the East Burwood Sporting Club, all
of which are in my electorate of Forest Hill, use the
pavilion throughout the year. The current pavilion is
now inadequate due to the growth in both the football
club and the cricket club in recent years. The football
club plays in the Eastern Football League (EFL) and
has both senior and junior sides and hardworking senior
and junior committees. With many hundreds of people
involved in both the football and cricket clubs there are
continually increasing demands on the facilities. The
club is also seeking to expand its football teams to
include a women’s team but has no female player
changing facilities. The current pavilion also does not
have any suitable facilities for female football umpires,
which is a real issue for the club, given the increasing
number of female umpires officiating at EFL games.
The establishment of five female netball teams in recent
years playing in the local netball competition has also
increased the demand on the social club facilities within
the pavilion.
The clubs are all keen to work with the local and state
governments to assist with this project. The volunteers
associated with these clubs are working tirelessly to
provide opportunities for players to be involved in all
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the sports on offer at the facility. They are providing
opportunities for young and not-so-young people to be
involved in football, cricket and netball locally. This is
vital for our local area. I look forward to hearing from
the Minister for Sport and receiving favourable
consideration of this request to visit the pavilion at East
Burwood Reserve with me to discuss future plans and
funding opportunities for the facility.

Narre Warren Village
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — (12 114)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Police,
who is here this evening, and concerns the Narre
Warren Village. The action I seek is that the minister
considers providing further support to the City of Casey
to improve safety in this vibrant and diverse shopping
village, which is just around the corner from my office
and home to a wide range of local businesses,
community facilities and Narre Warren train station.
Unfortunately the area is in need of significant
improvements to improve safety, amenity and access
for local residents.
The City of Casey has finally woken up to the fact that
there is poor design, poor lighting and the placement of
a public toilet block that allows and enables criminal
and antisocial activities, particularly vandalism and
graffiti, to occur. Many local businesses are now
concerned that local residents are deterred from visiting
the area due to their concerns about their safety. In fact
I have been contacted by countless residents over the
past 10 years — and I have written countless letters
about this to the council — who want to see the village
upgraded and improved.
I am really glad to see that the council has recently
adopted the Fountain Gate-Narre Warren CBD
structure plan, which includes plans to invest in and
improve the village. It is long overdue and much
needed, but better late than never. So I ask the minister
to work with the City of Casey to ensure local residents
have access to a safer and more enjoyable Narre
Warren Village. No-one should miss out on the great
baklava from Webb Street.

School swimming program
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — (12 115) My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Education, and the action I
seek is full funding for schools in my electorate to
deliver the swimming program announced by the
government last week. I have received an email from a
teacher at a Catholic primary school in Charlton. She
notes, and I quote:
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We do not have any AUSTSWIM-qualified teachers in our
school. We don’t have specialised PE teachers like the local
P–12 school has and we don’t have a swimming pool that we
can bus our kids to, leave them with the pool employees to
learn, then bus them back to school … Are we going to have
to bus our kids 105 kilometres to Bendigo to participate in
swimming classes? What is this going to cost the school?

She also asks:
Is the government going to pay the after-hours wages for this
to occur and for the course itself? To get AUSTSWIM
qualified, as part of the course, the person has to do
20 hours … practice with a qualified swimming instructor.
We do not have any of these in Charlton, so is the
government going to pay the CRT costs to schools to enable
this person to travel an hour to Bendigo to complete this
training and an hour back?

I further state in relation to this that the government has
not been clear in determining whether it is only at
government schools that children will learn to swim or
whether in fact all children will have the opportunity to
learn to swim, and whether Catholic schools and
independent schools will be required to run this as well.
But the key question is: where is the funding? We do
not have swimming teachers in Charlton and across a
large part of my electorate, and we do not have pools in
a lot of places. Children will have to be bussed. Who
funds the buses?
The constituent who wrote to me, Cate Olive,
concludes by saying:
Once again, it is a case of the government having absolutely
no idea what happens outside of Melbourne!!! This is the
reality for us and probably many more country schools.

I ask the Minister for Education to fund this new
program in my schools as they cannot afford it.

Macedon electorate vocational education and
training
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — (12 116) The
adjournment matter I wish to raise is for the attention of
the Minister for Training and Skills in the other place.
The action I seek is for the minister to join me in my
electorate to speak with employers regarding training
for apprentices and the skills required by my local
businesses.
In my role as the member for Macedon I regularly talk
to local employers through business networking and
other events. I also enjoy getting out to the retail strips
and industrial estates to talk directly with business
owners to understand their concerns in their
workplaces. I was fortunate to be able to spend last
Friday doing exactly this. During meetings with various
small business owners, including Jenny and Rudy
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Cordina from Romsey Mechanical Services, Lyn
Allford from Romsey British Automotive and, at the
other end of the scale, Arie Baelde from Rijk Zwaan,
one of the largest seed producers in the world, a
common thread was the ability to access high-quality
training for apprentices and other employees, and
training to address skills gaps in regional Victoria.
I know just how committed the minister is to continue
the incredible work achieved over the last two years,
including the implementation of the Skills First strategy
initiatives and delivering on the massive $320 million
TAFE Rescue Fund. This government is rebuilding
trust and confidence in our TAFE colleges and our
training system. A visit to my electorate will enable the
minister to hear directly from regional Victorian
employers about the training challenges they face.

Responses
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Can I thank
the member for Narre Warren South for her
adjournment matter tonight. I really acknowledge the
role she has played in pushing this important project at
the Narre Warren Village. There is no doubt that these
public safety infrastructure grants can play a really big
role in transforming the design of an area that can have
really positive crime prevention outcomes. I know,
having had the member advocate very strongly on this
particular project, as well as from the work she has
done to get the City of Casey to really shift their views
on this, that it is a project that certainly, as I have a look
at the various applications, will receive very serious
consideration, and announcements will be made around
those projects soon.
A number of other members have raised matters for a
range of ministers, and I will pass those matters on to
those ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.23 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY
AMENDMENT (PROTECTING
VOLUNTEER FIREFIGHTERS) BILL 2016
Introduction
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill — —

D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Boronia West Primary School

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Warrandyte, and I warn the Leader of the House. The
member for Gembrook is entitled to silence.
Mr BATTIN — Thank you, Speaker. I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Country Fire Authority Act 1958 to ensure the protection of
volunteer firefighters and for other purposes.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 36
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr

O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Noes, 45
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms

Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr

Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Motion defeated.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
and the member for Warrandyte!
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To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the Bayswater district draws to the
attention of the house that Boronia West Primary School has
a massive white ant (termite) infestation and large areas of
asbestos that must be removed.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
provides this school with a full upgrade, but also acts
immediately to treat the white ant problems and asbestos
removal before the commencement of the 2017 school year.
A patch-up job will not be satisfactory.

By Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (162 signatures).

Newstead Primary School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Newstead and wider community,
Victoria, draws to the attention of the house the essential need
for funding towards Newstead Primary School to ensure
major facilities upgrades can occur.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria request that the education minister, the
Honourable James Merlino, and Victorian government
provide support to the Newstead Primary School community.

By Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (772 signatures).

Yellingbo conservation area
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the Upper Yarra Valley in
the state of Victoria draws to the attention of the house:
1.

the Upper Yarra Valley is designated as one of the
highest bushfire risk regions in the world;
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the creation of vegetated corridors as recommended by
the 2014 Environmental Assessment Council’s final
report into the Yellingbo conservation area will intensify
bushfire risk in the Upper Yarra Valley.

The petitioners therefore request the Legislative Assembly
calls on the Victorian state government to remove the Upper
Yarra Valley from the Yellingbo conservation area, reverting
to the 2011 boundary ending at Woori Yallock.

By Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (1143 signatures).

Knox police numbers
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the state of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house their concerns that the Andrews Labor
government is failing to provide additional police officers as
Victoria grows.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria calls on the Andrews government to
commit to providing additional police for the Knox
community as a matter of urgency.

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

Equal opportunity legislation
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the state of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house their concerns that the Andrews Labor
government is removing the rights of Victorian faith-based
schools to employ staff that share the values of the school
community.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call on the Andrews Labor government
to withdraw the Equal Opportunity Amendment (Religious
Exceptions) Bill 2016.

By Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully)
(1024 signatures).

Pakenham town centre bus service
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The need for a regular bus service from Toomuc Valley to the
Pakenham town centre allowing greater and safer access for
Pakenham Goldacre residents, Cardinia Orchard Estate
residents and schoolchildren to the town centre. Currently the
closest bus stop is a matter of kilometres away from the
retirement villages, estate and school, making access to the
town shops and facilities very difficult.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call on the government to provide a
regular bus service from Toomuc Valley Road, Pakenham, to
the Pakenham town centre.

By Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (347 signatures).
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Domestic animals legislation
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house their collective concerns with respect to the
proposed amendments to the Domestic Animals Act 1994.
We are passionate about animal welfare. We do not believe
the proposed changes will solve the problems they are
intended to address; however, we do believe that these
changes will negatively impact both animal welfare and the
pet industry.
This petition therefore requests that the Legislative Assembly
of Victoria not support the aforementioned changes to the
Domestic Animals Act 1994 and instead call for the bill to be
referred to a parliamentary inquiry or the relevant upper house
committee to review so that an evidence-based approach to
issues around animal welfare and the pet industry can be
achieved.

By Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (50 signatures).

East Gippsland mineral sands mining
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of concerned Victorians, in particular residents of
East Gippsland, draws to the attention of the house the
planned development of mineral sand mines in East
Gippsland which will have negative impacts on existing
multimillion-dollar agricultural industries, contaminate town
water supplies over an extensive area, pollute the
internationally recognised and highly sensitive Gippsland
Lakes system (via the Mitchell and Perry River catchment
areas) and destroy key fish hatcheries and bird habitat.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria request the planning minister to instruct
Kalbar Resources Ltd, or any other body which seeks to
conduct mining in East Gippsland, to produce an environment
effects statement to address the impact the mine and its
associated contaminants, such as dust, silica, water run-off
and radioactive substances will have on:
existing horticultural and agricultural grazing and
support industries;
river water quality;
community health;
social impact;
sediments;
town water quality;
noise pollution;
property values;
fish hatcheries;
groundwater;
dust pollution;
traffic and roads;
birdlife.

By Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (1760 signatures).
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Safe Schools program
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the state of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house their concerns that the Andrews Labor
government is failing to give parents with children in state
government schools a voice on whether their children
participate in Daniel Andrews’s controversial Safe Schools
program.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call on the Andrews Labor government
to scrap the Safe Schools program and develop a
comprehensive anti-bullying program supported by both
school communities and parents.

Continually shire staff and the executive team are ignoring the
local community, failing to properly invest in areas such as
roads, footpaths and other community assets. Concerns have
been raised regarding the expenditure of council on
non-essential projects, however no response given has
satisfied local communities who feel ignored.
The petition therefore requests that the Legislative Assembly
of Victoria direct the Victorian government to appoint an
administrator at Baw Baw shire council to restore basic
services not being undertaken by the shire and to ensure
public funds are being used correctly to help improve our
region.

By Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (221 signatures).

Ryans Reserve, Richmond

By Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (157 signatures).

Traralgon bus services
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the Gippsland region and in
particular Traralgon draws to the attention of the house strong
community support calling upon the state Labor government
to commit to an extension of existing bus route 45.
There are a significant number of businesses within the
Traralgon East area that are currently not serviced by public
transport.
The proposed extended route would depart Park Lane in
Traralgon and travel east along the Princes Highway to Rocla
Road, before returning to Stockland Plaza via the Princes
Highway and Davidson Street, Traralgon.
This would enable significantly improved access to
businesses in the Traralgon East precinct for all residents
including employees, staff and consumers.
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To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of local residents and users of Ryans Reserve,
510 Swan Street, Richmond, 3121, draws to the attention of
the house the Labor government’s current proposal to rezone
this land from public parks and recreational zone to
commercial zone 1 as part of a land swap to deliver
Richmond High School. This removes a well-used, well-sited
recreational facility that caters to 1300 netball players a week
and provides a venue for tennis coaching. In the face of a
forecast 79 per cent population growth in the
Burnley-Cremorne area, this sacrifice of a public parks and
recreation zone is short-sighted and immediately
disadvantages women’s participation in sport.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria do not rezone Ryans Reserve,
510 Swan Street, Richmond, and retain it as a recreational
facility for current and future generations of our rapidly
densifying inner-city suburb.

By Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (714 signatures).

Bus infrastructure is already in place to enable this proposed
extension of route 45 to occur.

Tabled.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call upon the Labor government to
commit to the proposed extension of bus route 45, as
indicated above, for the benefit of Traralgon residents.

Ordered that petition presented by the honourable
member for Prahran be considered next day on
motion of Mr HIBBINS (Prahran).

By Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (175 signatures).

Ordered that petition presented by the honourable
member for Melbourne be considered next day on
motion of Ms SANDELL (Melbourne).

Baw Baw Shire Council
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Victoria and Baw Baw shire
draws to the attention of the house the failure by the executive
branch of Baw Baw shire to deliver basic services,
transparency and accountability to local ratepayers and
residents.
Local residents are concerned that the Baw Baw shire
executive team, including chief executive officer, department
directors and others are not providing basic service and
accountability to residents and increasingly it appears the
executive team at Baw Baw shire are dictating the direction of
council and its expenditure, not giving local elected
councillors a say in how funds are used.

Ordered that petitions presented by the honourable
member for Ferntree Gully be considered next day
on motion of Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully).
Ordered that petition presented by the honourable
member for Bayswater be considered next day on
motion of Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater).
Ordered that petition presented by the honourable
member for Eildon be considered next day on
motion of Ms McLEISH (Eildon).
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Ordered that petition presented by the honourable
member for Hastings be considered next day on
motion of Mr BURGESS (Hastings).
Ordered that petition presented by the honourable
member for Bendigo West be considered next day
on motion of Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West).
Ordered that petitions presented by the honourable
member for Morwell be considered next day on
motion of Mr NORTHE (Morwell).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Access to Public Dental Services in Victoria — Ordered
to be published
Managing the Performance of Rail Franchisees —
Ordered to be published
Commission for Children and Young People — Neither seen
nor heard: Inquiry into issues of family violence in child
deaths — Ordered to be published
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Order under s 17B
granting a licence over Treasury Gardens
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s
Report on the Inquiry into the impact on Victorian
Government service delivery of changes to National
Partnership Agreements.

BIRTHS, DEATHS AND MARRIAGES
REGISTRATION AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Council’s rejection
Message from Council read rejecting bill.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
V/Line accessibility
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
rise to congratulate V/Line for becoming the first public
transport operator in the world to be recognised as
communication accessible. This is a great credit to the
caring V/Line staff, who provide services to so many
people across regional Victoria. Every year more than
2 million V/Line trips are taken by people with a
communication difficulty, including those with a
disability due to physical or sensory reasons, autism
spectrum disorder or intellectual disability or those with
limited English. As part of this program of
accreditation, training was undertaken by V/Line’s
550 frontline staff and also Public Transport Victoria’s
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250 call centre employees. The call centre was also
recognised as communication accessible, making it the
first in the world. I add my congratulations to PTV and
V/Line for their focus on making sure that our public
transport services are as accessible as they possibly can
be to so many members in our community.
I had the opportunity recently to meet with Bendigo
V/Line staff and hear how they went through the
training. I was taken through how they use various
devices — picture, sentence and spelling boards — to
help passengers to make their way on our V/Line
service. It is a real credit to both organisations and
demonstrates the real care and considerations that we as
a government have in putting passengers first when it
comes to supporting them to use public transport.

Balcombe Grammar School
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I rise this morning
to again raise the issue of Balcombe Grammar School
and in particular access for students to the public
transport system for travel to school. Earlier this year,
by way of a constituency question, I raised the issue
specifically that the increase in student numbers using
the bus system had led to a series of incidents in which
up to 20 students were denied access to the afternoon
service from the school. The response received from the
Minister for Education indicated, bizarrely, that while
230 students attending the school in 2015 were in
receipt of a conveyance allowance payment, the
number had fallen to 164 students in term 1 of 2016.
The response did not address in any way the
circumstances which had led to as many as 20 students
being regularly left to their own devices to find their
way home. The minister did however indicate that he
had referred the matter to the Minister for Public
Transport for further response.
It appears the minister runs her office as well as she
runs the public transport system, because almost nine
months later I am still waiting. Clearly, as the school
year is about to conclude, I am not holding my breath
for a response from the minister. However, I am
concerned to ensure that this situation is not repeated
next year. Correspondence from the school indicates
that the number of Balcombe Grammar students who
rely on the public transport system will rise again in
2017. If further incidents of denial of service because of
overcrowding are to be avoided, the government must
take action now to plan services for the coming school
year. I call on the Minister for Public Transport to act
immediately to ensure that access to the bus service for
all Balcombe Grammar students is available at the
commencement of the 2017 school year.
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Val Heagerty
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — I rise to mark the life and contribution of
Val Heagerty, a legend and a stalwart of South
Melbourne and public housing, especially the Park
Towers estate community. Val passed away after a
brave fight on 2 September, aged 84.
Val was a former winner of the Frances Penington
Award for public housing tenant of the year. Val moved
into Park Towers in 1980. For the next 36 years she
was a consistent member, if not president, secretary or
treasurer, of the Park Towers Housing Tenants
Association. She was there to help new families when
they moved in with nothing. She organised the
furniture, the food, the schools, the kids and the
support. She looked after communities from right
around our globe in a way that expressed the best of the
old South Melbourne values. She embodied the best of
all of the values of our community, even though her
own circumstances and very tough life in South
Melbourne and Port Melbourne were a very tough row
for her to hoe. We did have the opportunity of
distributing Val’s ashes as per her wishes on South
Melbourne beach. In true Val Heagerty style, the red
and the white was prominently displayed. Val will be
deeply missed by her many friends in the South
Melbourne and Port Melbourne community for her
volunteering at St Vincent de Paul and her consistent
support for so many in her community. Vale Val
Heagerty.

Hazelwood power station
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — Over recent weeks I
have spoken to and been contacted by a number of
individuals, workers, contractors and businesses who
are deeply concerned about the pending closure of
Hazelwood power station. In less than four months
time Hazelwood is scheduled to close, yet there are a
myriad questions that remain unanswered. Many of
the workers are desperate to know if they will have a
job come 31 March next year and how they will meet
their financial obligations, particularly those with
young families. Contractors are contemplating what
staff they might have to let go as the work they have
historically serviced across the energy sector will
now be reduced. Indeed I have been contacted by
employees of some of these contractors who have
already been told they no longer have a job. Many
business owners who service Hazelwood directly
and/or indirectly are nervous about their future as
expenditure within the Latrobe Valley community is
about to reduce substantially. And what is the future
of Hazelwood Pondage stakeholders such as Latrobe
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Valley Yacht Club, Sailability and tenants and
visitors at the on-site caravan park and camping
ground? Victorians have concerns with respect to
energy security for this state, along with the massive
energy price increases consumers are now confronted
with.
Despite these legitimate issues being raised continually,
the Andrews government continues to deflect any
responsibility, while imposing massive taxes on
Latrobe Valley generators and having a policy to close
Hazelwood power station. The current response to
Hazelwood’s closure is not acceptable to so many
people in my community, and I, and we, will continue
to fight for a better outcome for workers, contractors,
businesses and the community more broadly.

Don Drummond
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — This year, at the age
of 83, Don Drummond will step down as president of
the Woodend branch of the Labor Party in my
electorate. Don and Sheila Drummond are Labor
luminaries in Woodend and beyond, and have become
very good friends of mine. Don was a teacher whose
first posting was to Ballarat, where he joined the Labor
Party. In 1958 he came very close to becoming the
member for Ballarat at the young age of 23. After
teaching, Don turned to educational publishing and
later, as Drummond Publishing, into publishing the
highly regarded Labor Essays from 1980 to 1984. From
the late 1980s to the early 2000s Don and Sheila lived
in Sydney, where they were kept informed of events in
Canberra and Melbourne by regular visits from their
good friend, the late John Button. They returned to
Victoria in 2003 and settled in Woodend.
When electoral redistributions necessitated forming a
Woodend branch of the party, Don did this and became
its founding president. This year Don has decided to
stand down. At 83 years of age that is hardly surprising.
However, he will be sorely missed. His knowledge,
wisdom and steady hand have proven to be invaluable,
including his part in recent years in the elections of Rob
Mitchell, Lisa Chesters, Jo Duncan and, I am pleased to
say, me. But we can rest assured that Don will continue
to keep the light on the hill burning as he has done for
over 60 years. Congratulations, Don, and thank you.

Eric and Marg Dearricott
Ms THOMAS — I also congratulate Eric and Marg
Dearricott of the Kyneton Labor Party branch, who at
the most recent Labor Party conference were awarded
life membership by the Premier.
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Caulfield electorate planning

Duncan Mackinnon Reserve, Murrumbeena

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Although it will
be a very merry Christmas and happy new year for
many, it will not be for some residents in my electorate,
particularly those facing overdevelopment issues. In
Ormond at the North Road level crossing a 13-storey
sky tower is proposed, with uncertainty for nearby
residents. They were told nothing of this prior to the
station redevelopment and woke up one morning facing
this sad news. Bethlehem hospital is proposing an
18-storey redevelopment on Kooyong Road, and again
residents are left with uncertainty around this. The
Minister for Planning and the government need to step
in and ensure immediately that residents have certainty
around their future, their amenity and also these
sky-high towers that are appearing in their
neighbourhood.

Mr DIMOPOULOS — After visiting Oakleigh, we
went to the Duncan Mackinnon Reserve in
Murrumbeena. Along with the member for Bentleigh, I
have been arguing for an upgrade to the athletic track
surface here ever since the federal Liberal government
cancelled the project and withdrew the funding. Our
government has filled the gap, so $350 000 will go to
putting in a new surface and building two more netball
courts. Thanks to Glen Eira City Council and to the
minister for all the time he has afforded us and for his
action. He is a genuine believer in what community
sports facilities contribute to people’s wellbeing.

Volunteers
Mr SOUTHWICK — I wanted to particularly
congratulate a number of people in my electorate who
have received volunteer awards for outstanding
community service: Harry Better, Gary Murray,
Heather Baxter, Jack Cooper, Marie Freeman, Pat
Milan, Community Security Group, Marilyn Harvey,
Melora Stern, Simone Whiteman, Malki Rose, Joe
Dorfman, Mark Mitchell and Georgia Retallick. These
people and others have been doing outstanding
volunteer community service work, and we
congratulate them on what they have been doing.

Energy prices
Mr SOUTHWICK — I also wanted to say that
with summer coming on, power prices escalating —
thanks to this Labor government — and power prices
being pushed up through the closure of Hazelwood, this
is a sorry present for all Victorians.

Waverley Gymnastics Centre
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — Last Thursday I
joined the Minister for Sport at Oakleigh Recreation
Centre to announce that the Andrews government will
provide $3 million to rebuild the centre and relocate
Waverley Gymnastics Centre. For the gymnastics
centre alone, it will mean a facility two and a half times
bigger and 1000 more opportunities a week for people
to train. And it means hundreds more kids currently on
the waiting list will be able to participate. Thank you
very much to Monash City Council and all the team at
Waverley Gymnastics, specifically Tanya Johansen,
who has been tireless in the fight to make this a reality.

Police graduation ceremony
Mr DIMOPOULOS — On Friday what an honour
it was to be with the Minister for Police at the
graduation ceremony for police and protective services
officers at the Victoria Police Academy in Glen
Waverley. It is now no secret that this government is
providing the biggest boost to police numbers in
Victoria’s history — some 3135 additional police. It
was a privilege to meet the new graduates. I thank them
in advance for the service they will provide to Victoria
in keeping us safe. And I look forward to seeing the
thousands more who will be graduating from the
academy in the coming years.

Sandringham College
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The Victorian
Parliament has been outrageously misled by the answer
to constituency question 11 857, and in particular
paragraph 3. On 13 October 2014 the then Premier, the
Honourable Denis Napthine, announced a proposed
joint-use agreement between Sandringham College,
pertaining to the Beaumaris campus, and the
Melbourne Cricket Club (MCC), which would provide
multimillion-dollar investment in world-class facilities
at the Beaumaris school site. Additionally, at the 2014
state election the coalition committed more than double
what the ALP had committed to public education in the
Sandringham electorate.
I personally instigated the proposed arrangements with
the Melbourne Cricket Club to further leverage
reinvestment in public education in my electorate. It is
also important that the legacy of the landmark
Sandringham College reform of the Kirner tenure as
education minister is not deconstructed and that
aggregate numbers of subjects are available for all
electorate students. The MCC reinvestment would not
have occurred without the strong collaboration with
Mr Ron Wakefield, the then school council president,
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and Mr Allen McAuliffe, the then school principal, and
hardworking representatives from the Melbourne
Cricket Club. The statement appearing in answer to the
question is wrong, wrong, wrong, wrong, wrong,
wrong, wrong, wrong, wrong, wrong, wrong, wrong,
wrong, wrong — outrageously wrong.
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blown away by the impressive dance moves and the
amazing positive energy in the room. Thank you for
your kind invitation, and well done to dance teacher
John Giuliani, Bernie and the fabulous Woodbine
family for making me so very welcome.

Operation Bigwheels
Letters of Love and Dementia project
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — It was an absolute
privilege being at the launch of Letters of Love and
Dementia, a project starring my dear friends Anne
Tudor and Edie Mayhew. So this is my letter of love to
both Anne and Edie:
I so admire and appreciate that you have opened up your lives
and shared the love that you have for each other in such a
personal way. You are showing all of us that it is the person,
not the dementia, that matters. And, most importantly, you
have shown that the love people share doesn’t come to an end
simply because a person has difficulty doing some things that
used to come more easily. This is such an important message
for each of us. But it is a message that is most important for
people living with dementia. It is significant that you chose
the Museum of Australian Democracy at Eureka for your
launch — the site of events that led to great change across
Australia. We have seen that Ballarat can be the start of great
social change. I believe it is within us to make real change in
the way our community sees dementia and the people who
are living with it. But societal change doesn’t just happen. It
requires a spark. And I want to thank you both for being a
spark in our community that helps us to see the person not the
disease. And I want to thank you most of all for stepping
forward, talking about change, talking about your life together
and breaking down, bit by bit, the stigma associated with
dementia. I think it is through seeing that people with
dementia are still part of our community, not separate to it,
that we can have a dementia-friendly community.

Yours in love and gratitude, your friend Sharon.

Warracknabeal Secondary College
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — Congratulations to
Warracknabeal Secondary College, winner of the
ResourceSmart Waste Secondary School of the Year
and finalist in the ResourceSmart Water Secondary
School of the Year and ResourceSmart School of the
Year. Congratulations also to Kate Morgan, winner of
the ResourceSmart Secondary Teacher of the Year
award. This is a great recognition of the fantastic work
of teachers, students and local ResourceSmart
coordinator Paul Lehmann for their great education
program that will provide lifelong lessons for future
generations to better manage our waste and the
environment. Well done to all.

Woodbine dance
Ms KEALY — It was a great pleasure to join the
Woodbine crew for their weekly dance last week. I was

Ms KEALY — It is very disappointing that the
Labor government’s Operation Bigwheels is targeting
farmers and harvest contractors, causing massive
disruption to harvest operations. We all know that our
vehicles must be safe, but why is this program run
during harvest and intended to penalise truck operators
rather than offer them checks prior to the harvest season
to ensure their vehicles are safe in preparation for
harvest? It is another example of Labor being
completely out of touch with country Victoria.

Volcanoes Discovery Centre
Ms KEALY — I recently toured the Penshurst
Volcanoes Discovery Centre, a fantastic educational
facility which showcases our unique volcanic geology.
The centre is run by committed local volunteers, who
do a fabulous job in offering school tours and tourism
advice to visitors. I urge the government to support
their upcoming application for funding to expand their
exhibition and install a new film display.

Lowan electorate roads
Ms KEALY — People with disability cannot
always communicate their concerns orally or in writing,
so I gratefully received drawings of key issues by
constituents with disability from Woodbine. These
pictures clearly show how the appalling condition of
our roads is impacting on their lives and is a compelling
example of the impact that Labor’s neglect of our roads
is having on the community. I again urge the Andrews
Labor government to reverse their drastic cuts to the
VicRoads budget and fix our country roads.

Christmas felicitations
Ms KEALY — I wish my constituents, my fabulous
staff, Suzanne and Kym, parliamentary staff and
colleagues, friends and family a very merry Christmas
and a safe, happy and prosperous new year.

Emergency services staff and volunteers
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I wanted to
rise today to pay tribute to all the people who proudly
serve in our emergency services, both career and
volunteer, and thank them for their service throughout
the year. I am proud to be part of a Victorian
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government that puts all our emergency services staff
personnel — our first responders on the front line each
and every day in our communities — first and provides
them with the necessary resources.
Whether it is our paramedics on the front line after the
Andrews Labor government ended the crisis in our
paramedics system and recently announced
450 additional paramedics and new ambulance
vehicles; whether it is our firefighters in our local
community, both career and volunteer, by providing
more personnel, more career staff and an upgrade at
Edithvale fire station — a fantastic legacy for our
community; whether it is providing more than
3000 additional police officers who are serving in our
community so proudly to keep our community safe; or
whether it is our State Emergency Service (SES), and
the Chelsea SES unit in particular, I am proud to work
with them to try to find the resources they need and the
premises longer term to support them into the future.
As we enter our festive season and as we gear down
another parliamentary sitting year, these first
responders, our emergency services workers, will be
out on the front line supporting our communities and
away from their families. I want to pay tribute to them
and their efforts. We wish them all the best. We hope
that they are safe and secure during this difficult time,
and we thank them for their service.

Bushfire preparedness
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — A grassfire in Rye last
Sunday which saw a major arterial road blocked to
traffic is a strong reminder to residents and especially
visitors to the Mornington Peninsula that they need to
be vigilant, informed and organised for the coming fire
season. I sense a level of complacency due to the recent
heavy rain and cool temperatures on the peninsula, plus
a lot of ‘the boy who cried wolf’ mentality following
years of dire weather warnings that never eventuated.
But there will be some hot days and strong winds, and
together with the heavily congested roads, the increase
in population and the ignorance of the need to have a
fire plan, especially as far as visitors are concerned, it is
a recipe for disaster.
This is especially so as the gridlocked roads preclude
access by fire services emergency vehicles to any fire,
as well is it being almost impossible to evacuate by
road. Therefore preventative measures such as
firebreaks, clearing of undergrowth, fuel reduction
burns and treatments such as we saw on Arthurs Seat
earlier this year are vital to ensure the safety of
residents, visitors and emergency personnel.
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Russell Joseph
Mr DIXON — On another matter, congratulations
to Russell Joseph, who has been selected as the Liberal
candidate for the electorate of Nepean for the 2018
election. As a third-generation Mornington Peninsula
resident with an extensive business background as a
builder and project manager he will be a passionate
representative for Nepean and contributor to this house.

Christmas felicitations
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I take this
opportunity to wish all members of this Parliament,
parliamentary staff and my constituents a Merry
Christmas and a happy holiday season.

Cranbourne East sporting facilities
Mr PERERA — It was a great pleasure to represent
the Minister for Local Government and announce
funding for the Hunt Club estate AFL/district level
cricket oval and pavilion from the 2016–17 Growing
Suburbs Fund. On behalf of the Andrews government I
announced $2 381 375 in funding for the project. The
developer contributed $2 million while the City of
Casey contributed only $50 000. I was joined by
councillors Steve Beardon and Amanda Stapledon, the
CEO, directors, managers, council officers and
departmental representatives.
Due to the decision by the Essential Services
Commission to enforce the 2.5 per cent rate cap the
council decided to delete this project from their
2016–17 budget. Therefore I thank the minister for
taking the initiative to make this project a reality. I
am really looking forward to this project coming
together and providing much-needed recreational and
sporting infrastructure to one of Australia’s fastest
growing suburbs. The oval and pavilion project is
part of a bigger plan for the reserve that will see it
transformed into a community hub with the two
schools and a family and community centre. This is
another great project for our community and another
example of the way the Andrews Labor government
is putting people first.

Regional and rural economy
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — A new report shows that
the Premier’s Melbourne-centric policies are dividing
the state of Victoria. Latest figures released by SGS
Economics and Planning have shown that gross
domestic product (GDP) in regional Victoria has
shrunk over the past two years. It is the only regional
economy in Australia to go backwards. Regional
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Victoria’s GDP per capita production dropped 1 per
cent — in stark contrast to Melbourne, which continued
to grow at a rapid pace, shooting up by 4.4 per cent.
Regional Victoria is being left behind. The Premier’s
obsession with Melbourne is now causing stark
economic pain for regional Victoria. Regional Victoria
continues to bleed jobs and our production has dropped
right off, and in the meantime Melbourne gets all the
attention from the Andrews Labor government and
continues to grow at a fast rate.
Victoria’s two-speed economy is not sustainable. We
need to attract more people out of Melbourne and into
the country. The Liberals have a sound plan that will
rebalance our state’s population, leading to more
sustained job growth in regional Victoria and less
pressure and congestion on our state’s capital. We need
a government armed with a strong plan that is
committed to reversing this economic abuse in regional
Victoria. Combined with recent job losses and rising
crime rates, life seems to be getting harder and harder in
regional Victoria under the Andrews Labor
government. Under this government country roads and
bridges funding has been spent in the Premier’s own
city electorate and regional rail commuters have been
stranded for days due to Labor’s failure to maintain the
rail lines. Whether it is in relation to Labor taking an
axe to the Country Fire Authority or leaving country
roads in despair, we need help.

Public housing
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I was recently
delighted to join the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing at the Bangs Street public housing estate in
Prahran, where the minister announced $185 million in
funding to redevelop public housing properties at sites
across metropolitan Melbourne, an increase of at least
10 per cent in social housing. Stage 1 of the
redevelopment includes 1100 properties across nine
sites in Brunswick, North Melbourne, Heidelberg West,
Clifton Hill, Brighton, Prahran, Hawthorn, Northcote
and Ascot Vale. This is a fantastic announcement that
will make a profound difference throughout Victoria,
including in my electorate.

Taylah Marshall-Sanderson
Mr PEARSON — Congratulations to my niece,
Taylah Marshall-Sanderson, on recently receiving three
achievement awards from Officer Secondary College,
including one for leadership. Tay: Aunty Nicole and I
are so proud of you and all your achievements. To your
little brother, Tyson: I know it is only a matter of time
before I rise to my feet in this place to congratulate you.
We both love you so much and are so proud of you.
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Marshall Medal for Excellence in STEM
Mr PEARSON — You cannot tackle gender
inequality unless you tackle income inequality.
Unfortunately too many girls opt out of studying
science, technology, engineering and mathematics
(STEM) in years 11 and 12, and many of the best jobs
of the 21st century in terms of income and security will
be in these very fields. I was delighted to recently
award the 2017 Marshall Medal for Excellence in
STEM to Harriet Harley from Strathmore Secondary
College, Anne Elias from Lowther Hall, Annisa
Kussudiarso from Mount Alexander College and
Penelope Detering from St Columba’s College.

Penleigh and Essendon Grammar School
Mr PEARSON — It was great to speak with the
grade 6 boys from Penleigh and Essendon Grammar
School about life as an MP. I was peppered with
questions for the best part of an hour; it was clear that
the boys had done their homework. Congratulations to
Craig Trounson and his team.

Love Our Local — Union Road
Mr PEARSON — It great to attend the Ascot Vale
florist recently for the Love Our Local — Union Road
local stories street exhibition in Ascot Vale. The event
celebrates the lives of people who live and work in and
around Union Road, Ascot Vale. I was particularly
taken by Pat’s story. Pat has lived in the area since 1953
and talked about what Union Road was like in the
1950s. Congratulations to the City of Moonee Valley
for arranging the event.

Family violence
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — On Friday, 25 November,
I was the master of ceremonies for the White Ribbon
event in Pakenham. Almost 1000 community members
came together and walked through the town centre to
show their support for the elimination of men’s
violence against women and family violence. The
successful event was organised by Terry Thorp from
Connections, the chair of Cardinia family violence
network and Fiona Cost from the Cardinia Shire
Council in partnership with Together We Can.

International Day of People with Disability
Mr PAYNTER — I recently attended the Inspiring
Young People with a Disability lunch at the Wonthaggi
Workmen’s Club to celebrate the International Day of
People with Disability. The aim of the event was to link
students with successful professionals in the
community to provide information about their careers
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and their journeys. Thank you to Andrea
Evans-McCall, national disability coordination officer
from SkillsPlus, for the opportunity to be involved. A
huge shout-out to Ben Corcoran and Laura Welsh, who
shared their stories of overcoming adversity with us.
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speaking with the participants, I heard them speak
about how they value the program as it has given them
new confidence and put them on a path of turning their
lives around. They are now positive about work and
study options ahead. I commend BGT, Leon and Ryan
for their great work.

Global Goals Youth Forum
Mr PAYNTER — Early in October over
60 students across three schools participated in the Asia
Education Foundation Global Goals forum in
Wonthaggi. The students discussed the United Nations’
newly adopted Global Goals for Sustainable
Development and proposed innovative solutions to
achieve positive change.
Elly and Chloe from Wonthaggi Secondary College
selected gender equality as a goal. They met with me
over lunch last week about their project to have gender
equality spoken about with students and parents. Well
done to Chloe and Elly for opening the conversation on
gender equality.

Bacchus Marsh BMX Club
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — On Monday I
joined the Moorabool mayor, Cr David Edwards,
Bacchus Marsh BMX Club president, Les Stewart, plus
some excited BMX riders of all ages to celebrate
$100 000 in funding from the Andrews Labor
government towards a $430 000 project. Purpose-built
to meet international standards, this facility, to be
constructed at the Bacchus Marsh Racecourse and
Recreation Reserve, will attract the best BMX riders
from our region to train and compete here as well as
develop younger riders and those that enjoy the sport
for recreational activity. Congratulations to Moorabool
shire and the Bacchus Marsh BMX Club who have
worked tirelessly to develop this fantastic project.

Ballarat Group Training
Mr HOWARD — I am also pleased to have visited
Ballarat Group Training (BGT) recently to see firsthand
the benefits of $423 000 provided to BGT as part of
their Reconnect program. Under the program BGT has
partnered with other local community agencies to work
with vulnerable young people to help them regain a
sense of self-worth, which will assist them to get back
to work.
I spoke with the course participants about their stories
and heard of their very positive view of the program
provided by Leon Beaton and Ryan Waight. Their
program, entitled Talem, has been designed to
empower young people to take control of their lives. In

Bushfire preparedness
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — Districts right across
the electorate of Polwarth have welcomed the long and
cool spring that has seen dams fill, grass grow and huge
crops produced. However, with this great onslaught and
the heat of summer yet to hit us, towns across the
Western District are now turning their attention to the
risk of grass fire.
Townships large and small across Polwarth have not
seen such a potentially dangerous summer season in
many years. Many landowners are beginning to do all
they can to reduce the risk on their farms and around
their towns, but concern is beginning to grow that
VicRoads is not moving quickly enough or actioning
enough resources to reduce the fuel loads on many of
the wide road reserves that are now brimming with fire
fuel.
This is not a year for local councils and VicRoads to
have disputes over who is responsible for mowing
roadsides. After the fires of Black Saturday, we know
that well-maintained and managed roadsides provide a
useful tool to combat an out-of-control grass fire. The
people of Polwarth will be expecting to see some
quick-moving action from the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety to get this growing problem under control.

Polwarth electorate felicitations
Mr RIORDAN — I welcomed representatives from
across Polwarth to the first annual Polwarth end-of-year
thank you. Representatives from myriad community
organisations and government agencies that keep the
many towns and communities across Polwarth alive
and well were in attendance. Today I again thank the
likes of the many State Emergency Service units,
Country Fire Authority brigades, hospitals, services
clubs like Lions and Rotary, and community support
agencies such as our local RSLs and hospices. In
attendance were also most of the newly elected local
government councillors who have just begun their
four-year terms. On behalf of the six local government
areas of Polwarth I thank these councillors for their
dedication.
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Greater Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — The Greater
Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust (GMCT), including
Fawkner Memorial Park within my electorate, recently
published their annual report. In 2015–16 GMCT
provided burial, cremation and memorialisation
services to more than 12 000 families and welcomed
more than 1 million visitors to its cemeteries and
memorial parks.
Fawkner Memorial Park, which houses the GMCT
head office, is also a large local employer, employing
132 people across my community and many more
beyond. Without question, it is a memorial park of great
significance to the people of northern Melbourne and
indeed to people right across the state.
Relevant investments for the period included
$6.4 million to ensure local community needs were
met. The trust commenced major developments,
including stage 4 of the Holy Angels Mausoleum
extension, construction of monumental foundations at
Northern Memorial Park, new lawn beams at Northern
Memorial Park, more than $15 million invested in
capital works projects and $15 million awarded in
contracts.
I would also like to draw to the attention of the minister
that GMCT recently submitted applications for funding
under the Living Heritage program. The funds would
be used for the restoration of the Muslim chapel and the
Jewish chapel within Fawkner Memorial Park. As
detailed by GMCT in their application, the two
buildings have historical and cultural significance not
only for the Jewish and Muslim communities, but also
in the context of the history and landscape of the
cemetery and of course within the broader local
community. The park has also purchased significant
land in recent times to extend Northern Memorial Park
to cater for growth.
I would also like to thank the chief executive officer,
Jacqui Briggs-Wetherill, and of course her fantastic
team for their ongoing work.

Postcodes of hope
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I would like to
thank the Andrews government for its support right
through the year in developing the strategy to help
so-called postcodes of disadvantage become postcodes
of hope. This has been a proposition that we have been
working through in a number of different departments,
and I think it really goes to the values of this
government and the way that we are looking at how we
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actually develop economic growth, how we have equity
as well and how we take care of these communities so
that they are not left behind, particularly during
deindustrialisation in a time of terror.
It has been a really important proposition to work with
the ministers, to work with the departments and to look
at how we can evolve this strategy and how we actually
make sure that in this particular time for Victoria,
which has been the economic engine room of the
country for manufacturing, and as we now transition
that we know what we are actually transitioning to. We
need the Australian government to come behind the
strategy and partner up on a unity ticket on these
propositions and stop politics sounding and looking to
most people like two dogs barking. We have to move
beyond this. Let us prosecute a case for postcodes of
hope.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Family and Community Development
Committee: abuse in disability services
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I am pleased to
rise today to make a further contribution on the Family
and Community Development Committee report into
abuse in disability services and to note that the
government has responded to the report. There are
49 recommendations made in the report, and the
government has responded in a very significant way.
Our recommendations are indeed focused on some
interim measures that are necessary to strengthen the
disability service system in Victoria prior to the rollout
of the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS), but
I am very pleased to say that the government’s response
will actually strengthen our disability services system
here in Victoria well beyond that.
As noted previously, a central barrier to reporting abuse
was identified as the systemic normalisation of abuse
within disability services, and the recommendation of
the committee is to implement mandatory reporting and
zero tolerance of abuse, underpinned with improved
reporting and oversight. I am very pleased to say that
the government has responded in a very strong manner
to those recommendations and has in fact taken a
couple of priority actions in relation to the report,
including that the Victorian government will take a
zero-tolerance approach to the abuse of people with a
disability. That will include amending the Disability
Act 2006 to include the principle of zero tolerance,
requiring disability service providers to declare a
commitment to zero tolerance as part of registration,
developing a Victorian disability abuse prevention
strategy, introducing Victoria’s first code of conduct for
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disability workers and advocating for a zero-tolerance
approach to be a core component of a national code of
conduct, which basically means that no disability
service or disability service worker will be able to
operate in Victoria under the NDIS unless they sign up
to our zero-tolerance approach to abuse.
In terms of the workforce, the committee made a
number of recommendations around strengthening the
workforce, particularly in relation to skills and
qualifications. I am pleased to say that the Victorian
government has agreed to work with other state
governments to develop a nationally consistent policy
around standards for a robust disability worker
screening process. This is really important to ensure
that there is a standardised approach right across
Australia.
The government also agreed to expand the disability
worker exclusion scheme to all disability services, to
support the learning and development of the disability
workforce through Keeping our sector strong —
Victoria’s workplace plan for the NDIS and to review
the certificate IV in disability, which was also a further
recommendation of the committee, to ensure that it has
an appropriate focus on the recognition, prevention and
reporting of abuse. Further measures include
establishing an independent, legislated Victorian
registration and accreditation scheme for the state’s
disability workforce. This was a very important
measure that the government has responded to as part
of the committee’s recommendations.
In terms of oversight, our report clearly set out our
recommendation for a single, independent oversight
body to not just receive reports of abuse but also to be
able to investigate reports of abuse. I think this is a
really important measure because it will build on the
sector’s capacity to develop a plan for longer term
improvements. But in the short term the government is
in fact providing $1.5 million through a Disability
Advocacy Innovation Fund to develop and test ways to
engage diverse and isolated people with a disability, but
more importantly, strengthening the disability services
commissioner’s oversight role, including commencing
legislative work to allow for own-motion investigation
powers, which is an important recommendation;
mandatory reporting of incidents to the commissioner,
including referrals of abuse and neglect, by the
Community Visitors Board; establishing a
memorandum of understanding with the coroner to
review deaths that occur within disability services; and
an annual review of deaths in disability services.
In terms of our approach and recommendations around
gender, I am very pleased to say that the Andrews
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Labor government has responded by saying it will
develop practice advice regarding gender preference for
intimate supports — for example, showering or
dressing — and of course develop information on
relationship education for people with an intellectual
disability, their families and carers so they can better
identify and prevent abuse.
These are all fantastic responses to our report and our
recommendations and will definitely benefit people
with disability.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2016–17
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to have
the opportunity to make a statement on the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee Report on the
2016–17 Budget Estimates, which was tabled last
sitting week. In doing so I acknowledge the work of all
members of the committee and the mostly collegial
spirit in which the estimates process and the preparation
of the report is undertaken. I also particularly
acknowledge the contribution of my colleagues the
member for Kew and the member for Gippsland South
and their work in the process, and the committee
secretariat, led by the acting executive officer, Mr Phil
Mithen, together with Dr Kathleen Hurley,
Mr Alejandro Navarrete, Mr Bill Stent, Dr Jeff Fang,
Ms Melanie Hondros and Ms Amber Candy.
The committee process this year was very different in
that members were allowed the opportunity to ask
questions of both ministers and senior public servants.
Regrettably we frequently received no information in
response, just a barrage of words. If there was an
answer, invariably it was not to the question that was
asked, unless of course it was an answer to a
government question. The changes arose entirely from
an internal committee agreement on the format and do
not acquit in any way the government’s commitment to
reform the estimates process, which was made before
the election.
I do want to acknowledge the role of the chair of the
committee, the member for Essendon, and the other
members in working with the opposition to develop
what should have been a more productive format. Sadly
we have not freed ourselves of the sycophantic Dorothy
Dix questions from government members. Despite its
promises, the government has taken absolutely zero
action to make the estimates process more effective. In
fact the reverse is true. Despite its public claims that the
estimates process was broken and only they could fix it,
the government has moved to restrict the flow of
information to the committee. We now have a
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systematic approach to avoid answering questions,
whether via the questionnaires, through questions at
estimates hearings or through questions on notice.
This report of course contains a minority report which
addresses this very issue. Indeed the minority found
that the Andrews government had been negligent in its
approach to the 2016–17 estimates hearings in that:
For the second year running the government … failed to keep
its election promise to reform the estimates process.
In the case of some portfolios there —

appeared to have —
been an … attempt to prevent the committee from receiving
all necessary information to complete the inquiry as required
by section 14 of the Parliamentary Committees Act.
… despite a commitment from witnesses at a public hearing
to provide the necessary information —

many questions were simply not answered:
While a response has been provided to every question, in
many cases the words completely fail to address the issue, or
to provide information requested in the question.

Indeed, we provided some examples of that. Perhaps
the most egregious was the then Minister for Industry.
The minority certainly:
… believes that the government has provided insufficient
information to answer many legitimate questions raised as
part of the budget process —

and failed to provide the information as requested:
The failure to provide information requested, combined with
the incomplete, and often potentially misleading answers that
have been provided mean that it is impossible to guarantee the
integrity of the budget documentation, and … provide
assurance to the Parliament that —

the appropriation bills should be passed.
Utilisation of spin in order to avoid providing
information is of course nothing new for this
government. It is a government that preaches
transparency but in fact practises secrecy. We have seen
it in answers to questions in the house and to questions
on notice. Now we are seeing it in the deliberate
restriction of the flow of information to committees.
The fact is that the Parliament has a right to know what
the government intends to spend its money on, and the
Parliament has the right to question why the
government has made certain decisions before agreeing
to appropriate the funds.
This government appears to be doing everything in its
power to prevent the Parliament from undertaking its
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legitimate task in the public interest. If anyone doubted
the lengths the government will go to to hide
information, you only have to look at the schedule
proposed for sitting dates next year and the impact that
will have on the capacity of the committee to discharge
its duties appropriately. The committee has historically
had two weeks to consider the estimates following their
introduction before bills are debated in the house.
Consequently ministers were quizzed on the details of
their plans before this house was asked to make a
decision on the budget. From next year we are going to
be asked to debate the bills almost certainly without the
opportunity for any minister to be quizzed in a timely
and appropriate fashion. This is a new level of secrecy,
the likes of which we have not seen before. Frankly, I
very much doubt, if the government continues to
conceal information from the committee, whether the
committee will be able to discharge its legislative duty
to this Parliament.

Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee: Country Fire
Authority Fiskville training college
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to speak
on the Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee’s inquiry and report into the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) training college at
Fiskville. In the last sitting week the government tabled
its response to this inquiry. As chair of the inquiry and
the committee, I am very pleased with the response the
government has given. Of course the inquiry into
Fiskville was about a long, ongoing tragedy where
many people’s lives had been affected as a result of the
terrible negligence of CFA management and the CFA
board in relation to chemical contamination of that site.
I want to pay tribute to all those who came forward,
told their stories, gave evidence and participated in this
inquiry, in particular to those who were volunteers and
paid firefighters who attended the site. It took a lot of
courage for them to get up and speak on a personal
level about the terrible things that happened to them
and to their families, including of course the loss of
loved ones as a result of cancers that can be linked to
the chemicals they were exposed to at Fiskville. This of
course extended to the terrible guilt many felt because
they allowed family members, unknowingly of course,
to also be exposed to those chemicals.
I am very pleased with the government’s response, and
the feedback that I have received from many of those
who participated in the inquiry has also been very
positive. They feel that the government really listened
to the committee’s inquiry recommendation and that it
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is going to take action to make sure that things like
what happened at Fiskville do not happen again.
I am just going to go through a few of the
recommendations because I do not have time to go
through them all. First of all, we found that a lot of
individuals were not being given access to records even
though those records were about them. They might
have been health records, or they might have been
records about the testing of their livestock, and in
response to the recommendation to provide individuals
with proper access to these documents the government
has said that it completely supports that and will take
action in support of it. Another recommendation from
the committee is that there be a health study of students
and teachers of the school that was on the Fiskville site.
Chemical contamination extended to that site, and
without qualification the government has again said it
will support this health study of teachers and students
who attended that school.
Again, there is a recommendation that there should be
sanctions against entities that do not keep records,
because this is one of the problems — people actually
could not take action against the CFA in many cases
because the CFA itself did not keep proper records of
water testing, of what chemicals were used or of what
chemicals were in fact buried on the site. This meant
that individuals could not take action, because the
evidence was not there. Again, the government has
completely agreed that there ought to be stronger
sanctions, and the response has been to agree in
principle because it is about looking at the best way to
enable this to happen.
Another very important recommendation is that
firefighter training ought to be conducted with potable
water so that it is 100 per cent clean and likened to
drinking water. Again, this recommendation has been
taken up and supported by the government. Of course
recommendation 31 is that there ought to be a redress
scheme to provide some sort of compensation for and
acknowledgement of those that have been affected by
Fiskville and exposure to chemical contamination there,
and that again has been taken up.
Just quickly, one thing that was not really envisaged
when we did this inquiry was the fact that the CFA
board would be sacked because of their incompetence
around things like Fiskville. Many of these people have
gone on to other public office-holder positions, and this
is something that we should really look at.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2016–17
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I rise today to speak on
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
hearings of earlier this year in response to the 2016–17
budget, and I do so on the basis of the scenario that is
now playing out in Victoria with the closure of the
Hazelwood power station, the loss of jobs and price
increases for energy consumers in Victoria. I refer to
page 29 of the transcript when the Treasurer was before
the committee, where this question was asked by the
member for Gippsland South:
Treasurer, turning back to coal royalties again — budget
paper 5, page 164 — the Premier made a very clear promise
before the election of no new or increased taxes. How is the
tripling of coal royalties not an increase or a new tax?

We might well remember that before the 2014 election
a solemn commitment was given by the Premier that
there would not be an increase of taxes, fees and
charges, but with respect to the coal royalties what
actually happened in reality was we had a trebling of
the coal royalties. At the time of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings there were many
questions asked about the potential loss of jobs and how
energy prices might increase as a consequence of this
decision that was made by the government.
The Treasurer, in response to the question asked by the
member for Gippsland South, basically said that the
passed-on cost to consumers of increasing the royalties
would be so negligible that it would not have an impact.
That is simply not the case, and the member for
Gippsland South, in his prosecution of the case, made it
very clear and gave examples of independent and other
authorities who contested the proposition by the
Treasurer that prices will not increase for consumers as
a consequence of the massive hit to electricity
generators based within the Latrobe Valley.
Indeed the same question was asked of the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change — the
Minister for Energy and Resources as she was at the
time — and on page 7 of the transcript for 20 May the
member for Gippsland South refers to budget paper 3,
page 16, and outlines the decision to triple the brown
coal royalty rate. He asked:
Can you guarantee, Minister, that that will have no increase
whatsoever on household bills?

Whilst the minister gives some preamble into trying to
justify the response, such as saying that the increase in
coal royalties has come about because this is equivalent
to New South Wales and Queensland, what the minister
forgot to mention was the fact that in New South Wales
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and Queensland those particular entities not only use
coal domestically but they also export it and are
massive exporters of coal. That does not happen in
Victoria, so that logical argument does not stack up.
Nonetheless, the minister went on to say:
… we are very confident … that through that competitive
national market there will be virtually no impact on prices that
go through to consumers.

As we know just from the last week, that is not the
reality. We are now seeing the potential for
householders to incur a 10 per cent increase in their
energy prices and small businesses 13 per cent. If the
minister thinks that is virtually no impact on prices,
then she is obviously living in a different world.
I might say at this time that the minister and the
Treasurer need to remember that when they are talking
about Engie and the closure of Hazelwood, that, at the
time, Engie had actually said that this increase in coal
royalties would have a detrimental impact on the
region’s energy sector and that it had not even been
consulted on the decision that had been made. It was a
$20 million whack straight out of their business. They
go on to talk about jobs and basically say that this
significant additional cost has to be found at a time
when we have already experienced very difficult
electricity market and trading conditions, and it will not
help the community of the Latrobe Valley or the
economy in the longer term. AGL Loy Yang general
manager Steve Rieniets said the royalties would add
another $35 million to its annual operating cost and an
increased cost of this magnitude could flow through to
wholesale electricity prices and ultimately to
consumers.
Going back to May of this year and looking at the
PAEC process, what the minister and the Treasurer said
at the time has been found to be completely false and
misleading for Victorian consumers.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise to speak on the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) report
from last year on the 2015–16 budget, and specifically I
would like to speak on chapter 7 of the report, which
referred to the prevention of family violence and the
ongoing campaign for the equality of women. The
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence and
Minister for Women said in her presentation:
… gender inequality and poor attitudes towards women and
children —

should be —
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the driving organising principles with respect to our response,
because they are the underlying causes and drivers of family
violence.

As the minister said, it is these attitudes that determine
how we view and how we act towards women. These
attitudes can be loud and aggressive or they can be
small and passive, but they can be detrimental to
women and the attainment of equality.
Any type of broadcast public statement that degrades,
exploits or demeans women is not welcome in this
state. As we have seen, Queensland has recently passed
legislation to cancel the registration of vehicles with
obscene and derogatory statements on them. Tasmania
is on the path to doing the same, and the member for
Yuroke and I believe that Victoria should be next.
This move in Queensland is due to the van rental
company called Wicked Campers, who display obscene
and vile remarks on many of their vehicles — vehicles
that masquerade as advertising billboards. I have
spoken about these vans before, and my views on
Wicked Campers are very, very clear. The outright
disrespectful and objectifying comments scrawled so
proudly across these vans come at the cost of women’s
dignity and the dignity of girls. It comes at the cost of
their security, and it comes at the cost of their
perception of safety.
The Advertising Standards Board has called out this
company for their sexist and demeaning advertising.
Wicked Campers, with the greatest of disrespect,
completely ignore this. I’ll quote from their media
statement:
Wicked Campers would like to address the public concern
surrounding its use of controversial artwork on vehicles in
Australia and New Zealand.

Company spokesperson John Webb said in response to
criticism in 2015 that:
To meet the commitments made in our prior press release, we
employed a team of highly intelligent, socially conscious
super monkeys to closely monitor the subject matter featured
on our vehicles and scream loudly when offended.
This initiative had been code-named ‘Moral Monkey Squad’
under a carefully constructed mission statement:
‘Moral Monkey Squad are dedicated to satisfying the
whims and wishes of the humour-inept, self-righteous
moral majority while wearing little monkey tuxedos and
funny hats’.

Ms Thomas — Disgusting.
Ms WARD — You are absolutely right, member for
Macedon; it is disgusting. I do not consider myself to
be any of the people described by Wicked Campers.
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What I am outraged by is the sexist and demeaning
slogans that they put on their advertising billboards
masquerading as vans. They are appalling and they
need to stop.
Queensland has acted on this, and I call on this state to
do exactly the same because I do not want to see these
vans and these slogans. I do not want my daughters to
see them. I do not want any woman in this place to see
them, and I certainly do not want men to see them. I do
not want men to see them, because it is when you have
this encouragement —
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yesterday. The report arises as a result of the statutory
role of the Accountability and Oversight Committee
that is to examine the annual reports of the three
agencies that the committee oversees: the Freedom of
Information Commissioner, the Victorian Ombudsman
and the Victorian Inspectorate.
Pages iii and iv of the report outline in detail the
committee’s functions. The authority for the
committee’s functions is also noted there, and it is
found primarily in two pieces of legislation. They are
the Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 and the
Ombudsman Act 1973, sections 26H and 26I.

Ms Thomas — This normalisation.
Ms WARD — When you have this
normalisation — absolutely, member for Macedon —
of this language, it encourages other inappropriate
behaviours. It gives people permission to behave in
ways which are not respectful and to not treat women
equally, and it needs to stop.
I do hope that this state seriously considers the same
legislation that is happening in Queensland, that has
happened in New Zealand and looks like happening in
Tasmania because we want to wedge this mob. We
want to wedge them so that there is not one state in this
country where these vans can parade their misogyny,
their sexism and their complete disrespect for women,
because it is not good enough and it does not fulfil our
obligation as lawmakers. We do not want this kind of
stuff going on in our community. We do not want this
language used in our community.
As the minister said last year at PAEC, it is the way that
we treat women which encourages other people’s bad
behaviour. If we can illustrate how women are equal, if
we can create policies that help encourage women’s
equality, if we create a culture where women are
viewed as equals, we will help reduce the amount of
domestic and family violence that we see in this
community. We know this to be a truth.
These vans are a part of the problem. It is when people
see these slogans on these vans that they begin to
believe that women are not equals. They see that they
do not have to treat women with respect — and it needs
to be stopped.

Accountability and Oversight Committee:
Victorian oversight agencies 2015–16
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise
today to speak on the third report of the Accountability
and Oversight Committee in the 58th Parliament,
entitled Report into Victorian Oversight Agencies
2015–16, which I was privileged to table in this place

I note that the report provides an assessment of how
Victorian oversight agencies are performing based on
their annual reports, and it builds on previous reports
from the committee over the past three financial years.
The committee has identified a number of system
improvements based on these reports and various
recommendations and also notes areas where more
work can be done. An example of that is where the
committee has concluded that there should be
encouragement for the greater release outside of the
Freedom of Information Act 1982 of, for example,
health information, because we have found in our
experience that is frequently sought and usually
released.
Looking at the 2016 financial year in review, it has
been an interesting and evolving time for Victoria’s
integrity system. I just want to touch on a couple of
highlights of the year. In March 2016 the Victorian
government began a community consultation process as
part of its review of the state’s integrity and
accountability framework. In June 2016 the Freedom of
Information Amendment (Office of the Victorian
Information Commissioner) Bill 2016 was introduced
into Parliament, and in July 2016 the Integrity and
Accountability Legislation Amendment (A Stronger
System) Act 2016 came into operation.
So we can see there is a range of legislative changes
that will have various impacts on the work of those
agencies and then indeed on the work of the committee.
All of Victoria, including the committee members, are
watching to see how that will work out through the
Parliament and in practical terms for agencies that are
affected by the particular regulatory regimes that we are
talking about here and that fall under the purview of the
committee.
It is an interesting time to say the least, and the
committee will continue to diligently discharge its
obligations and do its work, as well as watching to see
what the implications on the agencies, and indeed on
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the committee, of the changes in legislation that I have
just highlighted will be.
The committee report makes 10 recommendations to
the Victorian government, and I just want to touch on a
couple of those. They include reviewing the
requirement that complaints submitted to the FOI
commissioner or the new information commissioner
and the Victorian Inspectorate must be made in writing.
We have recommended the collecting of data on the
time frames of FOI complaints resolutions and agency
data across the four sectors of health, government,
emergency services and statutory authorities, with a
view to determining the cost of administering FOI
requests, because for many organisations this is quite a
significant financial impost, and that needs to be looked
at. The recommendations also look at the collaboration
between the FOI commissioner and the health sector to
provide commonly requested information that is
routinely granted, and that is what I touched on before.
The structure of the report is very straightforward.
There are four chapters and it is set up in a format
similar to previous years.
In conclusion, as the chair of the Accountability and
Oversight Committee I want to thank, firstly, my fellow
committee members, including yourself, Acting
Speaker Thomson, for their contributions, and
secondly, the staff, who I note are in the public gallery
today, for all their hard work and support of the
committee, particularly for their diligence and extensive
work in relation to the preparation of the report. This is
another good report that should be of interest to
members. I commend the report to members.

CRIMES (MENTAL IMPAIRMENT AND
UNFITNESS TO BE TRIED) AMENDMENT
BILL 2016
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (‘the charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Crimes (Mental
Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Amendment Bill 2016.
In my opinion, the Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness
to be Tried) Amendment Bill 2016, 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.
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Overview
The Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried)
Amendment Bill 2016 (the bill) amends the Crimes (Mental
Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997 (the CMIA).
The bill implements reforms recommended by the Victorian
Law Reform Commission in its report on the Review of the
Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act
1997 (the report). The changes made by the bill include:
the introduction of general statutory principles to guide
the exercise of functions and powers;
streamlining procedure and clarifying legal tests;
creating a new test for fitness to plead guilty; and
replacing the current review framework with a system of
regular progress reviews.
Human rights issues
The current CMIA regime of supervision
The bill maintains the CMIA’s regime of supervision and
management of people found unfit to stand trial or not guilty
because of mental impairment.
If a person is declared liable to supervision under the CMIA,
the court must make a supervision order with respect to the
person. A custodial supervision order commits the person to
custody in an appropriate place or, as a last resort, in a prison.
An appropriate place is defined as a designated mental health
service, a residential treatment facility or a residential
institution. A non-custodial supervision order involves release
of the person on conditions decided by the court.
The framework provided by the CMIA, the Mental Health
Act 2014 and the Disability Act 2006 allows for the
compulsory treatment of people subject to custodial
supervision orders. A person released on a non-custodial
supervision order on conditions decided by the court may be
required to undergo treatment or receive services.
General statutory principles for adults
Clause 5 of the bill introduces the following general statutory
principles that guide the exercise of functions and powers in
the CMIA with respect to adults:
restrictions on a person’s freedom and personal
autonomy should be kept to the minimum consistent
with the safety of the community;
in conducting any proceeding, making any decision or
taking any action, the safety of the community should be
considered;
unreasonable delay should be avoided, particularly in
matters involving the question whether an accused is fit
to stand trial or where the defence of mental impairment
is raised or where the accused is a child;
consideration should be given to the needs of everyone
affected by the offence, including the accused, family
members of the accused and the victim or victims of the
offence; and
any proceeding should be conducted and, where
appropriate and consistent with the rights of the accused,
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modified in a manner that acknowledges the need to
involve and provide support to all the people affected by
the proceeding, including the victims of the offence, the
accused and family members of the accused.

These principles are relevant to a number of rights in the
charter and in particular promote:
the right to liberty and security of person — section 21
of the charter.
the right of all persons deprived of liberty must be
treated with humanity and with respect for the inherent
dignity of the human person — section 22 of the charter.
the right to be tried without unreasonable delay —
section 25(2)(c) of the charter.
Statutory principles for children
The bill inserts a statutory principle which applies specifically
to proceedings in the Children’s Court. In deciding whether to
make, vary or revoke a supervision order the court must have
regard to the need to strengthen and preserve the relationship
between the child and the child’s family, the desirability of
allowing the living arrangements, education, training or
employment of the child to continue without disturbance and
the need to minimise the stigma and discrimination to the
child from a court determination.
These principles enhance the protection of families and
children under section 17 of the charter and the right of a
child charged with a criminal offence to procedure that takes
into account the age of the child and the desirability of
promoting the child’s rehabilitation under 25(3) of the charter.
The bill also introduces a statutory principle that unreasonable
delay should be avoided where the accused is a child or was a
child at the time of the alleged offence. This principle is
relevant to, and enhances, the right to be tried without
unreasonable day in section 25(2)(c) of the charter.
Reframing the test for unfitness
The bill amends the statutory test for when a person is unfit to
stand trial. The test has been amended to focus on the fairness
of the trial and so enhances the right to a fair hearing under
section 24 of the charter.
The bill will also require the court, when determining whether
a person is unfit to stand trial, to consider the extent to which
certain modifications can be made to facilitate the person’s
effective participation in the trial, including whether more
appropriate communication methods can be used in court.
This is consistent with rights in criminal proceedings under
section 25 of the charter and, specifically, the right to have the
assistance of specialised communication tools and technology
if the person has communication or speech difficulties under
section 25(2)(j).
Fitness to plead guilty
The bill inserts a statutory test for fitness to plead guilty on
the basis that while a person may be unfit for trial, they may
have sufficient capacity to make an informed decision to
plead guilty. The insertion of a statutory test for fitness to
plead guilty will allow a person who is fit to plead guilty to
access the normal criminal process, and is based on the
rationale that where an accused has the capacity to make a
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particular decision that decision should be given effect as far
as possible. The test for fitness to plead guilty incorporates
several safeguards to protect the right of an accused not to be
compelled to confess guilt and so complies with
section 25(2)(k) of the charter.
Reconsidering a finding of fitness
The bill enables the court (not including the Children’s
Court), at any time before a supervision order is made, to set
aside a finding of unfitness and make a finding of fitness.
Although this provision does not strictly engage the right not
to be tried or punished more than once in section 26 of the
charter, this provision is unconventional in Victorian
legislation because it disturbs the finality of a court’s finding
of fact. It is justified by the need to protect the integrity of the
CMIA process and to provide a process for the rare cases in
which a court is satisfied that new evidence not considered as
part of the initial investigation demonstrates a high degree of
probability the person was feigning unfitness.
The defence of mental impairment
The bill introduces a statutory definition of mental
impairment. The definition is non-exhaustive, but makes clear
that a cognitive impairment, such as an intellectual disability,
is capable of qualifying as a mental impairment for the
purposes of the CMIA, while a temporary condition such as a
drug-induced psychosis cannot qualify. This is consistent with
the current position at common law. The definition also
excludes personality disorders.
Excluding personality disorders and temporary disorders
arising from an external cause (such as the consumption of
drugs or alcohol) from the definition of mental impairment
engages the right to a fair hearing, as it prevents people with
these disorders from accessing the defence of mental
impairment.
However, the right is not limited because in practice people
with personality disorders generally cannot establish that they
did not know the nature and quality of their conduct or that it
was wrong, and therefore are unlikely to be able to establish
the defence of mental impairment in any event. Similarly, it is
inappropriate that for a person who does not have a mental
impairment that exists independently of an external cause to
be subject to a supervision order. Excluding such persons
from CMIA processes is consistent with the purpose of the
defence.
Making fitness to stand trial a question for the judge not
the jury
The bill amends the CMIA so that a judge, rather than a jury,
determines the question of a person’s fitness to stand trial.
This amendment aims to expedite fitness investigations and
increase the efficiency of court processes.
This amendment is relevant to, and enhances, the right to be
tried without unreasonable delay under section 25(2)(c) of the
charter. As the jury will still make the ultimate determination
of criminal responsibility this amendment is consistent with
the right to a fair hearing under section 24 of the charter.
Only directing on relevant findings at special hearings
The bill will change the way jury directions are given in
CMIA matters, to bring them into line with contemporary
practices for directing juries. The bill will provide that at
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special hearings judges need only direct the jury on findings
that are reasonably available on the evidence. The bill will
also make clear that the Jury Directions Act 2015 applies to
special hearings.
These amendments aim to eliminate inefficient practices,
reduce uncertainty about what is required and decrease
appeals. They are therefore relevant to, and enhance, the right
to a fair hearing under section 24 of the charter and the right
to be tried without unreasonable delay in section 25(2)(c) of
the charter.
Power to remand following a finding that the accused is
unfit to stand trial and is not likely to become fit within
12 months
The bill remedies a drafting anomaly to allow the judge to
remand an accused in custody in a prison or an ‘appropriate
place’ between a finding of unfitness and a special hearing.
‘Appropriate place’ is defined to mean a designated mental
health service, a residential treatment facility or a residential
institution.
This power limits the right to liberty and freedom of
movement. The purpose of the limitation is to allow the
accused to receive treatment and services between the
outcome of a fitness investigation and a special hearing, while
also detaining the accused pending the outcome of the special
hearing for community safety reasons. The requirement that a
person will only be remanded in custody in a prison if the
judge is satisfied that there is no practicable alternative in the
circumstances ensures that prison is a last resort and the least
restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the
limitation’s purpose. This limitation is therefore reasonable
and proportionate with reference to the purpose of the
limitation.
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It is intended that ancillary orders imposed following a CMIA
finding will not be punitive in nature. Orders will only be
available under the Confiscation Act in relation to proceeds of
crime, and under the Sentencing Act for the purposes of
preserving property to satisfy potential restitution and
compensation orders. Where orders are mandatory, such as
under the Road Safety Act, it is proposed to provide the court
with discretion, so orders are only made in appropriate
circumstances.
These amendments engage the right contained in section 20
of the charter, which provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law. Although this right is relevant, it is not limited, because a
person subject to these provisions will not be deprived of
property other than in accordance with procedures established
by law.
Reviews of supervision orders
The bill will maintain the indefinite nature of supervision
orders and the current system of nominal terms but will
provide for a system of mandatory, regular progress reviews.
These progress reviews will occur at intervals of five years or
less, acting as a safeguard against arbitrary detention.
The frequency of reviews is not linked to criminal penalty but
reflective of the CMIA principles of least restriction and
gradual integration. The frequency of reviews under the
progress review system promotes the right of a person not to
be subject to arbitrary detention in section 21(2) of the
charter. The presumptions attached to progress reviews also
act as safeguards against arbitrary detention as the onus
eventually shifts from the applicant to the state to justify that
continued detention is appropriate.
A new test of unacceptable risk

Attendance at special hearings and review hearings
The bill allows an accused to ‘attend’ a special hearing by
audiovisual link, with the consent of both parties. This
amendment engages the right contained in section 25(d) of
the charter for a person to be tried in person. A special
hearing is conducted before a jury after the accused has been
found unfit to stand trial. The accused still participates in their
hearing ‘in person’ even if they attend by audiovisual link.
The accused is not being tried in absentia.
Appeal against any finding of fitness to stand trial

The bill replaces the legislative tests that refer to whether the
supervised person is likely to seriously endanger themselves
or other people with a modernised unacceptable risk test. The
new unacceptable risk test will be used by decision-makers
when reviewing and varying existing supervision orders and
deciding whether to grant short-term or extended leave from a
person’s place of custody.
Decision-makers will be required to consider whether the
person subject to a custodial supervision order poses an
unacceptable risk of serious harm when deciding whether to:

The bill will provide a right to appeal against a finding of
fitness to stand trial. The right to appeal a finding of fitness
will protect against situations where a person is subject to the
trial process when they should not be.

vary custodial supervision orders at progress review and
on application;

Although this appeal right relates to a pre-trial issue,
considering the significance of fitness investigations to the
outcome of criminal proceedings, this amendment promotes
the right to a fair hearing and the right to have conviction and
sentence reviewed by a higher court in accordance with law
contained in section 25(4) of the charter.

grant or suspend on-ground or limited off-ground leave;

Ancillary orders

increase the level of supervision of a person transferred
to Victoria from interstate or overseas.

The bill will make ancillary orders and consequences
available following a CMIA finding. Where the court
considers it appropriate to do so, orders may be made under
the Sentencing Act 1991, the Confiscation Act 1997 and the
Road Safety Act 1986.

grant or suspend a special leave of absence;

grant, suspend or revoke extended leave;
apprehend a person subject to a non-custodial
supervision order;

Decision-makers will be required to consider whether the
person subject to a custodial supervision order poses an
unacceptable risk of harm when deciding whether to:
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revoke non-custodial supervision orders at progress
review and on application.

The unacceptable risk test, in its various forms, balances the
principle of least restriction with community safety, and is
therefore relevant to the right to liberty and the right to
security of person in section 21 of the charter.
Decision-makers must be satisfied that the applicant does not
pose a risk of ‘serious harm’ before granting various forms of
leave and before varying a custodial supervision order to a
non-custodial supervision order. This ensures that people are
only kept on the highest level of supervision — in custody —
if they pose a risk of serious harm to the community.
This is balanced by requiring a court to be satisfied that a
person does not pose a risk of harm to the community before
finally discharging a person from a non-custodial supervision
order. This approach balances the principle of least restriction
with the need to protect the community by subjecting a
person to the least restrictive order while there is still a risk of
harm to the community.
Supervision of people with a cognitive impairment or
disability
The bill amends the Disability Act 2006 to expand the
functions and powers of the senior practitioner, disability. The
senior practitioner will be responsible for ensuring that the
rights of individuals with an intellectual disability on CMIA
supervision orders are protected, and appropriate standards
applied to their treatment.
These measures promote the right of all persons who are
deprived of liberty to be treated with humanity and with
respect for the inherent dignity of the human person under
section 22 of 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
standing orders:
The Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried)
Act 1997 (CMIA) abolished the Governor’s pleasure system,
establishing new procedures to deal with people found unfit
to stand trial or not guilty because of mental impairment. The
act represented the first time such rules had been set out
comprehensively, in a single Victorian statute.
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comprehensive review. This bill implements a number of
recommendations made by the VLRC.
The reforms in this bill will streamline processes, modernise
legal tests and make systemic improvements to the CMIA,
enhancing the operation of the act for those subject to it, and
all users of the act.
The reforms will help ensure that the CMIA operates
consistently with its underlying principles, as identified by the
VLRC. These include protecting the rights of the accused,
such as by ensuring that they are afforded a fair trial, are only
punished where they are morally blameworthy, and have their
freedom and autonomy restricted only so far as is necessary.
The reforms also recognise the rights of others, including
victims and family members, and the need to protect the
community from dangerous individuals. Finally, they uphold
the therapeutic focus of the CMIA, and encourage the gradual
reintroduction of supervised people back into the community
when it is safe to do so.
Statutory principles
The bill introduces a set of statutory principles to guide
decision-making under the CMIA, in accordance with one of
the VLRC’s recommendations. The statutory principles will
ensure that courts and other decision-makers under the CMIA
will always have regard to the needs of victims and family
members, consider the safety of the community, avoid
unreasonable delay, and modify proceedings in a way that
acknowledges all people affected by the proceeding. At the
same time, it gives prominence to the ‘principle of least
restriction’, which provides that the restrictions imposed on a
supervised person must be kept to the minimum consistent
with community safety.
The bill also provides for a list of considerations to which the
Children’s Court must have regard when making, varying or
revoking a supervision order in relation to a child, as
recommended by the VLRC. These include the need to
strengthen and preserve the child’s relationship with their
family, the desirability of not disrupting their living and
educational arrangements, and the need to minimise stigma
and discrimination against the child.
Clarifying and modernising legal tests
The bill clarifies and modernises a number of legal tests in the
CMIA. In accordance with the VLRC recommendation, the
bill reframes the test for unfitness to stand trial to clarify the
law and focus the fitness criteria on the crucial decisions
relevant to participation in a criminal trial. Importantly, the
focus of the test is now on whether the accused can receive a
fair trial.

The CMIA replaced a system that was considered antiquated
and unjust. It brought transparency and legal certainty to
people subject to the CMIA regime. After nearly two decades
of operation, growth in the number of people supervised
under the CMIA, and changes in the types of people and
cases affected by its provisions, it was time for it to be
reviewed.

The bill also introduces an inclusive definition of ‘mental
impairment’, in line with a VLRC recommendation. The
definition will make clear that, for the purposes of the CMIA,
‘mental impairment’ includes mental illness and cognitive
impairment (such as intellectual disability). Further, it
excludes any temporary impairment of an otherwise healthy
mind caused by an external event, such as the consumption of
a drug. The definition also excludes personality disorders.

Accordingly, in 2012, the previous government asked the
Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC) to review the
operation of the CMIA. Its report was tabled in Parliament on
21 August 2014. I thank the VLRC for its wide-ranging and

As recommended by the VLRC, the bill introduces the
concept of ‘unacceptable risk’ to decisions made under the
CMIA, replacing the existing ‘serious endangerment’ test. For
example, in deciding whether to grant extended leave to a
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person, the court will be required to consider whether
granting leave will result in an unacceptable risk of the
supervised person causing serious harm to another person.
The new wording will also apply to other categories of leave,
and decisions as to the appropriate level of supervision.
This terminology is consistent with other contemporary
legislative schemes, such as those relating to bail and serious
sex offender supervision. In addition, the bill implements the
VLRC recommendation to remove the risk the person poses
to themselves as a consideration for decisions where civil
orders would be available to manage the risk.
Introducing a test for fitness to plead guilty
The bill creates a test of fitness to plead guilty, implementing
a VLRC recommendation. The judge presiding over the
fitness investigation will be able to find that a person is
capable of pleading guilty, even though they are not capable
of undergoing the trial process. In such a case, the person is
sentenced as usual under the criminal law.
The bill includes safeguards to ensure that an accused person
can only be found fit to plead guilty if they have the capacity
to do so. It must be established that the person can understand
the offence with which they have been charged and the
consequences of pleading guilty before a finding of fitness to
plead guilty is made. In addition, the finding can only be
made where the person is legally represented, and if it has
been requested by the defence. Allowing a person who has
sufficient capacity to enter a plea of guilty to do so has the
advantage of saving court time, and reducing the burden on
the CMIA supervision system.
Transferring assessment of fitness from the jury to the
judge
The bill removes the jury as the decision-maker for fitness to
stand trial, making this a decision for the judge. This reflects
contemporary practice by acknowledging that the question of
fitness is more in the nature of a pre-trial determination,
appropriately handled by a judge and not a jury. This
implements a VLRC recommendation that juries no longer be
involved in the determination of fitness, because they deliver
few benefits, while increasing cost and stress to the accused.
Optimising fitness investigations
The bill will improve the conduct of fitness investigations by
enabling courts to consider any treatment, services or
education that have been provided to the accused or that could
be provided to them to assist them to understand a trial.
The bill also expands appeal rights in fitness proceedings and
allows for an appeal against a finding that a person is fit to
stand trial.
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Introduction of ‘progress reviews’
At present, a person subject to a supervision order is only
entitled to a review of their supervision order shortly before
the end of their ‘nominal term’. The length of the nominal
term is set by reference to the person’s principal offence and
can be up to 25 years. Under this system, some supervised
people go for a very long time before being reviewed. While
reviews can be ordered by the court when the order is
imposed, this is not mandatory.
Under the bill, all persons subject to CMIA supervision orders
will be entitled to regular ‘progress reviews’ which will occur
at intervals of five years or less. There will continue to be a
‘major’ progress review at the end of the nominal term.
People already subject to CMIA supervision orders will
transition to this new system of review, and so will also be
entitled to regular progress reviews.
The bill provides for presumptions for and against the
reduction of supervision that depend on how far the person
has progressed through the review pathway. These
presumptions are designed to encourage the gradual reduction
of supervision over time, where this is consistent with
community safety. Regular reviews ensure that people subject
to CMIA orders are not detained longer than is necessary, and
that their treatment and support needs are continually
evaluated.
Supervision orders
The bill will allow courts to decline to make a further
supervision order in respect of a person already subject to
one, consistently with a VLRC recommendation. As
supervision orders for adults are indefinite, a subsequent
supervision order is unlikely to change the intensity or length
of supervision, and has the potential to create inefficiencies
and confusion. In such circumstances, the court will be able to
make a ‘record of subsequent offending order’, ensuring that
the person’s conduct is acknowledged and relevant victims
are included in future court processes.
In accordance with the VLRC’s recommendation, the bill will
require courts to have regard to available civil orders, under
the Mental Health Act 2014 or the Disability Act 2006, when
considering whether a less restrictive order would be more
appropriate. This will help to ensure that a person is subject to
the CMIA regime only when necessary.
The bill implements a number of VLRC recommendations to
improve the process of review of supervision orders,
including:
enabling attendance at hearings via audiovisual link;
allowing reviews to be held ‘on the papers’ where an
order is expected to be unchanged; and

Power to reconsider a finding of unfitness
Under the CMIA as currently in force, if the court has found a
person unfit and then evidence emerges prior to a supervision
order being made that the accused feigned symptoms of
unfitness, the court can only make a supervision order or
unconditionally release the person. The bill will give courts
the power to vacate a finding of unfitness if there is a high
probability the person was feigning unfitness, to avoid this
situation arising.

reducing the current three-year restriction on a person
re-applying for variation of a custodial supervision order
after refusal to 18 months. The change will allow the
point at which a supervised person’s restrictions can
safely be reduced to be identified as promptly as
possible.
Ancillary orders
The VLRC recommended that a review be undertaken of the
consequences that can follow from a finding under the CMIA,
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with a view to addressing uncertainty and inconsistencies in
the law as it stands. It recommended that any changes not be
punitive in intention or effect, so far as possible, and only
made where necessary for the safety of the community.

with a disability could be improved. Accordingly, it made a
number of recommendations designed to provide a clearer
treatment pathway, more safeguards and better clinical
oversight of persons with cognitive impairment.

Applying these principles, the bill allows for certain orders to
be made following the imposition of a supervision order
under the CMIA. These include:

The bill will, in accordance with a VLRC recommendation,
require courts to consider whether there are adequate facilities
or services available in the community for the care or
treatment of the person, as the case requires. It also
implements recommendations relating to the inclusion of
treatment plans in relevant reports for people with cognitive
impairment. In preparing annual reports for the court to
consider a person’s progress under a supervision order, in
addition to reporting on the person’s treatment the supervisor
must also report on the person’s progress towards attaining
independence and physical, mental, social and vocational
ability. This recognises that the progress milestones for a
person with disability may be measured against broader
criteria than just response to treatment.

allowing a court to make orders under part 4 of the
Sentencing Act 1991, such as for restitution and
compensation, where it is appropriate to do so;
allowing for orders under the Confiscation Act 1997
relating to the proceeds and benefits of crime; and
permitting a court to cancel, suspend or vary a driver
licence under the Road Safety Act 1986, where such an
order is necessary to reduce risk to other road users.
Transfer of functions from the Forensic Leave Panel to
the Mental Health Tribunal
Applications for short-term leave by people on CMIA
supervision orders are currently determined by the Forensic
Leave Panel. Under the bill, the Forensic Leave Panel will
cease to operate and this role will be transferred to the Mental
Health Tribunal.
The tribunal has well-established systems of scheduling and
conducting hearings, generating determinations and
statements of reasons, and already conducts hearings at
Thomas Embling Hospital. There is considerable overlap in
the membership of panel and the tribunal and this change will
result in a more efficient system.
Leave applications
The bill implements the VLRC recommendation that both the
court and the Mental Health Tribunal be required to have
regard to any on-ground or off-ground leave the person has
been granted, and their compliance with leave conditions,
when deciding whether to grant further leave. This will
promote continuity in decision-making.
The bill also requires courts and the Mental Health Tribunal
to consider a supervised person’s recovery and progress when
exercising decision-making powers under the CMIA,
consistent with the therapeutic focus of the CMIA.
Finally, the bill implements the VLRC’s recommendation
that a person be able to apply for short-term leave during a
period of suspension of extended leave. This will allow
people subject to suspension to continue to undertake safe
activities, enabling them to demonstrate progression and
treatment compliance.
Improving the treatment of people with cognitive
impairment under the CMIA
The CMIA applies to people with mental illness and people
with a cognitive impairment. The significant consideration is
the person’s ability to understand and participate in the
criminal justice process so that the trial process is fair, rather
than the type of illness or disability the person has. However,
a theme in the VLRC’s report was the need to differentiate
between people in each category when considering their
treatment and supervision needs after a CMIA order is made.
The VLRC found that the model of supervision for people

Finally, the bill amends the Disability Act 2006 to expand the
functions and powers of the senior practitioner, disability. The
senior practitioner will be responsible for ensuring that the
rights of individuals with an intellectual disability on CMIA
supervision orders are protected, and appropriate standards
applied to their treatment. This change is in keeping with the
VLRC’s recommendation.
Transfer of functions to the Director of Public
Prosecutions
Consistently with a VLRC recommendation, the bill transfers
the function of appearing at supervision orders reviews and
extended leave hearings from the Attorney-General to the
Director of Public Prosecutions. The director is well placed to
take on this role, being independent from government and
having expertise in dealing with victims.
Procedural improvements
In addition to these changes, the bill also makes a range of
procedural improvements to the CMIA, intended to
streamline its operation. These affect reports prepared under
the CMIA, jury directions, applications to vary supervision
orders and leave from a supervision order. Many provisions
have also been rewritten to improve the clarity and
accessibility of the CMIA.
Interests of victims and family members
Although people who are subject to CMIA supervision are
not ‘convicted’ of their offences in the usual way, there are
still victims of their conduct, whose rights and concerns must
be considered and respected. In addition, family members of
people subject to CMIA orders are often affected by decisions
to vary the supervision order or to grant leave to the
supervised person.
The bill will improve consideration of the rights of victims
and family members. In addition to the statutory principles
mentioned earlier, it will allow victim and family member
reports to be read aloud at the relevant court hearing, as
currently allowed for victim impact statements in sentencing
hearings. It will also modernise processes for notifying
victims and family members of upcoming hearing dates.
In addition, the bill will improve consideration of victims by
requiring the Mental Health Tribunal to have regard to the
circumstances of victims and family members, where they are
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known to the tribunal, in setting conditions of short-term
leave granted to people on CMIA supervision orders. For
example, if known to it, the tribunal would be able to take
into account the home and work addresses of a victim when
setting the conditions of the supervised person’s short-term
leave.
Conclusion
This bill will ensure that the CMIA continues to achieve its
underlying objectives, while being responsive to changes in
those supervised under the CMIA. It reflects a continuing
evolution in our understanding of mental impairment and
responds to the detailed and valuable work of the VLRC. At
the same time, the bill strikes a balance between the need to
protect the rights of those charged with crimes but suffering a
mental impairment, against the need to protect community
safety and uphold the rights of victims.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 21 December.
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contributions, infrastructure contributions and growth areas
infrastructure contributions will be transferred to the VPA.
Human rights issues
Privacy and reputation (section 13)
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.
Under section 13(b), a person has the right not to have his or
her reputation unlawfully attacked.
The two aspects of the bill that engage the charter right to
privacy and reputation are:
Conflicts of interest: division 4 of part 2 deals with
conflicts of interest and may require disclosure of the
personal affairs relating to conflicts of interest.
Clause 43 will require the VPA to publish in its annual
report a description of any conflict of interest disclosure
made by a VPA director in the relevant year.
Sharing of information between agencies: clauses 33, 90
and 92 will confer new powers, or amend existing
powers, for the VPA to request information from, or to
share information with, councils and other public sector
bodies, including personal information in some cases.
These aspects of the bill are analysed below for their impact
on section 13 rights.

Statement of compatibility
Conflict of interest provisions

Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter), I make this statement
of compatibility with respect to the Victorian Planning
Authority Bill 2016.
In my opinion, the Victorian Planning Authority Bill 2016
(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
The bill will be a new principal act and will establish a new
statutory authority to be called the Victorian Planning
Authority (VPA).
The primary object of the VPA will be to provide advice and
assistance to the minister that is in accordance with ‘the
objectives of planning in Victoria’ set out in section 4(1) of
the Planning and Environment Act 1987.
The bill sets out the governance structure of the VPA, such as
the objects and functions of its board and systems for
avoiding or managing conflicts of interest.
The bill will also abolish the existing Growth Areas Authority
(GAA) established under the Planning and Environment Act
1987. The GAA currently uses ‘Victorian Planning
Authority’ as its trading name. The functions of the GAA
under that act in relation to the administration of development

Summary of the conflict of interest provisions
Planning decisions can substantially increase or reduce the
value of land and related assets. Those affected by planning
decisions can gain substantial benefits or incur substantial
losses. Consequently, individuals who exercise or influence
planning decisions are in a position to make substantial gains,
directly or indirectly, for themselves or those connected to
them, such as family members or business associates.
For these reasons, there is a public interest in avoiding or
minimising the consequences of conflicts of interest that may
arise in relation to the VPA’s functions. The purpose of the
proposed conflict of interest provisions is to avoid or manage
conflicts of interest that may arise out of the VPA’s
operations.
Division 4 of part 2 of the bill will require persons who make
or influence VPA decisions to disclose conflicts of interest
that they may have in relation to matters under consideration.
The person may have to disclose information of a private
nature, such as details of their property, investments and
relations with others who may be interested in the outcome of
a matter before the VPA.
In some cases, the person may have to disclose information
affecting the privacy of other people, such as a family
member, where the conflict of interest arises out of a
connection to the other person. Third parties’ information
may also have to be disclosed because of conflicts of interest
arising from business relationships, or because a third person
has recently given a valuable gift to a person involved in the
VPA’s consideration of a matter affecting that third party.
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These provisions engage the charter right to privacy and
reputation under section 13. A person who discloses a conflict
of interest discloses private information.

the board and must not take part in that discussion
or vote.
b.

Clause 30 — a director who has a conflict of
interest in relation to a resolution circulated for
approval outside a board meeting must advise the
chief executive officer (CEO) of the conflict as
soon as possible after receiving the resolution, who
must then report the disclosure to the next ordinary
board meeting.

c.

Clause 31 — a delegate (or sub-delegate) of the
VPA must disclose a conflict of interest in relation
to a delegated matter. Similarly, an agent of the
VPA must disclose a conflict of interest in a matter
for which they have been authorised to act for and
on behalf of the VPA. The disclosure must be
made either to the board chairperson or the CEO,
or both, depending on who is making the
disclosure.

d.

Clause 32 — an adviser (such as an employee or
consultant) to the VPA, to one of its committees or
to one of its delegates (or sub-delegates) must
disclose a conflict of interest in relation to a matter
on which they are providing advice.

The bill attempts to strike a balance between, on the one hand,
the public interest in the integrity of the planning process (by
requiring conflicts of interest to be disclosed) and, on the
other hand, the charter right to privacy of the individuals
concerned.
The bill divides conflicts of interest into two kinds, specific
and general. The difference between them lies only in the
tests used to determine whether a conflict of interest exists.
The disclosure requirements for each kind of conflict of
interest will be exactly the same, as will the consequences for
breaching those requirements.
Under clause 27(1), a person will have a specific conflict of
interest if any of the following would gain a benefit or suffer a
loss depending on the outcome of consideration of a matter:
that person;
a family member (as defined in clause 3) of the person,
such as their own spouse, or their parents, children or
siblings, or the spouse of one of them;
a body corporate of which the person, or their spouse or
domestic partner, is a director or equivalent;
someone with whom the person is in a partnership, such
as a partner in a law firm;
that person’s employer, other than a Victorian public
sector employer;
someone for whom that person acts as a consultant,
contractor or agent;
a beneficiary of a trust, or object of a discretionary trust,
of which that person is a trustee; or
someone who is a member of a class of person
prescribed by regulations for these purposes.
For these purposes, it will not matter if a benefit or loss is
direct or indirect, or financial or non-financial.
In addition, under clause 27(2), a person will have a specific
conflict of interest if they have received a gift worth $500 or
more in the last 5 years from another person who stands to
gain or lose as a result of a VPA decision, or from someone
who is acting on their behalf.
In contrast, whether a ‘general’ conflict of interest exists will
depend on assessing a particular case against the principle set
out in clause 26. A person will have a general conflict of
interest in a matter if the person could reasonably be taken,
from the perspective of an impartial, fair-minded person, to
have a conflict of interest in the matter. The concept is
deliberately flexible so that it can apply to a situation that
could not have been foreseen and legislated for specifically in
advance.
If a person has a conflict of interest of either kind they must
disclose it. Clauses 29 to 32 set out how and when disclosures
must be made. Specifically:
a.

Clause 29 — a VPA director must disclose a
conflict in relation to a matter to be discussed by

Failure to comply with these disclosure obligations may be an
offence carrying a maximum penalty of 120 penalty units,
which is currently equivalent to a fine of $18 655.
Disclosures by directors, the CEO, delegates and agents must
be recorded and in some cases reported. Disclosures made at
a meeting of the board or subsequently reported to the board
must be entered into the board’s minutes under clauses 29(5),
29(6), 30(3) or 31(5) (whichever is applicable). The CEO
must, under clause 31(7), keep a record of disclosures made
to the CEO by a delegate or agent.
In addition, clause 43 will require the VPA to include in its
annual report a description of all disclosures of interests by
VPA directors. This of course will be a public document.
However, under clause 43(3), the annual report must not
disclose information about the personal affairs of a person
other than a director. For example, say a director discloses a
conflict of interest matter because a VPA decision might
affect the value of a family member’s property. The annual
report would state that fact, but would not identify the family
member or disclose details of the property.
Assessment of the effect of the conflict of interest provisions
on privacy rights
Given the potential for planning decisions and advice to affect
property values significantly, there is a strong public interest
in ensuring that individuals making such decisions, or giving
advice to decision-makers, act impartially in the public
interest. Decision-makers and their advisers should not be
influenced or motivated by gains or losses which they, or
persons linked to them, stand to gain or suffer as a result of
VPA decisions.
There is a clear connection between the disclosure
requirements and the public interest in the integrity of the
decision-making process. It is for this reason that the bill will
require disclosure of conflicts of interest. The bill limits the
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effect on privacy rights only to the extent necessary to achieve
this object.
Individuals will be required to disclose private information
about themselves only if they participate in VPA
decision-making, if they make decisions as a delegate or
agent of the VPA, or if they give advice to such
decision-makers.
In some cases, a disclosure of a conflict of interest will also
reveal private information about third parties. However,
where this happens, it will be only because that conflict of
interest arises out of a connection between that third party and
a decision-maker or adviser. Examples are family or business
relationships that might affect a decision-maker. This is
necessary so that the nature of the conflict is fully disclosed in
the public interest.
The bill will not require private information of third parties to
be made public. Only disclosures by VPA directors must be
published in its annual report. Identifying information about
other persons will not be reported.
To the extent that the conflict of interest provisions may
require information to be disclosed about the affairs of a
company or other corporation, this does not engage charter
rights. The charter does not confer rights on corporations.
For these reasons, my view is that limitations on the right to
privacy in the bill are appropriate and proportionate taking
into account the need for integrity in the planning process.
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Planning and Environment Act 1987 may require the VPA,
when acting as a responsible authority under a planning
scheme, to notify landowners of applications under that
scheme for a planning permit that would affect their land.
There appear to be no alternatives to the proposed approach
that are reasonably available. The VPA will, as a matter of
practical necessity, need to obtain the names and addresses of
landowners so that it can contact and consult them about
matters that affect them. These details would normally be
held by municipal councils and authorities other than the
VPA, so the VPA will be reliant on those bodies for this
information.
Further, the bill limits the VPA’s use of this private
information. First, under clause 33(3), the VPA must not
request personal information other than the name and address
of an owner of land. Secondly, under clause 33(4), the VPA
can use the information only to notify, or consult with,
landholders for the purposes of performing its functions.
For these reasons, in my view, the limitation on the right to
privacy under clause 33 is reasonable and proportionate to the
purpose that the limitation seeks to achieve.
VPA may make information from GAIC records available to
certain other agencies

VPA may obtain names and addresses of affected landowners
to notify or consult them

Part 5 of the bill will transfer to the VPA existing functions of
the Growth Areas Authority in administering the growth areas
infrastructure contribution (GAIC). Clause 90 of the bill will
amend section 201UA of the Planning and Environment Act
1987 to transfer to the VPA the GAA’s power to make
information available from its records to other agencies
involved in the administration of the GAIC, including the
commissioner for state revenue and the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning.

Clause 33 will confer power on the VPA, for the purposes of
performing its functions and subject to the approval of its
minister, to request information from —

To the extent that the existing section 201UA authorises
sharing of private information of persons liable to pay GAIC,
it involves a technical limitation on the right to privacy.

Transfer of information between the VPA, councils and other
agencies

municipal councils;
planning authorities, responsible authorities, referral
authorities and advisory committees under the Planning
and Environment Act 1987;
an interface body under the Transport Integration Act
2010; and
any other public statutory authority.
To the extent to which this power could be exercised to obtain
or use private information about individuals, it limits the right
to privacy under section 13 of the charter.
The VPA will need access to this information if it is to
perform its role properly.
Landowners legitimately expect to be informed and consulted
about planning issues affecting them.
In some cases, the VPA will be under a statutory duty to
notify landowners of certain matters. In particular, section 19
of the Planning and Environment Act 1987 will impose on
the VPA, when acting as a planning authority, a statutory duty
to notify landowners of proposed planning scheme
amendments if it believes their land may be materially
affected by the amendment. Similarly, section 52 of the

The ability to share information is needed because the
administration of the GAIC involves several agencies
working in collaboration. There is no reasonable alternative to
this proposal that is available. The amendment simply
transfers existing statutory powers and functions, made
necessary by the abolition of the GAA and the creation of the
VPA.
VPA may request information from municipal councils for
GAIC purposes
Clause 92 of the bill will amend section 201UAB of the
Planning and Environment Act 1987 to transfer to the VPA
the GAA’s power to request information from municipal
councils for the purposes of administering the GAIC. In
particular, section 201UAB will enable the VPA to make a
written request for a council to provide information relating to
any land within the municipal district of that council that is
within a growth area.
To the extent that a request may involve a council disclosing
private information to the VPA about a landowner, it limits
the right to privacy under the charter.
This is a direct transfer of an existing power of the GAA. The
power to obtain information about land in areas that may be
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liable to GAIC is necessary for administration of the GAIC.
There appears to be no alternative reasonably available.
Transfer of records from GAA to VPA
Clause 48 provides that the VPA will be the successor in law
to the GAA. Among other things, clause 48 transfers
ownership of GAA records and other property to the VPA.
The GAA holds records on its planning functions and the
administration of GAIC. To the extent that these records
contain personal information, the transfer of ownership and
control of those records involves a technical limitation on the
charter right to privacy.
Again, this involves a direct transfer of GAA functions to the
VPA. Without the transfer of records, the VPA would be
impeded in the ongoing performance of functions transferred
to it from the GAA. No alternative appears to be reasonably
available.
Conclusion in relation to privacy aspects of the bill
For the above reasons, I am of the opinion that, while the bill
does limit the right to privacy in some respects, these
limitations are reasonable and justified under section 7(2) of
the charter.
Right to freedom of expression (section 15)
Clause 41 engages the right to freedom of expression, a right
which includes the freedom to impart information in various
mediums. This right is engaged and limited because it
prohibits the disclosure of ‘confidential information’ in
certain circumstances. Unauthorised disclosure of confidential
information will be an offence and subject to substantial
penalties.
Information about planning matters can significantly affect
the price of property, whether an individual property or the
property market in an area more generally. For example, if it
became known that the VPA were considering
recommending the rezoning of an area from rural to
residential, this could substantially affect the price of the
properties in question. Further, if information of this nature
leaked to one or two individuals, they could be in a position to
profit from this ‘insider information’.
For these reasons, clause 41 will enable the VPA board or its
CEO to determine that certain information is confidential. It
will be an offence for a person who is, or has been, a director,
CEO or staff member of the VPA or the GAA to disclose
such confidential information.
To the extent that a person will be prohibited from disclosing
confidential information, this will limit that person’s right to
freedom of expression.
The limitation is considered reasonable for the purposes of
section 7(2) of the charter. The purpose of the limitation is
important in that it is intended to protect the integrity of the
planning process. It will prevent unfair advantage being taken
of sensitive information to profit some at the expense of
others. The limitation on the right is directly related to its
purpose to ensure that the interests of property owners and the
general public are protected. There do not appear to be less
restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the desired
purpose.
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Right to participate in public life (section 18)
Section 18 of the charter provides that every person in
Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without
discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs.
This includes the right and opportunity to have access, on
general terms of equality, to the Victorian public service and
public office.
This right is engaged by clause 16 of the bill, which provides
for a director of the VPA who is found guilty of certain
offences to be removed from office.
Under clause 16(1), a VPA director will cease to hold office if
found guilty of an indictable offence. This includes an offence
committed outside Victoria which, if committed in Victoria,
would have been an indictable offence. Indictable offences
are serious offences which may be tried before a judge and
jury, such as the offences of theft or fraud under the Crimes
Act 1958.
Further, under clause 16(4), the minister must recommend the
removal of a VPA director who is found guilty of another
offence that is not indictable (such as a summary offence tried
before a magistrate) if the offence relates to the person’s
duties as a director. This would apply, for instance, if a
director were found guilty of the offence of failing to disclose
a conflict of interest.
The limitation is considered reasonable for the purposes of
section 7(2) of the charter. The right to access to public office
does not mean that person does not have to be appropriately
qualified and fit to hold a particular office.
The purpose of the limitation is to protect the integrity of the
VPA and public confidence in its operations. The purpose of
removing a director from office is to ensure that only fit and
proper persons hold office as directors. It would be contrary
to the public interest if a person who had committed a serious
criminal offence, or a summary offence relating to their duties
as a director, were to continue as a director of the VPA.
For these reasons, I am of the opinion that any limitation
imposed by clause 16 of the bill on the right to participate in
the conduct of public affairs is reasonable and justified under
section 7(2) of the charter.
Property rights (section 20)
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law. The property right in section 20 of the charter is relevant
to several provisions in the bill but in my opinion is not
limited by any of these provisions.
The GAA is currently established under part 3AAB of the
Planning and Environment Act 1987. This will affect the
position of people who hold office as members of the GAA
board or who are employed by the GAA. On the day on
which clause 56 of the bill comes into operation (the
commencement day), part 3AAB will be repealed and the
GAA will be abolished. Clause 48(a) of the bill provides that,
on the commencement day, the GAA will be abolished and its
members will go out of office.
The holding of public office is not ordinarily regarded as
property, so the loss of office as member does not involve a
loss of property rights. In any case, under clause 50, members
of the GAA board will, on the commencement day, become
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directors of the VPA for the balance of their terms and on the
same terms and conditions.

convicted or punished: see the Sentencing Act 1991,
section 7(1).

Similarly, clauses 51 and 52 will transfer the CEO and staff of
the GAA to employment by the VPA, on the same terms and
conditions of employment including accrued and accruing
entitlements.

Conclusion

The position of persons who have contracts with the GAA is
also similar. Under the transitional arrangements set out in
clause 48, the new VPA will be the successor in law to the
GAA. Thus, the VPA will be substituted for the GAA in
relation to any contract or legal proceeding to which the GAA
was a party before the commencement day. Any person who
had a contractual right or other claim against the GAA prior
to the commencement day will therefore not suffer any loss as
a result of the GAA’s abolition and the VPA’s establishment.
Consequently, no member of the GAA board or staff, or its
contractors, will incur any actual loss as a result of the
abolition of the GAA and their transfer to the VPA.
For the above reasons, in my opinion the provisions of the bill
are compatible with the right to property in section 20 of the
charter.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter because,
to the extent that some provisions may limit human rights,
those limitations are reasonable and demonstrably justified in
a free and democratic society.
Richard Wynne, MP
Minister for Planning

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
This bill provides for the creation of the Victorian Planning
Authority by detailing provisions for:

Right not to be tried or punished more than once
(section 26)

a.

the establishment, function and powers of the
Victorian Planning Authority;

Section 26 of the charter provides that a person must not be
tried or punished more than once for an offence in respect of
which he or she has already been finally convicted or
acquitted in accordance with law.

b.

the composition and operating arrangements of the
board;

c.

the appointment of a chief executive officer and
employment of staff;

d.

managing conflicts of interest;

e.

general and transitional directions including
enabling delegation of powers; and

f.

the necessary consequential amendments to the
Planning and Environment Act 1987, subdivision
Act 1988, Taxation Administration Act 1997 and
the Transport Integration Act 2010.

This right is engaged by clause 16 of the bill, which provides
for a director of the VPA who is found guilty of certain
offences to be removed from office.
As explained above, a VPA director will cease to hold office
if found guilty of an indictable offence in Victoria (or an
equivalent offence outside Victoria). Further, the minister
must recommend the removal of a VPA director who is found
guilty of a non-indictable relating to the person’s duties as a
director, such as a failure to disclose a conflict of interest.
To the extent that this might limit rights under section 26 not
to be punished more than once after being finally convicted of
an offence, the purpose of that limitation is to protect the
integrity of the VPA and public confidence in its operations.
The purpose of removing a director from office is not to
impose further punishment on the director in relation to the
offence. Rather, it is to ensure that only fit and proper persons
hold office as directors. It would be contrary to the public
interest if a person who had committed a serious criminal
offence, or a summary offence relating to their duties as a
director, were to continue as a director of the VPA.

The growth challenge

For these reasons, I am of the opinion that any limitation
imposed by clause 16 of the bill on the right of a person not to
be punished more than once for an offence for which the
person has been finally convicted is reasonable and justified
under section 7(2) of the charter.

The Victorian Planning Authority

I also note that clause 16 provides for removal from office of
a person who has been ‘found guilty’. While this is not a
consideration on which I have formed my opinion in relation
to section 26 of the charter, it should be noted that a person
can be found guilty of an offence without being finally

Victoria is experiencing a period of unprecedented growth
and to meet this growth we need integrated land use planning.
Melbourne is predicted to grow from 4.6 million people today
to 8 million by 2051.
The rest of Victoria’s population is expected to almost double
to around 2.1 million people over the same period. We must
ensure we are able to meet this challenge and preserve the
inclusive and prosperous state we so value.

The Victorian government is committed to delivering
improved land use and infrastructure planning to support our
growth. Managing this growth to ensure that Victorians are
able to thrive in great communities with access to transport
and employment opportunities is essential, and we know we
need to plan for this growth across all of Victoria — not just
in Melbourne.
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We are planning for our growth and liveability with the
establishment of the Victorian Planning Authority, which will
lead planning in designated areas including:
urban renewal sites, such as Arden near Melbourne’s
CBD;
growth areas, such as Wyndham and East Werribee;
and regional cities and towns, such as Bendigo, Ballarat,
Geelong, Wodonga and the Latrobe Valley.
The Victorian Planning Authority will work with local
government, utility providers, developers and across
government to ensure that the infrastructure and services our
communities require are planned for and delivered. This
planning will be based on the extensive strategic planning
already done by state and local government and other
stakeholders. It will have an important focus on planning new
housing in places that are not just affordable — but accessible
to local jobs, hospitals and services.
To do this the Victorian Planning Authority needs to have
wider legislative powers and an expanded focus on regional
areas and strategic development sites. It is imperative that we
look for new ways to maximise growth in regional and rural
Victoria, and the Victorian Planning Authority will provide
this advice to government.
The authority will plan for regional Victoria, and particularly
places such as Ballarat, Bendigo, Geelong, Wodonga and the
Latrobe Valley, to at least match Melbourne’s growth and
attract their fair share of population and development.
It will collaborate and partner with all levels of government to
develop plans that account for growth, provide for diversity of
housing with access to jobs and services, and protect and
enhance our natural and built environment.
The Victorian Planning Authority will ensure that our
planning is holistic and aligned. This will include working
with the office for suburban development, Regional
Development Victoria, the Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning, Land Use Victoria, Development
Victoria and importantly local government.
It will also work with the newly established Regional
Partnerships and Metropolitan Partnerships to capture and
plan for the issues that matter to our communities.
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the opportunities and challenges faced by communities across
Victoria and allow for economic opportunities to be shared.
The authority will be governed by a board that brings a range
of skills including areas of knowledge and expertise that were
not previously provided for such as governance, management
of business or commercial ventures and infrastructure
planning.
Importantly there will be effective measures in place to
manage conflicts of interest and the inclusion of appropriate
protections and penalties. The provisions are comprehensive
but are balanced toward providing protection for the board
and officers of the authority through the clear stipulation of
what is considered to be a conflict of interest and how they
can manage such an interest to prevent the conflict arising.
The provisions are an important feature and provide greater
clarity and protection than the current provisions contained
within the Planning and Environment Act 1987. Should a
conflict of interest not be managed in accordance with the
provisions, suitable penalties are proposed.
Importantly the consequential amendments to all other
legislation that guide the government’s land use and
infrastructure activities, such as the Planning and
Environment Act 1987, are included to reflect the creation of
the Victorian Planning Authority.
Conclusion
Protecting our liveability through integrated land use and
infrastructure planning is imperative. The establishment of the
Victorian Planning Authority complements the reforms that
have been implemented or are underway across the
government’s planning, development and transport
responsibilities.
The Victorian Planning Authority will optimise Victoria’s
ability to thrive through the delivery of comprehensive,
integrated and sustainable infrastructure and land use plans.
These plans will be developed in collaboration with local
government and deliver on community visions and
aspirations.
The Victorian Planning Authority will ensure the liveability
we experience today will be enhanced through planning for
our increasing population and enabling economic growth,
productivity and innovation.

The bill
I commend the bill to the house.
The Victorian Planning Authority Bill has a primary objective
for the authority to provide advice and assistance that is in
accordance with the objectives of planning in Victoria. The
bill requires the Victorian Planning Authority to do so in
collaboration with government and councils.
A clear operating framework for the authority and its
functions and powers is provided. These include functions to
undertake integrated land use and infrastructure planning and
to coordinate state government action in planning the use,
development and protection of land.
These functions and powers enable the Victorian Planning
Authority to work anywhere in Victoria that is designated by
me as Minister for Planning rather than be limited to growth
areas. This will enable the creation of plans that respond to

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 21 December.
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BUILDING AMENDMENT
(ENFORCEMENT AND OTHER
MEASURES) BILL 2016

Human rights issues

Statement of compatibility

The right to equality

Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) 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 Building
Amendment (Enforcement and Other Measures) Bill 2016.
In my opinion, the Building Amendment (Enforcement and
Other Measures) Bill 2016, 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 Building Act 1993 (Building Act), the
Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995 and other acts to
further implement the government’s commitment to improve
protection from home building malpractice and make several
other reforms to building-related legislation.
The purposes of the bill are relevantly to provide for:
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1. Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill

Section 8(3) of the charter provides that every person is
entitled to equal protection of the law without discrimination
and has the right to equal and effective protection against
discrimination.
Clause 7 will insert new sections 171D to 171F into the
Building Act, which provide a number of criteria that the
Victorian Building Authority must apply when determining
an application by a natural person for registration as a
building practitioner. One criterion is that they must not be an
‘excluded person’ for registration under new section 171F.
New section 171F(1)(g) provides that an excluded person
includes a person who is a represented person within the
meaning of the Guardianship and Administration Act 1986
(Guardianship Act). A represented person is a person subject
to a guardianship or administration order under the act.
Persons subject to such orders are persons with disabilities
who are unable to make reasonable judgements about certain
matters. Clause 24 inserts new section 25AE into the Building
Act, which deems a building permit to be suspended on and
from the day a builder named on the building permit becomes
a represented person.
Additionally, clause 30 will insert new section 80D into the
Building Act. New section 80D provides that the authority
may direct an employer of a private building surveyor to
transfer the carrying out of functions to another private
building surveyor engaged by the employer if the private
building surveyor currently carrying out those functions has
become a represented person within the meaning of the
Guardianship Act.

a.

registration of body corporate building
practitioners;

b.

new personal and financial probity tests for
registration and renewal;

c.

information on building practitioner’s registration
and disciplinary history to be made more accessible
to consumers;

d.

improvements to the building permit levy process
and collection;

e.

improvements to the operation of building notices
and orders;

f.

increased rigour around the inspection of building
work;

g.

transfer of work between building surveyors and
other measures to improve the regulation of
building surveyors;

In my view, these new sections do not limit the right to
equality. A represented person is deemed an excluded person
under the Building Act because of his or her inability to make
reasonable judgements about certain matters, rather than
because of his or her disability. Similarly, a represented
person who is a private building surveyor may have functions
transferred to another building surveyor, due to the fact that
the represented person cannot carry out those functions, not
because they have a disability. Therefore, no direct
discrimination arises. To the extent that there may be indirect
discrimination, the exclusion of represented persons is
reasonable. These provisions recognise the fact that a
represented person cannot carry out the functions, special
responsibilities and obligations required of these positions,
and the interests and safety of other persons may need to be
safeguarded as a result.

h.

stronger entry and information-gathering powers
for the authority and other regulators; and

Accordingly, these new sections do not discriminate against
represented persons.

i.

other amendments to improve the operation of the
regulatory framework.

Freedom from forced work
Section 11 of the charter relevantly provides that a person
must not be made to perform forced or compulsory labour.
Clause 33 inserts new section 106(ba), which allows a
building notice and subsequent building order to be served if,
among other things, safety or emergency services,
installations or equipment have not been maintained in
accordance with the occupancy permit and the regulations.
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Among other things, a building order can require an owner of
a building to carry out building work on a building.
The purpose of this requirement is to ensure that a building is
safe for users. The protection against compulsory labour in
section 11 of the charter is limited in scope, and does not
apply to work or service that forms part of a person’s normal
civil obligations. This has been interpreted as including an
owner’s obligation to maintain his or her building in
accordance with regulations. Further, an owner may engage
another person to do the work. As such, clause 33 does not
limit section 11 of the charter.
The right to privacy
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right
not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with.
The right to privacy is relevant in relation to a number of the
provisions in the bill. However, for the reasons set out below,
none of the provisions in the bill limit this right.
Applications for registration and consent to disclosure of
information
Clause 7 inserts new section 170C into the Building Act
which provides that an applicant for registration as a building
practitioner may be required to give the authority
authorisations consenting to the disclosure of information,
which the authority requires to perform a check on the
applicant. Clause 14 inserts new section 221UA, making a
similar amendment for plumbers. New section 171D provides
that the personal probity criteria that must be taken into
account include whether the person has been convicted or
found guilty (whether in Victoria or outside Victoria) of any
offence involving fraud, dishonesty, drug trafficking or
violence that was punishable by imprisonment for six months
or more. The personal probity criteria also includes whether
the person has been convicted or found guilty of an offence
under any law regulating building work or building
practitioners. New section 171E provides that, among the
financial probity criteria that must be taken into account when
considering an application for registration, is the criteria of
whether the person is or has been bankrupt. New
section 170B allows the authority to conduct any inquiries in
relation to an application that it thinks fit, and to require an
applicant to provide further information in relation to an
application.
The right to privacy is relevant to these new sections in
respect of persons applying for registration as a building
practitioner by requiring such persons to consent to third party
checks such as police record and financial checks, and then
requiring the authority to take into account the personal
information of such persons when determining whether or not
the personal probity criteria and financial criteria are met.
A person who receives a registration to be a building
practitioner will be authorised to engage with consumers by
providing building services, including entering the private
residences of consumers where required. Registered building
practitioners will also often require consumers to expend
considerable financial resources before a building project has
been completed. In order to ensure the proper protection of
consumers, it is important that registration is only granted to
persons who meet the personal probity and financial criteria.
Furthermore, checks will only be conducted where a person
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applying for a registration has provided authorisation (new
sections 170C and 221UA). Additionally, a person can seek
review by VCAT under part 11 of the Building Act of the
decision of the authority to refuse to register the person. For
these reasons, any interference to the right to privacy that may
occur by way of the operation of the new sections related to
checks on the applicant will be neither unlawful nor arbitrary,
and therefore do not limit the right to privacy.
Register of building practitioners
Clause 7 inserts a new section 175 into the Building Act,
which provides that the authority must keep a Register of
Building Practitioners. The register must include the names
and categories and classes of registration of all persons
currently registered, along with prescribed details of criminal
and disciplinary sanctions that relate to contraventions of the
Building Act and the Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995.
This register is available publicly to ensure that the public can
obtain information about registered building practitioners they
are considering engaging. New section 175D provides that
the authority must publish the register on an internet site
established by the authority.
New section 175A sets out when the authority is able to
record the information on the register, and provides that the
information about a disciplinary or criminal sanction is to
remain on the register until the expiry of five years after the
sanction ceases to have effect.
The register may interfere with the right to privacy of building
practitioners that are natural persons to the extent that it
contains personal information.
The purpose of the Register of Building Practitioners is to
ensure that consumers have up-to-date information readily
available to them in order to make informed decisions before
engaging building practitioners to undertake building work. A
consumer engaging a building practitioner must place trust in
that practitioner, as it will often be necessary to allow the
building practitioner to come into the consumer’s home and
for the consumer to commit to significant financial
expenditure. Consequently, it is reasonable and necessary for
consumers to have access to such information. Further, a
person elects to be registered as a building practitioner under
the expectation that their right to privacy will be affected by
the obligations and requirements of registration. Therefore,
the provision of such information is not arbitrary.
Additionally, since it is clear what information will be
included on these registers and how long such information
will be available, the provision of such information is also not
unlawful. For these reasons, I consider that the publication of
personal information on these registers will not limit the right
to privacy.
Information sharing
Clause 56 inserts section 259AB into the Building Act, which
allows the sharing of information by the authority with other
government bodies.
All of these provisions are appropriately circumscribed so as
not to authorise any arbitrary interferences with the right to
privacy through the disclosure of personal information. The
information to which an information sharing arrangement
may relate is limited to specified purposes in the bill,
including information concerning investigations and
assessment of complaints, probity assessments and checks
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concerning persons who carry out or propose to carry out
building work or plumbing work. It concerns information that
has been voluntarily provided by a person choosing to be
registered as a relevant practitioner, and who has consented to
disclosure as part of the application process for registration, or
information provided or gathered as a consequence of the
person’s participation in the industry. The information sharing
allows relevant agencies to better carry out their functions,
including to improve regulation of building practitioners by
being able to consider all necessary information to monitor
and assess a registered practitioner’s conduct and ability to
practice. Safeguards on the improper use of information also
apply, as clause 47 inserts new section 229J into the Building
Act to provide that an authorised person must not, except to
the extent necessary, give to any other person whether
directly or indirectly any information gained in the exercise of
their powers as an authorised person. Finally, the authority
and relevant agencies, as public authorities under the charter,
will be required to give proper consideration to, and act
compatibly with, the right to privacy when making decisions
regarding the nature and extent of information sharing
arrangements. For these reasons, I consider that these new
sections will not limit the right to privacy.
Powers of entry and search
Clause 47 substitutes a new division 2 of part 13 into the
Building Act relating to information gathering and entry
powers. New division 2 of part 13 authorises certain persons
to enter places, including private residences, and undertake
searches, which will potentially interfere with the right to
privacy of residents. These powers are directed to obtaining
information relevant to the performance of functions by
authorised persons responsible for monitoring and enforcing
compliance with the Building Act.
The bill contains a number of clauses which permit entry
without a warrant to residential and non-residential buildings
and land. However, the bill also proposes to strengthen
protections regarding the right to privacy by imposing greater
restrictions on entry into private residences when entry is
made by regulators undertaking compliance and enforcement
activities. The bill also provides for additional safeguards to
monitor the exercise of powers of entry, including requiring
each of the authority, a municipal council, Energy Safe
Victoria and a relevant building surveyor to keep a register
containing prescribed information relating to the exercise of
powers of entry. The bill also provides for various complaint
mechanisms for persons aggrieved by an exercise of power,
which require the relevant body to consider a person’s
complaint and the provide a written report in response.
Entries for inspection purposes
Clause 47 inserts new section 228D, which provides that a
relevant building surveyor, chief officer or a person they
authorise may enter buildings and land to conduct necessary
inspections authorised or required by the Building Act or
regulations. The Building Act provide that all building work
is subject to the issuing of a building permit, subject to certain
exceptions. An applicant to a building permit applies for the
permit from either a municipal or private building surveyor.
The building surveyor must specify on the building permit
that mandatory inspections will be required throughout the
course of the building work.
The new section generally requires consent of the occupier
before an authorised person can enter a building used for
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residential purposes. An exception exists in relation to a
relevant building surveyor who is inspecting building work in
or on a building or land used for residential purposes, in order
to determine if the work complies with the Building Act,
regulations or relevant permit. In this scenario, the relevant
building surveyor has been appointed to this position by the
applicant to the permit, and is exercising a power of entry in
relation to that appointment. Further, any entry and inspection
must only be carried out at a reasonable time. Accordingly,
any resulting interference with privacy is not occurring
arbitrarily.
Further, reflecting the limited purposes of such entry, a
relevant building surveyor or chief officer, or a person they
authorise, will only be able to exercise powers appropriate for
an entry for inspections, namely inspecting and copying
documents, taking photographs, making sketches and
obtaining information. Further, a notice must be left
specifying various particulars if an authorised person
exercises a power of entry without the occupier being present.
Entries for compliance purposes
New section 228E deals with entry for monitoring purposes.
It provides that, for the purpose of monitoring compliance
with the Building Act or regulations or to ascertain whether
circumstances exist for issuing a building notice or plumbing
notice, an authorised person may enter and search any
building or land, provided the person has reasonable grounds
to believe certain criteria exist. The power to enter and search
must not be exercised in or on any part of a building that is
used for residential purposes without consent, providing
protection for the privacy of the home. The power must be
exercised between the hours of 8 am and 6 pm, when building
work or plumbing work is being carried out, or when the
business is open. If this power of entry is exercised without
the owner or occupier being present, the authorised person
must leave a notice setting out the details of the entry. Further,
where consent is required, new section 228F requires that an
authorised person must, before entering, inform the occupier
of both the purpose of the search and that the occupier may
refuse to give consent to the entry and search or seizure of
anything found during the search and may refuse to consent
to the taking of samples, or any copy or extract from a
document. New section 228G requires the consenting
occupier to sign an acknowledgement before entering is
permitted.
New section 228J provides that an authorised person may
enter a building or land without a search warrant at any time if
the safety of the public or the occupants is at risk or an
emergency order under part 8 applies to the building or land
or an emergency plumbing order under section 221ZZF
applies to the building or land. If an authorised person
exercises a power of entry in the absence of the owner or
occupier the authorised person must, if reasonably
practicable, leave a notice setting out the details of the entry
on leaving the building or land.
New section 228K provides for powers of entry to monitor
buildings or land used for residential purposes with a warrant.
New section 228M provides for powers of entry to find
evidence of contravention with a search warrant. Both
provisions set out the grounds on which an authorised person
may apply to a magistrate for the issue of a warrant, and the
matters in which a magistrate must be satisfied to issue the
warrant.
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The above clauses also grant an authorised person power to
take certain actions upon entry, such as seizing things, taking
samples, requiring a document to be produced for
examination, making copies of a document, removing a
document, or making any recording. The power to take these
actions is only enlivened where the authorised person has
reasonable grounds that action is necessary to establish an
alleged contravention of the Building Act or regulations, or in
the case of search warrants, where authorised under the
warrant. The power to seize things does not apply where entry
is effected into a residential building or land under a warrant
issued under section 228K(2).
New section 228H concerns the use or seizure of electronic
equipment and provides that where entry has occurred under
section 228E, and the authorised person either finds a thing in
or on the building or land that is or includes a disc, tape or
other device and there is equipment that may be used with the
device, or there is equipment that allows access to
information, the authorised person may operate, or may
require an occupier of the building or land to operate, the
equipment to access the information.
In my view, while the exercise of the search and entry powers
contained in the above clauses may interfere with the privacy
of an individual in some cases, any such interference will not
be arbitrary. The purpose of the entry and inspection powers
is to ensure compliance with the regulatory scheme, which is
designed to protect consumers from unsafe practices and
unscrupulous operators. Further, the new entry scheme
considerably enhances the protection afforded to the right to
privacy compared to the existing scheme currently provided
by the Building Act, as it introduces new restrictions on entry
into homes.
The search and entry powers are strictly confined and contain
a range of safeguards as described above. Entry into homes
for compliance purposes will only be permitted where
consent has been provided, where a warrant has been
obtained, or in emergency circumstances. Entries that
facilitate inspections of buildings benefit the owners and users
of those buildings by ensuring their buildings are safe and
built to the required standard. In all cases, owner and
occupiers will be informed of the purpose of the entry. In
these circumstances, I am of the opinion that any interference
with privacy caused by the operation of these provisions will
be lawful and not arbitrary.
Powers to obtain information and documents
Clause 47 inserts new sections into the Building Act requiring
information and documents to be produced.
New section 227G will provide that an authorised person
may, by notice in writing, require a person to provide
information or produce documents in the custody or control
of the person if the authorised person has reasonable grounds
to suspect that an offence has been committed under the
Building Act or the regulation in relation to the carrying out
of building work or plumbing work, to determine whether the
Building Act or regulations have been complied with, or to
assist in the enforcement of safety of buildings and of
building and plumbing standards under the Building Act and
the regulations.
New section 227J provides that an authorised person may
apply for a court order requiring a person to provide

Wednesday, 7 December 2016

information if the authorised person believes that the person
may have contravened the act or regulations.
New sections 228D(6), 228E(4), 228I(2) and 228J(4) provide
that an authorised person who exercises a power of entry to a
building or land may require a person to produce documents.
Further, new section 228H authorises a person who exercises
a power of entry to operate, or require an occupier to operate
electronic equipment to access documents.
New section 229 provides that an authorised person who
exercises a power of entry to a building or land may, to the
extent that it is reasonably necessary to determine compliance
with the act or regulations, require a person to give
information orally or in writing and give reasonable
assistance to the authorised person.
Not all information required under these clauses will be of a
private nature. However, to the extent that these provisions do
require disclosure of private information, there is no arbitrary
or unlawful interference with the right to privacy because of
the need to comply with clearly articulated requirements.
Access to information providing evidence of non-compliance
or breach of the regulatory scheme allows the effective
administration of the Building Act and related legislation. The
provisions are circumscribed in their scope and can only
operate to compel the provision of information in the specific
circumstances outlined in the sections. Confidentiality
requirements in new section 229J apply to any information
gained in exercise of these powers, as well as the availability
of complaint mechanisms under new sections 231 to 234A
relating to an exercise of power by an authorised person.
I therefore consider that any interference with the right to
privacy resulting from these provisions will be neither
unlawful nor arbitrary.
The right to property
Section 20 of the charter 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.
Building orders
Clause 36 amends section 112 to enable building orders to be
made that require certain building work to be stopped in
certain circumstances.
Clauses 32 and 35 substitute new section 103 and amend
section 111 allowing emergency orders and building orders to
be made requiring occupants of a building to vacate a
building if an order to evacuate a building is made.
Clause 54 will insert section 251A allow building orders to be
made that require an owners corporation to carry out work on
a building, even though it is a lot owner’s lot that is affected.
It is possible that an order issued under one of the above
clauses may result in the deprivation of property or interfere
with a person’s enjoyment of their property rights. However,
as any deprivation of property will only occur in the limited
circumstances provided for in these clauses, and for the
purposes of properly regulating the building industry and
protecting the safety of people using a building or doing
building work, any such deprivation will not be unlawful.
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With respect to new section 251A, the affected owners
corporation will be able to recover their expenditure as a debt.
Seizure of documents and other items
As outlined above, several provisions in the bill authorise the
seizure of documents and other items in certain limited
circumstances. These include new sections 227J, 228D, 228E,
228I, 228J, 228N and 228O contained in clause 47.
These clauses precisely confine the circumstances in which
property may be seized or otherwise taken possession of for
the purposes of monitoring and investigating compliance with
the regulatory scheme. Further, the legislation sets out a
scheme in new sections 229A to 229E for the giving of
receipts for, and the returning of, seized property and samples.
Consequently, any deprivation of property which occurs as a
result of the operation of new sections contained within these
clauses authorising the seizure of documents and other
property will be lawful and not arbitrary, and therefore will
not limit section 20 of the charter.
Restriction
Clauses 43 and 102 substitutes new sections into the Building
Act and Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995 which
prevent a person from being entitled to consideration under a
contract where the work carried out is in contravention of
requirements under the Building Act or regulations, or where
a person enters into a contract in contravention of the
Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995.
The legislation clearly sets out the circumstances in which a
person may be deprived of remuneration for their work, and
serves the purpose of furthering consumer protection by
preventing persons from profiting in circumstances where
they fail to comply with the Building Act. The provisions
include exceptions where certain costs can still be claimed.
Consequently, any deprivation of property which occurs as a
result of the operation of these clauses will be lawful and not
arbitrary, and therefore will not limit section 20 of the charter.
Right to a fair hearing
Section 24(1) 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. A number of clauses in the bill are
relevant to this right, but in my view the bill does not impose
any limits on the right to a fair hearing.
Restrictions on the bringing of proceedings
Certain clauses in the bill affect the circumstances in which a
person may bring legal proceedings in relation to particular
matters or against certain people.
Clause 77 substitutes an existing immunity contained in
section 127 with new sections 127 and 127A. New
section 127 provides that a commissioner or any person
appointed or engaged by the authority is not liable for
anything done or omitted to be done in good faith in carrying
out a function under the Building Act. Instead, any liability
resulting from an act or omission that would, but for this
section, attach to a commissioner or person appointed or
engaged by the authority attaches instead to the authority.
New section 127A provides that a member of a public
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authority or any person appointed or engaged by a public
authority is not liable for anything done or omitted to be done
in good faith in carrying out a function under the Building Act
or regulations in the reasonable belief that the act or omission
was in the carrying out of a function under this act or the
regulations. Instead, any liability resulting from an act or
omission that would, but for this section, attach to a member
of a public authority or a person appointed or engaged by a
public authority attaches instead to the public authority.
In other jurisdictions, it has been found that a broad statutory
immunity from liability which imposes a bar to access to the
courts for persons seeking redress against those who enjoy the
immunity may breach the fair hearing right. These sections do
not remove available causes of action, but instead shift
liability to either the authority or to a public authority. In my
view, these clauses do not impose a bar to accessing courts
and consequently do not limit the right to a fair hearing.
Further, any implied right of access to the courts is not an
absolute right. Even if these clauses do limit the right set out
in section 24, such limits are reasonable and justifiable under
section 7(2) of the charter. The immunities are designed to
protect the public interest by maintaining the independence of
officials who perform regulatory and administrative
functions. The provision of immunities in these clauses
supports independent decision-making in relation to the
carrying out of necessary regulatory functions. Further, the
immunity only extends to cover actions or admission made in
good faith, and liability will still arise for any action or
omission undertaken dishonestly or in the course of a function
not under the act or regulations. Accordingly, these clauses do
not unjustifiably limit section 24(1) of the charter.
Right to freedom of expression
Section 15(2) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of expression. Section 15(3) 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 of other persons or for the protection of national
security, public order, public health or public morality.
Offence to make certain representations
Clause 7 inserts new sections 169 to 169C into the Building
Act, which prohibits a person who is not registered in the
appropriate category or class from representing they are
registered in that class; representing that they are able to carry
out domestic building work under a major domestic building
contract or representing that they can carry out work as a
building surveyor or building inspector.
Clause 7 also inserts new sections 169H and 169I which
require advertisements by building practitioners to conform to
certain requirements.
It may be that the right to freedom of expression extends to
certain kinds of commercial expression. However,
commercial expression is generally afforded a lesser degree
of protection under the right compared with political or
artistic expression. Restrictions on commercial expression are
likely to be subject to less scrutiny generally on the basis that
commercial expression serves a private, rather than a public,
interest. Also, as with other forms of expression, commercial
expression is subject to section 15(3) of the charter. In these
cases, the provision aims to protect consumers from being
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misled and so is necessary for the protection of the public
interest.
In light of the fact that these new sections serve to protect
consumers from being misled by persons in the building
industry who are not appropriately registered or qualified,
these provisions do not in my view limit the right to freedom
of expression. They do not fall within the protected scope of
section 15(2) of the charter, or in the alternative, they fall
within the exceptions to the right in section 15(3) of the
charter, as reasonably necessary to respect the rights of other
persons and for the protection of public order and public
health.
Right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law. This right is relevant
where a statutory provision shifts the burden of proof on to 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.
Evidential onuses
Clause 21(1) inserts new section 16A into the Building Act,
which provides an exception to certain offences under
section 16 of the Building Act if a building permit was not in
effect because it was suspended and the accused at the time of
the alleged offence was not aware, or could not reasonably be
expected to have known, that a specified event had occurred.
Clause 47 inserts new section 229F into the Building Act,
which provides that it is an offence to, without reasonable
excuse, refuse or fail to comply with a requirement of an
authorised person under division 2 of part 13 of that act.
Clause 52 amends existing section 244 of the Building Act,
which presently provides that it is an offence to, without
reasonable excuse, obstruct any person or body carrying out
any function or taking any action authorised or required under
the act or regulations. This will be broadened to provide that it
is an offence to hinder or obstruct any such person or body
and will increase the penalty for an offence under that
provision.
In my view, these provisions do not transfer the legal burden
of proof, because once the defendant has adduced or pointed
to some evidence, the burden is on the prosecution to prove
the absence of the exception raised. Courts in other
jurisdictions have generally taken the approach that an
evidential onus on a defendant to raise a defence does not
limit the presumption of innocence. The exceptions that are
provided relate to matters within the knowledge of the
defendant and, if the onus were placed on the prosecution,
would involve the proof of a negative which would be very
difficult.
For these reasons, I consider that it is appropriate for an
evidential burden to be placed on a defendant in these
instances.
2. Human rights that are limited by the bill
Right to freedom of association
Section 16(2) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of association with others.
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Clause 7 inserts new sections 171D to 171F into the Building
Act, which provide a number of mandatory criteria that the
authority must apply when determining an application by a
natural person for registration as a building practitioner. One
criterion is that they must not be an ‘excluded person’ for
registration under new section 171F. A person is an excluded
person if, under sub-sections 171F(1)(e) and (f), an associate
of the person has had their registration cancelled.
An ‘associate’ is defined in clause 3 to mean ‘a person who
exercises a significant influence over the person or the
operation or management of the person’s business’.
While these sections do not directly restrict a person from
associating with other persons, they may potentially deter an
applicant from associating with particular people if to do so
would lead to a failure to be registered as a building
practitioner.
However, the purpose of these sections is to prevent an
associate of a person, who exercises significant influence over
the person or the management of the person’s business, from
using the person to gain the privileges granted once the
person is registered as a building practitioner, despite not
being suitable to be registered themselves. I do not consider
that there are any less restrictive means available to address
this issue. While this may lead to persons wishing to apply for
registration restricting associations with particular people, the
restriction is proportionate to the end being sought to be
achieved, being preventing unsuitable persons from gaining
registration by default.
For these reasons, the limitation to section 16(2) of the charter
is reasonable and justifiable within the meaning of
section 7(2) of the charter.
Right to fair hearing
As discussed above, clauses 43 and 102 contain provisions
which prevent a person from being entitled to consideration
under a contract where the work carried out is in
contravention of requirements under the Building Act or
regulations, or where a person enters into a contract in
contravention of the Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995.
These provisions may limit a person’s right in certain
circumstances to bring proceedings to enforce payment of
moneys owed under a contract, by deeming that a person has
no entitlement to recovery in certain circumstances. However,
as I have discussed, any implied right of access to the courts
is not an absolute right, and is subject to reasonably justified
limits under charter. The bar to recovery in circumstances
where a person unlawfully enters into a building contract or
carries out unlawful plumbing work is designed to protect the
public interest by ensuring such persons do not receive
remuneration or profit from acts prohibited under the
Building Act. The provisions are the least restrictive available
as they still allow such persons to recover the amount of costs
reasonably incurred by the person in supplying materials and
other labour (other than the person’s own labour) under the
contract, which limits unjust enrichment to the other party.
Accordingly, these clauses do not unjustifiably limit
section 24(1) of the charter.
Right to protection against self-incrimination
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter provides that a person who has
been charged with a criminal offence has the right not to be
compelled to testify against himself or herself or to confess
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guilt. It is also an aspect of the right to a fair trial protected by
section 24 of the charter. This right under the charter is at
least as broad as the privilege against self-incrimination
protected by the common law. It applies to protect a charged
person against the admission in subsequent criminal
proceedings of incriminatory material obtained under
compulsion, regardless of whether the information was
obtained prior to or subsequent to the charge being laid.
Documents exception to the privilege against
self-incrimination
New section 227G provides an authorised person with power
to compel a person to provide information or documents in
certain circumstances. Further, new sections 228D(6),
228E(4), 228I(2) and 228J(4) provide that an authorised
person exercising a power of entry may require a person to
produce documents to the authorised person. New
section 229F provides that a person must not, without
reasonable excuse, fail to comply with the requirement of an
authorised person.
The above provisions are subject to the protection against
self-incrimination, by way of new section 229G which
provides that it is a reasonable excuse for a natural person to
refuse or fail to give information or do any other thing that the
person is required to do if the giving of the information or the
doing of the thing would tend to incriminate the person. The
protection is limited to information only and does not extend
to documents which an authorised person can require to be
produced.
The privilege against self-incrimination generally covers the
compulsion of documents or things which might incriminate
a person. New section 229G limits this protection by not
excusing a person from producing documents that would tend
to incriminate that person. However, it is my view that this
limit is reasonable under s 7 of the charter.
At common law the protection accorded to the compelled
production of pre-existing documents is considerably weaker
than the protection accorded to oral testimony or to
documents that are brought into existence to comply with a
request for information. This is particularly so in the context
of a regulated industry, where documents or records are
required to be produced during the course of practitioner’s
participation in that industry, and are brought into existence
for the dominant purpose of demonstrating that practitioner’s
compliance with relevant duties and obligations. The duty to
provide documents in this context is consistent with the
reasonable expectations of these individuals as persons who
operate within a regulated scheme.
These sections enable authorised persons to monitor
compliance with the Building Act, investigate potential
contraventions, and protect consumers from detriment
resulting from non-compliance with the regulatory scheme. It
is necessary for authorised persons to have access to
documents to ensure the effective administration of the
regulatory scheme.
There are no less restrictive means available to achieve the
purpose of enabling authorised persons to have access to
relevant documents, and access to such documents is
necessary to ensure the safety of consumers and to protect the
financial interests of consumers. To provide for a
document-use immunity would unreasonably obstruct the role
of authorised persons and the aims of the scheme, as well as
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give the holders of such documents an unfair forensic
advantage in relation to criminal and disciplinary
investigations. Therefore, I consider that the limitation of the
privilege against self-incrimination with respect to documents
is compatible with the right not to be compelled to testify
against oneself and the right to a fair trial in sections 25(2)(k)
and 24(1) of the charter.
I also note that new section 246(2) of the Building Act,
inserted by clause 53, requires a person who produces a
document to a person carrying out a function under the
Building Act, that he or she knows is ‘false or misleading in a
material particular’ to ‘indicat[e] the respect in which it is
false or misleading and, if practicable, provid[e] correct
information’. Where this offence provision applies in the
context of any of the above sections, a person will be excused
from complying with providing oral testimony under new
section 246(2) to indicate the respect in which the document
is false or misleading on the basis that doing so would tend to
incriminate the person, because the privilege in section 229G
of the Building Act would be available.
Richard Wynne, MP
Minister for Planning

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
This bill continues the reforms to Victoria’s building system
commenced with the Building Legislation Amendment
(Consumer Protection) Act 2016.
Implementation of a package of measures to improve dispute
resolution (and make the process accessible for both domestic
building consumers and builders), registration requirements,
and disciplinary processes and strengthen disciplinary
sanctions is underway. The impact of these changes will
benefit Victorians.
The government foreshadowed that further reforms were
required. These include measures to implement the remaining
recommendations of the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office
(VAGO) and to further improve regulation of the building
system. This bill delivers these reforms.
Victoria’s building industry is robust and continues to report
high levels of building approvals across both residential and
commercial sectors. The aim of the further reforms contained
in this bill is to continue the pathway of reform leading to a
regulatory system in which consumers, building practitioners
and industry can have confidence. These reforms are
necessary to support continued growth for the benefit of all
Victorians.
The bill will amend the Building Act 1993 to respond to the
remaining findings of the Victorian auditor-general in relation
to building practitioner registration, the building permit levy
system and the role of local government it also addresses
issues that emerged following the investigation into the
Lacrosse building fire in 2014 and the recent demolition of a
hotel in Carlton. The bill enhances regulatory powers to
enable the Victorian Building Authority (VBA) and other
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regulators to be more effective and provides stronger offence
provisions with higher penalties to act as powerful
disincentives to people who do the wrong thing.
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that they are in fact registered. This is intended to provide a
broader, principles-based prohibition on such
misrepresentations regardless of their nature, rather than just
protecting specific titles which can become outdated.

I will now outline the major provisions of the bill.
Regulation of building surveyors
Reforms to practitioner registration
The bill proposes to permit the registration of corporations for
the first time. The main purposes of registering corporations
is to ensure that the probity of corporations with whom
consumers do business can be checked so consumers can
have greater confidence in the builders they engage.
Corporate registration will also enable the VBA to take any
necessary disciplinary action directly against a company in
addition to an individual building practitioner.
In addition, it ensures the legal entities who enter into a major
domestic building contract and take out domestic building
insurance will be the same. This will provide greater
assurance to consumers that their building work will be
covered by the correct insurance. This consumer protection
mechanism will be further strengthened with new provisions
that require the building surveyor to check the insurance
details of the proposed builder against the builder named in
the major domestic building contract.
Registration will be mandatory for companies that wish to
enter into major domestic building contracts or to accept
appointment as the relevant building surveyor.
To become a registered building practitioner, a company will
require at least one nominee director whose personal
registration authorises that person to carry out work in the
class in which the company is seeking registration. In the
event that a nominee director is no longer available to
perform this role there will be a 30 day grace period during
which the corporation will remain registered until the
nominee director can be replaced.

Industry and consumers have long called for more flexibility
in the building permit system and the appointment of a
building surveyor. Under the current arrangements, building
work may be delayed if a building surveyor is on leave at the
time a building practitioner notifies that a mandatory
inspection stage has been reached.
Corporate registration for building surveyors will provide
greater flexibility in deployment of the corporate building
surveyor’s personnel. If a registered corporation is appointed
as a relevant building surveyor the corporation will need to
designate an individual who will be responsible for carrying
out the work of the building surveyor.
If the designated building surveyor goes on leave, or leaves
the company, another building surveyor can be appointed as
the designated building surveyor.
Notice of the change in the designated building surveyor will
need to be given to the person who appointed the corporation
as the relevant building surveyor as well as to the local
council and the VBA.
The bill also provides that a private building surveyor, as the
relevant building surveyor, will be able to refer work to
another building surveyor provided that the other building
surveyor and the person who appointed the original building
surveyor both agree. Consistent with the requirements for
corporations, the VBA and the relevant local council will
have to be notified of the referral for it to be effective.
This proposal is similar to provisions in other jurisdictions.
Registration and disciplinary history to be available

The VBA will be given the discretion to extend the grace
period and to attach conditions to any extension. This will
ensure that consumers are not disadvantaged as building work
will be able to continue while the company replaces the
nominee director.
The nominee director of a registered corporation will be
under a duty to ensure that the corporation complies with the
building act and the building regulations.
New clear personal and financial probity grounds will be used
by the VBA to decide whether an applicant is a ‘fit and proper
person’ to be registered.
Transitional provisions for corporate registration will aim to
ensure smooth transition into the new system. A transitional
registration will last until the first of the corporation’s
directors’ registrations comes up for renewal, at which time
the corporation will be subject to a full assessment.
New maximum penalties for corporations have been set.
Consistent with principles in the Sentencing Act 1991, these
penalties for corporations are set at five times higher than
those of natural persons.
The bill will replace existing ‘holding out’ offences with new
offences prohibiting a person or corporation not registered in
a particular class of registration from representing or implying

Building on the earlier reforms to empower consumers
through improved information on the building process, this
bill includes provisions to make information on a
practitioner’s registration and disciplinary history more
accessible to consumers through proposed improvements to
the VBA’s online Register of Building Practitioners. Better
information will assist consumers to make more informed
decisions about their choice of building practitioner.
Reforms to the building permit system and building
permit levy
The Victorian Auditor-General’s Office found that it is
difficult to ascertain whether all building permit levy due is
remitted to the VBA. VAGO found that some building
surveyors were retaining the building levy for working capital
contributing to shortfalls in levy received by the VBA. The
current monthly reporting by building surveyors to the VBA
also leads to a time lag in provision of information required
by the regulator to effectively regulate.
This bill introduces a new system for issuing building permits
and paying the building levy. Under the new system, before
the building surveyor can issue a building permit, a building
permit number must be issued by the VBA. The VBA will
only issue the building permit number upon receipt of certain
prescribed information and the building permit levy.
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The bill will repeal provisions that require building surveyors
to remit the building permit levy and information to the VBA
on a monthly basis, removing some of the regulatory burden
on building surveyors.
The VBA must issue the building permit number within five
(5) business days of receiving the required information and
the levy.
New provisions will also enable the VBA to reassess the
building permit levy if it becomes aware that the owner
provided incorrect or misleading information to the building
surveyor. A penalty levy of up to double the amount of
building permit levy that should have been paid can be
applied.
Reassessments of building levy and imposition of a penalty
levy by the VBA will be reviewable at VCAT.
Ongoing improvements to the VBA’s online systems will
facilitate compliance with these requirements and the efficient
issuing of permit numbers by the VBA. Commencement of
these provisions will occur only after the VBA has
undertaken thorough testing of its it systems with a broad
cross-section of industry participants including building
surveyors. It is for this reason that mid-2019 is the default
commencement date for these provisions.
It is also expected that these improvements, together with the
range of new powers for building surveyors to request
additional information, will assist the VBA to collect data in
relation the actual cost of building work.
Builder named on building permit responsible for
compliance
The bill proposes to require certain people to be specified on
the building permit as the builder. In most cases where
building work costs over $16 000, this will be a registered
building practitioner (either an individual or a corporation),
although it could also be an owner-builder if they are lawfully
able to carry out the building work. The person specified as
the builder on the building permit will be under a duty to
ensure that building work complies with the act, the
regulations and the building permit.
This is designed to provide a clear structure of responsibility
and control over any building project and will enable the
VBA and building surveyors to better target enforcement
activity. The bill also includes a process for changing the
name of the builder named on the building permit where the
original builder’s engagement is terminated and a new builder
is engaged.
New indictable offences
The recent demolition of the Carlton Inn (also known as the
Corkman hotel) highlighted that the current offences in the
Building Act, which provide for fines alone, are not a
sufficient deterrent for people in the business of building who
knowingly do the wrong thing.
For this reason the act creates indictable offences which will
apply in two circumstances.
The first is where a person in the business of building carries
out building work for which a building permit is required
where the person knows that a building permit is required to
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carry out that work and that a building permit to carry out the
work is not in force.
The second is where a person who is in the business of
building carries out building work if the person knows that
the building work is not being carried out in accordance with
the act, the building regulations, or the building permit issued
in relation to that work.
For these offences ‘a person in the business of building’
includes a person who is in the business of managing or
arranging the carrying out of building work.
For the first time, terms of imprisonment are attached to these
offences. This will make sure that non-compliance is not
treated as a mere cost of doing business.
If found guilty of one of these indictable offences, the
provisions of the Confiscation Act 1997 will also apply to
ensure people cannot profit from their wrongdoing.
Stronger injunction power
The bill also provides stronger injunction powers.
These powers will allow an injunction to be sought against a
person who has engaged or is proposing to engage in conduct
that would contravene the act or orders made under the act, or
a person who aids, abets, counsels or procures another person
to do so. The power will be wide-ranging and enable a court
to make any orders it considers appropriate to address the
contravention or proposed contravention. These orders could,
for example, restrain illegal building or demolition work;
require building or protection work to be performed; require a
building to be rebuilt; or require an unregistered building
practitioner to cease trading.
Better regulation of building inspections
The VBA has become aware that some building surveyors
may be sending unqualified people to check the building
work for which they have been appointed. This is
unacceptable. The bill therefore expressly limits inspections
of building work under the building act to building surveyors,
building inspectors and others who are prescribed.
The act currently requires a person in charge of building work
to notify a relevant building surveyor after completion of a
mandatory inspection stage. Building surveyors have told us
that in practice there is poor compliance with this provision
which can hamper the capacity of a building surveyor to fulfil
their statutory obligations.
The bill responds to this issue and encourages improved
compliance by requiring the person named as the builder on
the building permit to ensure that the relevant building
surveyor is notified of the mandatory inspection stage. The
bill also requires a relevant building surveyor to report any
failure by the builder to comply with these requirements to
the VBA.
Relevant building surveyors will be required to make a record
of their inspections and to produce these upon request to the
VBA, a municipal building surveyor or owner.
These measures will provide greater assurance to consumers
that the person who carries out an inspection of building work
is qualified to do so, that inspections occur at the times
required and that there is an accessible record of inspections.
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Stronger entry and information-gathering powers
To enhance the ability of the VBA and local councils to be
strong and effective regulators, the bill proposes to replace the
current entry powers in the building act with broader and
more effective entry and information-gathering powers.
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suitability for occupation, damage to fire safety equipment
such as sprinklers and other safety issues.
There will also be record-keeping requirements and
complaints processes with respect to the use of entry powers.
Clarification of the role of local government

The three main aims of reforming the entry and
information-gathering powers are to:
ensure the entry and information-gathering powers
effectively support both the industry regulation and
public safety objectives of the building act;
facilitate proactive monitoring of compliance, rather
than just taking a reactive approach to enforcement; and
ensure regulators can gather the evidence they need to
effectively enforce the building act and related
regulations.
The people authorised to use powers will be structured into
two groups: the first group will apply to regulators such as the
VBA, Energy Safe Victoria and municipal building surveyors
who have power to investigate and prosecute offences and, in
the case of VBA, to discipline, registered building
practitioners. Accordingly, the wide-ranging powers to gather
evidence will be targeted at these bodies reflecting they need
such powers to prosecute contraventions.
The second group, relevant building surveyors, chief officers
and persons they authorise will have powers that are needed
when conducting inspections authorised under the act.
The bill will replace performance auditors and persons
authorised to inspect building work with a single ‘VBA
inspector’. VBA inspectors will be able to monitor
compliance with the building act by conducting inspections.
They will also be able to conduct investigations with a view
to gathering evidence to prosecute an offence or for the VBA
to undertake discipline. An existing power to require
plumbers to attend inspections will be extended to include
registered building practitioners and owner-builders.
Information-gathering powers will be extended to facilitate
more effective monitoring of compliance with the building
act and regulations.
Entry powers will also be reformed to allow greater entry into
building sites and business premises. In line with
arrangements in other states and territories, it will no longer
be a requirement for regulators to give 24 hours notice of
intended entry. However the government expects that all
regulators (including the VBA, Energy Safe Victoria and
municipal building surveyors) would adopt a policy of giving
notice where they consider this appropriate.
New safeguards will be in place, particularly in relation to
residences. These will require a warrant for entry to a building
that is used for residential purposes unless there is an
emergency or the consent of an occupier has been obtained.
There will be a new power to obtain warrants to enter
residential buildings or land to monitor compliance.
The emergency entry power will be able to be used in relation
to residences where the safety of the public or the occupants
is at risk or an emergency order applies to the property. This
is intended to overcome difficulties seen following the
Lacrosse fire in gaining entry to apartments to check for

The Victorian Auditor-General has pointed to some
uncertainty concerning the role of councils in administering
and enforcing the parts of the act for which they are
responsible, where private building surveyors have been
appointed in respect of building work within the municipality.
The bill therefore amends section 212 of the act to provide
that the appointment of a private building surveyor does not
limit the administration and enforcement responsibilities of
the local council.
This amendment is not intended to alter the fact that the
manner in which a council exercises its responsibility for
administration and enforcement may be affected by the
appointment of a private building surveyor to building work
within the municipality. For example, a municipal building
surveyor, on behalf of council, might contact a private
building surveyor appointed in respect of building work in the
municipality, as a result of which the private building
surveyor may then take the required action to ensure that the
building work is brought into compliance.
Reformed building notice and building order provisions
The fire at the Lacrosse building highlighted difficulties
regarding the service of emergency orders and building orders
to vacate buildings in a multi-storey building which may or
may not be occupied by the owners of the apartments.
The bill therefore provides that constructive service of
emergency orders and building notices and orders to vacate
buildings will be possible by affixing the notice or order to
the building to alert occupiers of the building to the
requirements.
In addition the bill provides that the owners corporation is
responsible for carrying out building work under an
emergency order or building order. This reflects that, under
the Owners Corporations Act 2006, the owners corporation is
responsible for taking out insurance on the building and is
therefore likely to be better positioned to cause these works to
be carried out compared to individual lot owners, particularly
where there is substantial damage. The owners corporation
will be able to recover costs for work on individual lots from
lot owners. This also reflects the current situation for
responsibility for general maintenance of a multi-storey
residential building.
Occupation and use provisions of emergency orders issued by
municipal building surveyors currently only last for up to
48 hours. In some circumstances this time limit is not
adequate. The bill therefore provides a means by which the
effect of an emergency order can be extended through the
municipal building surveyor issuing a building notice within
the 48-hour period.
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Other amendments to improve the building regulatory
system
Time limit to prosecute an offence
Currently the VBA is only able to prosecute offences within
three (3) years of the certificate of final inspection or
occupancy permit being issued. This meant that following the
investigation into the Lacrosse building fire, the VBA was
able to investigate disciplinary action but was not able
commence any prosecutions against building practitioners
who might have been found to have committed a breach of
the act or the regulations.
The bill extends the period for bringing a prosecution to two
(2) years after the date on which the commission of the
alleged offence first came to the attention of the VBA, a
person authorised by the local council or Energy Safe
Victoria.
However proceedings will not be able to be commenced more
than 10 years after the commission of the alleged offence.
Maintenance of safety services and fire exits
The Lacrosse building investigation has also highlighted that
Victoria has low penalties for obstruction of fire exits and
failure to maintain safety services and equipment when
compared to other jurisdictions. The bill enables increased
penalties under the regulations for such obstructions or
failures.
Increase in maximum financial penalty by way of disciplinary
sanction
As a result of the abolition of the building practitioners board,
the substantial legal cost orders often made by the board will
not occur under the new show-cause process administered by
the VBA. The bill proposes to increase the maximum
financial penalty available by way of disciplinary sanction to
150 penalty units for individuals and 750 penalty units for
corporations. This change better aligns penalties with those in
New South Wales and Queensland.
Conclusion
This bill further demonstrates the government’s commitment
to deliver reforms that address longstanding flaws in the
building system. It also demonstrates our commitment to
respond to emerging issues that risk undermining the strength
of the state’s building industry. It provides greater regulatory
powers in areas where they are needed, so that regulation can
be targeted and the VBA is supported to be a more effective
regulator.
The reforms in the bill have been developed following
extensive consultation and taking into consideration the
findings and recommendations of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office.
The bill enhances information-gathering and entry powers for
regulators, clarifies the role of local government under the
building act, makes changes to the building permit levy
system and to the system for making and serving building
notices and orders, provides powerful deterrents for people
who do the wrong thing and makes various other
improvements to the legislative framework.
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These reforms together with the package of initiatives
commenced through the Building Legislation Amendment
(Consumer Protection) Act 2016 will achieve a clear, fair and
more accountable system for registered building practitioners
and consumers alike.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 21 December.

CHILDREN LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(REPORTABLE CONDUCT) BILL 2016
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), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Children
Legislation Amendment (Reportable Conduct) Bill 2016 (the
bill).
In my opinion, the Children Legislation Amendment
(Reportable Conduct) Bill 2016, 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 Child Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005
(the act) to establish a reportable conduct scheme (the
scheme) to be set out in a new part 5A of the act (inserted by
clause 6 of the bill and consisting of new sections 16A to
16ZN). Under the scheme allegations (defined in the bill as
reportable allegations) of specified kinds of child abuse
(defined in the bill as reportable conduct), or misconduct that
may involve reportable conduct, made against employees of
specified entities that exercise care, supervision or authority
over children must be notified to the Commission for
Children and Young People (the commission) and
investigated by the entity or a regulator of the employee.
The commission has responsibility for overseeing the
investigation and generally administering, overseeing and
monitoring the scheme. In specified circumstances the
commission may itself investigate reportable allegations and,
if it considers it to be in the public interest to do so, may
investigate whether reportable allegations have been
inappropriately handled by an entity or regulator.
The bill also amends the Commission for Children and
Young People Act 2012 to bring within the confidentiality
regime established under part 6 of that act information
acquired under the scheme by a commissioner, a staff
member or delegate of the commission or a person assisting
the commission.
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Further, the bill amends various acts to allow information to
be given to the commission, including findings and
determinations made by the suitability panel under the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005.
The bill also amends the Education and Training Reform Act
2006 to require the commission to notify the Victorian
Institute of Teaching if the commission becomes aware that a
registered teacher is the subject of a reportable allegation or a
finding of reportable conduct.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to the
bill
New section 16B sets out the fundamental principles on
which the scheme is based. Paragraph (a) provides that the
protection of children is the paramount consideration in the
context of child abuse or employee misconduct involving a
child. Consistent with that paramount consideration
paragraph (d) provides that everyone involved in the scheme
should work collaboratively to ensure the fair, effective and
timely investigation of reportable allegations.
These fundamental principles promote the right of every child
to such protection as is in their best interests and is needed by
them by reason of being a child. The right to such protection
is contained in section 17(2) of the charter. To the extent that
some provisions of the bill may impact on other human rights
protected by the charter, it is important to bear in mind the
fundamental principles on which the scheme established by
the bill is based.
Further, all human rights protected by the charter may be
subject to reasonable limitations that can be demonstrably
justified in a democratic society in accordance with section 7
of the charter. Legislation protecting against child abuse
justifiably may impose reasonable limitations on charter
rights.
Right to privacy and reputation
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.
Privacy is a broad concept and includes privacy of
information about a person and protection against interference
in relation to a person’s workplace environment.
Section 13(b) provides that a person also has the right not to
have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked. A number of
clauses in the bill engage these rights.
The bill has a number of provisions under which information
or documents relating to a person are to be given to the
commission or may be obtained by the commission.
Commission’s access to information and documents
Under new section 16L of the act a person may disclose a
reportable allegation to the commission.
Under new section 16M of the act the head of an entity who
becomes aware of a reportable allegation against an employee
of the entity must notify the commission within three business
days of the fact of the allegation and of details of the
employee and the entity and as to whether Victoria Police has
been contacted about the allegation. Within 30 days the head
must give the commission detailed information about the
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reportable allegation and about the action (if any) that it
proposes to take in relation to the employee and the reasons
for that action or inaction and provide the commission with
copies of written submissions made by the employee in
relation to the allegation.
Under new section 16N of the act the head of an entity who
becomes aware of a reportable allegation against an employee
of the entity must cause the allegation to be investigated and
inform the commission of the identity of the body or person
who will conduct the investigation. The head is further
required to comply with any request made by the commission
for information or documents relating to the allegation or its
investigation and must, when the investigation is completed,
provide the commission with a copy of the findings of the
investigation and the reasons for the findings together with
details of any disciplinary or other action proposed to be taken
in relation to the employee and the reasons for that action or,
if no action is to be taken, the reasons for not taking action.
New sections 16P to 16S of the act enable the commission to
visit an entity if investigating a reportable allegation against
an employee of the entity and inspect documents and conduct
interviews of employees and children during those visits.
These sections clearly specify the circumstances in which
visits to an entity may occur and ensure that steps are taken to
mitigate any negative effect on a child being interviewed
(including considering whether the child’s primary family
carer should be present) and to protect an employee who is
the subject of a reportable allegation from being required to
answer any question of, or provide any information to, the
commission. One of the fundamental principles in new
section 16B of the act is that employees who are the subject
of reportable allegations are entitled to natural justice in
investigations of their conduct (paragraph (e)).
Under new section 16T of the act the Chief Commissioner of
Police is required to comply with a request of the commission
for information about any police investigation of a reportable
allegation against an employee of an entity unless providing
the information would be reasonably likely to prejudice the
investigation of a breach or possible breach of the law or the
enforcement or proper administration of the law.
Under new section 16V(2) of the act the commission may
require a regulator of an employee that is investigating a
reportable allegation against the employee to provide it with
information and documents in relation to the investigation.
Further, the commission may, if itself conducting an
investigation, require the regulator to provide it with
information and documents in relation to the employee.
Under new section 16X of the act a regulator may disclose to
the commission any information or documents for the
purpose of the reportable conduct scheme and may be
required by the commission to provide it with information or
documents relating to a reportable allegation, the investigation
by the regulator of a reportable allegation or the findings,
reasons for findings and recommendations of the regulator at
the conclusion of an investigation.
New section 16ZG empowers the commission to issue a
‘notice to produce’, requiring an entity to provide it with
information or documents. Failure to comply with a notice to
produce may lead to an application to a court for a declaration
and civil penalty under new section 16ZH.

CHILDREN LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (REPORTABLE CONDUCT) BILL 2016
Wednesday, 7 December 2016

ASSEMBLY

Clause 11(3) amends section 40(2)(a) of the Working with
Children Act 2005 to allow information acquired under that
act to be given to the commission for the purposes of an
investigation of a reportable allegation.
Clause 13(3) amends section 107(1) of the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005 to require the suitability panel to
notify the commission of findings and determinations made
by it in respect of an allegation of physical or sexual abuse of
a child. The panel may also provide the commission with
reasons for the findings and determinations.
Clause 13(6) amends section 113(1) of the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005 to require the suitability panel to
notify the commission of determinations in respect of
applications for removal of a disqualification. The panel may
also provide the commission with reasons for the
determinations.
Clause 13(9) amends section 125 of the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 to enable the Secretary to the Department
of Health and Human Services to disclose to the commission
information about reportable allegations about out-of-home
carers being investigated under that act.
Clause 13(10) amends section 130 of the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 to enable an authorised investigator to
disclose to the commission information acquired in carrying
out an investigation relating to a reportable allegation about
an out-of-home carer.
Clause 15(1) amends section 39(4) of the Disability Act 2006
to allow the disclosure of reportable allegations to the
commission.
Clause 16 amends schedule 3 to the Ombudsman Act 1973 to
enable the Ombudsman to refer complaints to the
commission.
In my opinion, any interference with privacy or reputation
caused by these provisions is neither unlawful nor arbitrary
and accordingly compatible with the rights in section 13 of
the charter. The interference is authorised by law, the
circumstances in which it occurs is clearly circumscribed and
it is reasonable or proportionate in all the circumstances. The
commission has responsibility for overseeing investigations
and the power to conduct investigations is protective of the
interests of children.
Disclosure of information
New part 5A of the act provides for the disclosure of
information to a variety of persons and bodies in specified
circumstances.
New section 16ZB of the act enables the commission, the
head of an entity or a regulator to disclose information about
investigations to the child involved, the child’s parent, the
Secretary to the Department of Health and Human Services
(if the secretary has parental responsibility for the child), a
person who has daily care and control of the child or the
child’s out-of-home carer.
New section 16ZC of the Act provides for information
sharing between the commission, the head of an entity or a
regulator and a range of persons and bodies.
Under new section 16E of the act the commission is required
to liaise with regulators to avoid unnecessary duplication in
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the oversight of reportable allegations and to share
information and provide advice and guidance about the
protection of children.
New section 16G of the act gives the commission functions to
exchange information (including the findings of
investigations and the reasons for those findings) with
Victoria Police, regulators, entities and the Secretary to the
Department of Justice and Regulation and to report to the
minister and Parliament on the results of investigations of
reportable allegations.
Additionally, under new section 16ZD of the act, the
commission can, for the purposes of a working with children
check, inform the Secretary to the Department of Justice and
Regulation of certain matters if a finding is made that an
employee has committed reportable conduct. Consequentially
on this, clause 11(1) and (2) of the bill amend the Working
with Children Act 2005 to make a category C application for
the purposes of that act, or a re-assessment a category C
re-assessment, if the secretary is notified of findings of a
prescribed kind.
Clause 12(9) of the bill amends section 2.6.31 of the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 to require the
commission to immediately notify the Victorian Institute of
Teaching if the commission becomes aware that a registered
teacher is the subject of a reportable allegation or a finding of
reportable conduct.
To the extent that these provisions may interfere with the
privacy of persons to whom the information relates, the
interference will be neither unlawful nor arbitrary. The
circumstances in which information can be disclosed or
shared are lawful, and the sharing of information will promote
the important purposes of the scheme and protect the best
interests of the child.
New section 16ZL of the act requires the commission to
include in its annual report a review of the operation of the
scheme in that financial year. If requested, the commission
must also give further reports on the operation of the scheme
to the minister and the Secretary to the Department of Health
and Human Services. These further reports, and the sections
of the annual report relating to the scheme, must also be
provided to other relevant ministers or departmental
secretaries. They must not include information that identifies
a child or from which the identity of a child can be
determined.
Generally, reports will contain aggregated information, such
as the number of reportable allegations investigated, the
number of declarations made by the Magistrates Court and
notices to produce issued by the commission in that financial
year. However, it is possible that individuals, such as the head
of an entity, may be identified in a report. This could interfere
with personal privacy or cause damage to reputation. Any
such interference, however, will be neither unlawful nor
arbitrary. The circumstances in which a report can be made
are clearly set out in the legislation, and the bill ensures that
entities, regulators and persons have the opportunity to
comment on any adverse comment or opinion in a report that
relates to them (new section 16ZL(5)). Further, the reporting
process serves the important purpose of ensuring that
departmental secretaries, ministers and Parliament are
adequately informed about, and can take appropriate action to
promote, the scheme.
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Confidentiality requirements
Clause 10 of the bill amends the confidentiality provisions
within part 6 of the Commission for Children and Young
People Act 2012. The confidentiality provisions impose strict
confidentiality requirements on the disclosure of information
obtained by a ‘relevant person’ (defined as a commissioner, a
delegate of the commission, an authorised person, and a
member of the commission’s staff) by reason of their status as
a relevant person (‘protected information’).
Clause 10 in particular:
amends the definition of ‘protected information’ in
section 54 of the Commission for Children and Young
People Act 2012 so that it also applies to information
acquired under the bill; and
amends section 55(b) of that act so that it allows relevant
persons to give protected information if expressly
authorised, permitted or required to do so under the bill
or any other act; and
amends section 60 of that act so that it allows the
commission to disclose to the minister and the
departmental secretary information acquired by it in
performing functions or exercising powers under the bill
or any other act.
Any interference with privacy associated with such
disclosures of information will be neither unlawful nor
arbitrary. The exceptions from the general prohibition on
disclosure are specific, circumscribed, and tailored to achieve
a limited range of purposes, including ensuring the protection
of children from harm, and ensuring that the commission and
other bodies can adequately perform their statutory functions.
I therefore do not consider that clause 10 limits the right to
privacy.
Freedom of expression
Every person has the right to freedom of expression, which
includes the freedom to seek, receive and impart information
and ideas of all kinds, pursuant to section 15(2) of the charter.
However, section 15(3) provides that the right to freedom of
expression may be lawfully restricted in a range of
circumstances, including where it is reasonably necessary to
do so to respect the rights and reputation of other persons.
As mentioned above, the bill prohibits relevant persons from
disclosing protected information except in specified
circumstances.
New section 16ZE of the act prohibits the publication of
information that would enable the identification of a person
who has notified the commission of a reportable allegation or
a concern that reportable conduct has occurred. This is an
appropriate restriction to ensure that persons are not
discouraged from notifying the commission about such
allegations or concerns.
New section 16ZE of the act also prohibits the publication of
information that would enable the identification of a child in
relation to whom a reportable allegation, or finding of
reportable conduct, was made.
However, as any restriction on expression associated with
these prohibitions is lawful and reasonably necessary to
respect the right to privacy and reputation of other persons, I
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therefore consider the provision is compatible with the right
to freedom of expression under the charter.
Right to a fair hearing
Section 24 of the charter provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. The right generally encompasses the
established common-law right of each individual to
unimpeded access to the courts, and may be limited if a
person faces a procedural barrier to bringing his or her case
before a court. The right will not be engaged, however, by a
provision that substantively changes the law so that a cause of
action no longer exists.
Clause 6 inserts a new section 16Y, which concerns
disclosures of information or documents to the Commission
made in good faith under the scheme. New section 16Y
provides that such disclosures do not constitute
unprofessional conduct or a breach of professional ethics, do
not make the person who made the disclosure subject to any
liability in respect of the disclosure, and do not constitute a
contravention of certain provisions concerning confidentiality
of health information and information about patients of health
services.
Clause 14 inserts a new section 132A in the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005. New section 132A provides that a
member of the suitability panel is not personally liable for
things done or omitted to be done in good faith in exercising a
power or discharging a duty under that act or in the
reasonable belief that they are being done or omitted to be
done in the exercise of a power or discharge of a duty under
that act. However, any liability that the member, but for new
section 132A, would have is attached to the Crown.
In my view, the effect of these new sections is to
substantively change the law so that no cause of action exists
against persons who make disclosures (in the case of new
section 16Y) or members of the suitability panel (in the case
of new section 132A). The fair hearing right is therefore not
relevant to these amendments. Further, in the case of new
section 132A, liability may still be established against the
Crown.
Presumption of innocence
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with an offence has the right to be presumed innocent until
proved guilty according to law. A legal burden for proving a
defence may limit the right to the presumption of innocence
as it requires the accused to prove matters.
New section 16M(4) of the act makes it an offence for the
head of an entity to fail, without reasonable excuse, to comply
with the requirements of new section 16M(1) to notify the
commission of certain matters. This provision does not
transfer the burden of proof as the person need only raise a
reasonable excuse. I do not consider that an evidential onus
such as this limits the right to be presumed innocent, and
courts in other jurisdictions have taken this approach.
Accordingly, I consider that this provision is compatible with
the charter.
New section 16M(5) provides a defence to an offence against
section 16M(4) for the person charged to prove that they
honestly and reasonably believed that someone else had
notified the commission in accordance with that section. This
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limitation on the presumption of innocence is necessary and
justified because the matters to which it applies are within the
peculiar knowledge of the accused.
New section 16Z of the act relevantly provides that it is a
‘reasonable excuse’ for an individual to refuse or fail to
comply with requests or requirements to give information or
documents to the commission under the scheme if to do so
would tend to incriminate the individual. However, the right
to presumption of innocence is not enlivened by this
provision, as failure to comply with the provisions referred to
in new section 16Z does not constitute a criminal offence.
New penalties
New section 16ZH provides that an entity may be liable to
pay a civil penalty of up to $9000 if the Magistrates Court has
declared that an entity has failed to comply with a notice to
produce.
This civil penalty, although it has a partially punitive purpose,
is limited to entities operating within a specific regulatory
context, and the amount of the penalty is commensurate with
other civil penalties in Victorian legislation. I also note that in
relation to penalties under new section 16ZH, the court is
specifically required to take account of the size of an entity
and the impact of the amount of the penalty on the entity
when setting the penalty amount. As the penalty is a civil
penalty, the criminal process rights in the charter are not
engaged by this provision.
The penalties attached to new sections 16ZE and 16ZF are
criminal penalties. The criminal process rights in the charter
therefore attach to these provisions. However, the provisions
do not limit any of those rights, and are therefore compatible
with the charter.
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
standing orders:
The government takes very seriously its responsibility to
protect the most vulnerable members of our community,
children. Child safety is everyone’s responsibility.
This bill proposes amendments to the Child Wellbeing and
Safety Act 2005 to better protect children from abuse and
child-related misconduct by establishing a reportable conduct
scheme. A reportable conduct scheme will improve oversight
of responses to allegations of child abuse, sexual misconduct
and other child-related misconduct in organisations that
exercise care, supervision and authority over children.
The bill will maintain the primacy of an investigation by
Victoria Police of any allegations of criminal misconduct and
will require allegations of suspected criminal conduct to be
reported to Victoria Police. Additionally, the bill will ensure
that persons who have been investigated under the scheme
and found to have committed reportable conduct can be
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assessed for suitability to continue working or volunteering
with children by enabling information to be shared with the
Department of Justice and Regulation (for the purposes of a
working with children check) and relevant professional
registration bodies and regulators.
On 13 November 2013, the Family and Community
Development 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 (known as the Betrayal of Trust report). 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 government is committed to implementing all of the
Betrayal of Trust report’s recommendations and has already
responded to the majority of those recommendations. This bill
substantially implements recommendation 18.1 and a key
component of recommendation 10.1 of the Betrayal of Trust
report.
In particular, the Betrayal of Trust report recommended that
the Victorian government authorise an independent oversight
and monitoring scheme to improve the handling of allegations
of child abuse in relevant organisations, including
government departments, religious and non-government
organisations.
Organisational responsibility for protecting children is the
subject of a range of regulation and reforms, in addition to the
reportable conduct scheme. Most recently, the child safe
standards were introduced to drive a culture of child safety
and continuous improvement in organisations, supported by a
new role for the Commission for Children and Young People
(the commission) to build the capacity of organisations to
improve child safety.
Building on those reforms, this bill requires that an allegation
of reportable conduct committed by an employee is
appropriately reported and responded to. This bill will expand
the powers and functions of the commission to receive
notifications of reportable conduct from organisations, and
will allow for independent scrutiny of the way organisations
investigate misconduct involving children. Fundamentally, it
will ensure that the commission is aware of every allegation
of certain types of employee misconduct involving children in
relevant organisations that exercise care, supervision and
authority over children. The commission will also be able to
appropriately share information to better prevent and protect
children from abuse.
This misconduct could include sexual offences or sexual
misconduct, physical assault, significant neglect, or behaviour
that is likely to cause significant psychological or emotional
harm to children and is collectively referred to as ‘reportable
conduct’ for the purposes of this scheme. Importantly, while
the scheme will not interfere with criminal investigations, it
will capture conduct that falls below a criminal threshold, and
may not be necessarily reportable to police. This will ensure
that grooming and other inappropriate patterns of behaviour
can be identified in the early stages, and the risks to children
appropriately responded to.
‘Employee’ has a wide definition under the bill and includes
adult employees, contractors, officers, volunteers and
religious personnel. This will ensure that the scheme is able to
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receive allegations of child-related harm and misconduct
regardless of the legal status of the person that is alleged to
have caused the harm, and irrespective of whether there is a
formal employment relationship with the organisation, such
as where the person is a religious leader. This will ensure that
all children receive the same degree of protection and that
child abuse is prevented, wherever it occurs.
Under the bill, organisations subject to the scheme will be
required to have in place systems for reporting allegations of
reportable conduct and misconduct towards children made
against employees. These systems must ensure that the head
of the organisation is made aware of the allegation and that
there are appropriate organisational processes for
appropriately responding to the allegation.
As the reportable conduct scheme applies to a diverse range
of organisations, the definition of the ‘head’ of an
organisation is defined to capture personnel who hold a
relevant position of responsibility in an organisation.
Additional heads of an organisation may be prescribed by
regulation if necessary.
Under the bill, the head of an organisation must notify the
allegation to the commission. In particular, the head of an
organisation must, within 3 business days, notify the
commission when it is first made aware of an allegation, and
must then provide more detailed information as soon as
practicable and within 30 days. These timeframes build on the
requirements of the scheme in New South Wales, and will
ensure that organisations take prompt action to identify
allegations of harm and effectively respond.
The head of an organisation must appropriately respond to the
allegation by undertaking an investigation, or permitting a
regulator or another independent body or person with
appropriate qualification, training or experience to investigate
the allegation. The findings of an investigation, and reasons,
must be provided to the commission at the conclusion of an
investigation, ensuring that the commission is aware of the
outcome of investigations as well as the processes the
organisation has in place to respond to and prevent reportable
conduct by employees.
As the Betrayal of Trust report recommended, the bill will
ensure that employees who have been investigated under the
scheme and found to have committed reportable conduct can
be assessed for suitability to continue to work or volunteer
with children. In particular, the bill will enable information to
be shared with the Department of Justice and Regulation for
the purposes of the working with children check, and with
relevant professional registration bodies and regulators. This
will equip the regulatory system to assess suitability and,
where appropriate, exclude people who have been found to
pose an unjustifiable risk to children from working or
volunteering with children.
Building on its existing roles to promote the safety and
wellbeing of children and monitor and oversee compliance
with the child safe standards, the commission will be
provided with appropriate powers and functions to administer
the reportable conduct scheme. These powers enable the
commission to:
educate and provide advice to organisations and
regulators;
oversee investigations into reportable allegations;
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where necessary, conduct its own investigations into
reportable allegations;
investigate the handling of a reportable allegation by an
organisation or regulator;
scrutinise the systems in place in organisations which
are subject to the scheme to prevent reportable conduct;
monitor compliance with the scheme; and
report to ministers and Parliament on the scheme.

In administering the scheme, the commission will also build
the capacity of organisations to respond appropriately and
effectively to reportable allegations, assisting organisations to
better prevent and respond to child abuse.
A range of organisations that exercise care, supervision or
authority over children will be covered by the scheme. To
ensure the effective operation of the scheme and to provide
organisations with additional time to prepare, the scheme will
apply to organisations that have responsibility for children in
three phases.
From commencement of the scheme, the scheme will
apply to child protection services, out-of-home care
services, disability services providing residential
services for children with a disability, certain education
providers, government and non-government schools,
youth refuges, certain health services with inpatient
beds, and government departments.
From six months after commencement, the scheme will
apply to hospitals, other disability services for children,
providers of overnight camps, religious bodies and the
residential facilities of boarding schools.
From 18 months after commencement, the scheme will
apply to early childhood services, approved education
and care services (for example, kindergartens and
after-hours care services), children’s services (such as
occasional care providers), and prescribed statutory
bodies that have functions of a public nature, such as
public museums and galleries.
The development of the bill involved extensive consultation
with representatives of government and non-government
stakeholders. There is broad support for the scheme proposed
in this bill.
In conclusion, the bill will amend the Child Wellbeing and
Safety Act 2005 to establish a reportable conduct scheme, in
order to better protect children from the risk of abuse in
organisations that exercise the closest care, supervision and
authority over them. The bill will also make consequential
amendments to other legislation to enable information to be
appropriately shared to better protect children from abuse and
harm.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 21 December.
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CHRISTMAS FELICITATIONS
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! While we are waiting for the copies of the next
bill to arrive, can I just take this opportunity to thank
the clerks and attendants of the Parliament for their
work over the past 12 months, given that this is the last
week we will be sitting for this calendar year. We
certainly do appreciate the work they put in.
To all the staff of the Parliament, we wish to thank you.
You are all often here well before we arrive and often
leave long after we have departed. To the staff in the
library; to the staff in catering, who have to put up with
us when we do our morning rush for coffee — —
Mr Pearson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! We say goodbye to TJ, who has been
unbelievable. To our electricians and maintenance
people, who have done a marvellous job of ensuring
that the lights go on, the heating works and we are able
to work in a comfortable environment, we say thank
you. We could not do the work we do without the staff
who support us in the house. So on behalf of all
members, I take this opportunity to say thank you very
much and wish you all the best for the seasons. May
you have a very merry Christmas, or whatever you may
celebrate, and a very safe break.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(PAROLE REFORM AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 December; motion of
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This bill comes to the
house while Victoria is facing an ever escalating crime
wave. We have crime up by more than 13 per cent over
the last year alone. We are seeing home invasions being
suffered by families across the state. We are seeing
carjackings. We are seeing bashings. We are seeing
armed robberies. Unfortunately we are seeing a
government that has been soft on crime and has been
appallingly tardy in its reactions to the problems this
community is suffering as a result.
We have seen failures to react to rulings by the courts
that have departed from this Parliament’s intentions and
failures to impose the strong and effective sentences
that this Parliament, on behalf of the community, has
legislated for. We have seen the government weakening
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bail laws, particularly juvenile bail laws. We have seen
the government scaling back police powers to deal with
violent and threatening protesters. We have seen cuts to
frontline police numbers. We have seen police stations
closed or their hours reduced. We are left with the
consequence that while in New South Wales crime is
falling, and while indeed crime is falling in many, many
jurisdictions around the Western world that have acted
effectively to tackle crime, here in Victoria under the
Andrews government, given its inaction and its
soft-on-crime approach, crime is continuing to soar.
We are seeing a justice system that is in shambles. We
are seeing a youth justice system that is in complete
disarray and a minister who has completely lost control
and is unable even to keep law and order within what
should be a secure justice facility. We are seeing in
adult prisons crime gangs doing their business behind
prison doors and the government failing to act on it. We
are seeing a government that has failed to implement
the remaining recommendations of the Callinan review.
We have seen four corrections ministers within
10 months, and the community is paying the price for
this disarray as well as for the conscious soft-on-crime
approach. The policies are the legacy of former
Attorney-General Rob Hulls and have permeated the
Labor Party and left them failing to stand up for the
community.
Now belatedly, we have seen a rush of bills to this
house — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair apologises to
the member for Box Hill. The time has come for me to
interrupt business under sessional orders for questions
without notice and ministers statements. I ask the Clerk
to ring the bells. The member will continue when the
matter is next before the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

ABSENCE OF MINISTERS
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The Minister for
Industry and Employment, who is also Minister for
Resources, is absent from question time today, and the
Leader of the House will answer in his place. The
Minister for Industrial Relations, who is also Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs and Minister for Local
Government, is also absent from question time today.
Again, the Leader of the House will answer in her
place.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Thunderstorm asthma
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Minister for Health. On 21 November I was one of
thousands of Victorians who experienced severe
asthma during an event that tragically has now taken
eight lives in Victoria. Minister, last week you said all
non-emergency patient transfers were being used to
assist Ambulance Victoria during this emergency.
Despite your public claims, why is it that St John
Ambulance, which carries Ventolin, was only asked for
one extra shift and the emergency medical responder
Hatzola was not even asked to assist during this
emergency?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Frankston will come to order.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question and acknowledge the
impact on his own health that the thunderstorm asthma
had. He was not alone; there were over 8500 Victorians
who were impacted upon by this unprecedented and
unpredictable event. The advice that I have been
provided by Ambulance Victoria is that as this matter
continued to escalate — and I remind the house that
ambulances were being called at the rate of one every
4.5 seconds — every available resource was being
utilised.
The great challenge and the great difficulty, as I am
advised, during this process was understanding the
scale and scope. I know that many of our rural and
regional ambulance services did come to Melbourne
that night. In any event, there have been some tragic
outcomes from this process, and it is important that we
learn from all of those, which is why we have appointed
the inspector-general for emergency management
(IGEM) to conduct a review — and indeed Mr Tim
Cartwright is conducting an immediate review in
respect of Ambulance Victoria. All lessons need to be
learned. I am not going to pre-empt the outcome of that
review. Should the member have any specific issues
that he wishes to raise or have canvassed in the course
of that review, he is absolutely more than welcome to
raise those with us.
Can I also remind the house that we still have a person
impacted who is currently in an intensive care unit and
very unwell. I know that the member asked the question
in good faith; I have answered it in good faith. I think it
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would be highly unedifying for us to either pre-empt
the outcome of any such review or to try and turn this
into a political football while people remain very, very
unwell.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Minister, in late
2015 your government axed a requirement that saw
St John Ambulance train all Victorian teachers to
administer a response to anaphylaxis, a response which
can also be used to treat severe asthma. Minister, given
that similar events to 21 November could occur at any
time, including during school hours, will you now
reverse this decision and immediately reinstate this
life-saving training?
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his supplementary question. Again I
wish to emphasise that the IGEM review will look at
and examine every opportunity, every issue and every
lesson that has to be learned. Can I also make the point
that there are many organisations out there that are
providing training, both within the schooling system
and within communities. I know this to be a fact given
the enormous investment that our government has
made, particularly when it comes to ambulance services
in regional Victoria.
It is true that in recovering after $1 billion worth of cuts
from the health system and after those opposite
declared war on our paramedics it has taken significant
amounts of time for us to turn that system around.
Ms Staley interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon is
warned; I will not warn the member again. The minister
is entitled to silence. The minister is responding to the
question as put by the Leader of The Nationals. She has
9 seconds to conclude.
Ms HENNESSY — In conclusion, it is in fact a new
course that has been introduced under medical
supervision. Is it not delightful to see them lean into the
space that they have cut, fail to ask me a question on
health for 600 days and then get up and lead with their
chins on this issue?

Ministers statements: police resources
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I rise to update the
house on the government’s latest announcements in
relation to resourcing Victoria Police properly and
making sure that they have got what they need to fight
crime and keep our community safe. Business as usual
simply will not cut it. That is why we have delivered a
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comprehensive package of new powers, tough new
laws and $2.04 billion in new funding for Victoria
Police and a new model for the allocation of staff and a
new partnership between the government, the police
association representing the dedicated men and women
of Victoria Police, and police command. What that
means is 2729 new police over the next four years. The
model allocates those staff to where they are needed
most, with the operational independence those opposite
can only dream about.
What is more, there will be 100 new protective services
officers. This has been described as the most significant
boost in the 163-year history of Victoria Police. And
we are doing more than just recruiting additional police.
A dedicated 24-hour police assistance line will be
established so that anywhere in the state, at any time of
the day, any Victorian can ring and speak to a member
of Victoria Police about any issue they might want to
talk about. That is important: it is about being
connected.
We are also making sure that there are new resources
for the police air wing, new training facilities for our
special operations group, our bomb squad and our
special emergency response teams. We are also making
sure there are sufficient boosts and upgrades for the
police air wing — both rotary and fixed assets will be
upgraded. The list goes on and on. Time is against me,
Speaker, so I cannot list all of the things that this
government is doing to back the chief commissioner to
fight crime and keep Victorians safe.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for
Warrandyte and Hawthorn will allow the Leader of The
Nationals to put a substantive question.

Thunderstorm asthma
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is
again to the Minister for Health. Minister, in an
emergency such as occurred on 21 November, the state
emergency warning system is designed to alert the
public via the media or an official emergency
announcement. Minister, despite a call to 000 every
4.5 seconds, by 7.00 p.m. that night why did you not
issue a state emergency warning or an immediate
response from the chief health officer, despite the
obvious emergency that was unfolding?
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — Can I
thank the member for his question. This was, as I said, a
very unprecedented and unpredictable event. It was in
fact something that was unfolding over the course of
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the night as the scale and the scope and the impact of
this event was starting to be understood, but it was not
something like a fire or like a flood where you are able
to identify it immediately and to use our standard
response.
It is true that we are in a new frontier when it comes
to public health impacts for adverse weather events.
This is indeed what occurred. There was a state
health emergency coordinating group that was pulled
together at the appropriate time. It is appropriate that
communications be considered in the course of the
inspector-general for emergency management
(IGEM) review. Let IGEM provide us with that
advice and that information, based on the facts of
what occurred that night.
I would put that in stark contrast to the approach that
those opposite took during the Hazelwood mine fire,
when they refused to acknowledge there was a
problem, when they ignored the community for over
two weeks, when information was not provided. We
think it is incumbent upon us to learn in respect of this
issue. Ambulance Victoria and our health system did an
extraordinary job. They did an extraordinary job, but
there will be much to learn from this experience, and
our government is committed to learning from it.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Minister, on
21 November there was no emergency warning issued
by the government. The chief health officer was silent.
Can you confirm that as this emergency was unfolding
and as the government sat completely silent — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals to continue, in silence.
Mr WALSH — as the government sat completely
silent, your response was to sit at home.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not warn the
member for Footscray again. The Minister for Health
has the call on a question as put by the Leader of The
Nationals. She will be heard in silence.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — The
content of the member’s question is wrong, so he has
that information wrong. I also refer him to the answers
that Ambulance Victoria gave. I was in contact with the
secretary of my department, my office was being
briefed during this period of time — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
hear the Minister for Health. The house, and indeed the
media, and the Chair are entitled to be able to hear the
Minister for Health give her response to the Leader of
The Nationals. The member for Frankston is warned
now.
Ms HENNESSY — The implications that sit behind
the grubby suggestion that the shadow minister is
attempting to roll out are wrong. This is a very
important event from which we absolutely need to
learn, and attempts to muddy this by making those sorts
of allegations is unedifying upon those opposite, not on
this government, nor on the extraordinary work — —
Ms Williams interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Dandenong is warned. The member for Dandenong
will not be warned again. The Chair is on his feet.
Mrs Fyffe — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. It was a simple
question asking where she was on the night of this
emergency.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister was being entirely relevant to the question that
was asked. It was a question that broadly went to issues
about health response in this critical incident. The
minister is absolutely entitled, given the unsavoury
nature of the question that was asked, to canvass this
sort of issue.
Mr Clark — Further on the point of order, Speaker,
question time is about the government being
accountable to Parliament and the community for their
conduct. The minister has been asked a simple and
straightforward question to account for her actions and
whereabouts on the night of this emergency that
tragically led to the deaths of eight Victorians. The
minister should be providing a direct answer to that
question and should not be debating it. I ask you to
bring her back to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order. The minister will continue.
Ms HENNESSY — Thank you very much,
Speaker. I can assure the house that I was being
updated and advised by my department, and I can tell
you that I was not at the tennis while the state was
burning down.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair must be able
to hear the minister if the Chair is to adjudicate
impartially. The Chair could not hear the minister. The
minister has concluded her answer.

Ministers statements: police resources
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — Today we
build on the $900 million we have already invested in
Victoria Police — in more police, protective custody
officers, laws, technology and equipment that they
need. On Sunday I spoke about our record investment,
our historic investment, in a new policing model — the
3135 police over the next five years — and that this
would be part of a broader plan, a strategic direction, in
relation to how we keep our community safe. It outlines
the police priorities, the resources, the tools, the laws
and the interventions that will assist Victoria Police
capability to ensure prevention, disruption and
detection of crime in our community, reduce the harm
and improve community safety.
What does it mean for the community? It means
increasing connection with the community, more
visible proactive policing, guarantees on counter
services, guarantees around 24-hour police stations —
giving the police the tools they need, the laws they need
to help us bring down crime rates and hold people to
account. This has been developed by the police, by
government, by police command and by the
community. It is the air wing capacity, the specialist
training facility, the mobile technology, the automatic
numberplate recognition, the 100 000 drug tests a year,
the additional community engagement and crime
prevention grants. It is additional mental health support
for our police officers and maternity leave backfilling
for the first time. Ron Iddles, the secretary of the Police
Association Victoria, said this is a legitimate document.
He said:
This is not about politics, this is about community safety …

and today is the first day in the future of policing in
Victoria.
While we get on with recruiting police numbers and
making sure our state is safer, what we have are other
members who are recruiting for the Liberal Party —
people who are more worried about their own safety
than the safety of the Victorian community.

Member for Footscray
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — My question is to the
Premier. Premier, despite holding no executive
position, why has the member for Footscray been given
an office on the 36th floor, the ministerial level, of the
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Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources fully paid for — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
hear the member for Kew. The Chair must be able to
hear the member for Kew. The member for Kew, in
silence, will continue.
Mr T. SMITH — I will start again, Speaker.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for
Macedon and Essendon are warned. I will not warn
them again.
Mr T. SMITH — My question is to the Premier.
Despite holding no executive position, why has the
member for Footscray been given an office on the
36th floor, the ministerial level, of the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources, fully paid for at taxpayers expense?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! A question has been put
to the Premier. The Premier has the call.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
for Kew for his question. Fancy a question from the
member for Kew about not holding executive office!
The father of the house over there; he has been here
5 minutes and knows it all. He knows it all.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, you can shout all
you — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat. The Premier to continue, in silence. The
Premier is responding to the member for Kew. He is
entitled to silence.
Mr ANDREWS — So I do thank the member for
Kew for his question, elevated by his vast
parliamentary experience and his vast experience of
executive office. If that is the best you can do — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat. The Leader of the Opposition will be silent
when the Chair is on his feet. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition on a point of order.
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Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member for Kew asked a legitimate question. The
Premier should be directed to answer that question
instead of debating it and making a personal attack on
the member. He was asked a legitimate question; he
should answer the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The Premier, to come back to answering the
question.
Mr ANDREWS — I do very much thank the
member for Kew for his question. The member for
Footscray is an outstanding member of this Parliament.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Unlike those who would
question her — like those sitting up there who just
asked the question — the member for Footscray has
been a minister of the Crown. The member for
Footscray has represented her community with
distinction for many, many years. Do you see a slight
contrast here? There is a slight contrast here
between — —
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. The member for
Footscray is no longer a minister. Why does she hold
an office in a ministerial department? I ask you to bring
him back to answering the question.
Mr Carroll interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Niddrie
is now warned. The Leader of the House is entitled to
silence, and government members will facilitate the
Leader of the House’s contribution.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I ask
that you rule the point of order out of order. The
Premier was being entirely relevant as the question
related directly to the member for Footscray. The
Premier was referring in his answer directly to the
talents and qualities of the member for Footscray, and
indeed the member would do well — —
Mr Pesutto interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn has been warned.
Ms Allan — As opposed to the member for Kew,
who knocked off a sitting minister in preselection, he
would do well to listen to the — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair has heard
sufficient. The Chair does not uphold the point of order
put by the member for Kew. The Premier, to continue.
Mr ANDREWS — This is a bit like the Friday
wrap on Wednesday. The member for Kew, I think,
could learn quite a lot from someone who has served as
a minister, who has represented her local community
with distinction, hard work and passion and, most of all,
as someone who is effective and who is prepared to
continue to make a contribution, extending this state’s
reach into our region, new markets, new products and
opportunities for jobs.
The member for Footscray, unlike the questioner,
works very hard every day to create jobs and
opportunities for all Victorians. As such, she is — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have not called on the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition yet. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, in silence when making a
point — —
Ms Allan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will come to order. I now call on the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition on a point of order.
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question was not about the member for Footscray’s
work ethic; the question was about why she has got a
ministerial office at taxpayers expense. I would ask you
to bring the Premier back to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Premier, to continue.
Mr ANDREWS — As I was indicating, the
member for Footscray works very hard for the people
of this great state every day. I am proud and delighted
to have her do work in relation to the government’s
trade objectives, our export objectives and our policies
around creating jobs and opportunities. She does a fine
job and she is appropriately resourced to do that
important work. While others are off running a
population task force from Kew, when they are not
stacking branches, the member for Footscray is doing
an outstanding job. She may well have forgotten more
about this state and its progress than the member for
Kew will ever know.
Supplementary question
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — Given the member for
Footscray accompanies you at taxpayers expense on
your official travel flying business class, Premier,
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which other of your backbench MPs gets this level of
preferential treatment?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to order.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I have to have a
moment to compose myself after that. What a stunning
attack from the member. Fancy the member for Kew
talking about — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte!
Mr ANDREWS — No, no — you do not want to
hear the answer? Fancy the member for Kew talking
about preferential treatment for backbenchers. We all
know how he got here and we all know — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is Wednesday, before
Thursday — the Chair got that right. The member for
Kew is entitled to silence on a point of order.
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier can bully and abuse and berate; why does he
not answer the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
entitled to silence when making a point of order, but the
member must make a point of order and come to it
succinctly.
Mr T. Smith — Speaker, can you get the Premier to
answer my very simple question: which other MPs get
that level of preferential treatment?
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The Premier, to continue.
Mr ANDREWS — I do thank the member for Kew
for lecturing us on backbenchers getting preferential
treatment — something he would know a little bit
about. In a week when this government has announced
2729 new police the opposition is asking these sorts of
questions. If that is the best you have got, no wonder
you are sitting over there.
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Ministers statements: crime legislation
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I rise to
inform the house that as of today people can be charged
with the new offences of carjacking, aggravated
carjacking, home invasion and aggravated home
invasion. We have ensured that these new offences
were — —
Mr Pesutto interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Hawthorn
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn will now withdraw himself from the house
for a period of 1 hour. The member for Hawthorn
persistently interjected.
Honourable member for Hawthorn withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: crime legislation
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — We ensured
that these offences were proclaimed as soon as humanly
possible after the legislation passed the Parliament. We
want Victorians to feel safe and secure in their own
homes. We want them to be able to drive around
without fear of being set upon by criminals. We
introduced these new offences and penalties to reflect
the frightening nature of these crimes, and in doing so
we denounced the perpetrators of them in the strongest
possible terms.
Carjacking has a maximum penalty of 15 years
imprisonment. Aggravated carjacking, home invasion
and aggravated home invasion have maximums of
25 years imprisonment. To recognise the particular
seriousness of aggravated carjacking and aggravated
home invasion, there are statutory minimum non-parole
periods of three years for each of those offences. We
have also tightened bail with a presumption against bail
for aggravated carjacking, home invasion and
aggravated home invasion, and those new show-cause
provisions apply regardless of the age of the
perpetrator.
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I want to particularly note the new element of strict
liability in the offence of home invasion. It means that
the prosecution does not have to prove that the offender
knew there was a person present in the home. If
someone wants to engage in this sort of behaviour, they
should get no credit for arguing that they did not know
people would be present or they did not think people
would be present. The effect on victims is the same. It
is rightly condemned by the introduction of this offence
and the significant penalties that go with it. This type of
law is why the secretary of the Police Association
Victoria said today that we do not just talk the talk, we
walk the walk.

Crime legislation
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. The New South Wales
government has taken the attack up to organised crime
with laws such as firearm prohibitions orders,
anti-consorting laws, colours legislation, tattoo parlour
regulation and declared premises legislation. Premier,
you have introduced none of these laws into Victoria,
and that is one of the reasons that we are now the crime
capital of this country.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is entitled to silence.
Mr GUY — Premier, will you follow New South
Wales’ lead and introduce any of these laws to Victoria,
or once again will it take political pressure for your own
arrogance to start to do what is right for Victoria and
introduce these tough new laws?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. I can only come to the
conclusion that the Leader of the Opposition has not
read the statement that was released today, because the
statement released today — the Community Safety
Statement — talks about additional resources for
Victoria Police. I would have thought that was
something that we should be very proud of, and we are
not following New South Wales there; we are leading
the nation. It also talks about resources in many other
ways — things like numberplate recognition
technology, the air wing — —
Mr Guy interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, you have asked about
police, and I am answering you about police. If it does
not suit your purposes, much like yesterday — —
Honourable members interjecting.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
4842

ASSEMBLY

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier through the
Chair.
Mr ANDREWS — Given that the Leader of the
Opposition — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance. In question time obviously the opposition is
here to ask direct questions to the Premier. On this
occasion I have asked a specific question in relation to
firearms prohibition orders, anti-consorting laws,
colours legislation, tattoo parlour regulation and
declared premises. The Premier has not answered any
of those points. I ask you please to bring him back to
the substance of the question which I have asked him.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order.
Mr ANDREWS — As I was saying, Speaker, there
are additional resources for Victoria Police, additional
capability, and what is more — this may be news to the
Leader of the Opposition — —
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Warrandyte
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will withdraw himself from the house for
the period of 11⁄2 hours.
Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew
from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Crime legislation
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — This may be news to
some, but we have already legislated some very
important illegal firearms changes, and I am delighted
to have done it.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
accept the behaviour of the member for Warrandyte.
The Chair wants to see the member for Warrandyte and
the Leader of the Opposition in my office after question
time.
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Mr ANDREWS — As I was indicating, we are very
proud to have put to the Parliament and secured the
passage of substantial changes to firearms laws, again
with the full support of Victoria Police. They are a
common-sense approach. We are not in the business of
following other states; we are leading our nation. We
are doing what Victoria does best. We are not putting
out tweets that talk about ‘Whilst robberies are down
around 20 per cent in New South Wales, they are up by
X in Victoria’ — the template tweets from those who
actually do not want to see crime go down. It is all
scripted, it is all a political game, it is all — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is clearly debating the question rather than
answering. Can I suggest he start answering the
question in relation to the laws rather than debating the
question.
Mr Lim interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Clarinda will come to order. The Chair upholds the
point of order. The Premier will come back to
answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — We will continue to deliver
both the resources and the powers that the chief
commissioner needs and wants. We will do that with
the support of the police association, who today have
made it very clear that the government has talked the
talk and walked the walk, and they are to be
congratulated on this document.
The secretary of the police association then went on to
say that this ought to be above politics and the
opposition ought to get on board. I take it from their
line of questioning today that they have got no intention
of doing that. That is sad. That is very sad, but we will
continue to work to give the chief commissioner all he
needs. We will continue to work to make sure Victoria
does what it does best — lead the nation in resources
and powers and effective — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — If only you had been so
concerned — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, through the
Chair.
Mr ANDREWS — If only you had been this
concerned when he was in government. When he was
in government, he did very little. The questioning of
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those opposite really is perhaps a reflection on them,
rather than anything to do with the government of this
state.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

Supplementary question

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER

Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — While the
Premier does refer to New South Wales, let me remind
him that robberies have fallen in New South Wales by
20 per cent; they have risen in Victoria by 14 per cent.
Motor vehicle theft has fallen by 11 per cent and risen
in Victoria by 30 per cent. Break and enter offences are
down in New South Wales by 6 per cent, and they are
up by 10 per cent in Victoria. The Premier is right; we
are leading the nation in a crime wave because of his
government. Premier, have you sought advice from the
New South Wales government about how a
tough-on-crime approach — —

Member for Macedon

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will resume his seat. Government benches
will come to order. The Leader of the Opposition is
entitled to silence when putting an important question
to the Premier.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Mordialloc
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mordialloc will now withdraw himself from the house
for a period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Mordialloc withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Crime legislation
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
supplementary question was clear as to whether the
Premier has bothered to seek advice from a government
that has been reducing crime in New South Wales
rather than following himself and his own pig-headed
approach that has seen crime skyrocket here in Victoria.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon will withdraw herself from the house for
1 hour.
Honourable member for Macedon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Crime legislation
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — It is good to see that
the Leader of the Opposition thinks he has got a few
statistics. He has not got the ‘XX’ that Mr O’Donohue
had in the other place. I will tell you what I will do,
Speaker. I will get every single one of the figures used
by the Leader of the Opposition checked and I will
come back to him in writing. I will tell you why I will
do that, because yesterday we had — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — statements like ‘police have not
responded to any attempted carjackings on the Princes
Freeway since 1 November’, and there is no factual
evidence to support the 15 to 20 attempted carjackings
per week.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Rubbish? Only from Victoria
Police. So shall we take the word of the Leader of the
Opposition or the word of Victoria Police? Let me think
about that for a nanosecond. I think we will back
Victoria Police, not this one over here.

Ministers statements: scrap metal cash
payments
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) — I rise to inform the
house of another significant law and order initiative of
the Andrews Labor government. Next year the
Andrews government will introduce new laws to ban
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cash payments for scrap metal to crack down on
organised crime in the auto wrecking industry.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Frankston

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier and the
Leader of the Opposition will come to order. I remind
them both of standing orders and Rulings from the
Chair in relation to remaining silent when the Chair is
on his feet. The member for Gembrook will come to
order too. The minister to continue, in silence.
Ms KAIROUZ — The community is concerned
about motor theft and expect their government to take
action, and today we are doing just that. As a
government we will always listen to those who know
best — the brave men and women of our police force.
In the short period since I was given the honour of
becoming a minister, I have met with industry
representatives who have made it clear to me that they
believe laws like this will help clean up their industry
and reduce motor theft in our state.
Banning cash for scrap metal will make it harder for
criminals to dispose of illicit goods, including stolen
vehicles. Payments will now need to be made by
traceable means, removing the anonymity criminals
crave in their business model. The ease of disposal and
difficulty in tracing these cash payments makes repeat
offending a real problem. We know organised crime is
trying to infiltrate lawful occupations and industries like
auto wrecking. It is our responsibility as a government
to make this as difficult as possible.
A pilot risk program is currently underway in the auto
wrecking and scrap metal industries, involving my
department and Victoria Police, which will assist in the
formulation of these new laws. We will make sure we
give police the powers they need to effectively enforce
this ban on cash. We are putting criminals and dodgy
operators on notice. We are listening to the Victorian
community and are introducing laws to help stop motor
vehicle theft and ensure integrity in the scrap metal
industry.

Crime legislation
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Premier, in your first two
years of office, you have weakened the bail laws,
scrapped move-on laws — —
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Frankston will withdraw himself from the house for a
period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Frankston withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Crime legislation
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Premier, in
your first two years of office you have weakened bail
laws, scrapped move-on laws, cut the Neighbourhood
Watch program, cut funding to Step Back Think, lost
control of the prison system, lost control of the youth
justice system and had four corrections ministers in just
10 months. Given you have admitted there is a crime
crisis, Premier, will you now apologise to the recent
victims of violent crime for what they have suffered
because of the crime wave that has developed on your
watch?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. In the Community
Safety Statement released today there is a clear set of
targets and a clear set of commitments around making
sure that victims come first, and I would have thought
that each and every member of this Parliament,
regardless of their political persuasion, would feel a
deep sense of regret and a real motivation to do more to
support those who are victims of crime. That regret
should extend beyond political — —
An honourable member interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, to
continue.
Mr ANDREWS — I thought a serious question had
been asked, but what I am saying is that I regret anyone
being a victim of crime at any time in any part of our
state, and I am not afraid to say that. That is exactly the
approach that every one of us in this place should take,
whether you are in government or not, and that is why
we are providing Victoria Police with the resources that
the chief commissioner has asked for — each and every
one of them. That is why we are providing the chief
commissioner with the powers he has asked for — each
and every one of them. And that is why we have
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delivered a new model, so that we do not have the
boom and bust investment cycle where, in some
years — say, in 2010 when the then Labor government
funded a number of police — those police were then
recruited, even though there was a change of
government, but that money, that commitment ended
and no commitment was made to replace it for the year
2013–14. We need to end that cycle, and that is what
the government has announced this week. That is what
has been supported by the chief commissioner and
police command. Ordinary, hardworking, dedicated
women and men of Victoria Police, together with the
police association and their union, have said this is a
historic change.
Ms Neville — A game changer.
Mr ANDREWS — A game changer indeed, as my
honourable friend the Minister for Police points out. All
of us should feel a sense of regret and a sense of
responsibility whenever a crime is committed,
whenever a victim needs our support, and our
government stands ready to continue to support victims
of crime, to continue to support the police and to
continue to fight crime and make our community safer.
That is my view, and it will not change.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Premier,
there is more crime in Victoria today than ever before,
and behind every crime there is a victim. How much
longer do victims have to wait before you implement
the recommendations of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission (VLRC) report into victims’ rights and
give some justice to those who have suffered during
this unprecedented crime wave?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The VLRC report
makes a number of recommendations. They have been
tabled quite recently, and the government will respond
in due course. It will be a comprehensive response, and
it will be a considered response — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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that they have got anything more than a passing interest
in these things — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — They had the chance; they had
the Treasury benches, and they did nothing with them
for four years. No wonder they are angry and upset
now.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier’s time has
expired.

Ministers statements: road safety
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — Speaker, 271 Victorians have died on our
roads since 1 January this year, and many thousands
have also been seriously injured. That is 35 more than
at the same time last year, and this is far too high. The
statistics tell us that enforcement and public education
are the two areas where we can have an immediate
impact upon the way people use our roads.
Obviously we are heading into Christmas and the new
year period, and we will see many Victorians travelling
for longer periods. As part of the Andrews
government’s community safety announcement today,
automatic numberplate recognition is being fitted to
220 patrol cars operated by Victoria Police, and that is
on top of, obviously, the 3135 extra police officers. I
was sitting in my electorate office only last Friday
when a former retired senior sergeant indicated to me
that it was always the ALP that delivered the resources
that the police needed and it was always the others who
failed on that front.
Currently only six BlueNet vehicles on the roads have
automatic numberplate recognition technology, and
these cameras can scan 2500 numberplates in 1 hour.
A further rollout of this technical capacity will very
much give the police the resources they need and
allow us to catch more dangerous and unauthorised
drivers on our roads. Approximately 19 per cent of
fatal collisions in 2016 related to those people who
were unauthorised to drive.

The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr ANDREWS — Again, I cannot really be more
clear than simply to say it will be a comprehensive,
considered response. There are some who did nothing
for four years who would lecture you on haste. They
would lecture you on haste, would they? Four years of
indolence; four years of not much at all. Rather than
talking about it, we will get it done, and the fact that
those opposite have to ask these questions pretending

Another critical area we are doing an enormous amount
of work on relates to drug driving. Victoria Police
previously were able to undertake 42 000 drug tests per
year. We have increased that to over 100 000. That is a
substantial increase, and I know the police are very,
very supportive of that increase. We are continuing the
funding, so the police know they have the money to
remove those drug drivers from our roads. New
offences will be introduced for refusing roadside drug
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testing and interlock devices will be introduced for all
people drink-driving.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
now expired.
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children with special needs. Kingsbury Primary School
recently received funding in round 1 of this program for
a new sensory garden. Now Norris Bank Primary
School in my electorate has applied under this program
for a grant, and I certainly support its application for
funding.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Mr Dixon — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
in reviewing Hansard yesterday I noticed that
constituency question 7616 that I asked on 7 June has
not been answered by the Minister for Public Transport.
Also, a question I asked of the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety on 26 October has not been answered. I
ask you to follow that up with the Speaker.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — I certainly will do
that.

Hastings electorate
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — (12 123) My question
is to the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change. Earlier this year I wrote to the previous
minister after I was approached by a large number of
constituents from Crib Point, Bittern and coastal
villages, including areas of Cannons Creek, Warneet,
Blind Bight and Tooradin, regarding their concerns
about potential bushfire hazards. I asked the minister to
provide further information on additional action that
has been taken this year regarding potential bushfire
risks in those areas. The then minister responded in
early March saying the Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) had worked with
Parks Victoria to complete burns at Warneet and Tyabb
in the last year. She said they had also undertaken
annual maintenance on a network of fuel breaks in
Warneet and, together with the Country Fire Authority,
local councils and DELWP, had a number of burns
planned for the coming year for risk reduction at Blind
Bight, Crib Point and Pearcedale. The minister said that
the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council was working
with them, and I would like an update on what has
actually been done this year.

Bundoora electorate
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — (12 124) My question
is to the Minister for Education. When will the minister
be in a position to announce recipients of the second
round of funding for the Inclusive Schools Fund? This
fund is a great initiative, one of a raft of programs being
implemented by the Andrews government to improve
outcomes for school students with special needs. The
$20 million fund is for more inclusive facilities to
promote inclusion and better learning outcomes for

Euroa electorate
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — (12 125) My constituency
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
When will the minister reinstate the funding that this
government has cut to Victoria’s country road network?
Last week I met with 20 farmers from the Thoona area
who are deeply frustrated over the state of local roads.
The meeting was convened by Barry Irving, a local
farmer who has lived in the district for his entire
69 years. I do not think Barry has ever seen the road
network as bad as it is now. Residents are greatly
concerned about the deterioration of local roads, the
lack of maintenance and the growing fire hazard that is
being created by unkempt roadsides. They, like many
communities around the state, are feeling the brunt of
this government’s $4 million cut to Benalla council’s
road maintenance budget, a cut which has also been
extended to Strathbogie shire and Mitchell shire as
well. I think it is time this government stepped up to the
plate and actually provided the funding that is needed
by country councils to deal with country roads.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — (12 126) My
question is to the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing. What information is available from his
department about creating a new vision for a mix of
public, private and social housing in my electorate of
Broadmeadows, given that almost 2000 housing
commission homes from the 1950s remain in the City
of Hume and its so-called suburbs of disadvantage?
These homes are on valuable blocks of almost a quarter
of an acre and are the most affordable housing within
20 kilometres of the central business district of the
world’s most livable city. They offer a wonderful
redevelopment opportunity. Such a regeneration would
also fit with the Victorian government’s new housing
strategy. We also have a proof of this concept of public,
private and social housing, with the Mews estates
converted into the Valley Park redevelopment. Rather
than repairing these homes on a costly ad hoc basis, the
opportunity exists to change the face and social
dynamic of Broadmeadows by implementing such a
public, private and social housing regeneration mix,
which would be in the best interest of the community
and will make them postcodes of hope.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
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Nepean electorate
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — (12 127) My question is to
the Minister for Public Transport. Minister, will
Dromana Secondary College have the extra school bus
it has been seeking for two years for the start of the
2017 school year? This saga has been going on for far
too long. It has created intense uncertainty for many
students, and especially for their parents. The
buck-passing and inconsistency has been breathtaking.
So for the sake of certainty, can the minister please
indicate if that bus route will be funded for the 2017
school year?

Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (12 128) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Health, who
is also the Minister for Ambulance Services. I ask:
when is it likely that a site for the recently funded
Mernda ambulance branch will be known? Last week I
visited the Whittlesea ambulance branch to thank staff
for their outstanding work during the recent
thunderstorm asthma event and indeed for their work
every day of the year. I was delighted to inform them
that the government has funded 28 new paramedics for
our area, an expanded branch at Epping and the
construction of a branch at Mernda. Consequently,
knowing whether the land purchase has been expedited
will inform the community as to how soon that branch
will be up and running and serving the communities of
Mernda, Doreen and beyond.

Ringwood electorate
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — (12 129) My question
is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. My
constituency question is: why can an 80-year-old not
pay for his licence renewal at a post office? I have a
constituent who likes to take his hard copy bill and pay
it in person. Not being able to do that at his local post
office means that he has to drive to the nearest
VicRoads office, which is probably a 40-minute round
trip, along with the time he has to spend there. It is a
fairly straightforward question. Hopefully there will be
a fairly straightforward response that if that is not the
case and he cannot pay it at the post office, that that is
rectified so he can have ease of payment at his post
office.

Geelong electorate
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — (12 130) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Tourism
and Major Events. What are the details of the Andrews
government’s plan to grow the visitor economy and
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regional events in Victoria, in particular in Geelong?
Geelong is already gearing up for a number of summer
events, with three-time Tour de France winner, Chris
Froome, headlining Victoria’s Summer of Cycling as
he returns to defend his Jayco Herald Sun Tour crown
and ride in the Cadel Evans Great Ocean Road Race for
the first time. This is a significant event for Geelong.
The biggest and best cycling events attract visitors in
their thousands, creating opportunities for businesses
and jobs for locals. We will also see the Cadel Evans
Great Ocean Road Race elite women’s race telecast for
the first time. Geelong will have another major event in
that week, the Festival of Sails, which also attracts
thousands of visitors. I also note the Minister for
Tourism and Major Events recently announced
community consultation around the development of a
new major sporting stadium strategy which will seek to
plan and secure Victoria as the sporting capital for years
to come. I want Geelong to showcase what it has on
offer.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

South-West Coast electorate
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — (12 131)
My question is to the Minister for Industry and
Employment. What is the government doing to return
Portland Aluminium to full production following last
week’s blackout? As the minister is aware, Portland
Aluminium employs around 500 people directly and
200 contractors, and it supports a further 2000 positions
in the wider Portland community. Since power was cut
and the potlines damaged, the smelter is running at
about 27 per cent capacity. Despite the wishes of the
Greens I hope the minister will agree with me that the
jobs the smelter provides and the huge impact its
operations have on the local and state economies are far
too important, and we cannot afford the smelter closing.
With the energy deal expired and the cost of production
increasing, it is vital that the government leaves no
stone unturned and does everything possible to ensure
that Alcoa and its jobs are retained in Portland.

Dandenong electorate
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (12 132) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Sport, and I
ask the minister: what sporting initiatives and projects
has the government implemented to stand up against
violence and gender inequality in our society? Sport is
such an important thread in the fabric of community
and social life in our state. Victorians of all ages and
backgrounds have an affinity with sport and
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connections with sporting clubs as players and
supporters.
Recently a group of my Labor colleagues played in our
second annual friendship match with the Doveton
Special Soccer School. It was with great pleasure I saw
my colleagues take time out of their busy schedules to
again take part in this special occasion. At the match we
saw the truly transformative role that sport can play in
people’s lives and how it can bring together those from
all walks of life. It also showed us the power that sport
can have in educating us and shaping our attitudes on
matters of broader social importance.
As we enter the second week of the 16 Days of
Activism against Gender-based Violence campaign, I
ask the minister what sport-related initiatives the
government has implemented to respond to and take a
stand against family violence.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! My puppy
dogs and I enjoyed watching that soccer game.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(PAROLE REFORM AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — As I was saying before
question time, in the midst of an unprecedented crime
wave and with the justice system in disarray, the
government is bringing this bill before the house. It is
doing so in a week in which it seems to have decided
that a flurry of activity, a spate of announcements in a
‘we’ll talk tough on crime’ week is in some way going
to make up for the two years of neglect and weakening
of our laws over which the government has previously
presided.
Regrettably, the vast majority of the measures that the
government has very belatedly announced in recent
times have had to be drawn from measures that the
opposition had previously called for and which the
government had rejected or fobbed off at the time. If
the government had been prepared to act on these
measures at the time that we called for them, they could
have been in place a lot earlier, and a lot of the crime
wave that is now enveloping the state could have been
ameliorated.
Let us just look at all the items the government is
claiming credit for and claiming to be acting tough on
crime on but has only acted on in response to calls that
have come from the opposition. Drive-by shooting

Wednesday, 7 December 2016

legislation, announced by the government today, was
called for and foreshadowed by the opposition some
time ago. DNA powers were again announced by the
government today. There was an exposure draft bill on
greater DNA powers released under the former
Napthine government in 2014. It was fully drafted,
available for public consultation and there to be taken
up by the Attorney-General from day one of the
incoming Andrews government, yet here we are, two
years down the track before the government actually
gets around to acting on DNA powers. I very much fear
that the call went out across government — ‘Please,
find something we can scrape up to put in our week of
talking tough on crime!’ — and the Attorney-General
rummaged around in the bottom drawer and found
measures that had previously been discarded when the
Andrews government came to office, and he has now
recycled them for inclusion in the tough-on-crime
week.
Banning cash payments by scrap metal merchants for
cars is again something that the shadow minister for
consumer affairs, the member for Morwell, had
foreshadowed and had been calling for for a long, long
time. There had been zero response from the
government until this week when, again, this was
belatedly announced by the government as if it is their
response to this problem. Of course we have seen
carjacking legislation, again called for by the opposition
through a private members bill brought in by the
opposition. It was only then picked up by the
government.
In fact it is really only the measures that the opposition
has put forward that the government has acted on and
has actually been getting right when bringing
legislation to the Parliament. Unfortunately, when you
look closely at the other measures that the government
has brought to the Parliament or which it has
announced, you find they are badly riddled with flaws.
If you look at the home invasion legislation, for
example, the new home invasion offence that was
created by the government, as I said when we debated
that bill, seems only to apply a greater penalty to cat
burglars operating in pairs who try to rob homes when
no-one is home but unintentionally rob a home when
someone is home. With that limited exception, the new
home invasion offence seems to achieve nothing at all.
The new aggravated home invasion offence does not
apply to juveniles, so underage Apex gang members do
not incur the statutory minimum penalty imposed for
aggravated home invasion, and the maximum sentence
for aggravated home invasion is no greater than the
current maximum for aggravated burglary.
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Badly flawed legislation results when the government
tries to go off and do it on its own. In relation to the
show-cause bail measures that the Attorney-General
boasted about once more as recently as in question time
today, again, given the range of existing offences that
are already show-cause offences, about the only ones
that are caught by the change made by the
Attorney-General seem to come under the ‘two cat
burglars’ scenario that I referred to earlier.
We have had the government boasting about Fagin’s
law and cracking down on older crims who are going to
recruit juveniles to do the stealing on their behalf. The
only problem with that scenario is that the maximum
penalty being proposed for Fagin’s law is in fact less
than the maximum penalty that already applies for
handling stolen goods, so if this legislation is going to
crack down on crims recruiting juveniles to steal for
them, it is a complete failure in that respect, because it
is actually setting a lower maximum penalty than
already applies.
We have had the government boasting about youth
control orders and how they are going to allow curfews
to be imposed on juvenile offenders. Well, curfews are
already allowed to be imposed on juvenile offenders
under youth supervision orders. What the government
has failed to appreciate and, as far as we can tell, failed
to deal with in its intended legislation is the issue of the
circumstances in which the court will actually impose a
curfew condition and then, on top of that, what is going
to happen if the offender breaches the condition. The
government said, ‘Oh, well, they can be brought back
to the court again and they can be put in custody’. Well,
I have to say that is very similar to what the Premier
was saying about Apex gang members following the
Moomba riots — that they were going to feel the full
force of the law. And then what did we see? The vast
majority of them arrested, charged, released
immediately on bail and went straight back to
offending.
This capacity to put people in custody for breaching the
conditions of this new youth control order is only going
to work if the courts are prepared to make use of that
power to actually put those who breach youth control
orders in custody. If they are simply given a rap over
the knuckles again and released with a warning not to
do it again, then this new control order is going to be
completely ineffective.
We have seen the government bungle its handling of its
response to the issue of a community correction order
(CCO) ruling by the Court of Appeal. We have got the
anomalous situation where their amendments may in
fact result in offenders receiving shorter jail terms
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rather than longer jail terms because they have cut the
maximum term that can be combined with a CCO from
two years back to one year.
Then of course we have had the government boasting
about the number of extra police that they are going to
recruit without disclosing to the community that in fact
this new recruitment is not going to start until July next
year. So there was the rushed announcement, the sense
of urgency, the sense of drama, the sense of action on
crime, but nothing is going to happen to provide these
extra police they have announced until July next year.
Unfortunately we are facing a situation where the
government is trying to shut the stable door after the
horse has bolted. Once the message has been sent that
the law can be treated with contempt, that the justice
system can be treated with contempt, that crims can get
away with it, whether they are juvenile offenders or
older offenders, once that message gets out into the
community and people feel they can treat the law with
contempt it is very, very difficult to reverse that
process. When the genie is out of the bottle it is very
difficult to get it back in again, and that is the difficulty
that we are facing in Victoria at the moment. For all of
the rhetoric, all of the announcements and all of the
rush to try to reverse and make good on the errors, the
policy flaws and the soft-on-crime approach that we
have had to date from the government, it will struggle
to make all of this effective.
That is the context in which we have the bill that now
comes before the house. It is a bill that implements
measures that the opposition had previously announced
and introduced private members bills on, which were
rejected or ignored by the government at the time. Now
the government comes along and says, in a hurry,
‘Well, we want to get this bill through the Parliament in
just three days’. That suggests that either they have
been incredibly tardy in doing their work or in fact that
this has been an engineered scenario in order to try to
create a sense of drama and give them one more item to
contribute to a week of spin and media announcements
on crime initiatives.
Of course the opposition supports this bill. As I say, it is
a bill that gives effect to measures that we announced
and called for a long time ago. The government has
made some changes to the measures that we included in
our legislation, and there are some aspects of that that I
will raise some queries on.
The bill is intended to deal with two matters. The first is
no body, no parole. As coalition parties have been
saying for some time, when a person kills a victim and
treats the victim’s family with contempt and disdain by
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refusing to reveal the whereabouts of the remains of
their loved one, when the offender shows no sign of
remorse, why on earth should they be entitled to be
considered for parole? It is a very simple point; it is a
point we would have thought the government would
have accepted at the time we introduced our private
members bill, but instead the government defeated the
bill and did not bother to engage with it or put up
amendments to get it through the house and onto the
statute book. Instead it simply voted it down when it
reached this chamber. Well, the bill now comes before
us to actually introduce that measure.
The second aspect of the legislation that is before us
today deals in particular with Craig Minogue, the
Russell Street bomber, and where the government has
formulated the bill to apply also to any other persons
who murder police officers. Again, the view that was
put forward on behalf the coalition by my colleague in
the Legislative Council, Edward O’Donohue, the
shadow Minister for Police and shadow Minister for
Corrections, was that Craig Minogue should not be
given parole in the same manner that Julian Knight
should not be given parole, save in exceptionally
limited circumstances, and that the same test for parole
that was applied previously by the coalition
government’s legislation in relation to Julian Knight
should apply to Craig Minogue.
The government is keeping the test that we proposed,
but instead of applying the legislation to Craig Minogue
alone, it is applying it to anyone who kills a police
officer. It has done that by defining ‘police officer’ with
two different elements. The first is a police officer who,
at the time the murder of that police officer occurred,
was performing any duty or exercising any power of a
police officer. That is drawn from the approach that
was taken in the coalition government’s legislation to
provide additional penalties for those who attacked
emergency services workers, save that this measure
only applies to police officers rather than to emergency
services workers more generally.
The second element is that it will apply where the
murder of the police officer arose from or was
connected to the police officer’s role as a police officer,
whether or not the police officer was performing any
duty or exercising any power of a police officer at the
time of that murder. That second limb makes sense. It
will apply in the context where someone seeks out and
murders a police officer because they are known to be a
police officer — because they want to kill either that
particular police officer or a police officer in general —
but the person that they murder is off-duty at the time.
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There are two particular issues that we wish to raise and
seek the government’s comment on in relation to the
way the government has chosen to structure the bill to
apply to the murder of police officers. The first of those
issues concerns the reasons underlying the decision as
to how to frame that test — to frame this new provision
to apply to those who murder police officers as distinct,
for example, from those who murder police officers or
protective services officers (PSOs) or those who
murder, police officers, PSOs or other emergency
workers. Clearly this is a difficult question. There is no
immediate and obvious correct answer to it once the
decision has been made to move away from naming
Mr Minogue to defining a class, and we simply raise
that issue for response by the government.
The second issue we raise is in relation to the argument
that if this law applies to a person who kills a police
officer, can there be situations in which an offender
believes that they have nothing to lose, as it were, by
continuing to commit further, similar crimes because
they are not going to be eligible for parole in relation to
the first murder of a police officer that they commit?
Again, this is a difficult issue. The opposition thinks it
would be appropriate and helpful for the government to
outline its consideration of the issue and its response to
that concern, which, as I say, arises from the way the
government has chosen to define a class of persons to
whom this bill will apply as distinct from it simply
naming Craig Minogue, as was the opposition’s
proposal.
Notwithstanding these specific issues, this is a bill that
the opposition supports because it will address these
two significant issues: the one to ensure some decent
regard for victims and to make clear to any offender
who continues to treat victims’ families and the justice
system with contempt and who shows no remorse that
there is a consequence for that — they will not be
eligible for parole — and the other to ensure that the
community is protected in relation to Craig Minogue.
The regret, however, is that this measure, and indeed
the other measures that the government has announced
so far, go nowhere near far enough in addressing the
crime wave which the government’s soft-on-crime
approach, policies and inaction have unleashed on this
state. There are many more measures that are needed to
restore respect for the law, to ensure that the courts
impose the sentences that the community expects, and
indeed that the courts give effect to the legislation the
Parliament passes on behalf of the community to ensure
strong and effective sentences and to assist in properly
protecting the community.
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There are many, many initiatives that were announced
under the former coalition government that were
dropped when the current government came to office,
and there are many of those that the government could
still turn to if it is bereft of its own ideas as to how to
strengthen the legal system. The coalition parties have
also made clear the action that needs to be taken in
relation to stronger sentences for serious crimes such as
child sexual abuse, the trafficking of large commercial
quantities of drugs, murder and other offences. The
government has still failed to act to set right the Court
of Appeal in the way that it has failed to apply the
legislation that has been passed by the Parliament for
baseline sentences, and action on that is urgently
needed.
However, I have to say that probably the most effective
way in which the community can be assured of a
government that is fully and thoroughly committed to
properly protect it and to restore respect for the law is to
support a change of government. It is highly
unsatisfactory that the major thrusts for law reform
measures to keep the community safe are coming from
the opposition parties. Were it not for the measures that
the opposition parties have announced and
foreshadowed and dragged the government kicking and
screaming to respond to, hardly anything would be
done to ensure that the community was being kept safe.
So while we support the bill that is currently before the
house, there is much more to be done, and until the
government is prepared to do that or until there is a
change of government to one that is committed to do
that, the community will continue to suffer.
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the body of the victim, which, as we know, causes great
distress to families and loved ones and poses an
ominous roadblock to any possible prospect of closure
or peace.
As such this bill creates a presumption against parole
for an offender serving a prison sentence for the murder
of a police officer. Also it ensures that those convicted
of taking another person’s life who do not assist in
locating the body of their victim do not get parole.
Many of us in this place will be aware that early last
month the Premier committed to introducing reforms in
what we call no body cases to give closure, justice and
fairness to victims’ families. Late last month the
Premier announced the government would be
introducing comprehensive reforms to ensure that all
persons who murder police officers will be denied
parole. This bill before us today delivers on these
commitments.
I will first discuss the changes that relate to parole in
cases of police murder. All of us in this place
understand the challenges our police force faces every
day, and we know the risk police officers take each and
every day in our community. My community is no
exception to that, and nor are my wonderful police
officers who serve the people of Dandenong in some
very trying circumstances. I would like to take this
opportunity to thank them for their service and for the
risks they take, putting themselves in danger each and
every day in order to make the rest of us feel safe. We
know they take risks on call-outs. We know the risks
they take when they have to make a split-second
decision about how to deal with a situation or with an
unpredictable person, and we all intuitively know that
by virtue of the role our police officers play they can
themselves become targets of aggression.

Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — It is my pleasure
to rise in support of the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Parole Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2016. It is
disappointing to have heard the member for Box Hill
spend the first 14 minutes of his contribution indulging
himself in cheap politics rather than engaging in the
more important substance of what is a very, very
important bill. I would have thought it was more
appropriate to perhaps reflect on those that this bill
impacts upon, in particular the families of those victims
of homicide, for whom this legislation is truly
significant and long awaited.

In many ways this bill seeks to pay meaningful respect
to the dangers inherent within police service and to
reflect the gravity of offences that target our police
officers in the course of their duty — officers like
Angela Taylor, who was tragically killed in the Russell
Street bombing. I note that her parents, Marilyn and
Arthur, are in the gallery today, and I thank them for
being here for the passage of this important piece of
legislation.

This bill, as we have heard, is ultimately about
community safety. It involves the strengthening of
parole and sentencing laws in particular circumstances.
The bill specifically makes two key changes relating to
two areas that have often caused concern in our
community, and they are crimes involving the murder
of police officers, and cases where a convicted
murderer refuses to cooperate with police in locating

Specifically this bill amends the Corrections Act 1986
to deny parole to persons who have been convicted and
sentenced to imprisonment with non-parole periods for
the murder of police officers on duty. Under these
changes such an offender can only be released on
parole if the Adult Parole Board of Victoria is satisfied
that the prisoner is in imminent danger of dying or is
seriously incapacitated and as a result no longer has the

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (PAROLE REFORM AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2016
4852

ASSEMBLY

physical ability to do harm to another person and that
the person has demonstrated that he or she does not
pose a risk to the community and it is further satisfied
that because of those circumstances the making of the
order is justified.
These restrictions have been modelled on the legislation
that applies to Julian Knight, but they apply to a
category of prisoner for a class of offending rather than
to a specific individual. The one-man approach may
have suited those opposite, but for us it does not make
sense to fill the statute books with names of individual
offenders when we can more effectively deal with these
offenders as a class. I also feel personally that it gives
some level of notoriety to these offenders to have them
named in specific pieces of legislation, and we should
not be doing that. We should not be giving them that
satisfaction. So I think this is a much more desirable
path to take.
New section 74AAA of the Corrections Act 1986
applies to an existing category of prisoners — serious
violent offenders — based on a category of crime. I
believe the changes will apply to three sentenced
prisoners currently serving time, all of whom have life
sentences with minimum terms and who, if ever
released on parole, would be on parole for life.
To further delve into the mechanics of these changes, I
note they will apply where a police officer is murdered
in the line of duty or where the murder is related to their
role as a police officer even if they are not working at
the time of the murder. Essentially if there is any
known connection between the murder and the victim’s
role as a police officer, the offence will be captured by
this bill. This means that at the time of the murder the
offender must have known or have been reckless as to
whether the victim was a police officer.
I will now discuss the changes that relate to offenders
who refuse to assist in locating the bodies or remains of
their victims. When I think of these sorts of cases my
mind is always drawn to the case of Daniel Morcombe,
perhaps because it happened when I was in my teenage
years — I think I might have been in first year of
university. That case is still very clear in my mind. It
had a very profound impact on me, and following the
case in the years after Daniel went missing was truly
heartbreaking; I think that is the only word for it. For a
long time the Morcombes did not know where Daniel
was, and the torture of that was very visibly etched on
their faces in every media appearance they gave. As we
all know, following a sting operation, police were able
to trick Daniel’s murderer into confessing and into
revealing the location of Daniel’s remains, and so
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eventually the Morcombes were able to give their son a
funeral.
But many families do not get this opportunity —
families like those of Keith Allan, Shelley Stephenson,
Katie Tanner and Mersina Halvagis. There are others
too, families who will likely never have a restful night’s
sleep knowing that their loved one is somewhere out
there, denied a proper burial and being surrounded by
those who loved them the most.
This is precisely why this bill will also amend the
Corrections Act to deny parole to persons who have
been convicted and sentenced to imprisonment with
non-parole periods for murder, conspiracy to commit
murder, accessory to murder or manslaughter who do
not cooperate with police in identifying the location or
last known location of the body or remains of the
victim of the offence. The bill also amends section 5 of
the Sentencing Act 1991 to allow the courts to take into
account whether or not an offender has cooperated with
police in no body cases when determining an
appropriate sentence.
We have heard that those opposite attempted to
introduce a bill to make similar changes. We opposed
their legislation not because we disagreed with the
principle, because we clearly agree with the need for
this change; we opposed it because it was ill-conceived,
it was too narrow and it fundamentally did not get to
the heart of the issue. We essentially did not want to see
the implementation of flawed arrangements, and we
remain keen to ensure that the arrangements we do
come to in reality deliver for families who have lost
loved ones in the most tragic of circumstances.
To start with, the bill before us applies to a broader set
of offences. As I outlined, it not only applies to murder
but it also applies to conspiracy to murder,
manslaughter and accessory to murder. These offences
have been included because we know there are cases
that involve an offender disposing of a body or having
knowledge of the location of a deceased and having
involvement in different aspects of the crime that may
not strictly fall within the definition of murder but are in
many ways as serious and in many ways render that
person’s silence as to the location of a victim just as
abhorrent. By broadening the scope of crimes we
recognise the seriousness of these offences and will
provide the opportunity for closure to the greatest
number of victims’ families.
These changes deal with the issue at the time of the
offender’s parole application but additionally much
earlier, at the time of sentencing, thereby encouraging
the offender to assist in locating the body and
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encouraging this to happen much earlier in the hope of
leading to a much earlier discovery.
These reforms will apply to the sentencing of an
offender irrespective of when the offence was
committed or when the finding of guilt was made —
that is, the parole laws will apply retrospectively to
prisoners already sentenced for a relevant fatal offence
in a no body case and also to future cases. These
changes follow a long line of changes that extend from
the Callinan review and, when considered as a package,
mark a substantial overhaul, making ours the toughest
parole system in the country. The sentencing reforms
for no body cases will commence in the middle of 2017
to allow time for the courts, including the judges and
the prosecutors, to incorporate the reforms into their
practice.
We often speak about law and order in this place, and
we are all acutely aware as representatives of our own
local communities how important it is that people feel
safe and that they feel our laws embody the sense of
justice that is innate in all of us. So it is more than just
locking people up; it is about ensuring that those left
behind see justice done and are afforded a sense of
closure. This bill plays an important part in seeing that
done, and as such, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a contribution on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Parole Reform and Other Matters) Bill
2016. As you have heard earlier, Acting Speaker, we
are not opposing this bill, but clearly this government
has started to panic with the law and order crisis. I am
pleased to see that they are starting to see the error of
their ways and are supporting us in our calls for tougher
laws and tougher parole laws.
We attended a briefing yesterday, the bill was
introduced yesterday and here we are debating it today,
so it is fairly clear that this government is taking a
reactionary approach. In that respect it was very
difficult to canvass the views of people in the Ovens
Valley and regional Victoria, but clearly all of our
communities will embrace a tougher stance on crime.
But I do caution the government: if they seek our
support on this side of the house, they need to be
proactive and not reactive. They have been reactive on
the law and order crisis, they have been reactive to our
calls for a tougher stance on crime and they have been
reactive to the community’s needs. Victoria is certainly
frustrated with this soft-on-crime approach. Being
proactive means listening and acting. It means not
waiting for the crisis to happen but actually
understanding the crime issues and acting much, much
sooner.
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But having said that, the government is now basically
implementing two coalition policies, and I am delighted
to see that they have followed our lead. The bill amends
the Corrections Act 1986 and the Sentencing Act 1991
to introduce, firstly, parole reforms for offenders who
murder a police officer; and secondly, parole and
sentencing reforms for offenders in relation to no body
cases. Let us deal with the first one: parole reforms for
offenders who murder a police officer. I am certainly
well qualified to speak on this bill as member for Ovens
Valley, where Ned Kelly roamed our patch many
moons ago. He is well known in the history books for
his approach towards police officers; the multiple
murders in Stringybark Creek go back a long time.
There is no doubt about it: our history books are filled
with murders of police officers, and since then we have
seen other police murders — some cold-blooded,
planned executions, others not so calculated but still
murders all the same. To me protecting our police
should be an absolute priority — there is no question
about that at all. Whether it is murder, manslaughter or
a conspiracy to murder, offenders should receive the
full force of the law and pay a heavy price for that.
However, I do want to flag that I struggle to draw the
line between police and other emergency workers.
Protective services officers (PSOs), for example, also
uphold law and order. I know the Deputy Premier in
this place has called them ‘plastic police’, but all the
same they do uphold the law — and what makes a PSO
any less worthy of tougher sentencing?
I think this rushed legislation to try to demonstrate that
this government is now taking law and order seriously
could still backfire on them, and by ‘backfire’ I mean
there will still be a heated debate, even within the Labor
Party, if life with no parole aligns with the agendas of
many on that side of the house. This disunity will no
doubt be closely monitored by us on this side of the
house to see that these laws do not get watered down
over time somewhere in the future, because that is a
concern that I have.
Let us be honest, once an offender has murdered a
police officer they know there is little hope of release. I
ask: will this change the way an offender reacts when
they are being chased down in an attempt to catch
them? Because negotiators will have one less tool in
their toolkit to negotiate a peaceful surrender,
perpetrators may very well take an all-or-nothing
approach, which could lead to more crime and deaths.
The other side of this debate is that murder should
mean murder, whether it is the murder of a police
officer, a shopkeeper, a mother like Karen Chetcuti of
Whorouly, whose murder early this year rocked our
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community, or a child like Zoe Buttigeig in
Wangaratta. These laws place different value on
different lives, and I do not think that is right. Victims’
families will be disappointed that their loved one’s life
was not as important as that of a person who was
wearing a uniform at the time. This is the message that I
think this government is sending. Do I want to see
tougher penalties? Absolutely — yes, I do. Do I want to
stand up for victims and families? Absolutely — yes, I
do. But those on the other side bang on about equality
and then introduce a bill that flies in the face of
equality. A life is a life. I urge the government to take
our lead and see that this tough-on-crime approach does
not stop here today but flows further on so that other
victims are appreciated as well and not just those in a
uniform, and so that we can show victims respect and
look after the victims, not the perpetrators.
I want to touch on the no body, no parole part of the
legislation. It shows that at least this government is
prepared to follow the lead of the opposition. It does
take courage to admit that you are wrong, as they
opposed our private members bill earlier this year —
and the Greens did for that matter as well — but now
they have seen the error of their ways. No body, no
parole is a measure that the coalition is certainly
proud of. It applies when an offender has been found
guilty of murder and the whereabouts of the body is
not known. This causes enormous grief to families
and friends, who need closure and need to be able to
piece together the last moments of their loved one. I
think offenders owe it to the family or friends of their
victim to help them do so.
I take the opportunity to congratulate Carol
Roadknight and Tania Maxwell, who recently
organised an Enough is Enough rally in support of
Karen Chetcuti, who was murdered in our region in
January this year. A thousand people marched the
streets of Wangaratta, calling ‘enough is enough’.
We want tougher parole laws and tougher
sentences — and certainly for sex offenders as well.
These two magnificent women brought this issue to the
Parliament earlier this year. We arranged meetings with
the Attorney-General, the Minister for Women, the
shadow Attorney-General and member for Hawthorn,
Mr O’Donohue from the Legislative Council as the
shadow Minister for Police, and the shadow Minister
for Women, Ms Crozier from the Legislative Council. I
just think it is important to recognise the push that these
ladies, Carol and Tania, have made. It is a clear
illustration that somebody living in the bush who has
got a burning passion can certainly seek to get some
changes made. That is what they have done. This
legislation only goes a small way in acknowledging the

Wednesday, 7 December 2016

parole reform that they are looking for, and certainly
there is more to be done, but the message that Carol and
Tania are trying to get traction on is that reform in
relation to sex offenders and parole needs to continue
into the future, not stop where it is now.
As we know in this place, crime in our state is
hopelessly out of control. As we have seen from this
panicked response by the government, they will now
try to stem the flow, but we cannot just talk about it.
The police numbers that were mentioned recently —
this week or late last week — is one thing to talk about
it, but we know that it is going to be a minimum of
12 months before some of those police hit the beat, and
it could be even longer before the total numbers
actually make it to the streets, so Victorians are not yet
safe in their homes. Just because the Premier has
promised to increase police numbers, starting with next
year’s budget, certainly does not mean that they can rest
easy just yet.
I am pleased that the government has listened to my
calls for tougher penalties. On 22 March this year I was
very strongly supporting the Enough is Enough
campaign, and the message is starting to sink in for this
government. I urge them to now focus on sex offenders
to protect our community from these sick individuals,
and to put the community and the victims first, not the
rights of the perpetrator. The government needs to turn
its attention to youth justice centres and adult prisons. It
is very difficult to convince my community that safety
in their homes is paramount and being treated seriously
when we cannot even manage and control youths in
detention centres. We need this government to stop
being soft on crime and to do its job.
The Premier said in question time today even that
Victoria is leading the country. He is right: we are
leading the country in breaking and entering. Certainly
the figures in New South Wales are down 6.2 per cent,
and in Victoria they are up 10.4 per cent. That just
shows you what a good law and order policy delivers to
the community. Motor vehicle thefts in New South
Wales are down 11.1 per cent, and they are up a
whopping 30.3 per cent in Victoria. Robberies in New
South Wales are down 19 per cent, and they are up
14 per cent in Victoria. Again, the next logical step for
the Premier should be to apologise to the victims for his
inaction and his delayed response, because I truly
believe the Premier has wasted a lot of time in his first
two years trying to dismantle the Country Fire
Authority and dealing with other issues in our
communities when he should have been getting on with
law and order and taking this tougher approach on
crime. As I say, he is talking about it, and I will wait to
see what the results are.
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We are supporting the bill, and the government should
continue to follow our lead and not just talk the talk.
We will watch how this legislation unfolds and we will
monitor the outcomes, because the outcomes that we
want at the end of the day are not just for us to talk
about and hope that that will resolve the issue, but real
outcomes into the future.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — There are
crimes that are so heinous that punishment of life — —
Mr Lim interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! The member for Clarinda is out of order.
Mr McGUIRE — There are crimes that are so
heinous that the punishment of life without parole is
appropriate. In a contribution in October 2015 I cited
the Russell Street bombing in this category. The reason
was that the attack was on the institution of Victoria
Police, whose members place their lives in the line of
fire and put their lives on the line for the sake of the
community. Sometimes maximum sentences are
appropriate to send the message that certain behaviour
will not be tolerated.
The Russell Street bombing killed Angela Taylor, a
21-year-old constable. It was the randomness of her
death that was so chilling. She was innocent and killed
simply because she was a police officer. I would like to
acknowledge that Angela’s parents, Marilyn and
Arthur, are in the chamber today witnessing the debate,
and I am glad that there is a bipartisan response to this
part of the legislation. I commend them on the fortitude
and the courage that they have shown given what
happened to their daughter.
The bill creates the strictest parole laws for police
murderers. The starting point is that the prisoner will be
denied parole. The laws will ensure that a police
murderer will only be considered for parole if they are
in imminent danger of death or are seriously
incapacitated and therefore do not have the physical
ability to harm any person and do not pose a risk to the
community. Before releasing a prisoner on parole, the
Adult Parole Board of Victoria must also be satisfied
that because of the circumstance the granting of parole
is justified. This is the highest possible threshold that
has now been put in place. I do not think that there
should be any apologies for that given the
circumstances and the magnitude of what we are
describing.
The bill does not change the courts’ sentencing. It
reinforces that parole is a privilege and that conditions
on release may change from time to time. I think that
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should resolve the legal proposition as well, because
this bill amends the Corrections Act 1986 to deny
parole to persons who have been convicted and
sentenced to imprisonment with non-parole periods for
murdering police officers on duty and to ensure that
they may only be released on parole if the adult parole
board is satisfied with those critical criteria that really
define that they are no longer a risk. These restrictions
on the granting of parole for police murderers have
been modelled on the Julian Knight legislation, but they
apply to the category of prisoner for a class of
offending and are designed to ensure the validity of the
bill from legal challenge.
When I made my contribution last year I was actually
referring to Stan Taylor in that case, and in this of
course it still refers to the Russell Street bombers,
including Craig Minogue. These are important
landmark propositions to put on the record about how
we as a community deal with this category.
As far as other parts of the legislation are concerned,
the Victorian government has been considering no body
reforms for some time. A considered approach was
necessary to ensure that the reforms are comprehensive
and capture all relevant so-called no body cases that are
known. It was also important to the government that
reforms in this area provide the utmost respect for
victims of crime and do not give false hope to victims’
families. This again is a vexed area that the government
is trying to address. The families of deceased victims
are rightly entitled to the basic human dignity of a
funeral for their loved ones, and this bill provides the
strongest incentives for offenders to cooperate with
police to provide the closure, as best that can be
obtained, that a burial can offer.
This is another package of measures and reforms that
go to critical issues and send the message on the stand
that the Andrews Labor government is taking to ensure
that we get appropriate sentencing on crime. It is not a
matter of being supposedly tough or weak on crime; it
is what is appropriate, what is in the public interest and
what sends the message to the community as well on
these particular categories. With that, I would like to
commend the bill to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on this
bill that amends the Corrections Act 1986, firstly, to
prevent parole being granted to a person convicted of
murdering a police officer, except in limited
circumstances, and to prevent parole being granted to
someone who has not cooperated with police in terms
of locating the body of a victim of a murder they were
involved with. It also makes some changes to
sentencing to codify that cooperating with police to
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locate the body is taken into consideration in
sentencing. The Greens will not be supporting this bill
for a number of reasons. I note that these are serious
matters dealing with some of the worst crimes, such as
the murder of a police officer, notably the Russell Street
bombing, and a murder where the body has not been
found, causing untold distress to the families of those
victims.
I would like to start off by outlining why we have
parole. One has simply to go to the Corrections Victoria
website for an outline of the reasons why we have
parole:
Parole is the conditional release of an offender from
custody …
Offenders who do not obtain parole and are released at the
end of their sentence are not subject to the supervision,
support and ongoing rehabilitation that parole provides. If the
prospect of parole is removed … there is less incentive to
undertake steps designed to reduce the risk of reoffending.
The adult parole board decides whether an offender will be
released on parole. When deciding whether to release an
offender on parole, the board’s most important consideration
is community safety. Parole is served under the supervision of
a community corrections officer and on conditions fixed by
the adult parole board …
The purpose of parole is to supervise and support the
reintegration of offenders into the community. This
supervision and support benefits the wider community by
reducing the risk that offenders will commit further offences
when released into the community.

I think there has been some mischaracterisation of
parole in this wider debate — that it is some sort of
reward or gift or that it puts the community in danger.
But as outlined by the government’s own department,
the purpose of parole is to ensure community safety
when a prisoner is released at the end of their sentence.
I do note there are some prisoners covered by this bill
who are serving life sentences, which I will address.
But when a prisoner has finished their sentence, there
should be some oversight and control of and some
conditions put on their initial release under parole to
serve community safety, rather than simply letting them
out without the knowledge of whether they are actually
a risk to the community.
I note that there were significant reforms to parole
undertaken under the previous government following
the Callinan review, which were supported by all sides
of politics. That review put community safety as the
central consideration for the parole board in making
their decision, and it strengthened parole conditions.
That review did not recommend these changes. I also
note there has been an issue with some prisoners
maxing out their sentences and not applying for parole
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because they did not want to be subject to the
conditions of parole. That is not necessarily an ideal
situation, given that those prisoners would not be
subject to the sorts of orders, treatment or conditions
about who they can associate with while on parole.
In the circumstance of people who are convicted of
murdering a police officer, I am advised there are three
in this state and all of them are serving life sentences.
They have been sentenced by an independent judiciary,
which has imposed a life sentence and a very long
non-parole period. Should they apply for parole, and I
note that they are eligible to apply, there is no guarantee
that it will be granted. There is every chance their
application will be denied and will continue to be
denied. However, that will be assessed by an
independent parole board, who will be acting according
to the reforms supported by this Parliament to put
community safety first.
I feel that these changes are essentially a statement that
the government does not trust the parole board to
uphold community safety, even with these new
legislative directions. You would have to ask whether
the government trusts them with other parole decisions
on other murderers — those who have killed children
or anyone in our community. I also note that if they are
granted parole, they would be subject to those
conditions for life, and if they breach those conditions,
they would return to prison.
In the case of murderers who have not disclosed where
the body of their victim is, these are tragic
circumstances. I understand the intent of this bill is to
increase the chances that an offender will reveal where
the body is located. We do not believe it will achieve
that outcome. There is a sentencing component to this
bill that codifies that it be taken into consideration when
sentencing. In sentencing, this is already taken into
consideration as an aggravating factor by the judiciary.
It is already taken into consideration by the parole
board. Why would we not legislate to remove it
entirely? Well, it does go back to the purpose of parole.
We are advised that there are seven prisoners that will
be covered by this bill. None of them is serving life
sentences. They will be released from prison, whether
we like it or not, at the end of their sentences. There
may be an instance where the parole board feels it is in
the interests of community safety to have a prisoner on
parole, with the controls that entails, prior to the end of
their sentence at which time there is no control or
supervision. It may be that the parole board does decide
that it is in the interests of community safety for that to
occur. That is why we will not be supporting this bill.
As I said, revealing where the body is is already taken
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into consideration when sentencing and when deciding
whether to grant parole, and there may be
circumstances where the adult parole board feels it is in
the community interest to grant parole.
As I have stated before, these bills have been
introduced into Parliament and will be first and second
read this week. I feel that these bills could have been
introduced prior to this week and given the opportunity
for the standard procedures to be gone through. We
have had the Premier state in question time previously
that he had confidence that the parole board would deal
with the decision on Craig Minogue. We have had the
Premier, having opposed no body, no parole for many
of the same reasons that I have outlined today, state that
they would introduce no body, no parole legislation in
the new year. But it is clear that the government is not
setting the agenda on these particular issues; it is the
opposition.
It does feel as if they have handed over policy direction
on justice issues to the opposition, and that has resulted
in some unfortunate circumstances, primarily of the
children who have been transferred to Victoria’s
maximum security prison. That is not a solution to
Victoria’s law and order issues or the issues of crime
amongst young people. It is a symptom of a wider
problem in child protection, in youth justice and in our
community. I would like to see the government
embrace crime prevention and justice reinvestment and
back itself and not allow the opposition to set the
agenda on these particular matters.
The Greens will not be supporting this bill. As I have
outlined, we are very mindful of the seriousness of the
crimes committed and the impacts on the families.
However, we do believe that the judiciary’s and the
parole board’s independence should be respected and
that they should be given the powers to do their job
properly. We do not believe that this bill will have the
desired outcomes. We certainly believe that in the
interests of community safety there are circumstances
in which the parole board should have its independence
to make those decisions.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a contribution to the debate on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Parole Reform and Other
Matters) Bill 2016. We have the member for
Prahran — the member who represents Walsh Street,
South Yarra — voting against this legislation. If you
had a convicted killer of those two young policeman,
they would be free to roam the streets, according to the
member for Prahran. It is an absolute disgrace. It is an
absolute abomination. It is just appalling.
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I might try to explain to the member for Prahran that
back in 1986, when these killers were sentenced, what
was imposed by the judiciary was the maximum
sentence. Back in 1986, as has been explained to me —
and I might be mistaken — it was not standard practice
to have a sentence of life without parole. There was a
standard practice whereby you would insert parole.
What was handed down to the Russell Street bombers
was the maximum sentence of that time. The reality is
that the community expectation now in 2016 is that
these people should not be released into society.
I recall a lecture I attended with the member for Niddrie
by Jerry Madden, a former Texas state legislator who
had worked as a chair of a committee in relation to
prisons in Texas. He was talking about the average
prisoner — you have got knuckleheads and you have
also got — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! I was letting you finish your sentence before
breaking for lunch.
Mr PEARSON — I will come back to that.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! It is an appropriate time to break for lunch. The
member for Essendon will have the call when the house
resumes.
Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.01 p.m.
The SPEAKER — Order! I intend to interrupt
debate to deal with a reflection on the Chair. The
member for Warrandyte has the call.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — Thank you,
Speaker. I just wanted to say if you feel I have reflected
on the Chair during question time, I apologise.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair accepts the
apology from the member for Warrandyte.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — Before lunch I was
making a contribution in relation to the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Parole Reform and Other
Matters) Bill 2016. I expressed my profound
disappointment that the member for Prahran, who has
Walsh Street forming part of his electorate, is indicating
that he and the member for Melbourne will be voting
against this important piece of legislation.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will respect the member for Essendon, who is making a
contribution. The member for Essendon, to continue.
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Mr PEARSON — I am delighted to be in the
company of my illustrious colleagues who are very
engaging; they are looking forward to the festive
season.
I did express my disappointment with the fact that the
member for Prahran, who represents Walsh Street, has
indicated he is voting against this piece of legislation. I
would hope that the member for Prahran might wish to
doorknock Walsh Street in the days before Christmas
and explain why he has decided in his infinite
wisdom — or it might be the wisdom of Mr Barber in
the other place — that he is voting down this important
piece of legislation which, if passed, would mean that if
the killer of those two brave young policemen who lost
their lives in Walsh Street were convicted, they would
be imprisoned for the term of their natural lives.
I think the reason why this legislation is so important is
because of the fact that attacking a sworn officer of
Victoria Police who then loses their life is such an
abomination. I do not remember the Hilton Hotel
bombing in Sydney in 1978, but I do remember the
aftermath of that bombing and thinking to myself, ‘It
has changed’. My parents talked about the Hilton
bombing as being something that seemed to be a break
in the past between old Australia and newer Australia.
What was more contemporary for me were the horrific
Russell Street bombing in 1986, the Walsh Street
killings in 1988 and then subsequently the Silk-Miller
murders in 1998. These were horrific acts. None of
these acts were the result of a particular person
overreacting in a situation and killing a sworn member
of Victoria Police. These were deliberate and calculated
attempts to cause as much physical damage and as
much trauma as possible to members of Victoria Police.
Before the break I made mention of a lecture I
participated in with the member for Niddrie and other
members of this place and the other place. We heard
from Jerry Madden, a former representative of the
Texas state legislature who had been interested in
corrections. Deputy Speaker, I think you might have
also participated in this lecture. In his discussion Jerry
talked about the fact that there are two sorts of
criminals: people who are bad — really bad and need
never be released — and people who are knuckleheads,
people who do something stupid and do not really
think about it. Knuckleheads was his term. Jerry took
the view that you need to try and triage prisoners —
separate those who can be rehabilitated from those who
do something silly when they are young. They might
drink too much, get in a car and kill someone, or they
might get caught up with the wrong crowd, commit a
robbery and end up locked up, but it is about making
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sure that they do not graduate through the prison system
and become hardened criminals.
Jerry talked about the fact that you have this cohort of
criminals who the community has a right to be
frightened of and a right to be scared of. I think that
what this bill does is basically say to people who have
killed sworn officers of Victoria Police that they are to
be imprisoned and there is no chance of rehabilitation
because they are incapable of being rehabilitated. The
reality is, if you go out and deliberately seek to unleash
this level of terror on a community, you are beyond
salvation and you should not be released into the
community. You forfeit your right.
I note that Constable Angela Taylor’s parents are in the
gallery this afternoon and were here for some of the
earlier speakers. Mr and Mrs Taylor, I cannot imagine
the pain that you have carried for these 30 years. I
cannot for a moment imagine just how traumatic it
must have been for you to lose your daughter, who was
so accomplished, so talented and had such a brilliant
and bright future in front of her, taken away by people
who deliberately sought to cause the maximum amount
of damage. It is just appalling. Again it beggars belief
to see this level of violence inflicted upon a defenceless
person. Someone who was just going about their job,
who lost the toss to get the lunch and who walked out
to cross the road to get lunch for her colleagues lost her
life that day.
It beggars belief that someone like the member for
Prahran, who I suspect is aided and abetted by the
member for Melbourne, thinks it is fair and appropriate
for legislation like this to be defeated, to be voted
down. They think that someone like Craig Minogue,
who killed Marilyn and Arthur’s daughter, deserves
next year to wander the streets and to be in our midst as
a member of our community. The people who commit
those crimes forfeited their rights with their
abominations, with their appalling acts. They do not
deserve parole; they forfeited that right.
This bill reflects the times in which we live. I have no
doubt that if the Russell Street bombers committed their
heinous act in 2016 and not 1986, the judiciary would
have handed down sentences of life without parole.
That option was not available to the judiciary in 1986,
which the member for Prahran failed to appreciate and
failed to acknowledge. It is all very well to talk about
the independence of the judiciary, but the judiciary did
not have those powers at that time. They have been
subsequently granted those powers since that time.
An awful responsibility is placed on our shoulders as
legislators in this place, and we need to take it very
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carefully and seriously. I would have thought that if you
were going to vote down this bill and indicate that you
are going to oppose this bill, you would have done your
homework, you would have done your research and
you would come to this place with a measured and
thought-through position. Of course there are times
when we are not going to agree. Those on the other side
will come to this place having done their research and
reached a considered position and will disagree with us,
but they do the work.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr PEARSON — Indeed, Minister for Planning
who is at the table. For something as profound as this,
you would have thought that the member for Prahran
would have done his work and he would have done the
right thing to honour the memory of Constable Angela
Taylor. It is just appalling. This is an important piece of
legislation, and I wish it a speedy passage.
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I am pleased to rise
today to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Parole Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2016. How apt
it was for the member for Essendon to say how
important it is to support this bill. It is a matter of some
regret, I have to say, that when confronted with the
same opportunity to support the measures that are
contained in this bill, those opposite voted against it,
and that should be put on the record. I too want to
acknowledge the mother and father of the late Angela
Taylor, rest in peace, who are in the gallery today. I
hope that the passage of this legislation today will lend
some small comfort to Mr and Mrs Taylor and to many
others who have been affected by the events which this
bill is principally concerned with, although it extends to
a whole class of offenders.
As previous speakers on my side of the house have
said, we will be supporting this legislation, but I want it
on the record that these matters were issues that we
placed on the agenda back in February of this year. I
remember giving public comments on the need for the
government to introduce legislation to deal with the
imminent question of parole surrounding at least one of
the individuals who will be affected by the first part of
this bill, which will prevent people who are convicted,
for example, of murdering police officers either in the
course of duty or in some way connected with their role
as police officers from ever qualifying for parole. We
were calling on the government to do that back in
February, and there was complete inaction from the
government. Even when we introduced a private
members bill in the other place to achieve the same
outcome, the government voted to stop that matter
proceeding. We are here on the second last day of the
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parliamentary year dealing with this bill in an
expeditious way only because the government refused
to act on this earlier.
I should say in respect of the no body, no parole
changes — the second part of the bill — we
introduced a private members bill in February of this
year to deal with this issue, and the government
voted against that. So while the member for
Essendon is quite correct in levelling criticism at the
member for Prahran, whose party has outrageously
said that it will oppose this bill, so too do those
opposite deserve some stringent criticism for
opposing these measures, which could have been in
place earlier this year.
I should say the context of this bill is quite
unprecedented, because it occurs on day four of a
panicked series of announcements from the
government, which has finally had to admit that, yes,
there is a crisis of confidence across the Victorian
community in the Premier’s capacity and the
capacity of his government to keep the Victorian
community safe.
In the space of four days what have we seen? After two
years we have seen, over four days, 2729 police being
announced, but they will not arrive on Victorian streets
fully qualified until well into 2018. We have seen an
assistance line announced today as part of a community
safety statement and also automatic numberplate
recognition technology, new helicopters, DNA changes
allowing police power to obtain DNA material without
court orders and drive-by shootings and carjacking
laws — all in the space of four days. Why? Because
their own focus research is telling them what a crisis
there is in the Victorian community.
Their reforms are largely, from the ones they have
announced, covering matters that are already dealt with
by Victorian law. Fagin’s law, which they tried to make
a big song and dance about, is already covered by
existing offences in our criminal laws. Whether it is
conspiracy, whether it is incitement, whether it is drug
trafficking or stealing, adults who implicate youths in
the commission of their crimes are already breaching
Victorian law. And yet the government wanted to make
a song and dance out of its own Fagin’s law proposal,
which will carry, it should be noted, a lower maximum
sentence than the crimes I just mentioned.
As for youth control orders and probation under the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005, there are
already provisions for curfews and provisions for
stringent non-association. The question for the
government is this: it seemed okay for the

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (PAROLE REFORM AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2016
4860

ASSEMBLY

government to legalise the breaching of bail by
people under 18, but will it be an offence for
somebody under 18 to breach a youth control order?
That will be interesting, and we will wait to see that.
So a number of these changes are very panicked.
Certainly they should have been made earlier, but the
fact that they have been made in a four-day period is
a clear indication that the government has finally had
to admit that there is a crisis.
But let us look at what is not in the measures which the
government has announced this week. Where are the
changes to bail to restore the level of respect that we
had put into the Bail Act 1977 to make sure that
anybody, regardless of age, who breaches bail without
reasonable cause commits an offence? And I emphasise
‘without reasonable cause’. The government repealed
that, and will they bring that back? Nothing that the
government has announced in the last four days will
change the fact that we still see too many people in
Victoria getting bail after having breached bail on one
or more occasions previously.
As for sentencing, this is interesting. The Premier has
said that he is concerned about the level of sentences
being handed down by judges and magistrates in
Victoria. Well, what is he going to do about it? He has
done nothing to deal with baseline sentencing and the
Court of Appeal’s regrettable and, in my respectful
view, incorrect decision to strike down baseline
sentencing. We have still not seen the passage and
commencement of changes to community correction
orders, which again were undermined regrettably by a
Court of Appeal decision — that in Boulton in
December 2015.
And where are the changes to restore police powers,
which this government recklessly and irresponsibly
took away from Victoria Police, to manage violent
protesters on our streets like Reclaim Australia
protesters or Say No to Racism protesters — equally
atrocious, equally to be condemned? The government
has not indicated any willingness to restore police
powers to allow police to manage violent protests on
our streets. How long is it going to be until some
innocent bystander is seriously injured by these violent
protesters on our streets or, for that matter, police
officers who are injured in the course of managing
these violent protests?
So I say in the broader context that this is clearly a
panicked government. I have to say I do not think
Victorians are going to be convinced by anything the
government has done over the last four days or that this
government really has community safety at its heart and
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has a genuine commitment to protecting the Victorian
people.
With respect to the bill, I have said that we are
supporting this measure. We had our own bills, which
have sat in the upper house and regrettably were not
allowed to enter this place. But we do support the
changes which will deny parole to any person who
murders a police officer in the course of duty or in
some way connected with their duty. That is
appropriate. Police officers are there to protect the
Victorian people, and we want to send a clear message
to offenders and would-be offenders that we will not
tolerate under any circumstances our police officers
being harmed in such serious and atrocious ways.
The differences between this bill and the bill which my
friend and colleague the Honourable Ed O’Donohue in
the other place introduced are the same in terms of their
effect. This one applies to a class but equally would
have prevented certain persons from being released on
parole. Those changes which relate to the second half
of the bill in relation to no body, no parole are sensible.
Nobody who has committed an atrocious and heinous
offence like murder or manslaughter or conspiracy to
commit murder should expect to be given parole if they
refuse to cooperate with authorities to locate the body
of the deceased or the remains of the deceased. That is
well and good; that should be our law, and it could have
been our law a lot earlier this year.
Parole, we need to remember, is not a judicial function,
it is a function of the executive, and it is wholly
appropriate that somebody should be denied bail in
circumstances where they have refused to assist law
enforcement authorities. Again that should send a very
clear message that cooperating with law enforcement
authorities in this respect is very important. More
importantly than that, we must do as much as we can to
give victims and their families every possibility of
achieving some level of comfort when these things
occur. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — I rise to make a few
comments on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Parole Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2016.
Following on from the member for Hawthorn, who is a
good bloke in Strangers Corridor but I think after that,
and especially after today, it is clear that nothing is
above politics in this place with this opposition. I will
come back to that.
I acknowledge Constable Angela Taylor’s parents in
the gallery and echo the comments of earlier speakers.
What happened in 1986 is just an unimaginable horror
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for many of us, and I think John Silvester from the Age
said it best when he wrote:
It was a terrorist act, not one motivated by a mutated religious
mindset or a twisted ideology but — as they all are — by
blinding hatred.

Constable Taylor was only 21 years old — an absolute
tragedy. But there have been more tragedies involving
members of Victoria Police since then, and that is why
this bill is not a one-man approach. This bill applies to
every person — every heartless, cruel, callous
criminal — who commits such an act against a brave
police officer. I think that is an important point to make.
We owe it to every one of our 15 000 current serving
men and women in the Victorian police force to ensure
that this law is in place.
I do want to make some broader comments on law and
order, as the member for Hawthorn just did, because
this issue has for obvious reasons this year been a very,
very topical issue. There is a problem, and this
government has absolutely acknowledged that there is a
problem. I hear it in my community all the time. People
have a right to feel safe in their own home, people have
a right to feel safe in their own neighbourhood, and
right now they do not feel safe. While those opposite
want to blame this government for the rising crime rate
and for the sorts of crimes we have seen in the recent
past, it is very, very disingenuous. While this
government did not cause the crime rate, of course this
government has a responsibility to fix it, and I am just
going to go through a few things that we have done in
the two years that we have been in government to
address this very, very serious problem.
I go back to our very first budget as a government. In its
very first budget the government delivered 400 police
custody officers to perform the duty of supervising
criminals in the overnight lockup so that police officers
could be out and about keeping our community safe —
that is 400 police custody officers — and I am so proud
that Moorabbin police station in my electorate was part
of the initial deployment. Earlier this year the Minister
for Police and I had the opportunity to visit Moorabbin
police station and meet with some of the 12 police
custody officers stationed at Moorabbin. It was an
absolute pleasure to meet them — people of varying
ages, varying experiences, from all walks of life; some
younger people who eventually want to rise through the
ranks of Victoria Police. They are doing such an
important job in performing very significant work
within the police force so that their colleagues, Victoria
Police officers, can be out and about in the community I
represent keeping our community safe.
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In that same budget we funded 109 protective services
officers and 62 transit police to support the Night
Network; 7 sworn specialist police and 2 specialist
Victorian public service (VPS) staff to target serious
sex offenders as part of the new serious sex offenders
management unit; and 11 specialist staff to investigate
and prosecute clandestine drug labs and support the
assessment and referral court list, which helps people
with mental health and cognitive impairment issues in
dealing with the justice system.
In the following budget the government funded
406 additional police officers, and in addition to that,
40 sworn specialist police and 48 specialist VPS staff to
ensure police are best placed to investigate and respond
to the threat of terrorism in our community, and
4 specialist staff to support a new Drug Court in
Melbourne. After the budget the police minister
announced that the Victoria Police Academy would be
running at capacity to ensure that we are training these
new police as quickly as possible so that we can keep
our community safe.
Just the other day this government, the Premier and the
Minister for Police made history by announcing the
biggest recruitment of Victoria Police in its 163-year
history.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr STAIKOS — Somebody opposite just
interjected. I am not going to acknowledge what they
said, but what I will do is quote the Chief
Commissioner of Police. The Chief Commissioner of
Police described it as ‘the greatest commitment to
policing in Victoria’s history’. Even the Herald Sun
was on board, with the headline — and this will be one
of the only times I quote a Herald Sun headline —
‘Victoria Police to recruit 2729 new officers in state’s
biggest ever police boost to force’. It is a fantastic
headline that recognises the good work of this
government in recruiting police. That brings the total
number of police funded by this government since
November 2014 to 3259 sworn police.
In contrast of course those opposite did not fund a
single additional police officer above attrition. It is a
shameful record. In fact in their final year of
government police numbers increased at a level that
was below attrition. When we hear the tough talk about
law and order from them, that is all it is: talk. They are
very loud on these law and order issues when they are
in opposition, but very silent on them when they are in
government.
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Today the Minister for Police and the Premier
released the Community Safety Statement. In
response the secretary of the Police Association
Victoria had this to say:
Many governments and many politicians talk the talk but they
don’t walk the walk. I will say this, that the Andrews
government has talked the talk and they’ve walked the walk.
And they’re to be congratulated on this document. If we look
at Sunday, this is about a new model. Sunday was the pouring
of the foundations: 2729 extra police. If you don’t get the
foundation right, the building will crumble. This document is
the building specifications, it gives Victoria Police the tools to
actually implement it. But above all there’s a building
inspector, and it will be the TPA, to keep the government
honest and keep Victoria Police honest, but I know that
they’ll deliver. Martin Luther King once said, ‘We all came in
different boats but we leave on the same ship’. Today we
leave on the same ship and I invite the opposition to join that
ship. Because this is not about politics, this is about
community safety and today is the first day in the future of
policing in the new model in Victoria.

Such wise words from Ron Iddles, the secretary of the
police association. My plea to those opposite is for
them to stop playing politics with this very, very
important issue.
I could not help but to respond to a tweet the other day
from my friend the member for Caulfield, who
attempted to blame an awful incident at the Glenhuntly
railway station on the Premier. Back in 2012, at the
Boundary Hotel in East Bentleigh in my community,
there was an armed hold-up. I have met victims of that
armed hold-up — people who watched their son having
a gun held to his head. That was in 2012, but do you
know what? That was not Ted Baillieu’s fault, who was
then Premier. Just like every crime that occurs in
Victoria today is not the fault of the current Premier.
Yes, there is a problem, and we have a responsibility as
the government to fix it. We are doing just that, but on
so many issues, whether that is on equality, whether
that is on public housing, whether that is on family
violence or whether that is on law and order what
would make the government’s job a lot easier in
addressing these important issues is having a
responsible opposition, one that behaved more like an
alternative government instead of just like the rabble
they are. With those few words, I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — The bill before us
bears a remarkable similarity to two pieces of
legislation which were proposed by the coalition
parties. Perhaps not surprisingly, it is the coalition that
has effectively been providing the leadership on these
issues. Now we have the government scrambling to
catch up. The bill amends the Corrections Act 1986 and
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the Sentencing Act 1991, and there are essentially, as
the house is aware, two main parts of the bill. Firstly,
the Corrections Act will be amended to provide for a
presumption against parole for prisoners serving terms
arising from particular fatal offences or when the body
or the remains of a victim have not been located. A
court will be able to take into account those factors at
the time of sentencing. The bill also amends the
Corrections Act to tighten the conditions to be met
before a prisoner serving a sentence with a non-parole
period for the murder of a police officer can be
considered for parole.
As I have said, these are both matters where the
coalition has led the debate and both matters where
there were bills before Parliament, and now we have
the government, with the corrections system totally out
of control, panicking and seeking to seize control of the
agenda. And of course they have shown absolutely no
leadership on the issue of crime. Indeed they seem to be
entirely bereft of policy ideas. It is fortunate that we do
have an opposition of the calibre we have so that
leadership can come from somewhere. It has to come
from somewhere, and it is all coming from this side of
the house.
In debating these amendments to the Corrections Act
we could well be taking legislative remedies much
further than those proposed by this bill, because we
have a prison system today that is marked by
dysfunction, that is marked by chaos. We know we
have prisoners being caught cultivating and growing
drugs in prison gardens. We have had a significant
increase in the number of deaths in custody. We have
had prisoners refusing to work, indeed even going on
strike at Barwon Prison. If the government cannot even
control prisoners in a maximum security facility like
Barwon, how can it possibly control the rest of the
prison population across the state?
We have had vicious attacks on prison officers and
prison staff — people guilty of doing nothing more
than simply going about their daily tasks and trying to
keep order in prisons. For that they have suffered
severely. Last June we had the worst prison riot in the
history of Victoria. The Metropolitan Remand Centre
was trashed, with some $95 million worth of damage
done and literally hundreds of maximum security beds
put out of action. The list goes on. There is plenty of
material there. It is a system that is spinning out of
control. I think one of the most troubling aspects of the
corrections system at the moment — perhaps driving
more disruption, more bad behaviour and more
disorder — is the flood of contraband we are seeing
coming into the system. Drugs and other items, some
perhaps even more dangerous than drugs, are being
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tossed over the wall at Port Phillip Prison and made
easily accessible to those inside.
We have a corrections system that is in tatters, yet today
we are debating only two aspects and those are matters
where the leadership has come entirely from the
coalition. The government is bereft of any policy idea
or any concept of how to resolve the chaotic and
ineffective prison system we have. Despite the crime
epidemic and despite the government’s glossy
publications — their preference for stunts, for media
releases and for statements instead of doing the hard
grind of policy work — we have simply spin. Good
policy work is something that has been entirely absent
from the tenure of this government; indeed any policy
work has been relatively scarce. It is about spin. It is
about quick fixes.
To go back to the bill before the house, in its simplest
form this is a bill that implements previously
announced policies of the coalition. The first, of course,
was encapsulated in the Corrections Amendment (No
body, no parole) Bill 2016, which was passed by the
Legislative Council on 17 August. When it was
transmitted to the Assembly later that day, as members
will be aware, the bill was defeated on the question of
the first reading. It is worth noting that in the Council
the bill was opposed by the government and it was
opposed by the Greens, and in the Assembly it was
similarly opposed by both those groupings and of
course also by the member for Shepparton, who I
understand may be making a contribution later this
afternoon. Yet a few short months later here we are,
debating a bill that is essentially the same.
Yes, there has been some tweaking. Under the coalition
bill the offences for which the legislation applied were
intended to be murder and conspiracy to commit
murder, and this bill adds accessory to murder and
manslaughter, so there are four offences rather than
simply two. The coalition bill required the Adult Parole
Board of Victoria to consider any report from the Chief
Commissioner of Police about the cooperation of the
prisoner concerned, as does this bill, but it adds the
requirement that regard must be had to any report from
the Secretary of the Department of Justice and
Regulation as to whether the prisoner is suitable for
release.
The bill also specifies other factors that must be
considered by the adult parole board in considering
whether parole should be granted, but it is indeed a very
similar piece of legislation to that opposed by the
government, the Greens and the member for
Shepparton just a few short months ago. I understand
from the debate that the Greens are likely to maintain
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their position of opposition to this legislation. I guess
we will just have to wait and observe the government
members executing what will certainly be an inelegant
backflip, but they have come to their senses, perhaps
not too late but certainly very close to it.
The second part of the legislation refers to another
matter which members on this side, and particularly
Mr O’Donohue in the other place, have again been
prominent in leading the debate on. That is in the
announced intention, which was flagged in the other
place, to retain in custody an individual who has been
sentenced to life but with a non-parole period and who
was of course convicted of the Russell Street bombings,
and I do not intend to name that person. Of course there
is a distinction between the coalition proposal in this
instance and the proposal that has been put forward by
the government in the form of this bill. It was the
intention of the coalition that any legislation would be
applicable to one person — and I recognise you need to
be very careful when you consider that sort of thing —
whereas this bill will in fact create a class of persons to
which restrictions will apply.
I understand from the briefing — and I thank the
department and the minister’s office for providing the
briefing — that the proposed changes will apply to
three people only, but we should be aware that if we
support this bill, as the coalition has already committed
to do, then we are creating a class of persons that while
currently only numbering three could be significantly
larger in the longer term. Some people have expressed
concern to me about creating a new class of offenders,
particularly the possibility that if a person has murdered
a police officer, then effectively they have nothing left
to lose except perhaps their life, and if they are not
caught and commit subsequent crimes, those crimes
may in fact be significantly worse. But I come to this
place with the view that those who protect the
community on the front line — the men and women of
Victoria Police — deserve the greatest protection that
the Parliament legislatively can afford them, and I
believe the bill before the house will achieve that
outcome. That is why I believe it is worthy of support
and why I will be voting for the bill.
There is of course the unanswered question about why
the only class proposed in this bill is police officers. I
think there is a legitimate question about why protective
services officers were not included and why the law
was not proposed to extend to all frontline emergency
services workers, but it is a good start, and if we need to
extend it to other frontline responders, then we can
further amend the act.
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I conclude by indicating that I think it is unfortunate
that we are asked to deal with this legislation in such a
very short period. Both these issues have been on the
agenda for some time. There was the opportunity for
the government to act much earlier than it has, and it is
unfortunate that it did not do so.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — It is my pleasure
today to rise and speak to the debate on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Parole Reform and Other
Matters) Bill 2016. I acknowledge the opinions of
people on the other side of the chamber today, and I
will go into a little bit more detail soon. I would like to
acknowledge the parents of Constable Angela Taylor in
the gallery today; my heart is certainly with you.
Of course the bill has already been spoken about quite a
bit, but essentially the amendments in the bill do two
things. One is to strengthen parole laws and sentencing
laws to deny parole to prisoners serving a term of
imprisonment with a non-parole period for the murder
of a police officer. Parole may only be granted if the
Adult Parole Board of Victoria is satisfied that because
the prisoner is in imminent danger of dying or is
seriously incapacitated, the prisoner no longer has the
physical capacity to do any harm to any person and that
the prisoner has demonstrated that they do not pose any
risk to the community. This certainly reflects our
community’s wishes. Families have been calling for
this piece of legislation for many years, and it reflects
the long-held belief by people in our community that
parole is definitely a privilege and not a right. I have
had the honour of working beside many police officers
in my capacity as a firefighter, and this is another way
of honouring them.
The second amendment introduces a presumption
against parole for prisoners serving a term of
imprisonment for certain fatal offences where the body
or remains of the victim have not been located. It
permits a court to take such factors into account when
determining the appropriate sentencing for these
offences. I am led to believe that seven killers will be
refused parole at this point under this amendment.
What this comes down to — I think it depends on your
approach to social theory, whether it be from the Age of
Enlightenment with Hobbes, Locke or Rousseau — is
that as individuals we do have a contract with our
community and our society. It is a voluntary contract
amongst individuals where, in an organised society,
there is mutual protection of welfare and we look after
each other. We owe it to our police and our community
to put this legislation through, because these criminals
break this contract. They have been proven guilty of
terrorising our community, of murdering people in our
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community, and they are no longer part of that contract.
We must protect those people that are still invested in
our community and that contract.
In regard to some of the opposition statements on these
two amendments, it is all fine to sit there and say, ‘We
brought this bill up and it’s a Liberal bill and it didn’t
pass’. Well, there is a reason it did not pass and I think
the important thing to do is to make sure we legislate
and we legislate properly. We do that so we do not have
a flawed set of arrangements that might give the
appearance to our community of doing something but
does not actually do the job properly. And that is why
that was actually voted down.
I notice that victims of crime commissioner Greg
Davies, who is himself a former senior sergeant with
Victoria Police, welcomed news of this bill. He has
made various statements, but the one I would like to
quote today is that he believes that the new law would
be a powerful incentive for killers and would give
victims’ families some hope of peace. And that is a
very, very important factor in this bill. It is not all about
the criminals; we need to be focusing on the victims
and the victims’ families and putting them first.
I would really like to keep this debate almost bipartisan,
but we have heard comments from across the chamber
that I think really need to be addressed. The Leader of
the Opposition was quoted as saying:
The government hasn’t acted and if they don’t, I will.

Edward O’Donohue from the other place was quoted as
saying that this government has been embarrassed into
action as a government, and that:
The Andrews government must now explain if any changes it
makes will apply only to police, or all emergency services
personnel.

Amongst all of this I think it is worth acknowledging
that the previous government, the now opposition, had
four years to do something. And this is not a new fad
that has come in; families have been wanting action on
this for many years. If only people like the shadow
minister from the other place had not sat on their rumps
collecting splinters and doing nothing, they could have
put this through themselves. Now we are hearing
promises that if they get re-elected, they will do it.
Well, you had four years — four years of not assisting
victims of families to properly bury their loved ones,
four years of not helping grieving families, four years
of ignoring the pleas of Police Association Victoria,
four years of no new police to respond to these crimes
and charge murderers. It is not humorous, but we do
know that the former government disbanded the actual
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police band to put more police numbers on the road
because they did not actually invest in numbers above
attrition. So I am very happy that we are able to come
out and say, yes, we have got a plan in conjunction with
the police association and in conjunction with Victoria
Police to employ 2729 new officers on top of the 407
we have already put in the system under our
government.
The government is doing more than just commentating,
and I think that people on this side of the chamber and
certainly some of the people on the other side of the
chamber acknowledge that. I do challenge our Greens
members to meet with some of the families and even
meet with the victims of crime group and explain why
they do not support this bill. I think that would be a
very, very hard conversation to have and there would
be many, many questions about why they could not.
I noticed that Ron Iddles also called on the opposition
this morning to get on board with a new way of
policing, and I too would say get on board. I cannot
imagine how hard it is to sit on the opposite side of the
chamber and try to think of all the excuses in the world
for why this legislation was not put through earlier.
In summing up, the murder of a police officer is in the
worst category of offending, I believe, and it is
something that we need to come down extremely hard
on. We need to set an example; we need to ensure that
people know that it is utterly reprehensible to take
someone’s life, especially someone that is serving the
community. Murdering a police officer simply for
doing their job is a crime that shocks the Victorian
community, and we need to act appropriately.
This bill does not change or undermine the sentence
given by the court or the court’s judicial independence.
It reinforces that parole is a privilege, not a right, and
that conditions of release may change from time to
time. A safe and functioning society, one where
members are individually signed up to our social
contract, depends a lot on its police force. Feeling safe
and having welfare services are important. But an
attack upon a serving police officer is an attack upon
that contract and our community itself.
The new laws send a very, very clear and, might I say, a
very tough message that the murder of a police officer
will not be tolerated and that those persons who commit
this crime should face very strict restrictions as to
whether they are released on parole, or ever. The latter
part of that is something to think about, I think.
In no body, no parole cases the amendments give much
more of a comprehensive way of addressing the
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complex and difficult issues raised. The Adult Parole
Board of Victoria will now apply a presumption against
parole after consideration of a broad suite of
information about whether the prisoner satisfactorily
cooperated in locating the body or remains of the victim
and the place where that victim may be found.
This may seem cold comfort to some families who have
been through unimaginable horror and shock, but I
imagine that if you are in that position, one of the best
things that could ever happen to you is to have the
opportunity to respect that member of your family by
giving them a decent burial, and this is something that
we hope to achieve through this bill.
Again, I will just say that one of the most abhorrent
crimes we will ever hear of is the murder of a police
officer. As I said, it is an attack on our community
itself. These people have chosen to break their social
contract, and they deserve everything that this
legislation will put in place to ensure that they are not
on our streets and that they are put away for good. Our
police need all our support. They are absolute heroes.
They are with us every day, including the worst days of
our lives, and that is their daily job. They do a hell of a
job, and this is our way of supporting them. I fully
support this bill and commend it to the house.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Parole Reform and Other Matters) Bill 2016, and in
doing so I would like to speak firstly about the parole
reform in relation to the murder of a police officer. I
think it is really important to note the policy reasons
for this bill and for many of our existing laws. The
Supreme Court has indicated in murder trials that the
murder of a police officer deserves the harshest
sentence, and of course that sentence is life
imprisonment. Such an act is considered an attack on
the very foundations of our society. Our society takes
the view that a safe and functioning society depends
upon its police force and that an attack on a police
officer is an attack on society itself. It is for this reason
that in sentencing in such cases judges take a much
harsher approach than in relation to other murders.
To date there have been 159 members of Victoria
Police who have been killed in the line of duty. Thirty
were murdered. The earliest recorded murder in
Victoria was that of Constable Matthew Tomkin, who
was shot by an escaped convict in the western area of
Melbourne in December 1837. Following the
formation of the Victorian police force there were
controversial shootings of Sergeant Michael Kennedy
and constables Lonigan and Scanlon by the Kelly
gang at Stringybark Creek.
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While none of these murders is any less significant
than any other, any murder in our society really rocks
us. When a policeman is murdered, it has an
additional impact on our community, especially when
those police officers are doing their job. We have a lot
of legislation around people in emergency services
and other areas who have that added protection and
where penalties are greater for those offenders who
attack a worker in the course of their duty and while
they are undertaking a serious public service or
emergency service.
One such crime is the Walsh Street murders, when
constables Stephen Tynan and Damian Eyre, a
20-year-old Shepparton man, were gunned down in
what police believe was just a random police killing.
Investigations showed that Constable Tynan was
killed by a shotgun blast as he investigated what
appeared to be an abandoned stolen car. While
Constable Eyre, who had graduated from the academy
just six months earlier, was shot in the back, he began
to fight his attacker. He was then shot in the head with
his own gun by a second attacker and again in the
back in what investigators say was simply an ambush
of police.
Four people stood trial for killing those young police
officers, and all were acquitted in 1991. In 2011 the
Baillieu government revised the double jeopardy laws,
allowing a person to be tried twice for the same crime.
At that time the then Assistant Commissioner of
Police, Graham Ashton, said that reopening the
investigation into the Walsh Street murders was a
priority. He said there was new evidence about the
killings that could warrant a retrial of the four men
who had been acquitted a decade earlier. However, it
turned out that the trial could not proceed because
sufficient evidence had not been found to enable it to
take place. That decision was made in February 2013.
In July this year Constable Damian Eyre was
posthumously awarded a National Police Service
Medal. This award recognises those officers who have
met high ethical standards and served their
communities but who were unable to do so for the
minimum period of 15 years. Damian’s father, Frank
Eyre, who is a long-term police officer in Shepparton
and a stalwart of the Shepparton community, told
ABC at the time that being a policeman was all
Damian wanted. He said:
… that’s all he wanted to do. He wasn’t interested in
anything else …
He would have made a ripper [policeman].
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The cold-blooded killing of these two young men in
the line of duty really incensed the community. A
2008 Sydney Morning Herald analysis of the event
described it as not an attack on police but on the rule
of law. As such a group of businessmen donated
$50 000 towards equipment to set up a police task
force that especially investigated that murder.
The Walsh Street murders also lead to the formation
of the Blue Ribbon Foundation, now led by Bill
Noonan, the father of one of the government’s
ministers. He has been in that job for a very long time.
The Blue Ribbon Foundation raised $125 000 for the
Goulburn Valley emergency department, which is
now proudly known as the Eyre-Tynan emergency
department. It was unveiled in 2007 and is a tribute
from our community to our fallen police officer.
The passing of this bill will not only take away the
right of parole for a police killer, but it will also drive
home a stance that we in Victoria respect our police
and the role they play in our community, so I feel
compelled to support the bill for this reason. We
acknowledge each day that police put their lives on the
line to protect our safety. In accepting his son’s
National Police Service Medal this year Frank Eyre
said:
You’ve got two members of the police force gone to work,
and not come home. There’s got to be a reason, and there’s
got to be an answer somewhere.

Should anyone ever be jailed for that murder, this
legislation will ensure that those killers would never
be paroled. I think the community outcry following
the death of these young men shows that there is a
general consensus for this.
I acknowledge that Angela Taylor’s parents are here
today. I particularly talked about the Shepparton
policeman, but having Angela’s parents here today is,
I think, a reflection of the fact that these situations live
on, that the pain for everyone lives on and that
probably the word ‘closure’ is never the right word
because really you just have to go on. I doubt whether
there is ever closure.
I note that a lot of the conversation, certainly in my
case, has been about the Walsh Street murders, but the
Russell Street bombings also really shook our state.
The legislation states that a prisoner will not be
eligible for parole unless they are in imminent danger
of dying or seriously incapacitated, and as a result the
prisoner no longer has the physical ability to do harm
to anyone. Stanley Taylor, who was one of the
convicted persons in the Russell Street bombings, died
in October this year, in custody, at the age of 79. He
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was seriously ill. Under the law as it stood, perhaps he
could have applied for parole.
I will just quote what one of the witnesses in Stanley
Taylor’s trial said. Julie Hetzel was a witness for the
prosecution. She talked about Taylor’s resentment for
the police, and said:
Stan said if he ever found out he had a terminal illness he
would load himself up with explosives and walk into
Russell Street and blow himself and as many cops as he
could to hell …

That is the mentality of the man; that is the mentality
of someone who had been in jail for a very long time
and who you could not trust to release. That denial of
parole, even though Stanley Taylor was ill, is I think
very important. It is good to see it now being
legislated for. Despite Stanley Taylor fulfilling that
exception of being exceptionally ill and therefore
maybe getting out, he could probably still have done
something like that, so I am very pleased to see this
legislation before the house today.
The second part of the bill contains the no body, no
parole provisions. I believe there are currently eight
prisoners serving custodial sentences in Victoria for
murder to which these provisions would relate. It is
important that this legislation is passed for a lot of the
same reasons I have stated before. So often the
remains of victims are not found. Most of us here can
only imagine the pain and suffering experienced by
those persons connected to a victim when there is an
inability to find their remains. At the present time
there is no real incentive for a convicted person to
disclose that information. Hopefully this legislation
will in some way provide some incentive, and may
also provide a prisoner with an opportunity for an
early release.
We wonder whether Leslie Alfred Camilleri will be
prompted to identify the location of the Bega
schoolgirl, Prue Bird, who was murdered in 1992 as a
13-year-old. In preparing this speech I read about Lyle
Allan, who spoke of his brother Keith who was
murdered in 2000. He was a solicitor murdered by
three men, and they were sentenced to lengthy jail
terms in 2007. However, they will not tell. His brother
would like to give him a decent burial. South
Australia’s legislation was passed last year, and
politicians there were hopeful that that legislation
might have persuaded Bradley John Murdoch to
reveal the whereabouts of the body of British tourist
Peter Falconio.
While I support this legislation, I would like to say
just a few things about law and order in this state.
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Fortunately as an Independent I do not need to enter
into the debacle that has been going on all year
really — the claiming of being so strong on it, with
the others being accused of not being on it. I would
just like to say that I do believe our community is
concerned and that more police visibility and action is
required.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I too am
pleased to rise to speak on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Parole Reform and Other Matters) Bill
2016. I concur with the comments of the member for
Shepparton, that there is a great deal of concern about
crime in our community. Naturally discussions on this
issue involve politics; that is the job of the opposition.
Certainly it is true that there has been a rise in crime in
this state in the last two years. It is not just that; there
has been a rise in concern in the community. I have
been speaking to my community about these issues,
and there is no doubt that they are particularly
concerned about the rise in crime.
Whilst the figures show that there has been a rise in
crime in just about every category and just about every
community, including my own, what is concerning to
me is the community’s fear. It is real, but it is also a
perception of the community. What we are seeing
through this legislation is the Labor government
playing catch-up. We have had two years of inaction
and of going backwards on community safety issues,
with the government unwinding certain aspects of
legislation and delivering effectively a soft-on-crime
approach.
Now, belatedly, the government is realising they
have a political problem as well as a factual problem,
and we have the government playing
follow-the-leader. Just in the last week we have seen
the government copy five law and order policies
from the coalition. A number of our positions have
been out there for some time, including the ban on
cash for cars — for scrap metal — to dissuade
organised crime in the scrap metal business. That
was announced earlier in the year by the coalition.
We have had the no body, no parole policy, which is
the subject of this legislation. And good legislation it
is, but we did of course have the government — the
Labor Party — and the Greens both oppose this when
it came from the upper house back in August. To
now have the government coming out and saying
they support it is in my view too little too late. I
commend the government in the sense that they have
now adopted this, but I do wonder why they did not
pick it up when it was a good idea back in August.
Why has it suddenly become a good idea now?
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This legislation will ensure that those people who
have murdered police officers, either in the line of the
officers duty or in relation to their duties, will not be
eligible for parole. In particular this applies to Craig
Minogue. Again this follows on from action of the
coalition, and I commend the shadow Minister for
Police, Ed O’Donohue in the other place, for his work
on this issue specifically but also more generally on
the issue of community safety and crime. He has done
a fantastic job, and his actions in the Parliament, the
public and the media have led to what we have today.
He has forced the government into action that it was
not otherwise going to take, and it is a real sign of how
the coalition — the Liberal and Nationals parties —
have forced the government to take action to address
the fear of the community and their genuine
community safety issues and to address the rise in
crime we have seen.
Other issues the government has adopted in the last
week include giving police power to acquire DNA
from suspects and the introduction of a specific
offence for drive-by shootings. All of these matters
have been driven by the coalition. They have been
driven by the Liberal and Nationals parties, not by the
government. The government has belatedly woken up
to the fact that there is a problem with community
safety — that there is a problem with crime — and we
are now seeing this panicked response from the
government in introducing this legislation. We have
had the panicked response of a whole suite of
initiatives announced this week. It has not been lost on
the community that it is the final sitting week of
Parliament for the year — two years into the
government’s term — and finally the government is
acting on these issues, having caused the problem in
the first place. This is now a panicked response.
I can imagine what happened. I can imagine the issues
being raised by focus groups and the polling that has
been coming through from Labor headquarters telling
the government, ‘You have got a problem’. That is
something we have been saying for a long time and
the media has been saying for a long time. Finally, the
government has highlighted that there is a problem.
In relation to the bill in particular, we have got, as I
said, the no body, no parole element, which mirrors
that introduced by the coalition. It expands the
offences to which legislation will apply from murder
and conspiracy to commit murder under the
coalition’s bill to include being an accessory to
murder and manslaughter; I think that is probably a
good addition. The bill will require the Adult Parole
Board of Victoria to consider any report from the
Chief Commissioner of Police about the cooperation
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of the prisoner, which again is consistent with the bill
introduced by the coalition in the other place, and also
to have regard to any report from the Secretary of the
Department of Justice and Regulation as to whether
the prisoner is suitable for release.
In particular the bill ensures there will be no parole for
those who refuse to disclose the location of the bodies
of their victims. I cannot emphasise enough how
terrible that would be, for a family of a murder victim
not to know the final resting place of their loved one
and to be forever left with uncertainty and not to know
the outcome.
Secondly, as I mentioned earlier, there is the
introduction of no parole for those who murder police.
That too is sensible, although the coalition had
introduced legislation that was specifically related to
the Russell Street bomber, Craig Minogue. I share the
concerns of what I am sure are many in this room
about the principle of applying legislation to affect
one person in particular — noting that the coalition
did that again, in government, with respect to Julian
Knight — but there are certain individuals where we
need to put some of those principles aside, and I
understand that Minogue is one of those.
I too have family members in the force. I have a
brother-in-law who is a fairly senior police officer,
and his daughter — my niece — and his son-in-law,
who I guess you could call my nephew-in-law, have
also just joined, or are joining, the police force. They
have nearly finished their time in the academy.
Whenever there is news of a police shooting or any
other harm done to our serving police officers it is
something that I am concerned about for my own
family. I offer my condolences to all the families of
police who have lost their lives in the course of their
duty.
The legislation is of course being supported by the
opposition, as this is to all intents and purposes the
legislation that we already introduced. It is too late; it
is too slow. The government has been slow to act on
the crime wave that is hitting our community and the
concerns that have been expressed by members of the
community. But I am pleased that the coalition has
given the government cause to act, and again I give
credit to Ed O’Donohue, the shadow minister in the
other place, who has done an excellent job
highlighting the problems and giving voice to the
concerns of the community. I hate to think what may
have happened had Ed not been doing his job or had
the coalition not been doing its job. I think the
government would have continued along thinking that
all was hunky-dory. This bill is, as I said, too late and
too slow, but I am pleased that the government has
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finally acted. I look forward to this bill passing, and I
commend it to the house.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 81
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Britnell, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Clark, Mr
Couzens, Ms
Crisp, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Guy, Mr
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hodgett, Mr
Howard, Mr
Kairouz, Ms
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McCurdy, Mr

McGuire, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morris, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Paynter, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Staley, Ms
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Ward, Ms
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 2
Hibbins, Mr

Sandell, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
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WRONGS AMENDMENT
(ORGANISATIONAL CHILD ABUSE)
BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 November; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I am pleased to be
able to speak this afternoon in the debate on the
Wrongs Amendment (Organisational Child Abuse) Bill
2016. The coalition will be supporting the measures in
this bill. They of course are intended to give effect to
recommendation 26.4 of the parliamentary inquiry into
institutional child abuse, which culminated in the
bipartisan Betrayal of Trust report. I acknowledge all
members of that committee for their fantastic work in
that respect.
This bill deals with a couple of things which were dealt
with at some length in the body of the report, and I will
turn to those in setting the scene for my comments
today. The key issue that this bill is intended to address
is that victims of not only child sexual abuse but other
fairly serious torts and criminal acts have always found
it very difficult to vindicate their rights to obtain
compensation, because our law for many decades has
recognised that organisations will not typically be liable
for the actions of, say, employees or other persons
under their direction and supervision where the acts
which caused the loss and injury or which were illegal
were in fact outside the scope of the course of the
person’s duties, either as an employee or in some other
capacity.
In other words, because the acts of the perpetrator in
those cases have been deliberate criminal acts, our
common law has not generally permitted victims to
seek redress in court for the losses they have suffered.
The principle is that employers, who in all other
respects have discharged their responsibilities to
maintain a safe workplace, for example, will not be
generally liable under the law as it stands at the moment
where the action which lies at the heart of the loss and
injury was an intentional criminal act.

Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to recognise in the
gallery the former Deputy Speaker and former member
for Oakleigh, Ann Barker. Welcome.

The reasoning for that has generally been that it is very
difficult for organisations to ensure that even after they
have discharged their responsibilities to maintain a safe
environment, whether that is a safe place of
employment or a safe place of learning, the actions of
deviant staff or contractors, for example, are hard to
guard against. Typically, courts down the decades have
said, ‘We are not going to hold organisations liable in
those circumstances’, and that has been so as much in
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relation to vicarious liability as in relation to
non-delegable duties. Many victims have been denied
the opportunity to seek redress because of that, so this
bill will deal with that issue. It also deals principally
with the issue of the ability to sue for loss and injury
where an organisation, let us say, is not in a form that is
capable of being sued — for example, an
unincorporated association. I will say a bit about that in
a few moments.
It is worth noting that the Betrayal of Trust report did
talk a bit about the difficulties of liability of
non-government organisations and the duty of care, and
it did point out that non-government organisations have
generally taken the approach that the responsibility for
criminal child abuse in their organisation lies with the
perpetrator of that abuse. We know that the committee,
with much justification, determined that that should not
continue to be the case and that there should be easier
access for victims to seek redress for the terrible abuse
that they may have suffered, and that is what this bill
will seek to do.
It is worth noting page 544 of the Betrayal of Trust
report, which says:
The committee found that non-government organisations not
only rely on the reputation of their members, but those
members gain that reputation substantially as a consequence
of their relationship with the body concerned. Organisations
hold out members, employees, volunteers and others who
represent them in the community as credible and trustworthy
individuals.

It went on to note that perpetrators too rely on that
reputation and exploit the relationship of trust that
exists between those who are usually in a more
vulnerable position, such as students, parishioners or
other people associated with that organisation.
The committee did spend a lot of time in its report
noting the current state of the law, and at page 545 of
the report states that:
… the civil law has not developed to recognise liability of
non-government organisations described above for the
criminal abuse of children perpetrated by their
representatives. Although the law recognises that such
organisations may owe a duty to ensure that reasonable care is
taken, that duty does not extend to intentional or criminal acts
perpetrated by their representatives.

In terms of criminal child abuse, the High Court and
our own Court of Appeal have — in the case of the
High Court the decision in State of New South Wales v.
Lepore, and in the case of the Court of Appeal the
decision of Blake v. JR Perry Nominees Pty Ltd —
produced decisions that confirm or reinforce some of
those difficulties about seeking redress from
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organisations whose staff or other associated
engagements have undertaken criminal acts.
The Betrayal of Trust report did make a
recommendation. As I said, it is recommendation 26.4
that, and I quote:
… the Victorian government undertake a review of the
Wrongs Act 1958 … and identify whether legislative
amendment could be made to ensure organisations are held
accountable and have a legal duty to … prevent criminal child
abuse.

Turning to what the bill therefore is intended to do,
because that is a fairly broad recommendation as,
Acting Speaker, you would appreciate, this bill, as we
take from the second-reading speech, is intended to:
… create a duty of care that will allow an organisation to be
held liable in negligence for specified contexts of
organisational child abuse committed by individuals
associated with the organisation, unless the organisation
proves that it took reasonable precautions to prevent the
abuse.

It also notes that:
The duty created by the bill requires organisations to take the
care that in all the circumstances of the case is reasonable to
prevent the abuse of a child by an individual associated with
the organisation while the child is under the care, supervision
or authority of the organisation. If child abuse within the
scope of the above duty occurs, this duty will be presumed to
have been breached unless the organisation proves it took
‘reasonable precautions’ to prevent the abuse in question.

That is very similar in wording to provisions contained
in, for example, section 109 of the Equal Opportunity
Act 2010 and section 106 of the commonwealth Sex
Discrimination Act 1984, which provide that employers
or principals have to take reasonable precautions to
prevent an employee or an agent contravening the act.
But I do want to say something about the reversal of the
onus of proof, which the bill provides. As the bill
indicates, it will provide that if, let us say, a victim is
suing an organisation, they need only prove that the
abuse occurred for that to trigger the transfer of the
onus of proof to the organisation which then needs to
prove that it took reasonable precautions to prevent the
abuse in question. That is all very straightforward and
similar to existing provisions in acts, two examples of
which I have mentioned. But I do want to deal with this
at some length because the second-reading speech does
address the issue of what reasonable precautions the
organisation in question will need to show it had taken.
The point that the second-reading speech makes is that,
and I quote:
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It is important to note that the bill requires organisations to
prove that ‘reasonable precautions’ were taken to prevent the
child abuse in question, and not child abuse generally.

That is not what the bill says, but that is obviously what
the second-reading speech says. It will be worth noting
and monitoring, should the bill commence, to see how
this operates in practice because we could have
situations where very responsible organisations who are
doing the right thing nevertheless engage somebody,
either as an employee or as a contractor, who engages
in intentional criminal conduct. I know from my
experience working in the law that this often occurs
where you have a very cunning and calculating
employee or contractor who might engage in these
deliberately criminal acts and invoke and apply all of
the acts of subterfuge and all other manner of
dissembling antics to avoid detection.
Responsible organisations will have proper induction
processes. They will go out of their way to employ or
engage people who are in a position to supervise and
monitor. But some of the best organisations anywhere
in any field can sometimes still find an employee or a
contracting party nevertheless intent on committing a
criminal act. What we would not want is for the
provision to operate as it would if the second-reading
speech was to be applied as it appears on its face — that
is, that all organisations would be liable under this new
duty, which is contained in new section 91 of the
Wrongs Act 1958, even if they took very responsible
general steps. Because it is going to be hard, I imagine,
in many cases for organisations to show that they were
somehow aware when a staff member or an agent is
intent on avoiding detection and is in a position to do
everything possible and practicable to avoid being
detected.
When you look at comparative provisions in, say,
section 109 of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010, it does
not provide necessarily that the employer, for example,
has to prove that it took all reasonable precautions to
prevent the actions in question but that it took all
reasonable precautions to prevent the employee or
agent contravening the act. That is a different test.
Although it seems to be very similar, it is actually
different.
Under section 109, for example, if an employer can
demonstrate that they have in fact done everything they
can to institute general practices and procedures to
properly induct staff, properly instruct them and ensure
that they comply with their obligations either as an
employee or an agent, then even if an act of negligence
or misadventure occurs at the hand of the employee or
agent, the employer will not be liable. We would not
want the situation here to be such that the clause in
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question operates in practice as a strict liability
provision. In other words, we would not want it to
operate where it is almost impossible for practical
purposes for an organisation to defend itself because
no-one could have been in a position, for example, to
know as the particular employee employed all manner
of deceptive practices to avoid detection and we are
finding those organisations liable.
Of course the Betrayal of Trust report is very important
because it shines a light on organisations that knew
about the abuses that were occurring and did little or
nothing to prevent them from happening or to ensure
that those who had committed the heinous acts involved
were brought to justice. We have a wealth of examples
of where that occurred. As I said, we do not oppose this
provision; we support it. But I think it is worth
watching very closely how it operates in practice,
because if it is the case that an organisation has to prove
that it took reasonable precautions in the given
circumstances, that may be very difficult to meet for
anyone, even responsible organisations, so it is worth
keeping a watch on that.
I note that in terms of the scope of the provisions, the
bill does apply to all organisations, both government
and non-government. It does apply to Victoria Police
despite the operation of the Victoria Police Act 2013,
which contains a number of immunities for Victoria
Police. This will extend to that, and that is appropriate
in the circumstances given what this bill is purporting
to achieve.
The second thing I want to talk about is how this bill
approaches unincorporated associations, an issue
which, as we all know, has been at the heart of the
difficulties many victims have faced. Some
organisations have been responsible and have
incorporated entities that can meet the liabilities owed
to victims who have been able to establish claims
against those organisations. To some extent that is to be
commended, although nothing absolves those
organisations from their failure to detect or prevent the
abuses that occurred. The government’s bill provides
that it will be open to associations to nominate a person
to stand in the shoes of that organisation if a claim is to
be made out. We think that is conducive to better
outcomes. We think that is something that we are
prepared to support.
I do note that the Law Institute of Victoria has called
upon the government to make that nomination
mandatory. I understand the government, in a parcel of
work which is to come before this Parliament I presume
sometime next year, will have more to say on that, and
that is foreshadowed in the second-reading speech. I
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think the government should, as I imagine it is, be very
careful in approaching this issue.
I am not signalling at this point that we would support
or oppose such a measure — we will have a look at it
when it comes — but if you were going to mandate, as
the law institute is suggesting, that organisations
nominate entities which can meet potential liabilities
and that mandatory process entailed those organisations
setting aside funds in trust or procuring such insurance
that was sufficient to meet potential liabilities, that
could have a counterproductive effect on organisations
across the whole sector. One, it may be very difficult
for those organisations to procure an insurance product
which could indemnify them against the liabilities that
would be involved here because we are talking about
essentially criminal acts, and it is very difficult for
organisations to insure against criminal acts that are
deliberate by either staff or agents. So it may be very
difficult for those organisations to procure relevant
insurance.
Secondly, and perhaps more aptly, those organisations
will, I imagine, struggle to put such moneys aside in
trust to meet the liabilities that could be associated with
this. Some entities that have the assets and the liquidity
to do that might do it, but we may be talking about
smaller organisations, which will be covered by this
bill, as they should be. If the government in its work in
this area proceeds along the path the law institute is
suggesting is one option and requires them to set aside
funds, then how are they going to do that? These are
usually and almost always not for profits run on
shoestring budgets — not all of them, but many of
them. How are they going to set aside in a property trust
or some other investment vehicle the potentially
hundreds of thousands or millions of dollars that are
going to sit there to meet potential claims?
It is going to be very difficult, and I hope the
government looks at options that do not have the effect
of driving organisations out of existence, because this
may affect really good organisations that are quite
professional in what they do. It is important just to be
careful around whether that requirement is made
mandatory or not. As I said, we have got an open mind.
We will look at what the government produces, but we
would not want to be driving organisations that are well
meaning out of existence because they cannot afford to
meet that nomination process. To the extent that this
bill facilitates the nomination of entities that can meet
liabilities, that is certainly something that we are
prepared to support.
I do note that the bill does purport to limit its scope to
make sure. Because of the importance of what it is
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doing — namely, reversing the onus for the first time
and introducing a liability that is clear for intentional
criminal wrongdoing, which are quite profound
changes — it is, I think, appropriate that there be some
circumscribing of the scope of the bill, and I do note
that the bill does that in respect of defining with some
provisions who is to be regarded as a person associated
with an organisation to which this duty will apply, and
there is a non-exhaustive list of those classes, but
nevertheless we think that is appropriate.
It also ensures that the duty which this bill will impose
for the first time on organisations will not extend to
work or activities that are unrelated to the
organisation’s care, authority or supervision over
children. Again, I think that is very important given the
significance of the new duty that is imposed. It is easy
to imagine arguably the difficulties of saying that an
organisation should be liable for the deliberate criminal
wrongdoing of somebody whose work is not related but
who might be in some way associated in other respects.
We think it is appropriate that there be some
circumscribing of the scope in that regard.
I just note that the bill is prospective in this operation.
Again I note that the law institute has called for the bill
to be made retrospective. We agree with the
government that it should be prospective, and I have
noted the default commencement date of 1 July 2017.
We, as I said, are supportive of the bill. We are happy
to see it go through. We think that it is important to
follow through on all of the recommendations that the
historic parliamentary inquiry produced. This
Parliament has already dealt with
recommendation 26.3 — that was earlier last year — in
relation to limitation periods, and on both occasions
there has been a salutary level of bipartisanship, which I
think victims and those in the sector would welcome.
On that note, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise and speak on the Wrongs Amendment
(Organisational Child Abuse) Bill 2016. At the outset I
welcome the member for Hawthorn’s comments and
contribution on the bipartisan nature of this important
legislation which needs to be supported.
When I was researching what I would speak about
today, I found that this is in many respects a worldwide
phenomenon. If we look at what has happened in
Boston in the United States, in Ireland and in
Melbourne, essentially children have been abused by
people who were in a position of power and a position
of care. That is really what was at the heart of the
inquiry that led to the Betrayal of Trust report — an
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inquiry into the handling of child abuse by religious and
other non-government organisations.
Before I get into the substance of my contribution, I
want to acknowledge the members of the former
Family and Community Development Committee.
With me in the chamber is that committee’s deputy
chair, the member for Broadmeadows, and my
parliamentary colleague the member for Thomastown,
who was also a key contributor to this report. I also
want to acknowledge the chair of the committee,
Georgie Crozier, a member of the Legislative Council,
and a couple of members who are no longer in
Parliament — Andrea Coote and David O’Brien. The
member for Ferntree Gully was also a member of the
committee that produced the groundbreaking Betrayal
of Trust report.
I was having a read of the report this morning and
reflecting on it. I remember when I came into the
Parliament in 2012 that essentially the committee, as
the member for Broadmeadows would be very familiar
with, was just getting up and going. There were a lot of
factors happening at the national level with discussions
around redress and the royal commission into abuse.
This committee report had a lot of focus on it both in
the Parliament and in the media. Page 218 of volume 2
of the report goes to the heart of the duty of care of
organisations to prevent criminal child abuse. It says
that the following sentiment was typical of people that
submitted to the inquiry:
Organisations have a moral and legal responsibility to ensure
children are safe in their care. Child abuse is preventable.

The report further states:
The committee determined that prevention of criminal child
abuse in organisational contexts is complex and multilayered,
with responsibilities resting at several layers within the
community.

In the part of the report that I am quoting from now, the
committee made a number of suggestions in relation to
prevention processes, including the effective selection
of suitable personnel, managing situational or
environmental risk within the organisation, and creating
a child-safe organisation culture. That is what we are
about in many respects. As the report highlights, child
abuse is preventable. As the member for Hawthorn
touched on in his contribution, while this legislation is
not retrospective, it is about prevention and what we
can do to change the culture of organisations in the
21st century.
The Department of Justice and Regulation led by the
Attorney-General is to be congratulated along with the
parliamentary drafters on the Wrongs Amendment
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(Organisational Child Abuse) Bill 2016. It is quite a
technical piece of legislation. It literally has embedded
in it a legislative scheme to overcome hurdles to ensure
that victims do have a voice and that churches and civil
authorities are also held accountable going forward;
however, there is also room within the legislation for
what is happening very much at the commonwealth
level on a redress scheme.
An honourable member — There should be
compatibility.
Mr CARROLL — Exactly. There does need to be
compatibility, but Victoria leads the way as the
progressive state of the nation, and again it is leading
the way in an Australian first to protect children from
abuse. The Andrews Labor government through this
legislation will better protect children from abuse.
This legislation will create a duty of care for
organisations so they can be held accountable for the
abuse of children. The laws will apply to all religious
institutions, community organisations, childcare
facilities and government bodies that exercise care,
supervision or authority over children and are capable
of being sued. The onus of proof will be reversed,
meaning that the organisations will have to prove they
took reasonable precautions to prevent the abuse in
question from happening. The bill addresses problems
in the common law that have made it unclear as to
when victims could recover compensation against an
organisation for child abuse perpetrated by their staff or
personnel.
When I was reading through my notes for this bill and
the information provided by the parliamentary library, I
recognised that it was very much the case that common
law had not kept pace — that is, the courts had not kept
pace in this area — with victims of child abuse. It is
very much now up to the Parliament through us as
legislators to change the law to ensure there is a voice
there.
I remember when I was working at the Victorian
Government Solicitor’s Office that every now and
again I would sit in a consultation, often with a man in
his 50s or 60s who had an allegation against the state
that he had been a victim of child abuse. We would
essentially be in a mediation trying to work out the
value of his life going forward considering he had
probably never worked, he may have had an alcohol or
drug habit and his life had been destroyed. In many
respects this legislation does provide a legislative
mechanism and a framework for such victims going
forward.
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But I think it is important to put on the record, though,
just how big and how significant the task at hand is. In
the June 2013 issue of the Law Institute Journal there is
a very well-written article titled ‘Clerical sexual abuse:
The Irish experience’. Between 2006 and 2009 the
article’s author, Justice Yvonne Murphy, chaired a
commission of inquiry into child sex abuse in the
Catholic Archdiocese of Dublin from 1974 to 2004. It
was essentially known as the Dublin inquiry. The
article under the heading ‘Post reports’ states:
After the commission reported:
Four bishops in the Dublin archdiocese tendered their
resignations to the Pope. Two were accepted.
The bishop of Cloyne also resigned, as did the bishop of
Ferns.
New legislation was enacted making it an offence to
withhold information on certain serious offences where
those offences are committed against a child or
vulnerable adult. They include most sexual offences.
New vetting procedures for those working with children
were enacted.

This was a massive undertaking that happened in
Ireland.
I think credit is also due to the filmmakers of Spotlight
that many members would have seen recently. The film
came out in 2015 and followed the investigations of
journalists at the Boston Globe and has a real focus on
child sexual abuse in the Catholic Church in Boston.
In Melbourne in Victoria we are a progressive
government. We, under the former Bracks government
and under the former Attorney-General — my
predecessor in the seat of Niddrie — led the nation in
many respects on the Working with Children Act 2005
and the working with children checks, because we do
know that there could be no more important role for
any individual in the community than the protection of
children, and this legislation goes to the heart of it.
In my closing remarks I do want to put on record my
congratulations to the Premier, the Attorney-General
and the whole cabinet for driving this reform to make
sure that victims of child abuse do have a voice and that
the perpetrators are held accountable by strengthening
our laws to better protect children and ensuring
organisations can be held to account in the future, while
continuing the work on a redress scheme for victims of
historic child sexual abuse.
I know the commonwealth is working with the states
now on a redress scheme. I think it is critical that there
are mechanisms in place going forward because it will
change lives. This bill does deliver on our election
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commitment to implement all outstanding
recommendations from the bipartisan Family and
Community Development Committee’s inquiry into the
handling of child abuse by religious and other
non-government organisations.
This is real progress. We are implementing the
recommendations. The Parliament, through a
committee process and recommendations, and now
with the elected representatives, are putting the law in
place, as we should as legislators, to ensure that victims
of child abuse are supported and past ills do not happen
in the future.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to speak on the Wrongs Amendment
(Organisational Child Abuse) Bill 2016. Like the
member for Hawthorn, I am pleased to state that the
opposition will be not opposing the bill that is before
the house. This bill, like many bills that have been
before the house over the past three years now, have
come out of the work of the Betrayal of Trust report,
which was tabled in this house in November 2013. I am
a former member of that committee, along with the
member for Broadmeadows and the member for
Thomastown in this place, the former member for
Carrum, who served on the committee for part of this
inquiry, as well as Ms Georgie Crozier in the
Legislative Council and former members David
O’Brien and Andrea Coote. We certainly, on a
bipartisan basis, dealt with this very harrowing part of
Victoria’s history for a period of 18 months. I still say it
is probably some of the best work that I have been
involved in as a member of Parliament in the past
decade, and I am sure that those members on the other
side who were members of that committee would — I
hope — agree with that sentiment.
Our committee dealt with a range of issues and came up
with a series of recommendations, and I am proud to
see that those recommendations have been received by
both sides and enacted into law, whether they be in
terms of grooming or a whole lot of other legal effects
that have taken place. This area is certainly no different.
The bill before the house seeks to deal with
recommendation 26.4 of our report, which identified
whether or not there should be legislative amendments
relating to organisations being held accountable for the
actions of their ‘employees’ and whether or not these
organisations have a legal duty to have taken
reasonable care to prevent criminal child abuse. The bill
intimates that it is implementing that recommendation.
The committee grappled with this issue.
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It is a challenging issue because whilst it was clear that
many organisations were aware of abuse occurring in
their organisation and whilst the abuse was being
perpetrated by individuals, it is difficult from a legal
perspective for organisations to be held personally
accountable for criminal actions of their employees. It
is a significant legal issue, so this bill is seeking to
implement that recommendation by reversing the onus
and placing it on organisations — the onus then
specifying that these organisations need to demonstrate
that reasonable precautions were undertaken in order to
try and mitigate any potential activity that was
undertaken.
We know the activities took place. We know they were
horrendous. We know they resulted in lifelong anguish
for victims. Regardless of the age, regardless of the
ethnicity, regardless of the socio-economic background,
regardless of the jurisdiction and regardless of the
religious or secular organisation where the activity was
perpetrated, the stories were similar, the abuse was
horrendous and it was life enduring. Unfortunately
many have taken their lives rather than continue to deal
with these horrendous situations, so it is important that
we place this issue at the forefront when trying to come
up with a solution to try to at least have a framework in
place to provide some support for these individuals. We
certainly commend the work of those that have been
preparing legislation in the department. They have been
doing it over both terms of government, and we thank
them for that work.
Clearly it is a challenge when we are going to introduce
legislation that reverses onus of proof, because we
know that the activities of the perpetrators by default
were sinister. We had this discussion, as members of
the committee, about the working with children checks.
People would say, ‘If only they had had a working with
children check, a lot of this would have been
prevented’, but it was obvious to all of us they would
have passed a working with children check because
they in fact were not guilty of any offences. Worse still,
many were pillars of the committee. They were pillars
of the community to whom families willingly entrusted
their children to be cared for and to be taken on camps.
We know the stories.
It will be difficult — and I say that genuinely — to deal
with and grapple with this issue in terms of reasonable
precautions given the fact that the perpetrators of these
offences operated in such a sinister way that some
organisations may be unable to demonstrate how they
could have taken a reasonable precaution in the
circumstances of the activities that were being
perpetrated. But I certainly do not wish to generalise on
this issue, because we do know there were many within
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the hierarchy of religious organisations who knew of
this and that through the work of the committee there
were certainly acknowledgements of movement of
priests and movement of staff, and we know that their
removal and placement into new organisations and new
institutions resulted in further crimes being perpetrated.
I just wish to place on the record that this is a difficult
issue. It was difficult for our committee to come up
with a solution to this issue. We needed to identify a
solution that gave justice to the victims. We found
organisations knew what their activities were — or
some within their organisations did — but again we
could not speak on behalf of all organisations because
there were horrendous acts that occurred in
organisations where the organisations themselves, on a
reasonable assessment, had no idea these acts were
being perpetrated. But again this is a very important
issue for the victims. It is an important issue for the
churches.
They themselves recognise that this is a problem that
besmirches their name. They know that the work of
both this committee and also the royal commission has
got down into the weeds on this issue and they have
come up with a series of recommendations. On that
basis, whilst I place on record the potential challenges
associated with the legislation that is before the house, I
certainly do not want to get in the way of it because I
think we have an obligation to do justice to the victims.
Again, I pay tribute to the work of the committee
members, the staff and those who supported them —
people like Frank Vincent. I think I learnt more about
life from Frank Vincent than I have from many people
in life. It was just an absolute pleasure to be able to
work with him on this work for 18 months. He was just
a font of knowledge. I think that would be the best way
to describe Frank, and there are those who know him
and would know his work.
To do justice to everyone who was involved in this
committee it is humbling to know that our work three
years on is still resulting in legislative change, is still
going to be helping victims and is still going to put in
place a regime that will make Victoria a better place
than it was. With that, I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a contribution in relation to the Wrongs
Amendment (Organisational Child Abuse) Bill 2016.
As the member for Ferntree Gully indicated, the origins
of this legislation stem back to the work on the Betrayal
of Trust report, and I think you, Acting Speaker
McGuire, were the deputy chair of that parliamentary
committee. I was not a member of this place at that
time, but I remember being on the outside questioning,
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I suppose, in my own mind whether a parliamentary
committee inquiry was the right vehicle by which to
look at these issues. At the time I was not convinced,
and as an observer I was wondering how that work was
going to be undertaken and whether there was sufficient
support for it to be done, and to be done well.
As I stand here now I think that for the members of that
committee, when they see bills like this come before
the house, it must in some ways be bittersweet. I say
that because those members would have sat through
hours and hours of evidence which must have been
traumatic, harrowing and distressing, but also would be
extremely pleased, I think, with their work to be now in
a position where, three years on, legislation has come
before this place which has a direct relationship back to
the work that they undertook as a committee. The
reality is that many fine committees have been
established and convened in this place and in the other
place jointly, and there have been various reports
written over the last 58 Parliaments, some of which
never see the light of day, but this one was obviously
very special. I pay tribute to those members and to the
chair, Ms Crozier, from the other place.
The Parliament delegated to those members the task of
writing the Betrayal of Trust report, and as members of
this place we have an obligation to those members who
are still members of this place and those who have left
to acknowledge the work that they did, because I would
imagine that they would still carry a burden to this day
from what they were exposed to. I think that when the
Parliament delegates such work to a committee to do, it
is incumbent on us to be mindful of the obligation and
the responsibility those members shoulder, such as the
members for Broadmeadows, Ferntree Gully and
Thomastown, who are still members of this place.
I listened with interest to the member for Hawthorn’s
contribution, and I think it was a sincere and honest
contribution. I think that the spirit and the goodwill that
exists across the chamber in relation to this legislation
is really important. To have a situation where both sides
recognise the importance and the urgency of this
legislation is really important.
From my perspective, I think why pieces of legislation
like this are so important is that — and again, the
member for Hawthorn touched on this, as did the
member for Niddrie — this is about prospective
change; it is about making sure that we get the systems
in place correctly so that the organisations which
interface and work with our children have got robust
policies, processes and procedures in place to ensure
the protection of children.
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I have spoken at length in the past about indices such as
the adverse childhood experiences index, which talks
about the impact that adverse experiences in childhood
have in terms of the impact upon the adult. I have gone
through it before, and I will not go through it again, but
there are 10 different measures, and if you have a score
of 4 or more, it leads to all these disturbing outcomes
for individuals — not for every individual. But, for
example, if you have got a score of 4 or more in terms
of adverse childhood experiences and you are a male,
you are 47 times more likely to be an intravenous drug
user, and you are something like 3 times more likely to
smoke and 12 times more likely to be an alcoholic.
These adverse childhood experiences have been looked
at quite closely by organisations like the Murdoch
Children’s Research Institute. They have looked at the
mind of a child that has been stimulated and engaged in
a warm, functional, loving and nurturing environment,
and there is a lot of brain activity and that capacity to
sort of unlock a child’s brain so that as a child gets
older they are able to achieve their potential.
I was having this conversation with a parent a couple of
weeks ago at a fundraiser for autism. This parent was
telling me about all the therapy and what they spent on
their child when he was diagnosed. From the ages of 3,
4 and 5 there was really heavy intervention to try to —
in his case he is on the spectrum; he has autism —
unlock aspects of his brain. Now at, I think, about 9 or
10 years of age his brain is functioning far better than
those of some other children who may not have been
diagnosed and may not have had that early intervention.
That is just an example. If you have got a really, strong,
positive influence on a child’s brain, it leads to really
positive outcomes.
Similarly, the Murdoch Children’s Research Institute,
which is a fabulous institution, has done research in
terms of the brain of a child that has been traumatised
when the child has been the victim of abuse. You see
that the brain starts to lock down. There is not that same
level of activity, and as a consequence of that the brain
does not develop as well as that of a child from a
functional environment. Again it leads to really bad
social outcomes.
In a legislative sense there is a need to make sure that
we put those systems and processes in place to make
sure that these institutions — as parents, we entrust our
children to their care — have got modern practices and
good arrangements in place to make sure that the
children are properly cared for, because we know that
what happens where you do not have those things in
place and you have structural weaknesses is that you
have terrible outcomes.
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I was pleased to listen to the member for Niddrie
indicate in his contribution the dialogue, consultation
and discussion that is occurring between the
commonwealth and the states for a redress scheme. I
think that looking at institutions which run across
borders — they might be national or international
bodies — having an appropriate redress scheme in
place that is efficient and consistent is really important.
From a compliance perspective — and the member for
Hawthorn mentioned this in his contribution — we
have got to make sure that there is an appropriate
compliance framework in place for these organisations
to adhere to, but it would be much better, where we
can, to try and ensure there is a degree of harmonisation
across the states and the federal jurisdiction and that we
try to reduce the administrative burden for these
organisations. They absolutely must comply with
legislation. We have got to improve the quality and the
standards but, where we can, try to ensure that the
administrative burden, the burden and the cost of
compliance, is minimised while still giving effect to the
legislative and regulatory requirements. I think that is
really important.
The other point I want to make in terms of the reversal
of the onus of proof is something that I think both the
inquiry that led to the Betrayal of Trust report and the
royal commission touched upon in their work. I think it
is important as a Parliament that we are responding to
those recommendations from those bodies. Clearly an
enormous amount of evidence has been received
through the witness statements provided and the
cross-examination of witnesses. An enormous amount
of work has been done by both this parliamentary
committee and the federal royal commission, and we
need to try to absorb that and say, ‘All right, based
upon two separate inquiries and an enormous amount
of research and work there are clearly some
recommendations that we need to look at embracing
and adopting’. I think this bill does that and does it
quite well.
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arising from the inquiry into the handling of child abuse
by religious and other non-government organisations.
The recommendation is that the Victorian government
undertake a review of the Wrongs Act 1958 and
identify whether a legislative amendment could be
made to ensure that organisations are held accountable
and have a legal duty to take reasonable care to prevent
criminal child abuse. The Greens will be supporting this
bill because we support the purpose and intention of the
bill, which is to ensure that these organisations can be
subject to civil litigation.
We know that civil litigation can be a powerful tool
in preventing harm, and we know that it can be a key
part in the search for justice for child abuse
survivors. I foreshadow that we will be putting
forward amendments in the other place to strengthen
this law so child abuse survivors can get the justice
they deserve. An issue that we do have is that whilst
this bill does implement recommendation 26.4 to
some extent, in our view it still does not ensure that
organisations that should be held accountable for
child abuse will not escape liability for a civil claim
for compensation. So we do feel that amendments are
required to tighten up the provisions to fully
implement recommendation 26.4.
The Greens have put forward and argued from the
outset that all of the recommendations of the Betrayal
of Trust report should be implemented as soon as
possible and that issues concerning the ability of child
abuse survivors to sue the organisations responsible,
particularly in relation to unincorporated entities and
getting access to their funds, should all be dealt with
under one piece of legislation. So while we are
supporting this bill, there are a number of issues with it,
and these include psychological abuse not being
included under the definition of abuse.

I want to place on the record my thanks for the work of
the committee members who produced the Betrayal of
Trust report. They did a fantastic job, as reflected by
this legislation. I cannot imagine how difficult and
trying it must have been at times. I thank them for the
work they have done, and I am pleased with the spirit in
which this bill has been introduced and its support from
the opposition. I think it is a really important issue. On
that note, I commend the bill to the house.

As the bill currently stands, child abuse survivors could
still be left with not having a legal entity to sue. It is our
view, and it is also the view of the Law Institute of
Victoria, that rather than having a provision that
provides an entity ‘may’ nominate a legal person, it
should be ‘must’. We also have concerns regarding
ensuring there is the provision of funds that a plaintive
will get access to when suing that nominated legal
person, including laws covering the instance where that
nominated legal person says no to becoming a
nominated legal person or dies or cannot be located
when the claim is made.

Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Wrongs Amendment (Organisational Child Abuse) Bill
2016. This bill seeks to implement
recommendation 26.4 in the Betrayal of Trust report

In terms of unincorporated entities, our feeling is that
for reforms of unincorporated entities to be truly
effective and to avoid any adverse consequences,
ideally they should be dealt with under one bill. The
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Attorney-General in his second-reading speech says
that that will be dealt with as part of a larger or separate
package of reforms based on the recommendations in
the Betrayal of Trust report, but the government has
decided to go ahead with reforms in this area that we do
not feel are thorough enough. We also put forward that
the government should consider making this legislation
retrospective, although we do acknowledge that there
are difficulties with this.
If we cast our minds back, there was a previous bill
enacted in this term of Parliament relating to these
important reforms, the Limitation of Actions
Amendment (Child Abuse) Act 2015, which removed
the limitation periods that apply to civil actions in
relation to child abuse. While this was an important step
in allowing greater access to justice for child abuse
survivors, it did not include psychological or emotional
abuse under the definition of abuse. I think that fails to
recognise the significance of psychological and
emotional abuse. We put forward amendments in the
other place to rectify this, but unfortunately they were
not supported.
In terms of incorporated legal structures, we certainly
need legislation requiring religious organisations and
other institutions to become incorporated legal
structures capable both of having insurance and of
being sued by victims. Again, we do not understand
why these reforms were not included in the Limitation
of Actions Amendment (Child Abuse) Act or in the
current bill before us, which deals with access to
compensation. We are of the view that provisions
dealing with unincorporated associations for the
purposes of civil litigation are best put together to avoid
those adverse consequences. We will be supporting this
bill but. as I said, we are foreshadowing and reserving
the right to move amendments in the other place to
strengthen the bill and to ensure that child abuse
survivors get the justice they deserve.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I would like to
begin my contribution by reporting to the house that I
have just had a message from Anthony Foster, who
wanted to be here to hear the debate. He understood
that it was going to be on tomorrow and would like to
be here for the vote. I report that because I think it is
important to start with the families who were most
deeply affected by what happened with child sexual
abuse.
What happened to the Fosters was certainly one of the
worst cases that came before the Family and
Community Development Committee inquiry. If you
remember what happened there, the situation was that
Fr Kevin O’Donnell, who was one of the worst
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paedophiles in Australia’s history, despite repeated
reporting of his offences in 1946, 1958 and 1986, was
moved on to innocent parishes and given access to
innocent children, with fatal consequences. When
Chrissie and Anthony Foster came to the inquiry they
presented two photographs. The first was a shot of a
beaming family, and it featured two of their daughters,
Emma and Katie. They were attending the Sacred Heart
Catholic school at the time. Unbeknown to the parents,
Fr O’Donnell, the parish priest, was raping the sisters.
Emma was only five years old when the horror began.
A subsequent photo depicted her a decade later, wrists
and arms bloodied from a suicide attempt. Their father
testified that if only the church had acted on all of these
complaints, his daughter Emma would still be alive and
his daughter Katie would not be permanently crippled.
After giving this evidence the family held hands and
Anthony Foster requested a minute’s silence in this
Parliament to honour his deceased daughter.
It is extremely important that this bill is an Australian
first in creating a broad, new statutory duty of care to
prevent the sexual and physical abuse of children, and
that it will apply to all organisations that exercise care,
supervision and authority over children via individuals
associated with that organisation. The new duty will
apply to all government and non-government
organisations in Victoria that are capable of being sued
and to associated individuals, whether they are staff,
contractors, office-holders, ministers of religion or
volunteers, and it will have appropriate safeguards. This
is a strong step to protect victims.
The bill will also reverse the onus of proof so that
organisations will have breached the new duty unless
they took reasonable precautions to prevent the abuse in
question from happening. This is extremely important
because, as the member for Ferntree Gully explained,
this was a critical part of the debates that we had in the
committee to try and address this issue. The courts will
examine what ‘reasonable precautions’ would have
been in each case, and we have to look at them on a
case-by-case basis for fairness and justice.
To provide an appropriate balance between plaintiffs
and defendants, especially smaller community
organisations, the test of ‘reasonable precautions’ will
take into account different sizes, resources and
relationships between affected children and
organisations. Larger state and religious organisations
will therefore have proportionately higher standards to
meet than smaller community organisations. That is an
attempt to try to get the balance between what needs to
be done — the capacity to put in the checks — and how
we actually address this, because the issue that we are
dealing with is one where you have perpetrators who
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have been manipulating in an incredible way. What
happens is that children can bear a sense of guilt and
shame, like shadows blighting their lives, and a
horrendous consequence is that perpetrators often
remain unrepentant while some victims do not survive.
Despite high-profile criminal prosecutions and
incontrovertible evidence, victims have reported that
there are still people who refuse to accept the reality
and consequences of abuse or the extent to which
respected individuals concealed their knowledge.

cabinet for working their way through the findings of
the report, and I also want to recognise the opposition
for their considered views. With what happened in the
last Parliament we have now had three premiers and
two parliaments address these issues, and it has been
done in a bipartisan way. I think the community expects
this is the way we can actually address these changes
and make the cultural, generational and systemic
changes that are required to minimise the risk to our
children and to give them a better chance.

Admissions secured during the inquiry that led to the
Betrayal of Trust report, as I said at the time, will surely
end the era of blind faith and cover-ups once and for all,
and this is an issue that is about crime, not faith. This is
an issue where we have to be aware, as a community,
that there are a small percentage of men whose sexual
identity is that they are attracted to children, and they
will mask that in incredible ways. The level of
manipulation, from the evidence that we received, is
extraordinary. It is the case that we have to remain
attuned to these changes and how we address them in
an ongoing fashion. That is the reality of it. There is no
failsafe method of addressing this, but this piece of
legislation is another step in developing the raft of
changes that need to be made, because one of the things
the Betrayal of Trust report highlights is the difficulties
that survivors of organisational child abuse face in
recovering compensation for the devastating effects of
the abuse and the lack of clarity in the common law
about when an organisation might be liable for child
abuse perpetrated by its personnel.

I would like to acknowledge all of my colleagues who
were part of the Family and Community Development
Committee and the investigation for all the hard work. I
realise it was the fortitude and the courage of the
victims and their families in coming forward that was
the really critical proposition. Their willingness to
expose what had happened and to give us the truth of
what it meant, and then for us to discover what was
behind this cover-up was really critical, because this
was a cover-up that killed. This is another way of trying
to get to the remedy, and I just want to commend this
bill to the house.

The Family and Community Development Committee
found that the common law has not developed
sufficiently in Australia to recognise the liability of
organisations for child abuse perpetrated by
organisational representatives. I note the
Attorney-General’s commentary on this, where he said:
… despite recent developments in the High Court, the law of
vicarious liability and non-delegable duties in relation to
organisational child abuse is still an area of great uncertainty
and confusion in Australia.
Historically, Australian courts have been reluctant to find that
an organisation can ever be vicariously liable for the
deliberate criminal acts of its employees. The courts have not
indicated a clear willingness to establish vicarious liability in
circumstances outside of a strict employee–employer
relationship, and have also been reluctant to include
intentional criminal conduct within the scope of
non-delegable duties. In addition, within the existing law of
negligence, it can be very difficult to make out a duty of care
that encompasses the prevention of harm caused by criminal
conduct.

In relation to this piece of legislation, I want to
commend the Premier, the Attorney-General and the

Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the Wrongs Amendment
(Organisational Child Abuse) Bill 2016. I think the
emotion we just heard there from the member for
Broadmeadows highlights how serious and important
this legislation is. I acknowledge the member for
Broadmeadows for his contribution to the Betrayal of
Trust report. I know that Georgie Crozier in the other
place was the chair of the Family and Community
Development Committee at the time of that report, and
my former colleague in the other place, David O’Brien,
went through a pretty harrowing time with that inquiry.
I acknowledge that there would have been some
absolutely appalling evidence presented, as we just
heard from the member for Broadmeadows. That is the
sort of thing that stays with you and is not easy to
forget, and it is certainly not something that we will
turn our back on in this place. That is why we are
debating legislation such as this today.
I have said before that protecting children is probably
our most important role in the Parliament, and this
legislation is a further attempt to ensure we do that. It is
a sickening fact of life that we have people who abuse
children sexually, physically, with violence and with
psychological trauma. It is something that I simply find
hard to comprehend, as I am sure most reasonable
people do, but it is sadly a fact of life and something
that, in dealing with it, requires a whole range of
approaches. It is not just something that governments or
parliaments can deal with, but certainly it is our role to
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ensure that the law does as much as possible to stamp
out child abuse in all its forms.
This bill attempts to do that with respect to
organisations, including organisations where
employees, office-holders or others such as priests and
other religious leaders are involved in child abuse.
Recommendation 26.4 from the Betrayal of Trust
report is what we are attempting to implement with this
legislation. It was a recommendation, as previous
speakers have noted, that the previous coalition
government supported in principle. I will come in a
moment to why there are some concerns with it, but
certainly it was supported in principle.
The bill amends the Wrongs Act 1958 to impose a new
and additional duty of care on organisations exercising
care, supervision or authority over children to prevent
physical or sexual abuse. There are a number of main
provisions. The new section 90 outlines the status of
people to be associated with a relevant organisation and
includes being an officer, an office-holder, an
employee, an owner, a volunteer, a contractor, a
minister of religion or a religious leader, as I mentioned
earlier.
Section 91 imposes a duty of care that forms part of a
cause of action in negligence on a relevant organisation
to prevent the abuse of a child by an associated
individual while a child is under their care, and the
burden of proof, as we have heard from previous
speakers, will be shifted in any proceedings such that
there is effectively a reverse onus of proof. That is, if it
has been proven that an individual abused a child in
their care then the organisation that individual is
associated with is presumed to have breached its duty
of care unless it proves that, on the balance of
probabilities, it took reasonable precautions to prevent
the abuse in that particular case. That is the critical part
of the bill and, as the previous coalition government
did, I support that in principle. Implementing it in a
court of law can also be problematic. I say that from the
perspective of those organisations — whether a religion
or other group — that do the right thing, that ensure
their staff and other associated individuals are trained
and carefully screened to ensure they have no
background or any predisposition towards the abuse of
children.
To deliver a perfect, flawless position is always very
difficult. By their nature, those people who prey on our
children are devious. They are very good actors in
many respects and can go about their heinous deeds
often unrecognised by the wider community. They are
very good at covering their tracks and they are very
good at threatening their victims to ensure that their
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victims never speak of the abuse, so I do have a
concern that there will be good, legitimate organisations
that will have to prove on the balance of probabilities
that they did all they could. Whilst that is the intention
of the bill, I hope that that is how it is interpreted by the
courts.
At the other end of the scale there are of course those
organisations that have performed absolutely
abominably in this area. Others have mentioned various
examples that have been uncovered in the courts over
the years, through the Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Abuse and through the
inquiry that led to the Betrayal of Trust report. One of
the highest profile organisations is the Catholic Church.
The repeated stories we have heard of priests who
abused children simply being moved around to
different dioceses or parishes is just abominable. As a
Catholic myself, although not a particularly good one at
times — —
An honourable member — None of us are.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — I am glad to hear that I am not
on my own. I am not ashamed of the church, but that
activity certainly makes me ashamed. Whilst it can be
dismissed as being something from a bygone time
when things were different, that is no excuse, in my
view. Certainly the activities that were undertaken on
numerous occasions in different dioceses around the
country — indeed around the world — where such
abuse was covered up and was dismissed as being
simply a sin that needed to be atoned for through
confession is entirely wrong. That is where this
legislation will put pressure back on organisations such
as the Catholic Church to ensure that they are doing the
right thing by children and by the wider community. So
that is certainly one area.
As I said, I have a concern about those organisations
who are doing the right thing. I hope that under the
provisions of the bill they will be able to prove that they
have taken reasonable precautions. But again I
emphasise that that will be difficult for even the best of
organisations because of the nature of abusers. They are
so devious and their crimes are so heinous that they
have become very good at covering their tracks.
Nonetheless, there are those who have done the wrong
thing and there are those organisations that have done
the wrong thing, and this bill will send a very clear
message, I believe, to the community and to
organisations that employ or have associates who are
involved with children that they need to take the right
action to ensure that children are, to the best intents
protected.
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There is another main provision, section 92, which
provides that if an entity is not capable in law of being
sued, it may nominate, with the consent of the nominee,
a legal person that is capable of being sued as the
appropriate defendant for the purposes of a claim. That
again will address an area where there are some entities
involved that do not have the necessary legal status to
have action taken against them.
As I said, this is important legislation. I think it is
critical that this Parliament takes its role of protecting
children as one of its most important roles; indeed my
view is that it is the most important. I am glad to see
that the recommendations of the Betrayal of Trust
report are still being followed up and implemented, and
I think it is appropriate that this Parliament continues to
do its best to stamp out child abuse of any nature. I
certainly am pleased that the opposition is not opposing
the Wrongs Amendment (Organisational Child Abuse)
Bill 2016, but we will consider whether the provisions
of concern that I have outlined can be improved.
Otherwise I look forward to ongoing debate on this
legislation.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — It is my pleasure
to rise in support of the Wrongs Amendment
(Organisational Child Abuse) Bill 2016. As we have
heard, this bill will give effect to the government’s
commitment to implement recommendation 26.4 of the
Family and Community Development Committee’s
Betrayal of Trust report, and it marks an Australian first
in doing so.
I should commend at the outset the committee’s work
in presenting that report. I know from numerous
conversations with the member for Broadmeadows
over the last couple of years about his time on the
committee that it was gruelling. By the sound of it the
committee was presented with some very emotional
submissions. I know from speaking to the member for
Broadmeadows that it is very difficult for people not to
have been touched by that and for that to not have
stayed with them, and I think his contribution to this bill
demonstrated that and demonstrated the depths of
compassion and the overwhelming willingness to try to
act on what was heard during that process. I commend
the goodwill of all those in this place who have spoken
on this bill and their commitment to ensuring that these
sorts of things, this abuse of children, does not continue
into the future.
In particular the bill before us addresses the difficulty,
as outlined in the Betrayal of Trust report, that
survivors of organisational child abuse face in
recovering compensation for the devastating effects of
their abuse and the lack of clarity in common law about
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when an organisation might be liable for child abuse
perpetrated by its personnel. In the second-reading
speech for the bill the minister outlines the uncertainty
of the law of vicarious liability and delegable duties as
it applies to organisational child abuse. We know from
the Betrayal of Trust report that many victims of child
abuse wished to sue organisations to which the
perpetrators belonged but the law had not developed
sufficiently to recognise the liability of organisations
for abuse perpetrated by people within their
organisation, and I think this explains why statutory
intervention is necessary.
In this way the bill goes a substantial way towards
resolving the issues and uncertainties in the existing
common law concerning organisational liability for
child abuse perpetrated by organisational
representatives. It will amend the Wrongs Act 1958 to
impose a duty of care that will allow an organisation to
be held liable for negligence for the specified context of
organisational child abuse committed by individuals
associated with the organisation unless that organisation
proves that it took reasonable precautions to prevent the
abuse. This duty of care will apply to all organisations
that exercise care, supervision or authority over
children and are capable of being sued. The bill will
reverse the onus of proof, meaning that organisations
will be considered to have breached the duty if child
abuse has occurred unless they prove that they took
those reasonable precautions to prevent that abuse from
occurring. It is hoped that this will encourage a high
standard of governance and risk mitigation within these
organisations.
To drill down into the detail that is contained within
this bill, child abuse, for the purposes of the bill, is
defined as both sexual and physical abuse, and these
terms have deliberately not been given exhaustive
definitions in order to allow the courts to respond
flexibly to the circumstances of individual cases. What
we sought to avoid by doing this is inadvertently
excluding valid claims. Similarly, the term ‘reasonable
precautions’ is also being left undefined to allow the
courts to flexibly respond to the different
circumstances that arise in each individual case that
comes before a court.
In saying that, the bill does provide non-exhaustive
guidance on the factors that may affect what reasonable
precautions are, including the nature of the
organisation, the role of the perpetrator in that
organisation and the relationship between the
organisation and the child in question. We would
expect that the courts would draw on the vast wealth of
case law concerning negligence in order to determine
what is and is not reasonable. Reasonable precautions
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may include compliance with relevant standards,
including the government’s recently released child safe
standards, which are a compulsory minimum standard
that apply to organisations that provide services for
children and also formed a part of this government’s
response to the Betrayal of Trust report.
In looking at whose conduct organisations will be liable
for, the duty relates to child abuse committed by a
person associated with the organisation in question, and
the bill provides a long but not exhaustive list of classes
of individuals who may trigger organisational liability.
Examples outlined in the bill include volunteers,
contractors, ministers of religion, employees and foster
or kinship carers. This list has been developed based on
recommendation 92 of the royal commission’s
September 2015 report on redress and civil litigation.
I should also note that what is a reasonable precaution
may also depend on what that relationship between the
person and the organisation is. To unpack that in real
terms, this may mean that the threshold of what is
reasonable may be less where the relationship between
an organisation and a perpetrator is more distant. So
there is a level of flexibility contained within that.
Importantly the bill includes provisions to ensure
organisations cannot avoid liability by delegating their
care or supervision of or authority over children to other
organisations. It does this because the bill can cover
persons associated with other associations that commit
abuse. An example of this that was put to me, which I
thought neatly encapsulated this point, was where a
school may send a student to a privately run camp, and
a member of that camp’s staff abuses a child. Now, in
that instance the bill may require the school to prove it
took reasonable precautions to prevent that abuse, but
as the school’s relationship with the camp staff is quite
remote, what is reasonable for the school will be less
than what it would be if the school had direct coverage
or control over that employee and perpetrator.
Child abuse plaintiffs will be able to recover damages
for economic loss, which includes out-of-pocket
expenses and loss of earnings as well as non-economic
loss, which includes pain and suffering. These damages
will be calculated on a case-by-case basis, based on the
injury that has been suffered.
I know some concerns have been raised about burdens
on small organisations. I think the government has been
careful to ensure the bill is fair to both victims and
organisations. The bill aims to clarify when an
organisation can be held liable for child abuse
perpetrated by its personnel and encourage
organisations to take reasonable precautions to prevent
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organisational child abuse. The flexibility in what is
reasonable that I outlined earlier is also designed to
inject a level of fairness and ensure that burden is not
unreasonably great for those organisations.
I am very proud that the Victorian government is the
first in Australia to act to make substantial progress on
statutory reforms to organisational duties of care. I
understand this bill will commence on 1 July 2017 to
allow the government time to educate organisations on
the new duties. This should allow time for the
government to disseminate information and respond to
any queries as they arise, and I think that is a reasonable
lead time in order to help those organisations adjust to
the new regime.
I also wanted to touch on the progress the government
has made on a number of the recommendations coming
out of the Betrayal of Trust report and, I suppose, touch
on our commitment to ensuring that that progress
continues. We know that in 2014 new criminal offences
were created to further protect children from abuse: a
grooming offence; a failure to disclose offence, which
requires adults to report child abuse to police; and a
failure to protect offence, which aims to reduce risks of
child abuse in organisations where children are present.
The government is also working to implement the
recommendations which will strengthen organisations
in better preventing and responding to abuse, and
legislation has been introduced to require all Victorian
government and non-government schools to have
consistent policies in place for responding to child
abuse allegations.
The government has also introduced child safe
standards, which I mentioned earlier in my
contribution. These standards are for organisations
engaged in child-related work and are intended to make
preventing abuse a part of everyday practice. I think
that is absolutely necessary to ensuring those sorts of
behaviours and trauma are not continued into the future.
This is yet another step from this government in the
right direction. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a great honour to
be able to join the debate on this important piece of
legislation. Can I just commend the contribution of the
member for Broadmeadows today, who is obviously
still feeling the impact of having sat through the
Betrayal of Trust inquiry as a committee member. I
acknowledge all of the members of the committee and
the work they have done. I think it goes to that notion
that this sort of abuse and trauma has a ripple effect that
continues to travel through different parts of the
community, and of course that is still continuing.
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This is a bill that flows from the Betrayal of Trust
report of the Family and Community Development
Committee. As the member for Broadmeadows and
other speakers have said, it is really a testament to the
courage of those survivors of abuse who came forward
to tell their stories not just to the committee but in a
public way over a long time, with some of them in the
early stages not being believed and not getting the
answers, the recognition, the acknowledgement or the
redress they were seeking. One can only imagine what
it would have been like for them and their families. So I
think that as this legislation rolls out to meet the
recommendations of the report, it is a testament to their
strength of character.
This bill is an important but small part of the legislative
program that flows from the Betrayal of Trust report. It
amends the Wrongs Act 1958 such that it imposes a
duty of care on organisations exercising care or
supervision of or authority over kids to prevent the
physical or sexual abuse of those children committed
by people associated with that organisation. It covers
people such as an employee or, as it may be in relation
to a religious organisation, a priest or someone of that
nature.
Re-reading chapter 26 of the Betrayal of Trust report
earlier today brought back to me just what a failing it
was that those organisations in the first instance
allowed the behaviour that we have heard about today
to occur and also that in some cases they not only
covered up that behaviour but also compounded the
injury to people by frustrating their attempts through
the courts, using the most severe legal defences that
they could muster.
The report of the inquiry itself, in chapter 26, said
that it:
… identified five layers of defence that have been relied upon
by various non-government organisations in responding to
legal claims by victims of criminal child abuse:
difficulty finding an entity to sue, because of the legal
structures of some non-government organisations —

that is a matter that I understand the government is
watching closely, and thankfully some organisations
have indicated that they will move to address that
situation —
application of the statute of limitations to child abuse
cases …

This can obviously disadvantage victims who, in these
sorts of cases, can sometimes not talk about or report
their abuse for some time. Further:
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inability to establish that organisations have a legal duty
to take reasonable care to prevent child abuse by their
members difficulty identifying a legal relationship
between the perpetrator and the entity —

and —
the courts’ exclusion of criminal acts from the notion of
vicarious liability.

It is those last points that this bill aims to address.
As I said, the actions of those people in organisations
towards children were absolutely appalling, as were the
actions of institutions such as the Catholic Church. I
must put it on the record that as a Catholic myself —
and I am bringing up a Catholic family — it brings
great shame to me and to so many good people in my
parish that people in our church carried on in this
particularly appalling manner. This is something that
has brought a lot of shame and sorrow to many really
good people in the Catholic Church. I am not singling
out that church for any reason other than that it is one I
have a personal connection to. There are obviously
other organisations where this occurred as well, but it is
important to note.
The report sets out comments made in a media report
by a Catholic priest in New South Wales. He is quoted
as saying about the legal defences that the church was
using:
It’s a clear legal defence, to attempt to fight this matter at
every point, if I understand it, to attempt to block it and until
the point either that the complainant gives up from exhaustion
or that we win the case or that we lose it … I’m not content
with that approach at all … Our assets are not as important as
the people we serve. What is the point of doing what we are
doing if that is not the case?

That probably sums up the view of most people in a lot
of Christian-based religious organisations in any case. I
think they would question why that was not the
approach that churches took throughout this entire saga.
In reading this chapter, I think it makes the strongest
arguments for the legislation that we are debating
today. It takes us through the difficulties faced by
people who have suffered abuse — survivors — in
trying to seek redress through the courts, and it makes
some very powerful arguments and discussion around
the need for this legislation. I want to make the point
that it sets out that the courts, through a range of cases,
one of them the Victorian Court of Appeal in Blake
v. JR Perry Nominees Pty Ltd, have found that an
employer is not liable for the unauthorised actions of
its employees if the action was beyond the employer’s
reasonable control. At first blush that probably would
garner a lot of community support; it seems like a very
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reasonable suggestion on its own. But in this context it
becomes obvious that for organisations that have
gained the trust of the community, or that by their very
nature have the trust of the community — and the
organisations that we are referring to today absolutely
fall into that category — have a duty to ensure that
they put in place those steps that any reasonable
organisation would to ensure the protection of children
under their care.
Again I quote from the committee report:
Organisations need to recognise that an abuser gains access to
children by virtue of the abuser’s relationship to, and
membership of, the organisation, and because the
organisation holds the abuser out to be a trustworthy person.
This places an obligation on the organisation to take
reasonable care to protect children exposed to risk because
they are entrusted to the organisation.

That sits just above recommendation 26.4.
The member for Hawthorn made a considered
contribution to this debate, and I just want to clarify my
understanding of an issue that he raised in relation to
whether the standard of reasonable precaution that is
outlined in the bill might be too high for organisations
to meet. In that discussion he referred to an apparent
discrepancy between the wording of the bill and the
minister’s second-reading speech in relation to this
matter. I am not a lawyer like the member for
Hawthorn, but on my reading of the second-reading
speech the minister said that if an organisation proves it
took reasonable precautions to prevent the abuse, that
organisation would not incur liability. He went on to
say further that if child abuse within the scope of the
above duty occurs, this duty will be presumed to have
been breached unless the organisation proves it took
reasonable precautions to prevent the abuse in question.
In both those circumstances the minister is referring to
specific instances of abuse, and the bill does the same
thing in my understanding. It says in clause 91(3) that
the duty will be presumed to have been breached unless
the organisation ‘proves on the balance of probabilities
that it took reasonable precautions to prevent the abuse
in question’. So there is the same language in both the
minister’s second-reading speech and the bill itself.
Also in response to the member for Hawthorn, I would
imagine that the courts, in applying the test for what are
reasonable steps, would rely on the substantial amount
of case law that exists on that matter. On that note, I
commend the bill to the house. I again commend all the
members of the parliamentary committee that
performed that important piece of inquiry work.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to speak on
the Wrongs Amendment (Organisational Child Abuse)
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Bill 2016. Of course we are not opposing the bill; it has
bipartisan support. I would like to start by offering my
sincere thanks to the Family and Community
Development Committee for its work in writing the
report that the bill is based on. The research into this
topic and hearing victims of abuse would have been
heart-rending for anyone.
When I first left school in Staffordshire in England my
first job was in training to work with children under the
age of five in need of care and protection. The abuse
that these children had suffered from their parents
before they came into care was often very horrific
mental and physical abuse. Even all those years ago,
and that is a long time ago, I am not sure — —
Mr Dimopoulos — Not that long!
Mrs FYFFE — Yesterday! No, it is about 50 years
ago, or over 50 years ago. The abuse of children then
was probably more widespread than it is now, because
a lot of the things that were happening were not labelled
abuse in the same way that they are now. The yelling at
and hitting of children was taken as a norm, but we had
some horrendous stories of the treatment of the
children, and it would break your heart that you would
have these gorgeous little nursery-aged children, and
you would give them love and attention, and then
frequently they were eventually released into their
homes.
At that time, way back in the early 1960s, a lot of those
children who spent a year or so with us we thought
were going into foster care when they left us. It was
only many years later I found out that they were among
the children who were sent to Australia, to Canada and
to South Africa. I was completely unaware of what was
happening. Although I do not defend the people who
said, ‘We were not aware of what was happening’, I
was unaware in those days where the children were
going. We were just told that they were going to a good
home, so we thought that was what they were going to.
We would have parents approaching us — mothers,
particularly — saying, ‘Where are my children?’, and
they had gone. And they knew nothing about where
they had gone. Yes, these children had been treated
horrendously, but sometimes it was beyond the scope
of those parents to cope with those children.
Then I went out of social welfare for a number of years,
and when I came to Australia I actually went to work at
Winlaton. I took the job there because it was shiftwork,
and it meant that as a single mum I could look after my
daughter. I had two years at Winlaton. It was an
interesting experience, and a lot of the young women
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there had come from very abusive backgrounds. Again,
I was not aware of what was happening at some of the
institutions that the girls had come from. I worked in
the remand section, and the girls had come from a court
and had been placed in remand. I was not aware at all,
until the stories came out in the last few years, of the
treatment they had. I knew some of the workers at the
Salvation Army in Bayswater and Allambie and all of
those places. We were unaware, and I guess it is
because in those days society did not talk about the
topic that we are talking about now, in the same way
that with domestic violence it is okay to talk about it
now; it is okay to be angry about it; it is okay to say that
this is wrong — and perhaps it goes back all that way.

precaution was taken by the use of their policies and
procedures.

One of the most important things I think that this bill
will do is to stop that Sergeant Schultz excuse of ‘I
know nothing’. That is not a defence anymore. Would
it have been my defence if I had been brought to task
about not knowing? I do not know, because I was never
in a position of responsibility, but I certainly did work
with those children.

I believe we should also acknowledge that many
non-government organisations are taking steps to create
policies and procedures that will protect children from
harm, both in the private sector and the non-profit
sector. Many organisations now run training to assist
staff with the legal framework and how to monitor
situations before they start their employment.
Organisations like the Australian Childhood
Foundation are working currently with the non-profit
sector and others to assist in training of staff. For
example, a children’s party host before working with
children will not only have to get their working with
children check but in many organisations will also
undertake modular training online. Such organisations
as the Australian Childhood Foundation are very
equipped to do audits of organisations on their child
protection policies.

The bill amends the Wrongs Act 1958 by making
changes in line with sections 17(1) and 17(2) of the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006. Section 17(1) of the charter stipulates that
families are the fundamental group unit of society and
are entitled to be protected by society and the state. In
respect of children, section 17(2) provides that every
child has the right, without discrimination, to such
protection as is in his or her best interest and is needed
by him or her by reason of vulnerability of their age.
These amendments will create a duty of care that will
allow an organisation to be held liable for the abuse
committed by staff and volunteers within the
organisation. Just referring to my past, I never saw any
abuse. I never saw one instance of abuse. I saw staff in
tears, particularly when the children were being sent
home to families where they knew that abuse would
occur again. The love and friendship that were shown
to the young teenage girls that we were looking after
often continued after they had left Winlaton, because
some of them spent quite a long time with us — far
longer than would be permitted now, but there was
nowhere else for them to go. The amendments will
change that, and management will have to be
responsible. They will have to be aware of what is
happening.
Reverse onus was a recommendation of both the
committee and the royal commission. An organisation
will be deemed to have breached the relevant duty
unless it can satisfy the defence that reasonable

The Wrongs Amendment (Organisational Child Abuse)
Bill 2016 will address the difficulties child abuse
plaintiffs often face when recovering compensation
against organisations by rectifying uncertainties in
existing law about when an organisation might be
subject to liability for child abuse.
This Wrongs Amendment Bill seeks to make clear
obligations for organisations with care of and authority
over children. Organisations must take reasonable
precautions to prevent sexual abuse and physical abuse.

It is so sad that we have to bring in legislation like this.
It is sad that in our society, with all the information
available and with the wealth that we have here in this
country, we are having to bring in legislation to protect
our vulnerable children. I guess we will be back again
in a few months or a year or so amending this, because
as with all legislation when it is put into practice we
find things that are wrong. I support the bill, and I hope
it makes a lot of lives a lot better than they have been.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
pleasure to speak on the Wrongs Amendment
(Organisational Child Abuse) Bill 2016 and to follow
some pretty outstanding contributions. As we have
heard, the bill delivers on part of the Andrews Labor
government’s election commitment to implement the
balance of the outstanding recommendations of the
Betrayal of Trust report, and on that note I want to
commend the members of Parliament who were part of
the Family and Community Development Committee
inquiry as well as the member for Broadmeadows for
his powerful contribution.
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The key amendments, as colleagues have mentioned,
are that the bill creates a broad, new statutory duty of
care to prevent the sexual and physical abuse of
children, and it will apply to all organisations that
exercise care or supervision of or authority over
children by individuals associated with that
organisation. Secondly, the bill ensures that this new
duty will apply to all government and non-government
organisations in Victoria that are capable of being sued
and to associated individuals, whether they are staff,
contractors, office-holders, ministers of religion or
volunteers, and there are appropriate safeguards.
Thirdly, in a step to protect victims, the bill reverses the
onus of proof so that the organisations will have
breached the new duty unless they took reasonable
precautions to prevent the abuse in question, and they
have to demonstrate that in a court of law.
The fourth key element to this bill is that it provides an
appropriate balance between plaintiffs and defendants,
especially smaller community organisations, as we
have heard from colleagues, in relation to the test of
reasonable precautions. That will take into account
different sizes, resources and relationships between
affected children and organisations. Essentially the
larger state and religious organisations will have
proportionately higher standards to meet than smaller
community organisations, based on the test of
reasonable precautions.
There are a range of things that are wrong with the
current arrangements, and this is another step in a
longer process of reforming the existing arrangements,
particularly in relation to the ability of plaintiffs to — as
I think the member for Broadmeadows mentioned —
seek damages or seek some justice. There is currently
uncertainty about when the duty of care arises in
relation to organisational child abuse. Within the
existing law of negligence it can be very difficult to
make out a duty of care that encompasses the
prevention of harm caused by criminal conduct.
As we have heard, Australian courts have generally
been reluctant to find an organisation can ever be
vicariously liable for the deliberate criminal acts of its
employees. Within the law of vicarious liability there
are major difficulties proving that organisational child
abuse was conduct in the course of employment. In
addition, the courts have not indicated a clear
willingness to establish vicarious liability in
circumstances outside of a strict employee-employer
relationship. This is part of what the bill seeks to
address, and that would make it clearer not only for the
plaintiffs but also for the defendants.
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I just want to pick up on something the member for
Evelyn and others have said. It is in a sense a sad
reflection on our society that we have to provide such a
tight regulatory and statutory framework to avoid and
to prevent what causes enormous pain and suffering to
young children, their families and the people they love.
For me, it is monumentally a failure of leadership, a
failure to look after and to inform yourself, as a leader
of a community or an organisation, of what is going on
within your organisation. The failure in this issue
extends from just that to, as we saw with a whole range
of examples, criminal intent — essentially a cover up of
a whole range of abuse allegations. So it is not just the
abuser that is to blame here; it is actually the people
who cover up for them.
I just want to read into Hansard a contribution
published on Facebook on 2 December, a few days ago,
by a man that I respect enormously who has been a
tireless campaigner against child abuse in the Jewish
community and more broadly. His name is Menachem
Vorchheimer and he is a dear friend of mine. He says,
and I know that he is referring to a different report here,
nonetheless it is material:
Dear Friends,
The findings of the Royal Commission into Institutional
Responses to Child Sexual Abuse — case study 22 —
relating to Yeshivah Melbourne and Yeshiva Bondi have
been released.
The report is important reading, as it contains a number of
compelling lessons that we as a community need to embrace,
confront and address.
Many people reading the report focus on failures in relation to
child sexual abuse.
True, there were failures in relation to child sexual abuse. But
the reality we need to confront as a community is much
greater than child sexual abuse. In truth a total shakeup in
Jewish communal leadership and thinking is required.
One of the key aspects of the findings that people may not
seem to be aware of is that of honesty and truthfulness.
The report by the royal commission on numerous occasions
rejects the evidence of senior members of our rabbinate and
leadership. There are numerous findings to this effect,
including that a certain rabbi’s statements were ‘not a true
statement of his beliefs but an exercise in public relations’.
This is the point that I believe many have missed, and in the
wake of the royal commission we are yet to confront.
The royal commission dealt with and appraised not just
historical cases of child sexual abuse but appraised our
community’s response to the issue, and the integrity and
honesty of our leadership and rabbinate.
We failed on all fronts.
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1.

We failed in relation to dealing with child sexual abuse
at the time it occurred;

2.

we failed in our response to the issues of child sexual
abuse when it became public and investigations
commenced;

3.

our leadership largely failed as, the commission notes,
they were more focused on protecting the reputation of
individuals and institutions; and

4.

our rabbinate were found not to be credible — with their
evidence often rejected.

To move forward we need introspection, not just about child
sexual abuse, but also about leadership.
What does it really mean to be a leader?

He continues, and I think that is a very powerful
reminder that you can have all the laws you like — and
this is a very important addition to our statutory
protection of children — but it is my view, and it is
obviously the view of the parliamentary committee in
light of its many recommendations in the Betrayal of
Trust report, that there is a whole lot of lack of
leadership and a whole lot of complicit people in what
ended up being a travesty for a whole range of families.
It occurred in many faiths and in many institutions.
I want to conclude in relation to a family in my
electorate that I have talked about previously, as has my
predecessor, Ann Barker, who was fantastic in terms of
her work in opposition with the then Attorney-General,
the member for Box Hill, who I see in the chamber
now, to basically see some justice for this family and
for many thousands of other families in Victoria. It was
through those efforts and a lot of other people’s efforts
that the inquiry that led to the Betrayal of Trust report
began. I am going to read from an article by Barney
Zwartz in the Age of 30 April 2013:
Child rape victim Emma Foster received $450 000
compensation from the Catholic Church when the church
limit was $50 000 because she took the church to court, the
Victorian inquiry into how the churches handled child sex
abuse heard on Tuesday.
Peter O’Callaghan, QC, the independent commissioner for
the church’s abuse system, admitted he wrote to the church’s
lawyer Richard Leder about ‘flushing out the Fosters’ real
intentions’ because he suspected they would use his
Melbourne Response finding in court.
He also admitted going to the Fosters’ home and trying to
persuade Emma to accept the church offer, saying it was
because she was about to turn 18 and the legal arrangements
would change.
Emma and Katie Foster were serially abused at primary
school by paedophile priest Kevin O’Donnell.
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That was in Oakleigh, in my community and at the
church that I drive past every day when I go to work:
Emma later committed suicide, while Katie is in a wheelchair
after being hit by a car.

I saw Katie on the weekend being wheeled to a cafe
where she sat near to the table I was sitting at. That is
the ongoing reminder of the devastation of child abuse
and the lack of leadership on all fronts, whether it be in
the Jewish community or whether it be in the Catholic
community. I do not mean that those faith communities
are inherently bad, but there are people in those faith
communities who let down a generation of individuals.
What we are doing here today is addressing in a
statutory way elements of that, but fundamentally the
culture has to change and the leadership has to change
in faith and other organisations. I think these reminders,
both in my community with the Foster family and in the
Jewish community through my good friend Menachem
Vorchheimer, should continue to remind us of the work
we have yet to do in changing the culture in a range of
organisations. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HALFPENNY
(Thomastown).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

URBAN RENEWAL AUTHORITY
VICTORIA AMENDMENT
(DEVELOPMENT VICTORIA) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 November; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Major Projects).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This is a bill to establish
Development Victoria in the place of Major Projects
Victoria and Places Victoria and to empower
Development Victoria to carry out a range of functions
on behalf of the government. As the bill provides, if
requested by the minister, Development Victoria will
be able to carry out, manage or coordinate the carrying
out of property development and of social and
economic capital works projects. It will be able to
purchase, deal with, consolidate, take on, transfer
et cetera land or other interests in land in order to carry
out property development or social economic capital
works projects. It will be able to carry out property
development and projects in partnership or enter into
agreements or arrangements with other people or other
entities to do so. It will be able to provide advisory
services to government. It will be able to develop or
manage the development of declared projects or carry
out other functions that are conferred on it under its act,
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the functions also conferred on it by the Docklands Act
1991 and any other functions that might be conferred
on it by other acts of Parliament.
The bill achieves the creation of Development Victoria
by rather convoluted means: it amends the Urban
Renewal Authority Victoria Act 2003, which is the act
under which Places Victoria currently operates — that
is, the Urban Renewal Authority Victoria — and
restructures it to in effect turn the old urban renewal
authority legislation into legislation that creates and
governs Development Victoria. Then it is intended that
Major Projects Victoria, which is part of a government
department, will have its personnel and functions
moved into the new entity.
The opposition does not support this bill. We believe it
is a vehicle that the government intends to use to push
an agenda of trampling on local communities in its
haste to implement projects it wishes to rush ahead
with, regardless of the harm that they will cause to
communities, because it wants to be able to say, ‘We
have done certain things by 2018’. It is also part of
furthering its agenda to impose high-rise, high-density
development across the established suburbs and into
residential streets. It wants to be able to bypass local
communities and local council planning authorities for
all of the various projects it is intended that
Development Victoria will undertake. Given the
government’s form to date and its agenda underlying
this legislation, the legislation is not something that the
coalition parties can support.
One only needs to look at the government’s form to
date in this regard. It told Victorians that it would
remove a range of level crossings but did not tell
Victorians that it was going to give them 14, 15,
20-metre-high sky rail pylons immediately behind their
homes. Premier Andrews, as he became, had a wave of
the hand in his advertisements indicating that level
crossings would be removed through the lowering of
tracks, as they had been in the past. He gave Victorians
no inkling that he would end up pressing ahead with
sky rail, which is going to be a blight on urban
landscapes for decades to come.
We are seeing it with the government’s plans for the
Markham estate in the City of Boroondara, where it is
intending to push ahead with high-rise development of
up to seven storeys and totally ignore the local
community, ignore Boroondara council and bypass
normal planning processes in order to impose its
outcome on the community.
We are seeing it with the government’s attitude to
massive new developments on top of level crossing
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removal projects such as at Ormond — again, projects
that the government is intending to impose on the
community without consultation, disregarding local
representatives and imposing excessive development.
Of course there are appropriate places with the potential
for well-designed, well-considered redevelopments in
conjunction with level crossing removal projects or
other rail-lowering projects in some circumstances. It is
not an argument about the principle, but it is definitely
an argument about how the government is trampling
over local communities in its haste and in its
ideological drive and ideological conviction that it
knows better than local communities about what is
going to be good for them, imposing these massive
overdevelopments on those communities.
We have seen the government’s disdain for
communities in its approach to Domain station and
St Kilda Road and in its cavalier willingness to
chainsaw trees that are decades old. They are going to
take decades to replace, if they are ever replaced, along
St Kilda Road because of the government’s headlong
determination to get its way in terms of how the Metro
rail project is undertaken.
We have even seen it in my own electorate with the
Blackburn rail project — a project that was funded by
the previous coalition government but which is being
appallingly handled by the current government.
Magnificent trees again have been chainsawed with no
justification, no proper interaction with the community
and no attempt as far as the community can see to
preserve trees. It is just whatever it takes to get the
project done along the fastest and most expedient and
convenient course.
Inevitably there can be projects of benefit to the
community where some tree loss is necessary — that is
certainly accepted by most members of the
community — but the community is entitled to expect
that loss of well-established, prized and much-loved
trees be minimised and every effort be made to adjust
projects to accommodate them. Yet the government has
shown no commitment to that and no willingness to
listen and respond to the concerns that have been raised
by local communities. They just plough on headlong in
their determination to get their way regardless. So the
last thing the opposition is inclined to do is support
legislation such as this, which is simply intended to be a
vehicle for more of the same to allow the government
even greater flexibility and opportunity to pursue its
headlong agenda.
It is not only a question of specific government capital
projects and specific government redevelopment
projects that we are seeing manifested here. We are
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seeing a government with a view about planning
policy — that it believes it is appropriate for it to
override local communities, to see dramatic
redevelopment imposed on local communities and onto
ordinary residential streets as part of policy of
increasing urban density and doing that regardless of
local community wishes. In part that is arising simply
because the government has got its head in the sand
about the long-term needs for Victoria — long-term
options and future patterns for population growth and
settlement. The government is just heading headlong in
the direction of imposing ever-increasing development
into established suburbs instead of looking at options
that exist to encourage, foster and facilitate population
in those parts of Victoria that are actually looking for
population growth rather than simply imposing high
density onto established communities.
The planning measures put in place for residential
development under the previous government
recognised a range of options for development within
residential areas, be they residential growth zones,
general residential zones or neighbourhood residential
zones, with controls to provide for an appropriate level
of development in each of those zones — minimal in
relation to neighbourhood residential zones, far greater
growth in residential growth zones and moderate
growth in general residential zones. That was a policy
that provides greater certainty to neighbourhoods and
residents and also to developers — to know where
development is welcome and where development is not
welcome — and to encourage them to develop in the
areas that have been designated by the community as
being appropriate for more intensive development
instead of having high-density or multi-unit townhouses
inflicted on ordinary residential streets.
The current government’s philosophy is to trample over
existing communities. It is currently looking at winding
back the protections that are currently in place for
residential zones. It has already removed height limits
that were put in place for commercial development
under the previous government. This government’s
philosophy seems to be open season, never mind what
local communities want. This bill that is currently
before the house seems to be a classic example of the
government trying to set up a vehicle to further pursue
its agenda in that regard.
Two other aspects of this bill also greatly concern the
opposition. The first is the plethora of different
authorities and bodies that the government is currently
in the process of setting up in relation to development
and planning. As we understand it from the very helpful
briefing that we were provided with by departmental
officers, it is intended that there will be various bodies,
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including Land Use Victoria under the Minister for
Planning, the Office of Projects Victoria under the
Treasurer and the currently proposed body,
Development Victoria, under the Minister for Major
Projects. Of course we have just this week had a further
body being announced by the government, the
Victorian Planning Authority, again under the Minister
for Planning. There is a well-known saying about
management: if in doubt, reorganise; if you do not
know what to do, reorganise. The current government’s
policy seems to be, if you do not know what to do,
create another statutory authority.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr CLARK — The member for Essendon will be
very familiar with Barry Jones and Noodle Nation, and
this is exactly the sort of spaghetti collection of entities
that the current government is creating in Victoria —
divided authorities, mixed responsibilities, one bit
answering to one minister, one bit answering to another
minister, overlap, confusion, lack of accountability and
the potential for poor policy decisions to be made, for
bungled outcomes due to mismanagement and lack of
accountability. That is exactly what this bill seems to be
furthering. It is creating an entity which, regardless of
any issues in principle about how its role may compare
alongside Places Victoria, is an entity that is coming
into a framework in which there is no clear
interrelationship between these different bodies, and
therefore things are likely to be mishandled and the
community is likely to suffer. For example — —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr CLARK — The member for Essendon is being
very vocal at the moment. I look forward to him
perhaps making a more reasoned contribution to the
debate later on. Given his Treasury expertise and
interest, he might explain to the house exactly how he
sees Land Use Victoria operating. As we understand it,
it is going to be a body that is going to scour the public
landholdings of the state looking for opportunities for
surplus and underutilised government land, and then
potentially making them available for other uses within
government.
What are going to be the drivers and incentives for that?
An issue across all governments is how to efficiently
and effectively identify surplus land. If the member for
Essendon is going to put his Treasury hat on, perhaps
when he contributes to this bill he might explain to the
house exactly how he expects Land Use Victoria under
the Minister for Planning to have the right incentives
and drivers to identify land that is genuinely surplus
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and genuinely being disposed of without selling off
land that is really needed for community use.
We then have the Office of Projects Victoria under the
Treasurer. As I understand it from the briefing that was
provided by departmental officers, this is intended to be
either part of or akin to the high-value, high-risk project
management — what is also referred to as the gateway
process. Again I would like to understand — and
obviously I was involved with cabinet subcommittees
under the previous government — exactly how these
entities are going to work, one with the other. How is
the Office of Projects Victoria going to relate to the
current units within Treasury that have been, to date at
least, responsible for scrutinising projects and ensuring
that there are business cases, that those business cases
stack up, that those business cases are being complied
with and that the different milestones of the project are
being met?
If you have got a project underway, is the Office of
Projects Victoria going to do that? Is Treasury going to
do that? What is the role of Development Victoria?
Does Development Victoria have to account for Office
of Projects Victoria for these matters? Does it have to
account for Treasury for these matters? What is the role
of the Minister for Major Projects under this scenario?
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr CLARK — I am very much looking forward to
the member for Essendon providing the community
with answers to these questions, because at the end of
the day it is all very well to have a plethora of new
authorities and think you are achieving things because
you are creating or restructuring a public authority, but
just creating or restructuring a public authority does not
achieve things. It is only going to achieve things if that
public authority, in the framework in which it is
created, actually gets on with doing things, and that is
the issue: doing things in a way that is effective and
responsive to what the community is looking for.
Another aspect that concerns the opposition is that of
financial management within this new entity. There
are at least two funds that this new entity is going to
have access to. It is intended, we understand, that
there be a dedicated fund known as a project fund and
also a fund known as the general fund, and there is a
provision for various amounts to be transferred out of
the earnings of this entity and into the general fund
rather than being transferred to the Consolidated
Fund — that is, the general bank account of
government — as is usually the case. The concern that
we have on this side of the house is that this opens the
way for the government to use this mechanism as a
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slush fund, a non-accountable fund into which money
is siphoned without proper accountability — for
example, from the one pot of money within
Development Victoria into this general fund.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr CLARK — I am sure the member for
Essendon will know that regardless of how you divvy
up public assets and funds and regardless of which pot
of money they are in, ultimately they are all resources
available to government. One of the great financial
reforms that has been undertaken in the past several
hundred years has been the creation of the
Consolidated Fund and the principle that funds
available to government are, unless there is a very
good reason to the contrary, pooled centrally, and then
allocated to the highest and best uses.
We have got a bit more sophisticated than the
Consolidated Fund in recent years because we have
moved to full accrual accounting. The Consolidated
Fund was in effect the cash equivalent of that in less
sophisticated days, but the principle remains the same,
that the assets and income of general government
should be available to the entity as a whole to be
deployed for the best available use of the entity as a
whole unless there is a very particular and good reason
to the contrary.
Here we see the potential to fudge accountabilities, to
try to use profits made on a project by not returning
them to the Consolidated Fund and making them
available for general use, but transferring them across to
the general fund within Development Victoria, where in
a sense the projects that the minister and Development
Victoria want to undertake get a higher priority than
other potential uses for those funds across government.
Again I am sure the member for Essendon will know
that that is something that treasurers are usually very
reluctant to agree to. This bill does provide that the
Treasurer needs to agree to these transfers of funds, but
given that the mechanism is there, I can well imagine a
degree of pressure being brought to bear on the
Treasurer to agree to those transfers.
In short, what we risk with this is money being shuffled
around in a way that is less than transparent and less
than accountable and that gives no clear reporting or
accounting to the community as to how particular
projects are unfolding, whether particular projects are a
net cost or a net contributor to the community and
whether the way in which Development Victoria plans
to use some of its surplus funds is the best way in which
those funds could be deployed on behalf of the
community. If the government truly believes what it
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intends to do is the best way of proceeding, it should be
ensuring that the structure, the costing and the
accounting for the business cases for these projects are
open and transparent so the whole community knows
where they stand, can understand what the government
is doing with the money and can be satisfied that what
the government is doing with that money is being done
in the best way in which that can be done. But we are
not seeing much clarity in that regard under this bill.
That, as I said earlier, sits alongside the fragmentation
of responsibilities across these different government
entities.
The risk you run with that is that when something goes
wrong at a ministerial level and at a public service level
everybody ends up pointing the finger at somebody else
and no-one accepts responsibility. But more
importantly than accepting responsibility when
something goes wrong, no-one has the authority and the
responsibility in advance to take charge of projects and
make sure that they are done properly. Everybody’s
power is so constrained that no-one can actually make
sure that things get done as they should be done.
That is a serious risk when you start creating a plethora
of different public agencies with ill-defined roles. Of
course on top of that, the more you create these
authorities, the more you diminish ministerial
accountability. By ministerial accountability I mean
how governments should be accountable to the
community. We have been through a lot of public
debate in Australia around that over the past decade or
so — certainly at a commonwealth government
level — and I think it was also appreciated in Victoria
under the previous coalition government.
You need to have a good reason for setting up a
separate authority; you should not just have an authority
there in form that is actually accountable to the
minister. If you say you are going to have an
independent authority, it should be a genuinely
independent authority and it should be independent for
good reason. If, on the other hand, you believe that you
want political and ministerial control over an entity, you
really need to be asking yourself why it is that you are
putting it in a separate vehicle. Those are the issues
about which we have much fear — that this whole
range of new authorities that the government is
creating, of which Development Victoria is one, are
going to be quite the opposite of clear,
well-thought-through, well-structured and accountable
entities that will actually get on with doing a job and
have a clear mandate to do their job on behalf of the
Victorian community.
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But the major reservation we have about this bill, the
major reason we are deeply concerned about this bill
and do not support it, is that we see this as a vehicle for
the government accelerating even further its policies to
trample over local communities in its rush to deliver
ill-considered, half-baked policies which do not have
the support of the community. We see this as a vehicle
through which it is prepared to sacrifice the long-term
interests of the state for short-term expedience, which
the government did not disclose to the community prior
to the election and which reflects a philosophy and an
approach to urban densification which is contrary to
what local communities want, is contrary to good
planning and is contrary to moderate and sensible
growth and evolution. Instead it is just ploughing ahead
and trashing local communities in pursuit of a blinkered
planning ideology. For all of those reasons, the
coalition parties do not support this bill.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The do-nothing
coalition in government has become the do-nothing
opposition! They have not learned; they have not
changed. Can you believe that? I have always had
respect and regard for the member for Box Hill for
actually bringing in an intellectual argument and
prosecuting a case, whether I agreed with it or not. But
today I have heard it all. Are you kidding? He is
anti-progress. Did he mention jobs and growth? No.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McGUIRE — Did we hear that? What is the
entity we are talking about? The Victorian government
holds an estimated $100 billion — that is
$100 billion — in land assets. Providing a single source
of information on landholding, a single point for land
use strategy and a consolidated point for land
development and civic projects is long overdue. This is
exactly what we need. On any business principles, any
attitude to having development done in a way that is
coordinated and where you can actually maximise the
return on the investment for the taxpayer is the
proposition you should be looking at.
What did we get? What was the big argument? What
are we talking about here? It is not an argument about
principle. There was a phony line thrown in about
ideology. Guess what? The Labor Party actually wants
to makes things happen. The member for Box Hill is
still wearing the Jeff Kennett badge. No wonder it is
turned down now on the lapel; it has fallen. So what has
happened? Remember what he said? He said, ‘Just do
something’, to the last government. Jeff Kennett, the
former Premier, revved them up. He gave them the
John Kennedy speech — the rallying cry, ‘Just do
something!’ — and they did nothing. There were two
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years of doing nothing followed by two years of
chaos — bang! A one-term government, the historic
loss, and here they are.
And what do they come in with? What is the big
argument? ‘We are going to try and aggregate anxiety
and fear yet again’ — because that is all they have got,
right? We have not heard a plan. Where is the plan on
population growth? Where is that? How are we going
to deal with that? Where is it? We have heard it all.
Then we heard the proposition about what it used to be
like in the good old days. Was this under Matthew
Sky-High Guy, the Minister for Planning? Was that that
time? Was that Fishermans Bend? Was that Ventnor?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McGUIRE — And Broadmeadows. Remember
the big claim — ‘I represent the people of
Broadmeadows in the upper house’ — and all the rest?
And what did he do? He did the reverse Robin Hood as
Minister for Planning: he took the money out, and away
it went. So do not give us the retrospective of what
happened under the ‘good old days’ of the one-term
coalition government, all right? That was it.
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Mr McGUIRE — You are against that? You are
voting against that? Let us get it on the record and have
that vote on the record. Let us have a look at that. That
is the proposition.
Development Victoria will incorporate Major Projects
Victoria and Places Victoria to create a centre of
expertise that will improve role clarity, reduce
duplication and provide stronger governance and
financial control over the government’s land and
project development activities. They are voting against
that. Just ponder that. Here is a Liberal-Nationals
coalition saying they want to vote against a proposition
to streamline a system to give people who want to make
business happen, who want to develop jobs and growth
and who want to actually get on with their lives and
watch Melbourne rise as a metropolis and see how we
can actually handle these things, how we can do the big
picture and how we can deliver it.
It is politics of envy that we are really hearing from
them, because they did not actually do anything. That is
the problem. That is the proposition. So then we will
have — —
Honourable members interjecting.

So what we had here was nothing about jobs and
growth. It did not even get a run. They did not look at,
say, streamlining the system to make it more efficient
and effective. Did we hear that? Did we have a business
proposition or a model put in place or whatever? Where
are the major reservations? ’Oh, let’s actually go to
rank politics and try to divide communities. Let’s scare
them all again’ — because that is all it is. That is all the
proposition is that the opposition has come to at the
halfway mark. Two years in, that is all they have got.
We have not heard a creative idea. We have not heard a
big-picture proposition. Where is it? What have you
got? So we end this session of Parliament with, ‘Oh,
we’re going to oppose because I guess we’ve got to say
something. I guess we actually have to throw in a line,
go back over the Christmas holidays and talk to people
and whip up another scare campaign’.
Let us look at what the purpose of the bill is: to
establish Development Victoria as a new authority to
deliver the government’s property development and
social and economic capital works projects. That is the
purpose of the whole thing. The establishment of
Development Victoria as Victoria’s primary
development authority puts the government in a strong
position to deliver its policy objectives while ensuring
value to the state. That is the core proposition here: how
do we actually get better value for taxpayers?
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr McGUIRE — No, this is the whole point. We
have got the Melbourne Metro project, and we have got
the 50 most dangerous railway crossings being taken
out, which provides greater productivity and gets you
home safer and gets you to work faster — all these sorts
of things. All we have is the constant negativity —
‘Let’s run to the boundary line of the argument every
time’. Where is it?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr McGUIRE — So here it is. Development
Victoria will progress projects already underway,
including the revitalisation of central Dandenong, the
Ballarat West employment zone, the revitalisation of
Wodonga and the continued development of
Docklands, as well as overseeing major civic projects
such as the state library and Melbourne Park
redevelopments. That is because we actually have a list
of achievements and things that are directly going on.
This is why you need to be able to address things.
Development Victoria will also be equipped to deliver a
diverse range of projects that meet the government’s
policy objectives, such as building more social and
affordable housing — yes, we want that — and
developing priority precincts such as Arden and
Fishermans Bend. There it is — Fishermans Bend. We
will actually have a good look at Fishermans Bend and
get it done properly. Let us get that done. Critical to this
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will be the focus on value creation as well as value
capture and how we do that. I have put a project up.
Mr Thompson interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — Yes, do not worry,
Broadmeadows will be there. I have put up a
proposition on how we can capture more value. This
will be something that I will be looking at as well.
Social and economic capital works projects will be
subject to normal government processes, including
high-value and high-risk projects. That is the setting.
That is the rationale. That is the policy proposition.
When we look at it, earlier this year the government
made a commitment to streamline public land use and
the development system. This is how it has all been
brought together. The statutory authority, Development
Victoria, will provide that balance of autonomy and
government control. I hope that answers the key
questions that have been put. It will deliver a wide
range of property development and social and
economic capital works projects. This is the way it can
be brought together. It provides government with an
adequate level of direction and control to meet its
strategic and policy objectives. It has specific
legislation that lays out the purposes, functions and
powers of the entity.
This legislation gives Development Victoria the ability
to operate its own balance sheet. It provides the ability
for Development Victoria to borrow, invest and
manage capital and its own finances. It has the
necessary capability for Development Victoria to
purchase, own and sell assets. It provides flexibility for
Development Victoria to act commercially and to
deliver projects that deliver financial and policy
objectives. That is what it is for; that is what it is about.
You cannot come in here at the halfway point of the
term, in the last week of the sitting period, and just put a
series of clichéd propositions. There is no content.
There is no strategy that you are really arguing against.
We are talking about jobs and growth, driving
economic development, empowering business to be
able to get on with it and streamlining the system. No
wonder their argument is so hollow, because they do
not have much to argue about when it comes to the
whole proposition. I guess that is it. Here is the
proposition: this will help the Andrews government to
continue to drive the state of Victoria. It is about a fair
go and prosperity and driving our values.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — It is my pleasure to rise to
contribute to the Urban Renewal Authority Victoria
Amendment (Development Victoria) Bill 2016. The
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purpose of this bill is to abolish the Urban Renewal
Authority Victoria and to establish Development
Victoria to replace Major Projects Victoria and Places
Victoria. The bill sets up a framework where the
minister can effectively ask Development Victoria to
carry out, manage or coordinate the carrying out of
property development and social and economic capital
works projects, as well as a range of other functions,
which I think have been gone through in great detail by
the member for Box Hill.
As the member for Box Hill outlined, the Liberals and
The Nationals do not support this bill. We are
particularly concerned by the potential this bill gives
the government to ride roughshod over local
communities. This is not just a concern for urban
communities, it is a concern for rural communities as
well. You do not have to look very hard to find
examples of where this government has ignored the
concerns of local communities and pressed ahead with
its own agenda. The first example of course that comes
to mind is sky rail. I will let some my colleagues from
the urban areas of Melbourne elaborate on that in more
detail. It also brings to mind another example from the
previous Labor government — it is a project which I
can credit for my involvement in politics — the north–
south pipeline. I think if you look back on the history of
Labor and the way they treat local communities — —
Ms Green interjected.
Ms RYAN — I note the member for Yan Yean is
interjecting. I would have thought that she would have
an interest in seeing those communities listened to and
well represented. But again, have a look at their
treatment of local communities along the corridor there.
Jan Beer, who I know very well, was actually spied on
and harassed by government agencies during the
construction of that pipeline to the point where the
privacy commissioner was called in to investigate. It
just goes to demonstrate how little regard this
government has for communities who are opposed to
its developments and projects.
As I was saying, on a whole range of fronts we see that
this is a government that does not govern for all
Victorians; it governs for a select few. That is the
coalition’s very real concern about this bill. You only
have to ask the state’s 60 000 Country Fire Authority
volunteers about how much this government consults
with people.
The broader issue at stake here is really around
population growth. It is very, very clear from this bill
the government has no strategy and it has no plan about
how it will deal with population growth. This is a
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government that is very unwilling to do the hard work
on population growth. I note that the member for Kew,
who is leading the opposition’s population task force,
established by the Leader of the Opposition and the
Leader of The Nationals, is in the chamber at the
moment. He is actually out there at the moment doing
the hard work, talking to regional communities, talking
to rural communities and talking to city and interface
communities about the challenges they face from the
burgeoning population growth that this state is seeing.
We have 100 000 people moving to Victoria each and
every year, and 92 per cent of those people are settling
in Melbourne. That is putting immense pressure on
Melbourne suburbs, but it is also not delivering the
benefits that accrue to regional and country
communities. In my own electorate of Euroa we had a
small school, Thoona Primary School, close last year
because they did not actually have the kids that they
needed to keep that school open, and as a result they
were forced to close. If this government was actually
tackling population growth in a targeted and strategic
way, as this bill should actually endeavour to help them
to do, then we would see schools like that not forced to
close but instead thriving. Rural communities have a
real stake and a real interest in this and in the
government’s failed policies around population growth
and its failure to actually balance that.
I was very interested to note that the Minister for
Planning made some comments recently in the media
where he said that this government is unambiguously a
supporter of population growth and diversity, end of
story. But as we know, it is not the end of the story. If
we are going to have sensible, balanced population
growth across this state, where people do not just settle
into the interface areas of Melbourne, which are dealing
with higher rates of family violence, dealing with lower
education rates, dealing with increased crime — huge
surges in crime — and dealing with severe lack of
infrastructure, and if we are to actually take some of
those people and settle them into the rural communities,
where we often have infrastructure, then we also need
investment in transport and we need investment in
communications.
But country communities are being starved of funding
under this government, and if they are going to get
serious about ensuring that Melbourne’s livability
continues to be world leading, then they need to make
sure that they are actually investing the funds into rural
communities like my own. They need to make sure that
they are not cutting the country roads and bridges
funding. They need to make sure that they are actually
investing in train services to ensure that people can get
to and from capital cities. They need to make sure that
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they are investing in our schools and that they are
delivering the Country Fire Authority stations and the
ambulances that we need.
But that is not happening in rural communities, and if
the government was really serious — if it believed that
rebalancing the state’s population and settling more
people in rural areas was a good thing — then it would
be seriously looking at strategic and targeted
investment in rural communities to ensure that that
could happen. What we are seeing through this bill and
what we are seeing through the government’s broader
policies around population growth is that that is not its
focus and that it is not interested in seeing that happen.
Instead it is interested in great intensification through
the inner city and through the outer suburbs of
Melbourne, as this bill effectively gives them the
leeway to do.
The Liberals and The Nationals also have some real
concerns about a distinct lack of proper process and
transparency around the creation of this new body, as
the member for Box Hill has so adeptly outlined in his
contribution for the coalition. There is no guarantee
under this legislation about the proceeds that are raised
through the development and through value capture. I
should point out that the coalition has no problem with
value capture — we did it ourselves — but it has to be
done in a transparent, accountable and appropriate way,
and the money that is raised through those processes
should not be squirrelled away to some little slush fund
outside the bounds of Treasury, outside consolidated
revenue and outside proper scrutiny to enable those
opposite to deliver on their own political objectives.
That is what this bill does. This bill does not ensure
proper accountability or transparency for Victorians. It
is not in the interests of Victorians to have those
opposite have their own little pool of money on one
side. It might keep the Auditor-General busy, but it is
not in the greater interest of the state. We have seen
what happens, in summary, when those opposite
develop projects in a cloak of secrecy, as this bill
proposes should occur in the future. We have seen
projects like the desalination plant, which was
developed without proper planning and without proper
scrutiny for Victorians. This bill enables Development
Victoria to go away and plan major projects without
doing their due diligence or their business cases, just
like we saw with the desalination plant, a project for
which Melbourne water customers are now paying
$1.8 million every day for 27 years, a doubling of water
bills from projects that were poorly planned and poorly
executed with very, very little scrutiny by those
opposite. This is a bad bill.
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Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I take great delight in
joining the debate on the Urban Renewal Authority
Victoria Amendment (Development Victoria)
Bill 2016. I have listened intently to the first two
opposition speakers. The member for Box Hill must
have had his fingers crossed behind his back, calling
‘barley’ like a child playing chasey or hide and seek, so
that he could get away with saying nothing that
resembled anything like the facts. I listened, and I was
not sure which comedy he was trying to emulate —
whether it was Yes Minister, whether it was Monty
Python, whether it was Utopia or something darker,
something quite Orwellian, straight out of George
Orwell.
The member for Box Hill accused us and said, ‘If you
don’t know what to do, restructure it’. That is what he
said we were doing with this bill, and the example he
gave was one of 20 years ago which I think did not
even end up being implemented as federal Labor
policy — he mentioned Barry Jones’s Noodle Nation. I
think the member for Euroa was probably in primary
school when that was around, for goodness sake. I can
give him a more recent example — ‘If you don’t know
what to do, restructure it’. It was called Places Victoria.
It was only on his government’s watch.
Mrs Fyffe — I draw your attention to the state of the
house.
Quorum formed.
Ms GREEN — I was rudely interrupted before I
could tell the truth of the restructure of Places Victoria
and of the now Leader of the Opposition, then Minister
for Planning, the member for Bulleen, who claimed to
represent the north but soon scuttled off to the leafy east
to get a better offer and come in here and be the leader
of the Liberal Party.
At the time I had questions because he said the
emphasis was going to be on urban consolidation and
no longer on the expansion of the urban growth
boundary and urban sprawl. At the time I expressed my
concerns in this place — and I think I did an
adjournment — asking what on earth was going to
happen to the community and the project of Aurora. He
responded by accusing me of lying and saying that he
might sue me. He sent letters to my local paper saying
that I was a liar and that Aurora would be completed.
We now see tumbleweeds blowing down the street in
Aurora and in North Epping because he abandoned that
project of Aurora; that is what he did through Places
Victoria.
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His urban consolidation commitment was so strong that
he then signed off on almost 30 000 lots in the northern
growth corridor. ‘We’re doing urban consolidation, but
we’re approving 30 000 lots in the northern corridor’.
And was there any infrastructure accompanying this?
Zero dollars from VicRoads, and cuts to public
transport from 2011 up to 2014, when the population of
Mernda and Doreen doubled to somewhere between the
size of Warrnambool and Shepparton. That is what you
get when the Leader of the Opposition is the Minister
for Planning.
The members for Box Hill and Euroa both said, ‘Oh,
we don’t want to have slush funds; we don’t want to
have secret funds around’. Well, the Growth Areas
Infrastructure Charge (GAIC), let me tell you about
that. I recall a dishonest campaign. We introduced the
Growth Areas Infrastructure Charge. We had the
concept out there, we were consulting with the
community before the bill was prepared, and what did
the Leader of the Opposition, then the shadow Minister
for Planning, do? He wrote a dishonest direct mail letter
to every rural resident in my electorate, which was then
the northern metropolitan electorate, telling them that
they were going to have to pay the GAIC. He wrote this
even to people in Eden Park, which no-one would
develop. Well, he might develop it in the future. Who
knows?
He scared the bejesus out of people. I went to a meeting
in Beveridge with the former member for Seymour, the
member for Melton and the former Leader of the
Opposition, Ted Baillieu — well, he lasted a long time!
The white shoe brigade were all there. Taxed-out, they
called themselves. The white shoe brigade do not want
to pay money for urban growth infrastructure; of course
they do not. The payback? When the now Leader of the
Opposition became Minister for Planning, the payback
was agreements in kind. The member for Box Hill
previously accused this side of the house of having a
secret slush fund. The now Leader of the Opposition, in
his tenure as planning minister, introduced in-kind
agreements that were done purely between the minister
and the developer with no scrutiny — not one shred of
scrutiny — and no input from local councils. ‘Local
councils, what would you like?’
The Growth Areas Infrastructure Charge, to remind the
house, was established by Labor in government to
ensure that there were funds paid by developers for
arterial roads and for heavy rail infrastructure in growth
communities. What the Leader of the Opposition did
when he was planning minister was water that down
and allow developers to trade it off for soft
infrastructure — things that they were already doing,
with the pressures of the market, whether it is a
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playground, a cycle path or whatever. That meant that
the 30 000 lots that he approved on his watch as
planning minister got even less than they would have
gotten for infrastructure.
And then we had the National Party lead speaker get
up — goodness me, I do not think she had even read
the front page of the bill, and she certainly had not
gotten the speaking notes. Let me tell you, your
leader — the one that you are hitching your wagon to,
the Leader of the Opposition — had no focus in
regional Victoria, no focus at all.
And the Leader of the National Party — unbelievable.
On his watch, job cut after job cut occurred in regional
Victoria. That is why regional Victoria needs a
government like ours who are out there consulting with
them. Next week in Shepparton there will be the last of
nine regional partnership forums that we are doing to
consult genuinely with communities, something those
on the other side never did.
I was at Donald High School and Charlton College on
Monday. Donald High School has had an outstanding
reputation for around a decade, to my knowledge. I
have two friends who went there: Mick Pearce and
Nicole Feeney. Every year, Donald High School is the
standout across the state for country schools in terms of
VCE results. We are upgrading that school with a
$3.5 million upgrade. I was disgusted when I saw that
school, and I thought, ‘Who on earth represented this
area and why didn’t they advocate?’ I thought, ‘I’ve got
to look it up in Hansard. Maybe they weren’t listened
to’. There were more mentions of Donald Trump from
those on that side than of the fabulous kids at Donald
High School. That is what they do on the other side.
The Deputy Leader of The Nationals came in here to
talk on this bill and proceeded to talk about anything
but. Well, we are about supporting communities with
growth; we are not about putting crooks in charge of
organisations. We were accused of political
interference. Well, who put a former Liberal Party
vice-president and failed candidate, who later had to be
stood down, in charge of the urban planning authority?
It was those on that side! I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In speaking on
the Urban Renewal Authority Victoria Amendment
(Development Victoria) Bill 2016 I am reminded of
one of my first tasks when I entered this place a number
of years ago, and that was to visit Coburg High School.
I could not believe the condition of the school upon my
visit. The spouting was rusted out, the downpipes went
halfway down the side of the building, the walls were
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kicked in and it was in an unbelievable state of disrepair
after what had been a long 10-year period of Labor
administration. There are challenges in balancing the
maintenance needs of schools across Victoria and there
are more resources required to build our schools up to a
suitable standard.
In speaking on the Urban Renewal Authority Victoria
Amendment (Development Victoria) Bill 2016, I
inform the house that the opposition opposes the bill.
The objectives of the bill are to abolish the Urban
Renewal Authority Victoria and establish Development
Victoria as its successor in law; to amend the name of
that act as a result of the establishment of Development
Victoria; to amend the purpose of that act to reflect the
purposes of Development Victoria; to set out additional
functions of Development Victoria; to provide
additional eligibility criteria for appointment to the
board of Development Victoria; and to set out a process
for the transfer of certain nominated projects under the
Project Development and Construction Management
Act 1994 to Development Victoria for it to develop or
manage the development of the projects.
The Sandringham electorate has a number of projects
that came under the aegis of Places Victoria and land
that also had significant development potential. Some
9 hectares of former CSIRO land in Highett — which
incorporated the building products division of CSIRO
and which had an apple tree that was from the direct
line of the apple tree plant that Newton had studied in
Europe when he was developing his theory of
gravity — was in the process of being transferred to the
Victorian government, and Places Victoria were in pole
position to acquire the land.
The local community were aware of the lack of public
open space within the Bayside area, or the area of
Highett, and negotiations were entered into with Gary
Gray, the then Special Minister of State in Canberra;
Andrew Robb; the City of Bayside; and the then
Minister for Planning, now the Leader of the
Opposition. There was a plan developed to preserve
some 4 hectares of that site as public open space for
conservation purposes and for passive and active
recreation purposes. It is an outstanding achievement
that this has been nominated. However, the outcome of
that project has not been fully delivered. Still, there is a
precinct of land that has that quality.
The way that the land is going to be delivered to
Victoria will be that the commonwealth will retain
ownership of 4 hectares, which is the public use area of
land, on the basis that there is a precinct in there that is
referred to as the Highett grassy woodlands. Some
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outstanding work has been done by a number of local
people, including Dr Allen and Michael Norris, who
saw the land from maps and the water flow through the
district. They campaigned keenly, and their
advocacy — as keen-minded constituents, as
keen-minded residents and as people who have studied
both the vegetation of the district and ornithology —
meant that they came up with recommendations and
those recommendations were taken forward into the
political process.
Originally there was some concern as to how that land
might be best utilised. If the full 9 hectares were
transferred to Places Victoria, what would be the value
of the land that would be transferred? So the more
sensible way forward was to retain ownership of a
specific parcel in the hands of the commonwealth with
the balance of the land to be transferred to Victoria.
Regrettably Places Victoria pulled out of the deal.
There was great scope to develop that precinct,
incorporating some of the public housing land that may
have been open to urban renewal, incorporating some
of the land that formed part of a former Gas and Fuel
Corporation of Victoria site and also building into it a
series of paths that might connect it with Southland
station, which is currently under construction, and the
Sir William Fry Reserve. Those plans, regrettably, have
not been moved forward, and it remains to be seen what
the urban outcome will be in the local area.
Mention has been made in other areas regarding value
capture from certain precincts and areas. One such
place is a proposal to build a 13-storey building in
North Road, Ormond, where there is an immediate
abutting interface with single-storey dwellings. There
are people who are greatly concerned about what their
urban amenity will be, living in fine homes in an urban
area. They will confront having next door to them a
13-storey structure. The challenge on the part of
government is how the best outcome can be achieved
and how there can be a good interface, which respects
the rights of existing neighbours and residents in a
street with development proposals which were
regrettably not presented to the people earlier on.
Within the Sandringham electorate there are proposals
to grade separate road from rail in Cheltenham and
Mentone, and there is a concern as to what value
capture may be embarked upon, both in Mentone and in
Cheltenham. There is serious concern. There has been a
failure in planning policy in having car park offsets for
numbers of developments, because the ownership
patterns of people who are buying one, two and
three-bedroom units and the car ownership patterns are
not consistent with the theories of the planners — that
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they would be less reliant on motor vehicles. Urban
streets are becoming seriously gridlocked.
There is an outstanding letter, which I have quoted on
the record before, by a planner in the City of Kingston
who has drawn attention to this major anomaly. I point
out that the former planning minister imposed a
four-storey height limit within the Mentone activity
centre, but that height limit has been removed in an area
where there are five secondary colleges and a serious
shortage of local car parks. People are rightly
concerned about their urban amenity.
There is another structure within the area that has been
developed that has significant height. The setbacks on
that structure are not adequate to meet the needs of the
district in terms of having the opportunity for treed
amenity that reflects the bayside region of Melbourne.
So there is concern within the Mentone community
about what the plans might be in terms of unannounced
value capture, which might inhibit the residential
amenity and impede the residential aspects of the local
district of Mentone.
We then go on to the redevelopment of Cheltenham
station. In commenting on public transport as part of the
process, regrettably with Victoria’s population set to
double there is not one new car park planned as part of
the grade separation process. There has been some
reverberation, and there was a demonstration on the
steps of the Victorian Parliament by concerned citizens,
drawing attention to this very issue.
There must be greater reliance upon provision of
car-parking capacity.
There is a related concern that while there is
construction taking place in urban areas, the station car
parks are being filled by tradesmen who are involved in
these construction projects, causing local chaos for
commuters. Within the Sandringham electorate there
are a number of other sites, including the former Gas
and Fuel land on the Nepean Highway, that are still
subject to development. There was consideration as to
whether the Sandringham Hospital would be relocated
to that land. There have been other discussions about
whether it might be available for community health
centres that might be able to utilise the land as well as
maintain the treed aspects and the grassy heathland and
woodland aspects of those particular communities. The
Labor Party has a poor record going back to the days of
the Victorian Economic Development Corporation in
public construction and development matters.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — We will not let the
Hansard rest on the land dealers and the swindlers
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under the previous conservative governments in
Victoria in the 1970s and early 1980s. It took the clean
broom of John Cain, a constituent in my electorate, to
wipe clear the land deals and the swindlers that are in
the DNA of those opposite who, when they were in
charge of Victorians’ public land, taxpayers’ land, liked
to just privatise and handball over. As they see it red
tape is not about cutting red tape; it is about cutting
corners. That is what they do when they are in
government. We have seen that with Fishermans Bend,
and we see it again in the sordid history of Places
Victoria, which was driven into the ground along with
the resources and land of taxpayers, under the previous
government and the best mate of former Premier of
Victoria Ted Baillieu, Peter Clarke. And we will come
to him, Acting Speaker.
Of course, it is always about money when you talk
about those opposite. I do not mind quoting a story
from the Herald Sun of 26 September 2012 about
former Places Victoria chairman Peter Clarke:
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Another board member, Judith Nicholson, a town planner
with 25 years’ experience, reportedly cried in a board meeting
last month after her level of contribution … was criticised.

Places Victoria recorded an $18 million loss under the
personal appointment of former Premier Ted
Baillieu — —
An honourable member — Eighteen million.
Mr CARBINES — Eighteen million in its first
year . Not only that; almost a third of its 53 full-time
public servant employees were sacked before
Christmas, and the CEO Sam Sangster, one year into a
five-year contract, chose to resign instead of continuing
to deal with these grubs who were running Places
Victoria led by Peter Clarke, led by those opposite.
The article says:
Planning Minister Matthew Guy said he had confidence in
Mr Fehily, an accountant and art collector who has ‘Mr GST’
and ‘Mr Art’ tattooed on his biceps.

A Victorian Liberal heavyweight and close friend of Premier
Ted Baillieu is still being fully paid from the public purse a
month after stepping aside as head of the state government’s
planning body.

‘Ken is a colourful character, but Ken has a job at hand which
is difficult,’ Mr Guy said. ‘He needs to make sure the
organisation is viable for the long term … I trust the board, I
trust the direction the board is taking’.

Places Victoria chairman Peter Clarke, a former state Liberal
Party vice-president, is believed to be paid about $80 000 a
year in the role.

Fairfax Media has reported that a $1.3 billion project … by
Places Victoria to transform Dandenong into the bustling
capital of Melbourne’s south-east may never be finished
because of the sackings and a lack of interest from private
industry.

He feels it is appropriate to step aside, but he also feels
it is appropriate to keep digging his hand into the public
purse. The article later says he was:
… hand-picked as Places Victoria chair by the government.

Mr Clarke was previously a city of Melbourne
councillor, but he was also a former Heidelberg
councillor. Can I say that like Mr Baillieu, the former
Premier, Mr Clarke is also a qualified architect and was
the state executive director of the Property Council of
Australia.
An article headed ‘Places Victoria in turmoil’ in the
Age of 28 December 2012 says:
Places Victoria, the Baillieu government’s urban
development authority, is in turmoil after just 18 months of
operation following the resignation of its deputy chairwoman
amid reports of tears and swearing in the boardroom.
Jan West, a member of the Order of Australia and a
Centenary Medal recipient, was reportedly humiliated in a
meeting with consultants and acting chairman Ken Fehily
several weeks ago over a difference of opinion.
A former national president of the Institute of Chartered
Accountants, she resigned …

The article refers to Fishermans Bend — high-rise
apartments with 90 000 residents:
… steaming ahead despite limited planning controls …

Well, did not those chickens come home to roost? Not
only that; they stuffed around and messed up other
projects in Epping and Aurora. Why? They are all in
Labor electorates. They are all working people’s
electorates that require the services, the leadership and
the infrastructure that the government’s public land
authority and developer, Places Victoria, and its
predecessors and its successors under law — under
legislation that was before this Parliament — should be
delivering. But it is Labor people and Labor suburbs
that have suffered because of the mismanagement of
those opposite and because of their absolute and total
incompetence.
The headline of the next article is ‘Places Victoria —
not the place to be’. The article states:
Accusations of bullying at dysfunctional state government
planning authority Places Victoria have worsened after
another fiery board meeting.

This article is from 5 March 2013.
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Another article, which was published in the Age on
19 October 2013, is headlined ‘From woe to go, at
Places Victoria’. The article states:
Places Victoria held a telecommunications licence and acted
as a wholesaler …

The article goes on to state that this was a commercial
venture that cost the organisation more than $45 million
in the past year and that writedowns against a ‘mixed
use, walkable urban village’ at Officer ‘total
$36 million’. We might remember that one as well. The
article states:
Mr Fehily took over as chairman after Liberal Party stalwart
Peter Clarke —

personally hand-picked by the then Premier, Ted
Baillieu —
stood down while the corporate regulator pursues him in court
over his role at a failed property trust.

The article also states that with Places Victoria:
… in charge of significant and important projects such as the
$30 billion Fishermans Bend urban redevelopment, there can
be no room for error. We hope it will be better managed than
the recent track record shows.

Another article is headlined ‘Enough — Napthine axes
Places Victoria board’. This article is from 31 March
2014. It states that:
The Napthine government has axed the board of its
beleaguered urban development authority, Places Victoria.
Fairfax Media understands that state cabinet decided last
week to remove the non-government members of the board,
sitting under controversial chairman Ken Fehily.

We just heard the character reference from the now
Leader of the Opposition in relation to Ken Fehily —
Mr GST, Mr Jobs. We all heard the great character
reference he was given. The article goes on to say:
The Baillieu government created the statutory authority in
2011 to take over the work of Victoria’s former urban
renewal authority VicUrban.

As I said, there was an $18 million loss in its first year.
A third of its employees — 53 — were sacked just
before Christmas. The CEO, one year into a five-year
contract, resigned under pressure. The article quotes the
now Leader of the Opposition as saying of Ken Fehily:
He needs to make sure the organisation is viable in the long
term … I trust the board, I trust the direction the board is
taking.

That was the Leader of the Opposition, as quoted in the
Age of 31 March 2014. The article goes on to say:
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But cabinet appears to have disagreed and has appointed
senior public servants Dean Yates and David Webster to take
over.

What a miserable slap down for the current Leader of
the Opposition when he was the Minister for Planning.
Premier Baillieu’s only real contribution other than this
abysmal mess was to make gold the mineral element in
Victoria — there is a great obsession on the other side
of the chamber with gold and property. Not only was
that contribution made by Premier Baillieu but he came
in over the top of his planning minister and put his mate
Peter Clarke in as chairman. Mr Clarke did not get
along with the current member for Bulleen, the Leader
of the Opposition. He brought in his own people, these
cowboys like Ken Fehily. It took a Liberal cabinet
under the next Liberal Premier to finally bring it to a
head, to shut it down, to sack them.
An article from 28 July 2014 has the headline ‘Prime
Trust director Peter Clarke gave false evidence’.
Premier Baillieu rode roughshod over his colleagues
and put Liberal Party heavyweights, as they are
described in the newspaper, in to run these
organisations. The article states:
Liberal Party powerbroker Peter Clarke has admitted giving
untrue evidence under oath during a lawsuit that found he and
others who controlled $500 million retirement village flop
Prime Trust breached their duties, a court heard.
…
Mr Clarke, a former City of Melbourne councillor — —

and former City of Heidelberg councillor —
was chairman of the state’s urban development authority,
Places Victoria, until he was forced to stand down in August
2012 —

although, as we heard, he continued to take his $80 000
public taxpayer-funded salary —
over the Prime Trust scandal, and is a key ally of former
Victorian Premier Ted Baillieu.

The article states that Mr Clarke:
… acknowledges that part of the evidence he gave at trial was
untrue and seeks to explain it’, ASIC said in a submission to
the court. ‘He does this in the hope that he will rehabilitate his
character, having regard to the unfavourable view of his
credibility expressed in the liability reasons’.
Justice Murphy found Mr Clarke’s evidence about a crucial
board meeting in 2006 ‘sometimes implausible and
inconsistent’ with company documents and the evidence of
other directors.
ASIC said Mr Clarke wanted to expand on the explanation he
gave the court for why he had given evidence he was at a
meeting even though its minutes showed he was not.
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It said Mr Clarke’s ‘woefully inadequate’ explanation for the
discrepancy consisted of an acknowledgement he had not
checked the facts in his original affidavit, even though ‘he
could easily have, and should have, done so’.

capital works projects that have the objective of
optimising the social and economic value of—

‘In those circumstances the new evidence can be accorded
little weight’, ASIC said.

(ii) other Crown land or public land …

In short, what is very clear is the grubby, underhanded
way in which Places Victoria and public assets have
been run into the ground by those opposite. It has never
been about cutting red tape, it has always been about
cutting corners — doing that with developers. They
stand accused. It is in their DNA. We saw it in the
dodgy land deals in the 1970s and early 1980s that
ushered in the Cain government. We have seen it again.
They could not wait to get into government. They could
not wait to put their Liberal Party mates in at Places
Victoria. Then in their own Liberal Party squabbles
between the planning minister and one of their two
failed Premiers they ended up with a cowboy, Ken
Fehily, running the joint. Denis Napthine had to come
into cabinet, roll the now opposition leader and get rid
of these cowboys.
But it was all too late, and it has been the Labor
government and our planning minister that have had to
pick up the pieces not only for Fishermans Bend but
across a range of growth areas and Labor-represented
communities that have been stuffed around and had
infrastructure and opportunities denied to them under
the previous government, which set us back.
We are turning that around here in Victoria. This bill is
about transparency, it is about professionalism and it is
about making sure there is accountability for public
assets and good governance, which were sadly lacking
for four years with the absolute disaster that Places
Victoria became. When you put those opposite in
charge of public assets, it only ends in one thing —
absolute denigration of public assets and absolute loss
of opportunity in jobs and infrastructure investment for
Victorian communities represented by this side of the
house right across the growth areas of the state.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Urban Renewal Authority Victoria Amendment
(Development Victoria) Bill 2016. How apt it is that we
do have the Minister for Planning and the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing both sitting at the table.
Clause 5, headed ‘Purpose’, substitutes section 1 of the
act with new section 1, which reads:
The main purpose of this act is to establish Development
Victoria for the following purposes—
(a) to carry out, manage or co-ordinate the carrying out
of property development and social and economic

(i)

surplus and underutilised Crown land; and

That is where I want to focus my attention. I
particularly want to focus on that section in my
contribution. In doing so, I will concentrate on a
particular piece of land within my electorate — that
being the Markham housing estate in Ashburton. I
particularly want to concentrate on the social versus the
economic value of that particular parcel of land.
I note that the member for Ivanhoe in his contribution
talked about how ‘they’ — and I believe when he said
‘they’ he was specifically talking about the Liberals —
‘liked to just privatise and handball over’. Let me tell
you, he should have a look at the Markham estate in my
electorate. If you want to talk about privatisation, we
have got a public housing estate where the government
is going to put in just under five times the previous
number of units on that site, but in doing so they are
going to sell more than three-quarters of them. The
government is building 62 units. Keep in mind that
neither minister actually understood the mathematics
when I raised this previously in the house. There
previously were 112 bedrooms on site, and under this
government we are only going to have 109 bedrooms.
Neither minister could actually comprehend that there
was a diminution in the number of people who could be
accommodated in public housing on that site — —
Mr Foley interjected.
Mr WATT — A diminution in the amount of
housing! It is amazing that neither of them could add up.
Mr Foley interjected.
Mr WATT — Nonetheless, we have got a reduction
in the number of public housing tenants who can be
accommodated on that site, but they are going to fix
that. We are going to have more people on the site
because what we are going to do is build — not ‘we’,
‘you’, the ministers, as both ministers are just as
palpable in this — —
Mr Foley — Palpable?
Mr WATT — Just as responsible for this.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr WATT — I tell you what, boys: you are doing a
great job for me. I have got to say you are not doing
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very well for my community, but you are doing a great
job for me.

Mr Foley — That is the most disappointing thing of
all — that he would rat on his own people in this way.

If you have a look at this site, there will be 252 units
and 190 units for private sale. So when the member for
Ivanhoe stood here and talked about privatising —
190 private sales. I have made some comments about
this, and I actually put up a Facebook post about this. If
you looked at some of the commentary from the
community on the Facebook post or if you heard the
comments at the meeting I was at, you would have seen
that while the government said they were going to
consult on this particular proposal, the only things they
are willing to consult on are the colour of the paint and
the type of trees they are putting on the site. They are
not actually consulting about whether or not 252 units
can be accommodated on the site. They are not actually
consulting on the amount of — —

Mr WATT — That was stated very clearly in an
email: super profits.

Mr Foley — Why do you hate public tenants?
Mr WATT — Let us talk about public tenants. I
have just told you that you are putting less public
tenants in there than could be accommodated
previously — less bedrooms. The minister asked why I
hate public housing tenants. I do not. As a former
public housing tenant, I do not hate public housing.
What I do disagree with is what you are doing and what
the Minister for Planning is doing to my electorate and
to the public housing tenants in my electorate.
If you have a look at this site, there will be, as I said,
190 private sales — not public, not social, but private. I
put in a freedom of information request to get some
information about what was happening on this site. I
got back the reply to my freedom of information
request. It said that it was not in the public interest for
my community to know what the government was
doing on the site. But we did get something. One of my
constituents actually managed to get something out of
the government when it came to what was happening
on this site.
The government would have us believe that this is all
about public housing. If you look at the bill, it makes it
very clear that the development authority, currently
Places Victoria, will make profits and put those profits
back into sometimes consolidated revenue and
sometimes Places Victoria so that people are not able to
see where the money is going. Let me make this point:
in an email that was revealed under freedom of
information it was made very clear that on this site, on
the Markham housing estate site, the government
intends to make super profits.

Mr Foley — Every cent back into the director of the
Office of Housing’s account, to pay for more public
housing that you cut $600 million out of.
Mr WATT — Super profits. July last year: super
profits.
Mr Foley — Every cent back to public housing,
mate.
Mr WATT — You can say ‘public housing’ as
much as you like and I will keep telling you the email
says ‘super profits’.
Mr Foley — Every cent captured in value uplift,
which we have just heard your Prime Minister talk
about — back to pay for more public housing.
Mr WATT — So the minister will sit there and say,
‘It’s all about public housing’, but there are less people
being able to get into these units as a result of what the
government — —
Mr Foley — More people. There were 10 people
living there, because no-one could live in them.
Mr WATT — Less public housing tenants, less
units, less bedrooms — and the government is actually
making super profits on this site.
When we talk about the consultation that the
government decided it was going to do with this site, it
thought it would have what it called consultation. I do
not know whether normal people would call it
consultation. Normal people would not actually set up
an information booth at a train station at 7.30 in the
morning. That was the Wednesday morning. Then they
had another consultation session, which was at a
shopping centre at 7.30 on a Monday morning. I am not
sure how many people actually went to that one.
Then we go to the information session they had on a
Wednesday night. Give them credit; they actually had
something that people might actually get to. I remember
going myself. The room was packed. But it was made
very clear on the night that when the government said
there were going to be 240 units on this site — they
announced that on Father’s Day last year, 240 units —
what we know is that from then until they made the
announcement only a few weeks ago the government
made a decision to put 252 units there well before that,
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in December. We know from discussions with the
architects that that is what the brief said back in
December last year. The government has been saying
240 for some time. The community has been very upset
about the prospect of even 240 units, but to hear that the
government has then increased it again without actually
having any decent consultation is very disturbing for
the community.
The Ashburton Residents Action Group had a
consultation of their own. They had well over 150 —
about 170 people turned up to actually listen and have
consultation, and 170 locals were very, very upset
about the way the government was going about this.
The main thing that they are upset about is the fact that
the government is overriding the community and will
not even let the council have a say. I asked the
architects, ‘Would this get through if it had to go to
council?’. The architects made it very clear, ‘Well, no.
That’s why it’s going to the minister’. It could never
pass the local planning laws. That is why it has to go to
the minister — because otherwise it would never get
passed.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr WATT — The Minister for Planning is saying
that that is not true, so why are the architects telling me
that? What the minister actually should do is read the
Planning and Environment Act 1987, because it is not
just the minister who gets a say in this; the Parliament
also gets a say in this. The minister should understand
that. My community understands that this project on the
Markham estate is a dud. It is a dud because it has been
brought forward by a dud planning minister and a dud
housing minister. Some people will sit in this house and
say that there is more public housing going into the site,
but everybody knows 112 bedrooms were there
previously and under this plan there will be 109. There
will be less. If the minister really cared about public
housing, he would invest in public housing and put
more on the site, not less. It is a disgrace.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I am pleased to
have the opportunity to speak in the debate on the
Urban Renewal Authority Victoria Amendment
(Development Victoria) Bill 2016. The bill, as others
have said, will establish Development Victoria through
amendments to the Urban Renewal Authority Victoria
Act 2003. The Urban Renewal Authority Victoria,
trading as Places Victoria, will be abolished and its
board, staff, projects, responsibilities, assets and
liabilities will be transferred to Development Victoria.
The establishment of Development Victoria is central to
the government’s reforms, as the minister said in the
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second-reading speech and as we have heard from
colleagues on this side of the house. Essentially the
government reforms are to governance and
administrative arrangements for land management and
property development. Development Victoria is set to
facilitate delivery of the government’s policy objectives
through the development of surplus or under-utilised
land, and it will optimise social and economic value for
the state when undertaking its projects and activities.
Those on the other side have not focused at all on the
social outcomes of development opportunities, and that
is a key part of what the scope of Development Victoria
will be.
The concept of having one single authority is to provide
a single source of information on landholdings, a single
point for land use strategy and a consolidated point for
land development and civic projects. That is long
overdue. It is not just about selling off land to the
highest bidder. By creating this streamlined system the
government, often in partnership with obviously the
private sector but other organisations as well, can
kickstart more development, create more jobs and
procure better social and economic outcomes for
communities and for the state generally.
At the moment we have got three organisations that are
principally involved in this space: Land Use Victoria,
Major Projects Victoria and Places Victoria. It is a
complicated web of administrative arrangements, and
this seeks to replace those with a more streamlined
approach. Development Victoria is set to incorporate
Major Projects Victoria and Places Victoria to create a
centre of expertise that will improve role clarity, reduce
duplication and provide stronger governance and
financial arrangements, and that is something that any
member of this house should applaud.
Development Victoria will progress projects already
underway, as we heard from the member for
Broadmeadows and others, including the revitalisation
of central Dandenong, the Ballarat West employment
zone, the revitalising Wodonga project, to Docklands
and other projects. A key part of its scope is to meet the
government’s objectives around a range of areas,
including more social and affordable housing, which
again is something that this side of politics takes a very
keen and active interest in.
Just to clarify again, and this was also evident in
contributions from our side and from the minister,
Development Victoria does not replace normal
government processes in terms of planning; in terms of
high-value, high-risk Department of Treasury and
Finance processes and what government should invest
in; and the sign-offs relevant to monetary figures of, I
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think, $5 million and above for the Minister for Public
Transport and the Treasurer to approve beyond the
ambit of the board of Development Victoria.
I want to focus briefly on two things: one is social
outcomes, which this government has demonstrated
already in its major projects; and the second thing I
want to focus on is the hypocrisy of the Liberal Party in
relation to this and other bills.
In terms of the social outcomes in relation to major
projects on our side, and I have spoken about this
before, it gives me such enormous pleasure to see the
level crossing removals take place in my community,
not only because they will get rid of congestion at
dangerous level crossings, not only because they will
speed up the passage of people waiting in the morning
and afternoon peak to pick up their children, to go to
work or to conduct their business, but also because
within those projects the procurement power of the
taxpayer of Victoria and the government essentially
requires the private sector — in this case Lendlease —
to develop some good social outcomes. The bidders for
this project were required to provide a social
procurement plan to the government. They were
required to recruit for the building site 10 per cent of
apprentices and to meet an employment target for
Aboriginal Australians of 2.5 per cent. I had the
pleasure of visiting some of those Aboriginal Australian
workers in Clayton with the member for Clarinda and
the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs the other week. I tell
you, they are incredibly smart, dedicated and
hardworking individuals, but many of them would not
have had the chance had it not been for a Labor
government and for a major project in which we require
social policy outcomes.
In terms of the hypocrisy of the other side, I mean,
where do you start? There is so much of it. I just want
to make a couple of points. With regard to both the
member for Box Hill and the member for Euroa there
are two ways of explaining their vehement opposition
to this bill. It is either a great idea that they did not think
of and therefore they should oppose it, or they believe
in the operation of pure market forces — as in, let the
market drive development outcomes. That view is such
a limited view. Their view is: how dare you have
somebody backing the taxpayer in the market and how
dare you have somebody representing the interests and
needs of the taxpayer of Victoria. My view would be:
thank God we have somebody and thank God we have
a powerful, streamlined organisation with a dedicated
focus on protecting the value the taxpayer has in
individual landholdings but also in pursuing the policy
objectives of the Victorian government, not just in
terms of economic outcomes and jobs but also in social
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outcomes. That is something to be proud of. Very often
the private sector runs rings around governments —
very often — and the government does not have the
capacity to back itself with the expertise of an
organisation like the one we are trying to establish with
this bill.
Nothing was clearer to me in terms of that example
than the absolute train wreck — pardon the pun — and
the absolute disaster of a project that the former
government presided over. It was apparently to remove
four level crossings — at Murrumbeena and Carnegie
in my community and two in Clayton, in the
neighbouring electorate of the good member for
Clarinda. That was a project that essentially privatised
the Cranbourne-Pakenham line for 25 years so that had
it gone ahead, and thank God it did not — they were so
slow in getting it together, and then Premier Napthine
was supposedly waving the contracts around at
Carnegie station on platform 1 or 2, wherever he
was — any time the government or Metro Trains
Melbourne needed to make some changes to that line
they would have had to ask a private company for
access to the busiest train line in Melbourne.
The contract had in it an availability payment to the
private sector from us, the taxpayers, of $5.2 billion
from 2019 to 2034. Take that away for a moment and
replace it with the Premier Andrews project — our
government’s project — which is nine, not four, level
crossing removals on the same line for $1.6 billion.
Now, my view is that surely the latter is a better fit and
far better value for the taxpayer dollar. These people on
the other side are happy for the private sector to run
rings around the government and the taxpayer dollar, to
let them run around and make millions and billions of
dollars from taxpayers and to not have any
administrative power or expertise in the public service
through Development Victoria, for example, to actually
protect the taxpayer dollar.
Then you have the member for Euroa saying, ‘We want
value capture; we don’t really want value capture,
we’re not really quite sure; this doesn’t guarantee value
capture outcomes for the community’, or something to
that effect. Surely it guarantees it more than anything
that you have got in its place, which is nothing. That
essentially was the concept of the Baillieu and Napthine
years, which I think was unsolicited bids. ‘Come to us,
private sector; come to us Collins Street or Martin
Place, Sydney, with anything and we will write a
cheque, with taxpayers money, and sign it over to you
for you to make billions of dollars for your
shareholders’.
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We changed that. The Treasurer’s leadership and the
Premier’s leadership changed that. We revised the
guidelines and we changed the concept. We now have
market-led proposals, which are far more responsible
with taxpayers money. This is just adding to the
opportunity for landholdings owned by the taxpayer of
Victoria to be used in the best way to protect the value
of the taxpayer dollar but also to engineer some good
policy objectives that the government has around social
policy, economic policy and jobs. I think it is a fantastic
bill. I commend the Minister for Public Transport and
the government for their leadership on this. I wish the
bill a speedy passage.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I am pleased to
speak to the debate on the Urban Renewal Authority
Victoria Amendment (Development Victoria) Bill
2016. At the outset I say that the opposition will be
opposing this bill for a number of very important
reasons. Essentially this bill harks back to the good old
days of Labor in that it collapses a whole range of
agencies and creates another government agency, with
purposes and functions that are very broad. It also
allows a process which is very unclear on where some
of the capital works funds will end up and how capital
works projects will be conducted. There is certainly a
lack of transparency in the development of the projects
and taking them through in terms of taxpayers funds.
There is also provision here for ministerial direction in
terms of some of the proceeds and some of the projects,
and it is very, very broad. It is clear that much of the
proceeds will not be returned to consolidated revenue,
although there is provision to allow the Treasurer and
the minister to authorise payment or part of the
proceeds into the general fund. In effect what we are
seeing is the creation of a slush fund outside of the
general budget for the government and the Labor Party,
which has form when it comes to slush funds and using
slush funds for its own purposes. This is what we are
seeing as part of this bill.
The bill talks about value capture. We would see value
capture being appropriate where there is a clear and
transparent approach conducted through the process,
where the public is consulted and where, as part of the
consultation process, the public is informed and has the
opportunity for input all the way through. Given the
form of this government in running value capture
projects, what we have already seen is just the
beginning of what is to come with poorly managed
value capture projects.
I want to spend the rest of my contribution talking to
one particular project in my electorate, and that is the
sky tower at Ormond station. Here we have a project
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which I think is symbolic of future projects that this
government is planning under this new legislation. I
speak for many residents living around the Ormond
station who are absolutely up in arms over the proposal
by this government. They will not be having a good
Christmas present going into the summer because they
are uncertain about what they are going to have around
them. They knew that the level crossing was going to
be removed, because it was funded in May 2014 under
a coalition government budget — $457 million was
allocated to fully fund the removal of level crossings,
including at North Road. In early 2015 the Andrews
government reannounced the removal of Ormond and
added McKinnon and Bentleigh into the project. In July
2016 the government unveiled formerly secret plans to
value capture the Ormond site without informing or
consulting the community.
As part of this process, the government appointed a
chair to manage the consultation. The consultation was
going to ensure that the community were brought along
with the process and were properly informed as part of
the process. The chair in this instance was the member
for Bentleigh, who had the responsibility of ensuring
that the public was informed about what was going to
be done to remove the level crossings at Ormond,
Bentleigh and McKinnon. This is where we see politics
playing out and an absolute lack of transparency,
because all the way through this process there was
certainly no discussion of any sky tower. The public
were informed about a whole range of things.
In fact Daniel Bowen, who was asked to join this
committee, blogged about it. He had a series of blogs.
In all of the blogs that I read there was never any
mention of this sky tower. On the very first meeting he
blogged about the removal of the level crossings in the
Bentleigh area — North Road, Ormond; McKinnon
Road, McKinnon; and Centre Road, Bentleigh —
saying that they would be removed, that the
consultation would be convened by the member for
Bentleigh and that members would include
representatives from local traders, schools, community
groups and public transport users.
His blog talks about a whole range of different things. It
talks about the contractor, John Holland. It talks about
the cost. It talks about the Dorothy Avenue underpass
and some of the issues with that. That was going to be
blocked off, but through the public consultation process
and a lot of representation by the people in my
electorate that decision was reversed. It talks about the
grade of the line being no more than 2 per cent to allow
freight trains to continue to use it. It talks about bus
stops. It talks about ramps, lifts and steps in all of the
three stations. It talks about there being provision for a
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whole range of other things at the stations and where
the stations would be built. It talks about issues around
extra weather cover. These are very, very detailed
discussions that even talk about surveillance staff and
protective services officers and compliance in terms of
some of that. It talks about a construction schedule. It
goes into significant detail about what is going to
happen as part of these three level crossing removals,
but there is no mention of the Ormond sky tower.
So how did my local residents in Ormond find out
about this sky tower? They found out about this
13-storey sky tower when one of the residents walked
past and saw a construction deck being built. The
resident asked one of the workers, ‘What’s this deck
for?’, and the worker said, ‘That’s the deck for this
13-storey tower that’s going to be built’. That was how
it was first found out about. Questions were put, and all
of a sudden the government came out and said it was
now looking at a development opportunity to value
capture at Ormond station. Never mind that it was
already funded by the previous government; they were
now looking at the opportunity to value capture as part
of a second dip.
The government wants to increase the building height
restrictions to 40.5 metres, which equals 13 storeys, to
build three towers, we are now told — that is, a
13-storey tower, a 9-storey tower plus a 5 to 6-storey
tower.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The Attorney-General says,
‘Well, these are hardly towers’, but obviously the
Attorney has not been — —
Mr Pakula — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
I do not appreciate being verballed. The member for
Caulfield has just made a claim that I made a statement
in this house that I did not make.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order.
Mr SOUTHWICK — This is a serious matter that
the Attorney-General may not think is very serious and
may laugh about, but this is a very, very serious matter.
We have residents who had no idea that they were
going to end up with this tower or series of towers — a
13-storey tower, a 9-storey tower and a 5 to 6-storey
tower. They had no idea about this, and they have just
been lumped with it.
The issues include traffic congestion, particularly in
some of the small streets such as Katandra Road and
Newham Grove, where the length runs from North
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Road to 3 Newham Grove. The current gym and the car
park will be gone. As I said, there is traffic congestion.
There is scarce parking already in the area, and there is
a need for additional parking, particularly given the
very active shopping village. There is uncertainty
around that as well.
There is also concern that the size of this tower is
absolutely huge in comparison to anything else that is
around North Road, Ormond. Most of the
developments there have only two storeys. We do not
have anything above two or maybe three storeys. This
13-storey tower is absolutely huge in comparison to
what is there at the moment.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time has
come for me to interrupt the proceedings of the house.
The honourable member for Caulfield will have
47 seconds to continue his contribution when this
matter is next before the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Lilydale pedestrian crossing
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — (12 133) My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
The action I require is that he find out from VicRoads
why work began last week on another pedestrian
crossing in Lilydale. Over roughly 750 metres there
will now be three sets of pedestrian crossings with
lights, an intersection with lights and a railway
crossing. To compound all of this I am advised that
none of the lights at any of the crossings will be
synchronised.
My community and I are puzzled as to who thought
there was a need to spend thousands and thousands of
dollars to save cyclists and walkers from travelling
100 metres or so to cross Main Street, Lilydale. I have
certainly not had any request for an extra crossing
through my office; the Yarra Ranges Shire Council, I
am assured, did not ask for it; and judging by the
response to my Facebook post the residents in the
valley did not ask for this extra crossing. The main
street of Lilydale is the gateway to the Yarra Valley and
is also used by many people to get to Yea, Alexandra
and Warburton. It is a very, very busy road, and this
extra set of lights will just compound the difficulties
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that motorists have in getting through Lilydale out to
the Yarra Valley.

CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (12 134) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and I ask: can the minister please provide
Yuroke residents with an update on the progress of the
CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening works and
what benefits they can expect when the much-needed
project is completed? As a long-term resident of
Melbourne’s north I am well aware of the bottlenecks
that can cause frustrating delays when travelling in and
out of the city centre at peak times. No-one likes to sit
in traffic, especially when the problem continues to get
worse as the north’s population rises. That is why I was
thrilled when the Andrews Labor government got to
work immediately on increasing capacity on this vital
road. Anyone who uses the Tullamarine Freeway or the
roads around it will know that significant progress is
being made, and I am sure Yuroke residents would
welcome an update from the minister.

Wangaratta IGA supermarket
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — (12 135) I rise
to raise an issue for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade, and I ask: when will you admit
to your failed policies on small business and have them
overturned to support small business in regional
Victoria?
An honourable member — That’s not an action.
Mr McCURDY — It is an action; they are his failed
policies. Let me tell you — —
Mr Pakula — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
I put it to you that asking when a minister will admit
that his policies have failed is not requesting an action
within the standing orders for the adjournment debate.
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grand final eve public holiday and some of the other
pressures he has put on small businesses that he is so
proud of. The dedicated attack on businesses has
certainly cost this community, because the IGA
supermarket has given so much back to Wangaratta —
to the sporting clubs and to other community groups —
and finally they have hit the wall and will cease
business as of 31 January. Because of red tape and
other issues, doing business in regional Victoria really
has become a difficult task. The minister may not know
where Wangaratta is, but certainly I could take him to
the Wangaratta IGA before 30 January. If he is not sure
where it is, he can ask the Premier — he knows it only
too well. We really need to ensure that our small
businesses in regional Victoria are shown a little bit
more respect.

Main Road, Eltham
Ms WARD (Eltham) — (12 136) My adjournment
matter tonight concerns the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. The action I seek is that the minister direct
VicRoads to conduct a traffic survey investigating the
section of Main Road in Eltham between Beard Street
and Leane Drive. St Helena Secondary College year 8
student Stijn spoke to me earlier this year, telling me
that he often does not feel safe when crossing this busy
stretch of road. I congratulate Stijn on standing up for
his community and working with me to find a solution
to this issue. Stijn believes we need action to improve
pedestrian safety, and I agree. In partnership with Stijn
and his family, I have created a survey seeking the
views of local residents regarding their experiences of
the road and any safety concerns they have about these
intersections. I have had many responses to my safety
survey, and respondents share Stijn’s concerns. I will be
forwarding the results of the survey to the minister and
VicRoads. I seek a traffic study to collate local data to
help assess the safety of this stretch of road, and I ask
the minister to issue this direction to VicRoads.

Ringwood Magistrates Court
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will seek
some advice.
Mr McCURDY — I am happy to change it.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! If you want to
change it, I will not have to seek advice.
Mr McCURDY — I raise a matter for the Minister
for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, and I ask
him to come and visit Wangaratta and spend some time
with the 63 people who will lose their jobs at
Wangaratta IGA supermarket, as this business is
closing down due to many of his policies, including the

Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — (12 137) My
adjournment request is of the Attorney-General, and I
am glad he is in the chamber this evening. It relates to
land open for an expression of interest (EOI) at
33 Ringwood Street, Ringwood. My request and the
action I seek is that the Attorney-General very promptly
submit an expression of interest for the land prior to
EOI closure on 15 December. The land is adjacent —
right next door — to the Ringwood Magistrates Court
and across the road from the Ringwood police station.
Given population growth in the area, the very large
catchment the court services and the escalation of
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crime, over time the court will need to be able to
expand to meet the demands placed on it. It will also
need to ensure it can continue to provide efficient and
effective services to the community it serves. There will
come a time when the court needs to expand and be
refitted; it is quite tired. In order to maintain that
continuity of efficient service provision, it makes
perfect sense that this land be acquired so that that can
happen. At the back of the land is a Victoria Police car
park, so it also makes sense that a future development
may be able to integrate that car park to maximise the
use of the land. Having the capacity to expand might
also mean that other services could be provided for
people attending the court, such as drug and alcohol
counselling, relationship support, behaviour change
training and so forth.
Obviously this is a once-only opportunity. It would be
remiss of the government not to take up this
opportunity. The court needs to expand as necessary,
and as the time comes for that to happen it should be
able to do so, rather than having to relocate and build an
entire new court at significant additional cost. Given
that the Attorney-General is in the house tonight, I
certainly hope that he will give this matter
consideration and within that consider the future needs
of the Ringwood Magistrates Court and the local
community.
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help make up for the demise of the automotive
manufacturing industry in South Australia — where
there is a cluster of marginal electorates in Adelaide —
and yet the automotive transformation scheme, which
was designed to help supply chain businesses survive at
the end of Australia’s automotive manufacturing by
finding new markets, was left with more than $1 billion
unspent, according to testimony to the Senate in
October 2016.
Part of the allocation could be reinvested in
collaboration with the Victorian government to trigger
private sector investments for Melbourne’s north,
particularly Broadmeadows. This is particularly needed
because of the managed decline that has happened
under coalition governments, state and federal. The rate
of unemployment ended up being higher than that of
Spain and equal to that of Greece, and the rate of youth
employment rose to more than 40 per cent, which is
worse than the rate in Detroit at the worst part of the
demise of the US automotive industry. The Minister for
Industry and Employment has been a really good
supporter and is looking at how we can actually
coordinate and collaborate in a bigger way. I am hoping
that such a meeting would look at how we get the three
tiers of government and business involved and involve
civil society as well to try and develop the strategy to
take the so-called postcodes of disadvantage to
postcodes of hope.

Automotive transformation scheme
St Kilda public housing estate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — (12 138) My
adjournment request is to the Minister for Industry and
Employment. The action I seek is a meeting with him
and his department to coordinate a strategy for jobs
where they are needed most — in the capital of
Melbourne’s north, Broadmeadows. The strategy I am
looking to develop with the minister and his
departmental officials involves looking at what is
happening with the federal government’s $1.324 billion
automotive transformation scheme to see if we can get
for Melbourne’s north, especially Broadmeadows, more
of the funding that has not been spent in that scheme
and form a collaboration between the Victorian
government and the private sector, creating a catalyst
for jobs and growth, because this is an issue of national
concern. The strategy could also include advocating for
one of the federal government’s medical technology
and pharmaceutical industry growth centres to be
established in the north and looking at the investment
the Victorian government can make to try to help this
area during this time.
We need responsible government to replace the politics
of the Australian government, which announced a
$50 billion investment in submarine manufacturing to

Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — (12 139) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. The action I seek is for the
minister to supply computers and internet access to the
computer room at the Inkerman Heights estate at
150 Inkerman Street and to work with local service
providers to manage the room.
The recent renovations at Inkerman Heights made
provision for a computer room. However, despite
creating a computer room, the department has not
supplied computers or internet access to the room. A
number of residents have expressed to me their desire
to have a functioning computer room and the possibility
of hosting computer education classes for tenants.
There are many older residents in Inkerman Heights
who would benefit from such programs, which would
enhance their connection to their families, their
community and the wider world.
Isolation is a key health concern affecting our senior
citizens, and a functioning computer room would help
reduce the incidence of isolation and improve the health
of residents. It seems an unfortunate oversight of the
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department to create what is called a computer room
and then not put in any computers or provide internet
access. I request that the minister provide computers
and internet access, as well as work with local
community service providers to manage the room,
which would greatly benefit all residents on the estate.

Salesian College, Sunbury
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — (12 140) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education.
The action I seek is for the minister to approve the
application for funding put forward by Salesian College
in Sunbury for a refurbishment of the library and
upgrade of classrooms.
This is a great school in my electorate. Growing up, my
school was over the train line from Salesian, and there
was always great rivalry between Salesian and Sunbury
College. I am advised by the school that they have
applied for round 2 of the non-government schools
capital funding program. This fund was established
with the backing of over $120 million over four years.
This is a fantastic initiative.
In meetings with the school principal, Mark Brockhus, I
have been made aware of the school’s desire to upgrade
its library and 11 classrooms. I had a fantastic firsthand
experience with this school during teaching rounds.
Over three weeks you could certainly see how hard the
staff and students work to improve their education and
certainly the education of students in Sunbury.
I am extremely proud that we are creating the education
state in Sunbury, with over $7 million for Sunbury
College, $4 million for the Sunbury and Macedon
Ranges Specialist School, $700 000 for Kismet Park
Primary School, over $2 million of equity funding
shared between all schools and also $20 000 for
inclusive schools funding at Sunbury Primary School
for an industrial play space and $15 000 for Sunbury
West Primary School for an outdoor gym, which is
great to see.
Mr Northe interjected.
Mr J. BULL — It is terrific to hear the support from
the other side. We are getting on with delivering in
education in Sunbury. I ask the minister once again to
support this application.

Energy prices
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — (12 141) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. The action I seek
from the minister is a commitment to dairy farmers,
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timber producers, dairy companies, wool producers and
other energy-dependant industries in Polwarth that their
power bills and energy costs will not be adversely
affected by the shutting down of Hazelwood in favour
of more expensive, less reliable and less versatile
energy options.
It is all very easy for those in the city to talk about
clean, green energy options, but a seat like Polwarth
will pay dearly if energy policy in this state does not
keep a focus on reliability, affordability and common
sense. Over the coming years Polwarth’s landscape will
have more wind turbines than anywhere else in
Australia. While making people in the city feel good
about themselves, wind turbines create many social
issues in small communities.
The ongoing ban on unconventional gas exploration
also affects Polwarth as, without gas, wind farms do not
have a backup and we have no capacity to dry and
value-add to the hundreds of millions of dollars of dairy
product produced. If we do not keep electricity and
energy in general affordable, then the competitive
pressures on our meat exporters, dairy, wool and timber
producers, who employ large numbers across Polwarth,
will be put at risk. We only need to look to Portland in
the past week and see what is happening at Alcoa to
know what uncertainty in energy availability does to
communities and to industry. We have seen this week
that our regional economies are trailing behind
Melbourne in gross domestic product growth per head.
Growing uncertainty around energy options will only
serve to widen this gap.

St Mary’s Sporting Club
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — (12 142) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Tourism
and Major Events. The action I seek is that the
minister considers the application for the installation
of lights for the St Mary’s Sporting Club oval. With
a history dating back to 1904, Kardinia Park west is
the historic home of St Mary’s Sporting Club in
Geelong. In the last 15 years the club has dedicated
its volunteer resources to growing participation,
resulting in an 84 per cent increase in player numbers
across football and netball. This growth has extended
player numbers for season 2016 to 18 football teams,
33 netball teams and a dedicated NAB AFL Auskick
centre, with 100 participants that include 25 girls.
Club growth in player numbers and membership has
averaged 5 per cent annually over the last three
seasons, with overall memberships growing by
21 per cent since season 2014.
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The club has recently finalised its master plan, which
includes new lights and expansion of the clubrooms and
facilities to meet the needs of people with disabilities.
St Mary’s has played a significant and valuable role in
the Geelong community, including their support and
guidance for young players over many years. I ask the
minister to support this application.

Responses
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I will respond
to the member for Ringwood at the end. The member
for Evelyn raised a matter for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety wanting to find out why work began
on a particular level crossing in Lilydale. I will pass that
on. The member for Yuroke raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety seeking an update
on the progress of the CityLink tunnel widening
program. I will pass that on. The member for Ovens
Valley raised a matter for the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade seeking that he visit the
Wangaratta IGA. I will pass that on. The member for
Eltham raised a matter for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety seeking that a traffic survey be done on a
particular road in her electorate. I will pass that on. The
member for Broadmeadows raised a matter for the
Minister for Industry and Employment seeking a
meeting regarding the strategy for jobs in
Broadmeadows. I will pass that on.
The member for Prahran raised a matter for the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing regarding
internet and computer access at Inkerman Heights
estate. I will pass that on. The member for Sunbury
raised a matter for the Minister for Education regarding
funding for Salesian College, Sunbury, in his electorate,
and I will pass that on. The member for Polwarth raised
a matter for the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change seeking a commitment regarding
energy costs for energy-dependent producers in
Polwarth. I will pass that on. The member for Geelong
raised a matter for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events seeking that the minister consider applications
for the installation of lights for the St Mary’s Sporting
Club oval. I will pass that on.
The member for Ringwood raised a matter for me
regarding the Ringwood Magistrates Court and an
expression of interest that the member says ought to be
lodged for the adjacent land. I just want to bring a
couple of matters to the member’s attention and then
indicate how I intend to deal with her matter. The first
thing that, of course, members opposite are aware of,
given that this change occurred under their government,
is that the management of courts is now a matter for
Court Services Victoria (CSV), an organisation created
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under the former government. That organisation has
responsibility not just for the management of the courts
but for the use of the buildings and the physical
infrastructure of the courts. That is the first point.
The second point, which I am sure the member is
necessarily aware of, is that in fact the Ringwood
Magistrates Court does not sit on Crown land and is not
owned by CSV. It is a leased building, so it is not land
owned by the state of Victoria. Nevertheless, the matter
that she raises is a good one. It is always worth
assessing whether at the time that land becomes
available it could be set aside for purposes that are
consistent with the land use around it. On that basis it is
my intention to write to Court Services Victoria
tomorrow, given the imminence of the closure of this
expression of interest period, bring this matter to their
attention — to the extent that they are not already aware
of it; they may well be aware of it — and at least ensure
that they are aware of the fact that there is land adjacent
to that court building coming up for sale.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.19 p.m.
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Thursday, 8 December 2016
The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:
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Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Caulfield be considered next day on
motion of Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Gembrook on 7 December be
considered next day on motion of Mr BATTIN
(Gembrook).

Ormond railway station

GEELONG CITIZENS JURY

To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria to note:
the foundation deck for the development of an up to
13-storey residential tower above the Frankston railway
line on North Road above Ormond station has been
constructed without informing or consulting the local
community;
established low-rise suburbs should not be destroyed and
permanently scarred by the construction of
inappropriate, high-rise overdevelopments on railway
land, particularly in the absence of community
consultation; and
the local community does not support or consent to the
construction of a residential tower of up to 13 storeys
above Ormond station.
We therefore demand the Andrews Labor government
abandon its plans for the inappropriate overdevelopment of
the Ormond station site and instead proceed with a
development that is smaller in scale and more in keeping with
the low-rise village atmosphere of Ormond.

By Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (374 signatures).

Interim report
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport), by
leave, presented report.
Tabled.

SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA
Report 2014–15
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) presented report
by command of the Governor.
Tabled.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
National Health Funding Pool — Report 2015–16
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Ballarat — C183

Carrington Grove, East St Kilda
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria to note:
the residents of and regular visitors to Carrington Grove,
East St Kilda, are concerned over the adequacy of the
street lighting in Carrington Grove. At night, the existing
lights do not provide enough visibility throughout the
street;
additional lights and appropriate tree management could
help to improve the levels of light and, as a result, the
safety of local residents and visitors.
We therefore call on the state government to work proactively
with Glen Eira council and other relevant stakeholders to
improve the level of street lighting in Carrington Grove, East
St Kilda.

By Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (60 signatures).
Tabled.

Bayside — C129
Campaspe — C103
Colac Otway — GC57
Glen Eira — C145
Hepburn — GC57
Indigo — GC57
Macedon Ranges — C105, GC57
Manningham — GC57
Mitchell — C107
Moorabool — GC57
Mount Alexander — GC57
Murrindindi — GC57
Nillumbik — GC57
Surf Coast — C115, GC57
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Yarra — C224
Yarra Ranges — GC57

Infrastructure Victoria — Victoria’s 30-Year Infrastructure
Strategy
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 16B
in relation to the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 —
Ministerial Order No 928 — Power of School Council to
Grant a Licence in Relation to School Lands or Buildings.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday,
7 February 2017.

Motion agreed to.
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Gordon Veersasawmy, all the committee members and
the president — for the work they did with the recent
Christmas lunch. It is a great annual event, and I am
always honoured to participate in the provision of food.

Williamstown RSL
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Industry and
Employment) — I rise today to speak in support of the
Williamstown RSL sub-branch and to thank its
committee and members for their fortitude throughout
an extremely difficult time. Since 2013 the
Williamstown RSL has been working tirelessly to
relieve itself of considerable debt that its committee
inherited. This debt was not created by fraud but by an
inefficient business model. As a result of these efforts
the club has substantially broadened its membership
base, and for the first time in a number of years it has
started to record a profit. However, Anzac House
recently informed the Williamstown sub-branch that it
must close its doors on 3 January next year.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Lancefield Primary School
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I recently had
the pleasure of attending the opening of the new
Indigenous garden at Lancefield Primary School. It was
a great event, and it was attended by many in the
Lancefield community and local councillors. I was
warmly received and welcomed by the students, the
staff and the parents at this great school. It was pleasing
to be part of the official opening. I note that the local
member of Parliament, the member for Macedon, was
not in attendance at the event, but I was very pleased to
attend this event, and I was honoured to participate in
the official opening.

Melbourne Metro rail project
Mr WAKELING — I raise concerns on behalf of
one of my constituents, Galina Hitchen, who has grave
concerns about the government’s actions with regard to
St Kilda Road and the removal of the mature trees
along that boulevard. Many would know of those trees
that are going to be affected by the Domain works.
Ms Hitchen has contacted the Premier raising her
concerns but is gravely concerned with the response she
has received from the Premier. It is imperative that the
Premier listen to the concerns of residents like
Ms Hitchen to ensure that their views are not being
ignored.

The importance of the RSL in our community cannot
be overstated. It is more than a club; it is a local
institution. Gifted to returned servicemen in 1919, the
site has been used by members for generations. On
Monday night the local sub-branch accepted that it
cannot continue to operate a commercially viable
sub-branch. But what the members are seeking is an
assurance from Anzac House that a traditional club can
be maintained in Williamstown. After almost a century
of having a local RSL presence, I do not think that this
is an unreasonable request.
I want to thank all members of the community who
attended on Monday night. I am especially grateful to
Bruce O’Brien, Rob Rowe, Bernie Bicknell, Alan Hart
and David O’Meara, who make up the current
sub-branch committee, for their unswerving dedication
to the club and its membership.

Country Fire Authority volunteers
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I cannot let the
last week of Parliament go by without expressing my
absolute support for our Country Fire Authority (CFA)
units in Victoria. As we approach another dangerous
fire season, I want to pledge that The Nationals team
and I will fight to the end to ensure that our CFA
volunteers are supported. At every chance we have we
will fight against any changes the Premier pushes upon
the CFA and work to reverse these disgraceful imposts
upon it.

St Vincent de Paul Society, Ferntree Gully
Mr WAKELING — I would also like to take this
opportunity to congratulate St Vincent de Paul —

The safety of the Ovens Valley is my no. 1 priority,
whereas this Premier’s attack on his once local
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community is nothing short of treason. The community
that nurtured him as a young boy to be the Premier is so
disappointed and disgusted that he sold them out for a
few lousy pieces of gold. He can change the rules, he
can try to dramatically dismantle one of the world’s
greatest volunteer organisations, but let me warn him:
the next time he pulls on the R. M. Williams and rolls
back into Wangaratta pretending to be the local boy
made good in the city, he will receive the same negative
comments and cold shoulder that he earned on his last
visit to the saleyards. If he thinks that Victoria will
forget his bullying, harassing and standover tactics, he
is completely wrong. We will never forget. He will not
be forgiven for this treason.
Merry Christmas to all in the Ovens Valley, especially
our CFA volunteers.

Portarlington Primary School
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — One of the
great communities on the Bellarine Peninsula, and they
are all fantastic, is Portarlington. I have had the pleasure
over the last couple of weeks to make some significant
announcements and be part of significant events.
Firstly, last week I was pleased to join the Minister for
Education to turn the first sod to mark the beginning of
works on the $5.7 million upgrade to the Portarlington
Primary School. This has long been an aspiration of the
school, and it has got a great outcome in terms of
design. It is going to be a fantastic school and will
include a refurbished heritage building. I really want to
thank Lesley-Ann Allbutt, the principal, all the previous
school council members and particularly Karen
Bourke-Finn, the president, who has really led the way
on this matter.

Portarlington–Melbourne ferry service
Ms NEVILLE — On another exciting matter, on
Monday, 21 November, I was pleased to join Port
Phillip Ferries and many from the local community to
launch the Portarlington–Melbourne ferry service. This
is now a guaranteed service with some additional
support from the government to ensure that this
important aspiration of the local community of
Portarlington has become a reality. I want to thank John
Rae and Geoff Henderson.

Portarlington commercial jetty
Ms NEVILLE — On another matter, this weekend
an open day is being held in Portarlington to mark the
completion of the new commercial jetty, which will
accommodate the growing Bellarine aquaculture
industry well into the future. The jetty is part of the
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state government’s $15 million Portarlington Safe
Harbour project, which amongst other things will
ensure the operation of the ferry service. These are all
significant announcements for Portarlington, and I look
forward to the new year and working further with and
for the community of Portarlington and the Bellarine
Peninsula.

Western Port Warriors
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I was pleased to join
John Ballis, chief executive officer of Reclink
Australia, in Hastings last Friday to announce the
re-establishment of the Western Port Warriors football
team and its invitation to rejoin the annual Reclink
football fixture. The Western Port Warriors was and
will be again an excellent Australian Rules football
team for disadvantaged young people in the Hastings
and Somerville areas. Reclink Australia will be raising
funds through the 2017 Great Peninsula Paddle to be
held on Australia Day to assist the re-establishment of
the Warriors. The Western Port Warriors football team
was a very popular football team that earned the
support and admiration of the entire Hastings
community. The team was coached by former police
officer Andrew Brady, and such was the impact
Andrew and his team had on the local community that
Andrew, a decorated police officer, was recognised as
the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council citizen of the
year.
It was an incredible experience to see these young men
celebrating on the day team selections were announced,
not because they had made the side but because one or
more of their team mates were no longer available for
selection because they had got a job. The Western Port
Warriors was the only means for hundreds of
disadvantaged young people and their families living in
the Hastings and Somerville areas to connect to the
wider community and to break the cycle of loss of
confidence, low self-esteem, unemployment, isolation
and boredom. I am a strong supporter of the Warriors,
and the community will get right behind this team
again.
I am very pleased that the community will be
welcoming back the Warriors. Reclink Australia is
calling on businesses to get behind the Western Port
football team and to help raise $15 000 in the first year.
Reclink Australia is a national community-based,
not-for-profit organisation working in partnership with
over 70 community-based organisations throughout
Victoria to deliver cost-effective targeted services to
improve the lives of people experiencing disadvantage,
including homelessness, mental health, alcohol and
drug addiction, justice and Indigenous issues.
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Government achievements
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I rise to update the house on the
achievements in my portfolios in the first two years
under the Andrews Labor government. Since becoming
Minister for Tourism and Major Events I am proud to
have modernised Victoria’s approach to the visitor
economy. We established Visit Victoria — very
successful — and secured $101 million under the new
Regional Tourism Infrastructure Fund, $20 million for
the new Regional Events Fund, $9 million towards the
Business Events Fund and $80 million for our Major
Events Fund, and we unveiled Victoria’s new visitor
economy strategy, which aims to grow tourism sector
jobs to 320 000 by 2025. In addition, our government
has secured regional events, including the Cadel Evans
Great Ocean Road Race, the Marilyn Monroe
exhibition at the Bendigo Art Gallery and White Night
Ballarat in 2017.
In my portfolio of sport we have worked hard to
increase sport participation through the $100 million
Community Sports Infrastructure Fund, the
female-friendly facility grants program, the Country
Football and Netball Program, $22 million for the
Better Indoor Stadiums Fund, sporting club grants and
over $25 million to our state sporting associations.
As Minister for Veterans it has been a privilege to work
alongside our veterans community to help secure and
deliver $5 million to commemorate the Anzac
centenary, $1 million to commemorate the
50th anniversary of the Battle of Long Tan in 2016,
$400 000 for the RSL to combat social isolation
amongst younger veterans, $1.2 million to extend free
public transport to all eligible totally and permanently
incapacitated/extreme disablement adjustment veterans
and the opening of the $1.3 million Richmond housing
accommodation project for veterans. I look forward to
the next two years.

Waurn Ponds police station
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — Last night a forum
at the South Barwon Civic Centre was held to discuss
the opening hours of the Waurn Ponds police station.
The Andrews government gave the community just
24 hours notice of the meeting and held it on a
parliamentary sitting night, knowing full well that
opposition members would not be able to attend. The
Andrews government cut counter service hours at the
Waurn Ponds station from 16 hours a day to just
8 hours a day. I have been informed that police at the
meeting made it clear that unless they were given more
resources they would not be able to reinstate the
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16-hour counter service and that even if they did get
more resources, their priority would be patrols.
This is a disgraceful indictment of the Premier and the
Minister for Police who, due to their cuts, are forcing
local police to choose between counter service or
patrols. It should not be either/or; it should be both.
People who are victims of crime, domestic violence
victims, people who wish to report suspicious activity
or people who need police administrative services only
have an 8-hour window per day in Waurn Ponds. Crime
does not happen just 8 hours per day, and Waurn Ponds
station needs to become a full 24-hour station to
properly service one of Geelong’s fastest growing
areas. Clearly the review of these cuts to the hours
ordered by the minister was nothing but a farce.
The cynic in me says that Waurn Ponds station will
probably receive additional resources — in, say, what,
October 2018, Minister? — just in time for the election.
But the people of South Barwon are not silly, and they
will not forget the callous cuts that this minister and this
Premier have made to police resources in the South
Barwon electorate.

Farm Vigano
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) — I rise to speak on
a matter in my electorate that is very close to my own
heart and to many others across Victoria. In 2005 I
stood in this place and thanked the then Labor Minister
for Victorian Communities for the work that he brought
about with the $20 000 grant that was invested in a very
important and culturally significant property. The
property had been neglected, vandalised and considered
for demolition. A lot of work and significant resources
brought the place back to life and have made it into a
place used and valued by the community.
The property in South Morang is called Farm Vigano
and was purchased originally as little more than a
cottage by Mario and Maria Teresa Vigano in 1934–35.
Over the years Mario and Maria Teresa transformed the
small cottage into a legacy. They have become one of
Australia’s most prominent restaurant families and
were amongst a small number of Italian immigrants
who pioneered the introduction of Italian culture and
cuisine to what was then the monoculture of Australian
society.
Working Heritage began managing Farm Vigano in
2005. I was incredibly proud and honoured just two
weeks ago to have launched the Farm Vigano master
plan and management plan in the wonderful Plenty
Gorge. Working Heritage is planning for the future of
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Farm Vigano. I would quickly like to acknowledge the
work of everyone involved over these many years. The
support that has been demonstrated by the community
is second to none, which has ensured that this beautiful
part of Melbourne is sustained and developed for future
generations.

Darchei Shalom project
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — It was my pleasure to
visit the Inkerman Heights housing estate to see the
wonderful work that Dr Miriam Weisz and the team at
the Darchei Shalom project from the Caulfield
synagogue do as they provide soup, sandwiches and a
chat for residents at the estate and wider community.
They spent their Sunday making soup and baking cakes
with the residents of the Emmy Monash Aged Care to
share with tenants at the estate. Thank you for your
kindness and for bringing people together.

Donald Street Early Learning & Kinder
Mr HIBBINS — I attended the Donald Street Early
Learning & Kinder Christmas party with my daughter,
who thoroughly enjoyed herself playing with toys in the
new facility. The centre has just opened in Prahran, in a
refurbished building at 2 Donald Street, and is now
taking enrolments. If there is one thing our community
needs, it is high-quality, accessible child care. I wish the
staff and families well as they build a thriving local
community.

World AIDS Day
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Kalianna School Bendigo
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I was honoured
to recently attend the 2016 graduation ceremony for
15 students from Kalianna School Bendigo. I would
like to read an edited speech by student Tully Morris
that encompasses what Kalianna means to students:
Kalianna is a school for kids that have special needs and
disabilities.
But it is more than just a school; it is more than a place for
kids to learn. It is a place filled with stories for other kids to
share with others.
When I first started here I was worried that I was going to a
school for kids with special needs. But the more time I’ve
spent at this school, the more I realised that the kids, who like
me, have the same story we all came from.
This school has changed my years in school life, and I am
grateful for that. Everyone taught me the ups and downs of
Kalianna, and most of all, everyone likes me for … you
know, being me.
When this school throws obstacles at me, I jump over them.
When another kid needs help with something, I help them
out. When ‘I’ need help, it’s not just the teachers, it’s
everyone that helps me out.
I’m glad I could be in a school like this because I would never
have made it into this world, and I am happy for everyone to
cheer on me for being myself. My friends are always there for
me, the teachers are always happy to lend me a hand, and I
thank my mum for bringing me to this school.
Because no matter where I’ll be in life, I’ll always think about
Kalianna.
Because this is the school that got me to where I am today.

Mr HIBBINS — The launch of World AIDS Day
was held at Alfred Health in South Yarra on
1 December. Powerful stories were shared by speakers
from the Positive Speakers Bureau. A world free of
HIV transmission is possible. To get there we must
speak out against and end the stigma of HIV and
encourage people to get tested, to know their HIV
status and to receive the treatment that they need.
Pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) is central to
preventing the transmission of HIV. Whilst medical
trials of PrEP are occurring, it needs to be available and
accessible to everyone who needs it.
If any demonstration is needed as to why this needs to
happen, it was the World AIDS Day memorial service
at the Positive Living Centre in South Yarra, a heartfelt
ceremony surrounded by names of those who have
passed on memorial quilts. I would like to acknowledge
the Victorian AIDS Council, Living Positive Victoria,
Positive Women Victoria, Straight Arrows, the Quilt
Project Melbourne and everyone in the positive
community for the work they do.

To all the teachers, friends, family and Kalianna, I say thank
you.

National Australia Bank, Korumburra branch
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I rise to
condemn the National Australia Bank (NAB) for its
decision to close its Korumburra branch from next
February. Korumburra is a growing town, with new
housing investments and future expansion touted for its
major employer, Burra Foods. Of the 140 businesses in
town, about 40 per cent bank with the NAB, and few
will be inclined to travel 15 kilometres to do their
banking in Leongatha each day.
The NAB’s decision is a bad one and should be
reversed. The company made a cash profit of
$6.48 billion this year, while revenue increased by
2.5 per cent against expenses growth of 2.2 per cent —
hardly the signs of a company in serious trouble. I
would hate to think this is a return to the bad old days
of the 1990s when Australia’s big four banks closed
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regional branches throughout the country. The NAB
should reverse this decision and keep the Korumburra
branch open.

Firearms
Mr D. O’BRIEN — I call on the Andrews Labor
government to make a decision based on evidence
when deciding the classification of the Adler seven-shot
lever-action shotgun ahead of tomorrow’s Council of
Australian Governments meeting. Classifying this
shotgun as category D without rigorous supporting
evidence is an overstep from politicians who clearly do
not understand this particular firearm or our current
firearms classification system. Too much focus is
placed on matters such as this for political gain and not
enough on cracking down on illegal firearms use,
which is the real threat to our community’s safety.
Not for one second am I arguing for the weakening of
our national gun laws. I simply call for the status quo
and for reasoned, evidence-based decision-making in
the face of ill-informed hysteria. The national firearms
agreement was based on clear evidence for the
categorisation of firearms and their use, and the current
debate around the Adler is devoid of the rigour that was
used in 1996. There has been virtually no
communication or consultation through this entire
debate, and certainly no evidence put forward to the
community on why this particular gun should be
reclassified — an insult to landholders and law-abiding
firearm owners.

East Keilor Community Bank
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I rise to congratulate
the Keilor East Community Bank on their 15th birthday
and, more importantly, 15 years of service to the
community. From humble beginnings through an
established standing committee comprising local
community activists Trevor Sinclair, Yvonne Moon,
OAM, accountant Ken Matthews and local pharmacist
David Todd, the Keilor East branch of the Bendigo
Bank was born in my community.
As declared on their website, Bendigo Bank is ‘bigger
than a bank’ and ‘more interested in the good that
money can do’. Nowhere is this more true than in
Keilor East. Over the past 15 years that branch has
repeatedly delivered community dividends to grassroots
communities right across our local community. Schools
including Aberfeldie Primary School, St Christopher’s
Catholic Primary School and Essendon Keilor College
have all benefited from grants, as have the
environmental group East Keilor Sustainability Street,
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the Avondale Heights Library and Learning Centre, and
local Neighbourhood Watch groups.
On Monday, 21 November, a 15th birthday was held to
mark this occasion. Speeches from the mayor of
Moonee Valley council, Cr Andre Surace,
chairman John Andricciola and I were arguably
surpassed by a rendition of Tina Turner’s hit Simply the
Best by the Songbirds, a group of female volunteers
who do great things at local organisations. I take this
opportunity to congratulate chairman John Andricciola
and current directors David Todd, Bruce Millar,
Matthew O’Rourke, Gordon McFarlane, Nancy
Montforte, Yvonne Moon, OAM, who was in charge of
marketing, and Tina Ballos, the branch manager.
Customer service is a hallmark of the branch and the
bank has been well served by Nancy Jasmine and
Leanne Andrew in customer service, as well as Doris
Dorgan in administration. For the 10-year anniversary
we celebrated with a party in the park at the Centreway,
and for the 15-year anniversary we celebrated at the
Avondale Heights Library and Learning Centre. I am
already looking forward to the 20-year celebration for
this pillar of the local community.

Gordon ‘Rex’ Chamberlain
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — Gordon ‘Rex’
Chamberlain was born in Cardiff, South Wales, on
29 August 1925, one of eight children. I have known
Rex and the majority of the Chamberlain family for
nearly 20 years. What an amazing man he was for the
contribution he made to our region. Sadly, we lost Rex
last week. His funeral service was held yesterday at
St Augustine’s Church in Wodonga.
At age 12, when the depression was at its worst, Rex
was put in an orphanage. About six months later, on
10 June 1938, he was put on a ship bound for Australia,
one of 25 boys and 3 girls. Arriving in Melbourne on
17 July 1938, Rex worked on farms until he joined the
army at 16. After a small anomaly over his age was
identified, he was discharged and immediately joined
the Royal Australian Air Force (RAAF) and saw active
service in places including Madang, Numfor, Morotai,
Tawi Tawi and Tarakan. After his war service Rex took
a discharge from the RAAF and immediately rejoined
the army, this time at legal age, and served for a further
13 years.
However, it was truly after Rex Chamberlain’s war
service that he, as just one man in Wodonga, rural
Victoria, did more for the ‘wogs’, our new arrivals,
regardless of their country of origin, than any other man
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had done, taking into consideration our state’s current
growth and multicultural fabric.

E-class trams to Mill Park, the Mernda rail extension,
the Hurstbridge line — —

Rex married Joyce on 21 January 1950 and they had
seven children: Rex, Anne, Chris, Michael, Danny,
Kate and Cheryl.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Eildon electorate communities
Amongst his long record of community service and
volunteering, Rex served on Wodonga City Council
from 1971 — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Growing Suburbs Fund
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — Last week I had the
pleasure of representing the Minister for Local
Government to announce three allocations of funding
from the Andrews Labor government’s $50 million
Growing Suburbs Fund, which delivers much-needed
infrastructure in growing areas. I was able to announce
that Whittlesea City Council will receive $1.48 million
to deliver three projects under the 2016–17 Growing
Suburbs Fund. There is just over $1 million for urban
streetscape upgrades in Bundoora and Lalor. The
improvements to Denison Mall at the Bundoora shops
is long overdue, and local traders will see a significant
improvement in this retail precinct.
There is $310 000 for a refurbishment of the Janefield
community centre, which will provide a space for
much-needed health and community inclusion
activities. This part of Bundoora, known as University
Hill, has grown significantly in recent years and there is
a recognised shortage of community services and
meeting spaces. This project will see the old Janefield
training centre building refurbished and made
accessible to all residents.
There is $167 000 allocated for a playground renewal
program in Mill Park and Thomastown. I know that
families living near the Statesman Crescent Reserve in
Mill Park will welcome the improvements to that local
piece of open space.
I would like to acknowledge the role of Whittlesea City
Council in managing these projects and the significant
funding they are also providing to them. Last year the
City of Whittlesea received just over $6 million
towards the delivery of five projects, and this year it is
receiving a total of over $8 million, recognising that
this is an area growing at a rapid rate.
The Growing Suburbs Fund, along with massive
investments in transport, such as new high-capacity

Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — Recently I spent the best
part of a weekend visiting the smaller communities of
Jamieson, Kevington and Woods Point, and I want to
thank the people in those communities for making me
feel so welcome. The Woods Point Gun Club are
always great hosts. It amazes me from how far and
wide members of the gun club travel on a monthly basis
to have their Sunday-morning shoots. A comment from
one shooter struck me. He wanted to know why many
politicians think registered shooters are dangerous and
criminals in the making rather than responsible, normal
people. This is a good point, because the shooters I
know are responsible.
I met with many community members at the Woods
Point Hotel, a charming old-style pub which hosts
visitors to the region. I want to thank the people of
Woods Point for their time and their willingness to
discuss what is important to them. As with many
country communities, roads are an issue, particularly as
traffic increases with both visitation and employment in
the area. Deer have been spotted in the main street of
Woods Point, which is indicative of the deer
population. Residents are calling for action to manage
the deer problem. Of concern are reports that deer have
been illegally shot within the town boundaries. As usual
the locals at the Kevington Hotel are always up for a
chat and very happy to speak about issues important to
them.

Jamieson Primary School
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — Although Jamieson
Primary School is a very small rural school, the
principal, Genevieve Bolwell, makes sure the students
are given every opportunity. Recently seven students
from grades 4, 5 and 6, with principal Genevieve and a
parent, had a wonderful two-week trip to Japan to visit
schools in Kyushu. The trip was all the talk in the
community, who are so proud of their school. The
Jamieson fishing club, who support the community in
so many ways, contributed financially to really top off a
great trip. For the last 10 years or so the students have
had the benefit of a tutor from the University of
Kitakyushu come to the town to live and to teach the
language, and it was great for them to go back.
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Epping Primary School
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — On Monday,
5 December, I attended Epping Primary School to
present the Victorian Premiers’ Reading Challenge
awards. I presented awards to the seven students who
read the most books over and above the reading
challenge requirements. Congratulations to Sophie
Bromage, who received the highest award for reading a
massive 179 books over the year. The school and her
family are of course very proud of her. I would also like
to congratulate Tina, the librarian from Epping Primary
School, who organises the Premiers’ reading challenge
every year. I congratulate her for her commitment and
effort. She also does many other community-minded
activities, such as collecting second-hand books that she
then sends to Africa for students who do not have
books of their own.
Epping Primary School is a very caring and nurturing
school, and I want to make special mention of Glenn
Beattie, the principal at the High Street campus, which
is for the early years of primary school, who does a
fantastic job. He knows every single student by name
and knows what they are doing, where they are at and
what is happening in their lives, because he is such a
compassionate principal with such empathy. Epping
Primary School really has a good future ahead of it.

Mount Waverley electorate conservation
groups
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — Today in the
Parliament I rise to thank the Friends of Damper Creek
Reserve and the Friends of Scotchmans Creek and
Valley Reserve for all of their work over the year to
improve our local environment. Whether it is tree
planting days, muscle-working weeding, or hosting
interesting guest speakers, both conservation groups
have achieved much throughout the year. I thank them
for their efforts and look forward to continuing to
support them in 2017.

Energy prices
Mr GIDLEY — I rise in the Parliament to outline
my grave concern about the impact escalating
electricity and gas prices are having on households,
families and businesses. With retail price increases of
15 to 20 per cent to hit electricity bills — not the
government department spin-doctored 4 per cent rolled
out by this government — households and families are
turning off the Christmas lights this year. Yet another
Christmas tradition is being destroyed by the Andrews
Labor government. And let us not forget about the
number of businesses that are shutting and will shut
their doors as these 15 to 20 per cent electricity price
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increases hit, nor the jobs that Victorians are losing as a
result under this government.

Burke Hall Mothers Association
Mr GIDLEY — Today in the Parliament I rise to
recognise the hard work and dedication of a group of
mothers who sought to raise much-needed funds for
Youth Projects. Through enormous volunteer
fundraising efforts, the Burke Hall Mothers Association
raised $40 000, which will go towards the services
Youth Projects provides. I had the opportunity to join
the member for Narre Warren North to meet with
members of the association and the event fundraising
committee, including Kath Toohey, Alicia MacKinnon,
Suzanne Lee and Lilian Topic, as well as Xavier
College principal Dr Chris Hayes, when a cheque for
funds raised was presented to the Youth Projects chair,
Melanie Raymond, and director, the Honourable
Monica Gould. Congratulations again to the
association, the committee members who raised those
funds and all volunteers who worked to produce such a
successful fundraising outcome.

Geelong electorate employment initiatives
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — In Geelong last week
I joined the Minister for Industry and Employment on a
visit to Backwell IXL to announce funding to support
this Geelong manufacturing stalwart. Provided under
the Local Industry Fund for Transition, set up to help
automotive component makers diversify into new areas,
the funding will assist Backwell IXL to move into a
new manufacturing era. It was great to meet with
management and workers and to hear about their future
plans.
We also visited Corio Waste Management, an employer
of the Jobs Victoria Employment Network (JVEN)
program, to meet participants and other employers. It
was great to hear participants share their stories about
the help, support and employment they have received
as JVEN participants. The minister finished off the
Geelong visit with lunch at Dial-A-Lunch, a social
enterprise that employs people with disabilities who
love the work they do and the staff who support them.

Pivot Summit
Ms COUZENS — I was also pleased on behalf of
the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
to open the Pivot Summit 2016, a digital tech
conference held in Geelong. I want to congratulate
Leighton Wells and his team for a highly successful
event. I am proud to have supported this fantastic global
and national event. I was pleased to announce that in
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Geelong we have delivered $1.7 million in funding for
the Runway project, which will establish a major
start-up hub, a catalyst for innovation, and also for
Dimension Data and Deakin University to establish a
cybersecurity incubator.

The Gordon
Ms COUZENS — I then joined the Minister for
Training and Skills at The Gordon to announce
$14.6 million to ensure that The Gordon is ready to hit
the ground running when Skills First is introduced in
January next year. On top of the $14.6 million, The
Gordon will also receive more than $500 000 — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Yarra Boulevard, Kew
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — I am very much looking
forward to joining local police, VicRoads and the
mayor of Boroondara City Council at a crime forum at
VicRoads on 14 December. We will be discussing
lawlessness on the Yarra Boulevard, which has seen
regular tack attacks by a number of individuals over the
last two years. These tacks have been laid out
deliberately to try and burst the tyres of cyclists. It is
incredibly dangerous. The cycling community and
indeed my own local community are fed up with this.
So the council, the community, local MPs and
VicRoads are gathering to discuss ways that we can
catch the perpetrators and also to discuss issues of
driver safety on Yarra Boulevard as well. There have
been a number of tragic accidents on Yarra Boulevard
this year in which a number of young people have lost
their lives. We want to look at ways that we can
alleviate the concerns of local residents but also do
something for driver safety in that quite beautiful part
of my electorate.

Kew Community Carols by Candlelight
Mr T. SMITH — I was delighted to attend the Kew
carol service at Kew Baptist Church on Sunday
evening. It was supported by Boroondara City Council,
but because of the inclement weather it was shifted to
the church. The Kew Baptist Church did a wonderful
job at late notice putting on the carols.

North Balwyn Christmas celebrations
Mr T. SMITH — I congratulate the North Balwyn
Village Traders Association and the North Balwyn
Rotary Club for their Christmas celebrations, which
were held at North Balwyn village on Saturday
morning. It is a wonderful event that brings the
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community together to celebrate the spirit of Christmas
in a multicultural setting.

Head of the Yarra
Mr T. SMITH — I was delighted to present medals
at the Head of the Yarra on 26 November.

King George VI Memorial Reserve pavilion,
Bentleigh East
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — Earlier this year I
joined with the sporting clubs at King George VI
Memorial Reserve in a campaign for an upgrade to the
pavilion. This is a pavilion with no female change
rooms or even a female toilet — sadly a common story.
So many sporting facilities in our area and indeed
across the state were built without any regard to female
participation in sport. That is why I was pleased on
Monday to announce that the Andrews Labor
government will contribute $100 000 towards a
$454 000 upgrade of the pavilion by Glen Eira City
Council. This upgrade will finally provide female
change rooms and toilets. This is a great outcome,
given that this year Bentleigh Auskick had 38 girls and
Bentleigh ANA Cricket Club has two female teams,
both currently at the top of the ladder.
The Andrews Labor government is providing
desperately needed female-friendly facilities to give
girls a fair go on the sporting field. Women and girls
deserve equal facilities. We are putting an end to
players being forced to change in temporary, run-down
facilities. This upgrade to the pavilion is a good start,
but there is still more to do. I am pleased that Glen Eira
City Council has commenced discussions with the
clubs about what stage 2 of the upgrade will
encompass, including the addition of a social room
where families can gather. As a result of our campaign
for an upgrade, a number of candidates in the recent
council election included King George reserve in their
platforms. Some of these candidates are now
councillors. I look forward to supporting another
application to the state government for funding of
stage 2 of the pavilion upgrade in the very near future.

Christmas felicitations
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I would just like
to take this opportunity to wish everyone in the
chamber and their staff a very happy and safe
Christmas.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! The time for members statements has
concluded.

CLIMATE CHANGE BILL 2016
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CLIMATE CHANGE BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 November; motion of
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change).
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — First of all, with a bit
of indulgence, Acting Speaker, I would like to wish you
a merry Christmas, as well as all the staff who have
helped out this year within the chamber. To all the staff
that help us in the Parliament, to Ray and the clerks and
all the whole way through to Hansard, who manage to
make us sound fantastic all the time, we thank you very
much and we wish you a very merry Christmas. Merry
Christmas also to the catering staff and to one particular
member of the catering staff who is leaving — TJ. I am
sure that everyone in the chamber would agree that TJ
is a fantastic asset to our catering staff. When you come
into the Parliament in the morning she has always got a
smile for you and remembers your order every time. I
want to wish TJ all the best for the future as she heads
back home. I have said to her that we would love to
have her back at the Victorian Parliament in the future.
I now go on to the Climate Change Bill 2016. First of
all, I will quote from the second-reading speech. The
second-reading speech tabled by the minister has the
first line:
The Andrews Labor government recognises that climate
change is one of the most critical issues facing us today …

When you walk around the streets of local electorates
like mine, or when you travel around regional and rural
Victoria, people come up to you and say that the most
critical issue that they are facing at the moment every
day is crime — law and order. People are worried about
safety. They are worried about jobs, they are worried
about their future and they are worried about their
power bills. They are worried about how they are going
to pay their way. We have a government that at the
moment is making many changes, but all they are doing
is putting prices up and making life harder for Victorian
families.
Victorian families deserve better than that. It is vital
that we address issues in our community, and if you are
talking about the most critical issue, you talk about the
one that is affecting people at the moment. We have a
decline in growth; we have issues on our streets. The
government has come out this week and talked for four
days about law and order; that was the big answer to
everything. There have been law and order issues over
the two years of this government, and they have done
nothing about it. Today we are debating a bill about
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climate change, which the government says is one of
the most critical issues facing Victorians today. That is
something I have to fundamentally disagree with.
To add insult to injury, the bill before the house does
nothing for Victoria, and it does nothing to change
climate change in the future. It does nothing to help
Victorians. The government is saying that it is going to
give us a world-leading legislative framework to
manage risks and climate change. The actual bill does
nothing other than say that in the future a minister may
be able to put in place some options and provide some
opportunities around a framework so that they can put
in place their own targets. This is an issue that has been
raised at the federal level. It is an issue that has been
supported by state governments in the past. The federal
Labor and Liberal parties have both agreed that climate
change action must remain with the federal government
and that the states should be responsible for climate
change adaptation. We should be continuing to
concentrate on climate change adaptation.
The bill fails in relation to commonwealth
compatibility. What they have spoken about, they have
failed to deal with. They have failed to speak to the
minister in Canberra and to get any feedback. What
does the market want? The market wants certainty in
what it is doing. They want certainty in their costs; they
want certainty in their policy obligations. They do not
want a document that comes out with information that
says a minister can change their mind whenever they
want. They want something like we had in the past with
climate change adaptation, which was reported on
every five years. Now they have even removed that,
and there no longer has to be a report back on what
happens with the climate change adaptation plan.
The climate change adaptation plan we had in place
was a very good plan. It was a plan that many other
state governments looked at and used as a reference
point for what they were doing in relation to climate
change adaptation. I note that sitting behind me is the
former Minister for Environment and Climate Change,
who went through the climate change adaptation plan
and put in place plans in Victoria to make sure that
communities could deal with climate change as it
happens. The former minister gave local communities,
local councils and community groups — everybody —
a voice and made sure there was a plan in place for
adaptation going forward. It was about integrating the
management, integrating the risk, and it reinforced the
need for climate risk management across all portfolios
in the Victorian government. That was the one thing
that we were very proud of. When we were looking at
adaptation, it was not just about the one minister; the
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entire cabinet understood it needed a
whole-of-government response.
The bill before the house provides that specific
departments at specific times can be involved. What it
should be doing is saying that we need a
whole-of-government approach to make sure that we
can get the outcomes we need going forward. Who are
we going to trust when we are talking about climate
change and carbon emissions when we have a
government at the moment that is talking up trying to
put costs on businesses and trying to add costs? They
will not tell us what the costs are when we have asked
for them. They have done no planning on how this is
going to affect businesses and zero planning on how it
is going to affect local families when they are paying
their bills. We have already seen the one bit of spin
that came out in relation to Hazelwood of a 4 per cent
rise, which we now know to be 10 to 13 per cent
across the state.
We should actually review the record of this
government on carbon emissions; the government that
is now trying to tell all Victorians and other
government departments how they should run; this
government that is trying to bring in legislation to
reduce our emissions in the future. If you look at the
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS),
you see DHHS has had a 16 767-tonne increase in its
carbon emissions. The Department of Premier and
Cabinet alone has had a 156-tonne increase in its
carbon emissions. You would have to ask where the
extra emissions are coming from when you are talking
about the Department of Premier and Cabinet. You
would imagine that most of them would be coming
from cars — probably cars travelling to Trentham and
back on extra trips, carrying dogs back and forth from
Trentham to Melbourne, rather than concentrating on
what they should be doing down here. The other part of
the department’s emissions may be coming from
flights, because the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade, Mr Dalidakis, seems to be taking
an extraordinary number of flights. The member for
Footscray seems to be joining him on a lot of flights
going overseas, and I am sure those emissions are going
into the department’s carbon footprint as well.
The Department of Justice and Regulation has had an
increase of 7361 tonnes in their carbon emissions. We
would ask the minister responsible for the Department
of Justice and Regulation or Corrections Victoria, but
we are not quite sure who that is this week as they have
had four ministers in recent times. The government
have totally lost control of the department of justice,
totally lost control of our prison system and totally lost
control of the youth justice system, but now they are
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out there saying, ‘Here we go. What we’ll do is reduce
the carbon emissions from the Department of Justice
and Regulation’.
It is time you got your priorities right when you are a
government that is struggling to deliver for Victorians,
when you are a government that will not provide
Victorians with law and order, when you are a
government that cannot even guarantee jobs and when
you are a government that cannot guarantee what is
happening out on our roads. Congestion is up, any
decent road projects have been ditched and
$5.5 billion is going to be spent on an exit ramp. I can
only imagine how many carbon emissions that is
going to add to those already in our society. It is very
important to put on the record that we have a
government that cannot do it.
Following the December 2015 United Nations Climate
Change Conference in Paris, the commonwealth
committed to reducing emissions to 2005 levels by
2030. We need to have a whole-of-Australia approach
to actually reduce these emissions. The states hold
varying degrees of regulatory oversight and can
contribute to ways of reducing emissions. However, if
you want to start reducing those emissions, the best
place to start is with your own emissions by reducing
emission targets and emissions from government
departments themselves.
It is quite interesting that we can go back over time to
see where this government is heading. We already
know it is a government based on ideology. We already
know it is a government that campaigned in the past to
close Hazelwood. The government have campaigned
continuously on Hazelwood, and the next one they will
campaign for is the closure of the Alcoa smelter. I can
guarantee that there are a few people over there who are
already celebrating the number of issues that Alcoa has
had with electricity and the problems they have caused
down there. Every time this happens you are dancing
on the graves of the jobs of Victorian people. Victorian
people need that work and need those jobs going
forward. Hazelwood should remain open; it represents
20-plus per cent of our electricity baseload and it has
three viable options to ensure that it can keep on
running.
We need only look across to South Australia to see the
direction that this government is heading in. They want
to push us into the same position that South Australia is
in, where they do not have and cannot have a reliable
electricity supply. South Australia relies on Victoria to
ensure they have their power. They rely on Victoria to
deliver electricity across to South Australia because the
hottest days, the days when they most need it, are the
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days they do not have the wind and they do not have
the capacity to store the power they need. So what did
we see happen? We have seen nearly two weeks of
darkness in towns throughout South Australia. We have
seen a massive effect on productivity and we have seen
ongoing power blackouts since then.
They rely on our electricity, but what are we doing? We
are going to reduce our baseload by 20 per cent,
therefore putting not just us at risk but also adding to
the risk of the incompetent Labor government in South
Australia by reducing our electricity production here.
The government talks about the interconnectors that go
down through Tasmania, but I think it needs to be put
on the record that those interconnectors do not always
work. We have had issues with them in the past and I
am sure we will have issues with them in the future.
In the end, all of this is putting costs back onto local
families. It is putting costs onto pensioners who on a
hot day just want to be able to sit at home and know
that they can turn on the air conditioner without at the
same time having to turn on their internet connection to
watch their bank balances drop. They need to have
confidence that, one, they can turn it on and, two, that it
is not going to cost more than the pension they are
receiving. These people have already made their
contribution to the Victorian community and to the
Australian community. At this time in their lives, what
are we doing to them? We are putting up costs when
they are already struggling. Their rents have gone up
and so has everything else.
We can talk about businesses. As I said, we have asked
for some business costings on this, and we got nothing.
We have got nothing back. Where do the costs for
businesses go back to? Again, they go back to Victorian
families. I am not sure when this government is going
to get it. They love to stand in here and say, ‘We are
chucking the costs onto big business and big business is
going to have to pay’, but it is simple mathematics: big
businesses do not pay; they pass them down the chain
until they get to family homes, which have to then pay
for them out of their bank accounts.
People have lost jobs down in Hazelwood. They are the
people who are going to end up having to pay. Not only
do they have no work, but their cost of living is going
to go up too, and the people solely responsible for this
are none other than the Premier of Victoria and his
cabinet. When we talk about Hazelwood and about the
jobs that are going, the reason those jobs are going is
quite simple: it has nothing to do with a French
company, it is solely because of a tax of over
$250 million that was put on by this government. They
went in and they caused the problem, then they went
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down a few weeks later and said, ‘No, no, we fixed it’.
A $250 million tax on the Latrobe Valley. The next
thing you will probably want to do when you talk about
climate change is get rid of the jobs in Maryknoll. We
need to make sure that we protect the jobs down there.
We need to make sure that jobs are available. It is vital
that jobs are available down in the Latrobe Valley.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr BATTIN — I note the member for Essendon
interjecting. You obviously do not care about the jobs
down in Hazelwood. A thousand men and women have
lost their jobs because of decisions made by your
government. The government made those decisions and
they blatantly do not care about those people down
there in the Latrobe Valley.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr BATTIN — I will tell you, member for
Essendon: when you get off the tram and you hop on a
V/Line train you can travel all the way down to
Hazelwood, and when you get to Hazelwood you can
meet the thousand families that will no longer have
work because of your decisions, because of the
decisions of your government.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! Member for Gembrook, direct your comments
through the Chair.
Mr BATTIN — Did you want to say anything to
the other side as well?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! Direct your comments through the Chair.
Mr BATTIN — Okay, Chair, if you like.
Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Essendon was directing his
comments to the member for Gembrook, interrupting
him constantly. They were not through the Chair, so
you might like to ask the member for Essendon to
direct his comments through the Chair.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! The member for Essendon will control his
comments. The member for Gembrook will direct his
comments through the Chair.
Mr BATTIN — The other part of this is that we
actually asked for the regulatory impact statement, but
none has been given. There has been no modelling.
This is what we were saying before. We have been
asking for this information. This is evidence that the
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government has not done the work on this bill. This is
evidence they have not considered the impact of this
and how it is going to affect people.

you go online, you fill in the details and you would
probably never, ever think of it again, but you have
done your bit for the environment.

Since I was talking about jobs before, we will go down
to Alcoa. Alcoa are struggling at the moment. They
have got a major issue with electricity supply. They
have had to close down the plant for five and a half
hours. When you close the plant for five and a half
hours, it is going to take between three and six months
to get it going again. They are going to need assistance,
and the government has to step in and assist them. They
have to ensure that Alcoa will be there for the future. It
is vital for Portland. The only way to guarantee that is
to guarantee electricity supply to Portland. It must be
guaranteed; we must have consistency down there.

I think it is very important that the government comes
out and lets us know what it is doing with that
information. Is that information guaranteed to not be
used in a political campaign going forward? Does the
government guarantee not to data collect and gather
information on people trying to do the right thing,
making a decision that they can or may be able to
assist in the future, or is this just another exercise from
the government to gather data from people across
Victoria so the government can send their Victorian
Labor emails to them in the future and talk about the
things they have not done or the things they will
commit to and never, ever deliver? That is a very
important piece of information that we need to make
sure that we can get.

This bill will see the state buy international and
domestic greenhouse credits to offset their emissions.
Again we have not seen any costings for how this is
going to be done. We have asked for those costings, so
I would have to say that obviously none have been
done. The government have not done their work on it.
There has been silence on the purchase of carbon
offsets they are planning to make in Australia and
around the world. They talk about going to net zero.
Well, to do that you have got to start purchasing from
overseas. Carbon offsets are getting more and more
expensive, but they do not show up once in the budget.
You have got a budget in which you have just spent
however many billions of dollars — $1.5 billion — not
building a road in the east–west link. There has already
been an amount of money wasted by this government
over a period of time, and now you are going to have to
add to the budget the cost of offsetting emissions from
Victoria. Just consider, as I said before, the emissions
of the government departments themselves:
government department emissions are increasing every
year, with particularly massive increases in the last two
years under this government. Where is the money
coming from to reduce that to zero, the target they want
going forward?
There is also a section in relation to pledges, so people
can go in and sign a pledge. Fantastic! You can sign a
pledge to say, ‘I’m going to assist and do my part for
climate change, and I’m going to reduce my target to
zero’.
Mr T. Smith interjected.
Mr BATTIN — No, but what they do have to do is
sign a pledge. They can go online. Once they have
finished signing that pledge, they can press ‘submit’
and probably never think of it again. Let us be honest;

On the cost shift across to councils, councils have been
working with governments in the past to make sure that
they are ready for climate change. They are ready for
the climate change adaptation — they have changed the
way they are doing planning, they have reviewed many
options they have got going forward, they have tried to
reduce the costs that they have outgoing and costs in
relation to lights, power et cetera and what they are
doing there. The cost shift across to councils now with
this bill will make it near on impossible.
At the same time this government is bragging about
putting a 2.5 per cent rate cap on councils — and I have
seen many rates notices that are up about 30 per cent
down through Casey and Cardinia — it is quite
interesting that they then want to cost shift across to
council. You have got the highest taxing government in
state history, and then they want to pass on the costs to
the local councils, which they are saying need to restrict
their funds and restrict their spending. What is rather
surprising is the strain this will put on the public service
as well. If you are going to have to find all this extra
money and the public service is struggling to reduce
their own greenhouse emissions, you need to work out
what you are going to do from there.
We have actually got a pretty proud history on this side
of the house when you are talking about environmental
issues. We have worked within the national parks
scheme — the conservatives brought in national parks,
originally overseas. We have got $1 billion in the reef
fund at a federal level for the Great Barrier Reef. We
are recognising that some, if not the best, initiatives
come from the landholders themselves, and we will
continue to work with Landcare, a fantastic
organisation that has delivered. The reason they have
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delivered is that not only do they understand the
importance of the land and environmental outcomes but
they also get the best productivity out of it and they
know that is important for the future of Victoria.
At the moment, whatever people want to say about the
federal government, the federal government is on target
to beat the 2020 target by 70 million tonnes. We need
to leave the responsibility for this with the federal
government, and this government needs to concentrate
on climate change adaptation. We need to have support
for renewables, but we cannot put at risk base load
power in Victoria. We need to have a focus on the costs
on families, and we must make sure that any of the
costs that are put towards climate change do not get
passed on to Victorian households who are already
struggling.
Today we will end off there, but we say that it is vital
that this government starts to work within the
framework that they have got. It is vital that they start to
actually put it in place. If they were serious about this,
they would start to look at the sustainability funds that
they have got sitting there of half a billion dollars, they
would start to look at reducing waste, they would start
to look at pollution and they would have a genuine
action rather than a piece of paper that does nothing.
That is why the Liberal-Nationals coalition will be
opposing this bill.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — It really is an
indictment of those opposite that the lead speaker
cannot even work his way through a full contribution
on a climate change bill because he is incapable of
explaining their position in relation to these matters.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Ivanhoe makes a claim that
the lead speaker for the coalition was unable to fill his
allotted time. In fact the member for Gembrook was
asked by the Labor government to curtail his
contribution to help with the government
program — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Mr CARBINES — I am pleased to continue my
contribution. Of course those opposite want to chip in
and try to deny an opportunity for members of the
government to outline an election commitment to
review the Climate Change Act 2010, which was pulled
apart by those very dry right-wingers on the opposite
side and failed environment ministers like those leaving
the chamber now. Those public servants in the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
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can now actually mention the words ‘climate change’.
They were forbidden words when the coalition was in
office. It was actually called ‘climate variability’ under
the failed leadership of the Liberal environment
minister.
As we all know, it has always been the National Party
tail that has waved the Liberal Party dog when it comes
to climate change and environment policy in Victoria,
and we saw that with the former environment minister
in the Liberal-Nationals government, when virtually all
of his responsibilities were passed over to the Leader of
The Nationals, who made an absolute mess of it in
running the Office of Living Victoria. I will go no
further on that matter and instead will talk about the
Climate Change Bill 2016.
In particular I just want to touch on a presentation that
was given just recently in Parliament House by Malte
Meinshausen and Ross Garnaut, in which it was
mentioned by Associate Professor Meinshausen that:
The key to success is turning the global move towards a zero
carbon economy into an opportunity for Victoria and
Australia.

He said that combining renewable energies, mineral
resources and the strong education sector of Victoria is
our future. He then said:
After Hillary’s plan got trumped, hardly anyone else is better
equipped to harness the opportunity of becoming ‘energy
superpower in a zero carbon world’ —

than Australia and in particular Victoria. I think that
really sets the tone for what the government is about in
relation to this bill. As was stated by the minister in the
second-reading speech, this bill:
… is a key component of the election commitment to
reinstate Victoria as a leader in climate change action, giving
effect to the vast majority of the recommendations of the
independent review of the act, which the government initiated
in 2015.

In particular I think we just need to touch on what those
opposite did in the four years they had on the Treasury
benches. We know that they did not do very much, and
they were held to account for that at the recent election,
but what they tried to do and what they should be held
accountable for was their support of energy companies
imposing a levy on families with solar panels. They
abandoned the Victorian energy efficiency target
scheme — a scheme which produces over 2000 jobs for
the Victorian economy and a scheme which the
Andrews Labor government saved and strengthened.
The coalition also cut $40 million out of the energy
innovation fund, which supported the development of
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clean energy jobs. Then the state-based emissions
reduction target and the reference to this target in the
Environment Protection Act 1970 were repealed. The
state-based emissions data reports were repealed. The
policy objectives of the Climate Change Act 2010 were
repealed. The climate covenants in the Environment
Protection Act were repealed. However, gutting
legislation does not make climate change go away.
Forbidding anyone to mention it does not make climate
change go away. And failure to act responsibly in the
interests of all Victorians does not make climate change
go away.
In my role as parliamentary secretary both for water
and for energy, environment and climate change, I have
met many people, particularly land carers across
regional Victoria, and the people in particular you do
not need to convince about climate change are our
farmers, our primary producers of crops and our land
carers right across Victoria. They understand the effect
of climate change in their communities. They
understand that climate change is particularly affecting
their capacity to run their businesses to contribute
productively in Victoria, and they need the support and
activism of the government to support them in the work
that they do across regional Victoria.
I refer to an article by Farrah Tomazin in the Age of
22 October this year, and I quote:
It’s hard to believe it’s been almost been 10 years to the day
since the Victorian Liberals had a comprehensive
environment policy.
While that might sound ridiculous in the context of global
warming and other environmental woes, the sad reality is that
an entire decade has passed since the state Liberals offered
voters a detailed vision to tackle the challenges we currently
face.

Let us just touch on a couple of those challenges that
the Andrews government has dealt with. I quote from
the same article:
A permanent ban on fracking in Victoria? Tick. A renewable
energy target of 25 per cent by 2020? Tick. The end of
long-term leases for development in national parks —

tick —
a review of the Environment Protection Authority —

tick —
a statewide water plan to secure supply? Tick … and tick
again.

What have we got from those opposite? Nothing. As
the Age pointed out:
When it comes to the environment, both major parties —
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of course —
always have more to do. The trouble for Guy —

the Leader of the Opposition —
is that one party, in particular, also has much … to prove.

What we have seen and what we have managed to point
out is that part of this climate change bill refers to a lot
of the review work that was done under this
government and also undoes the damage done by those
rabid right-wingers on the other side of the chamber. I
quote from Deloitte Access Economics’ The economic
cost of the social impact of natural disasters for the
Australian Business Round Table for Disaster
Resilience and Safer Communities in 2016:
The total costs of disasters —

in Australia is predicted to —
… rise to an average of $33 billion per year by 2050 unless
steps are taken to increase resilience.

Again I quote:
The Department of Treasury and Finance has estimated that
the Victorian government has spent over $4 billion over the
past 10 years on response and recovery to climate-related
events such as bushfire, flood and drought.

That is from the government’s Victorian Climate
Change Adaptation Plan of 2013.
The costs of a changing climate are immense on our
economy in Victoria. We need to take action to deal
with that. Just last week at Rosanna Golf Links Primary
School the Premier and I presented Resource Smart
awards to the local community. The school moved from
2 stars to 5 stars in energy efficiency savings as a result
of the work they are doing with sustainable gardens and
the like.
This government wants to ensure that future
generations of Victorians understand the effect of the
environment and climate on their lives and on their
capacity to make contributions as citizens and prosper
as a society. Our children understand that. They are
advocating that at a level that none of us quite
understood when we were their age. The government is
resourcing and recognising their achievements and
supporting them in their work. What the government
needs to do in this place, before those people have an
opportunity as citizens to cast their own vote on their
futures, is set the parameters and make sure that the
right legislative framework is in place so that industry
can continue to invest and communities have certainty
about the opportunities for them into the future.
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We have seen the repeal by this government of the
terrible wind farm planning laws put in place by those
opposite under Premier Baillieu. We saw investment in
wind farms and really good technology leave the state
and move to South Australia. We lost that investment
and we lost those job opportunities because of the very
retrograde policies and the short-sighted ideological
zealotry of those opposite. What we did see of course
was a return of those jobs and investment to Victoria
through our policy parameters in providing great
multimillion-dollar wind farm investment and
technological development and innovation and through
the commitments that we have made in both a planning
context and an environmental context.
Can I say also that I know full well from my dealings
and discussions with advocates in the community that,
in a policy sense, for those opposite ‘climate change’
and ‘climate variability’ were words that were taboo.
We remember they had, of course, fuel reduction
units — cows back in national parks. That was about
the sum total of their contribution to climate change.
We have also seen just in recent times the absolute
mess and muddle from their colleagues in Canberra. I
do not mind quoting from Laura Tingle at page 9 of the
Australian Financial Review of 8 December 2016:
Meantime, the Prime Minister is once again left looking
insipid and at the mercy of the right of his party. Emboldened,
Senator Bernardi, for one, was pushing further on Wednesday
and saying the government should abandon its Paris climate
targets for good measure.
The Prime Minister has failed to capitalise on the possibility
of reaching some policy bipartisanship with Labor on the
climate change issue.
Instead, the coalition has gone back to the same sort of
simplistic formula — which didn’t really work for it — as it
used in the last election campaign about higher-versus-lower
taxes and presenting itself as the party of workers’ interests in
lower energy bills.

If we do not deal with the challenge of climate change,
if we do not set those police parameters in this place,
the cost to the Victorian community, the cost to primary
producers and the cost to the next generation of
Victorians will be immense, not only in investment and
jobs but in the environment and the quality of life that
we want to have here in Victoria. We need to set the
lead and the parameters. We are doing that again here
in Victoria under the leadership of the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change and the
Premier of Victoria. Those opposite stand condemned
in the community and they stand condemned in this
place for their head-in-the-sand approach to dealing
with the environment and climate change.
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Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Climate Change Bill 2016. In
starting off can I say that I think the member for
Ivanhoe, the Parliamentary Secretary for the
Environment, missed an opportunity to actually talk
about his own government’s legislation. He seems
fixated with the opposition. He is obviously ashamed of
his own legislation if he was not prepared to get up and
actually support it in the contribution he made. Can I
suggest that his minister might counsel him as to how
he makes a contribution in this place, how he speaks
about the legislation and what he perceives may be the
benefits of the legislation?
I start off by supporting the member for Gembrook and
the position he put forward, and particularly on the
matter of what is the most critical issue for Victorians at
this particular point in time. Yes, climate change is one
of those issues, but I do not believe it is the most critical
issue for the communities that I represent. If you talk to
the communities that I represent — if you talk to the
community of Lockington, where the supermarket has
been burgled four times in the last two months; if you
talk to the community of Gunbower, where there is a
crime wave and there are no police resources — you
will hear that they are the issues that are important to
those particular communities at the moment. Talk to the
communities of Timmering and Nanneella — again, a
crime wave. They know who the burglars are; the
police do not do anything about it. And when the police
finally do catch them and take them to court, it is a
revolving door and they are back out again on the street
committing those same crimes again. They are the
issues that are important to the communities that I
represent.
Mr Donnellan — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I would ask the member to return to the bill.
He is obviously getting his ‘Cs’ confused — ‘crime’
with ‘climate’ — and I would encourage him to go
back to climate.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! If the member for Murray Plains could keep his
comments on the bill.
Mr WALSH — Thank you, Acting Speaker. If you
think about this piece of legislation before us, you will
know there are no costings as to what it will do over
time to the communities of Victoria, and particularly to
jobs in Victoria. We have seen the increased cost of
energy in recent times; we will see the forced closure of
Hazelwood by this government. It is a policy the
government has had since 2010 — to close Hazelwood.
Whereas we were told by the Premier only a month ago
that power prices would go up by only 4 per cent, we
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now know they are going to go up by 10 per cent, and
they will continue to go up.
I recently met with Kagome, a food processor in my
electorate, and their gas costs are going to go up by
more than 50 per cent this year. The detailed work and
research that needs to go behind this legislation is to
find out what is the cost and particularly what is the
cost to jobs here in Victoria.
I want to limit my contribution to around the primary
production and water part of the legislation particularly.
If you think about the primary production side of it, you
will know the last thing we need in this state is the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA) — as
it could be under this legislation — telling farmers how
to run their farms. We do not need the EPA out there
telling farmers how they can run their farms.
If you think about what agriculture has done in
managing the environment in this state and in managing
the climate variability and whatever climate change will
be happening in this state in the future, you will see
they have done a fantastic job. If you read history you
go back to the big droughts — the federation drought of
the 1890s and the early 1900s and the 1930s and 1940s
droughts — where we had huge dust storms and a lot of
topsoil was lost in this state, and you fast-forward to the
millennium drought and look at the changes in farming
practices and the fact that we effectively had no dust
storms through that drought, you can see that farmers in
this state have actually done a very, very good job of
managing their soils and their farms for the future.
Farmers know that the soils are one of the critical
components to whatever crops they grow or whatever
pastures they grow for livestock, and now we have this
legislation talking about how you are going to manage
the storage of carbon in soils. We do not need the EPA
or the Labor government telling people how to run their
farms. Farmers are the best managers of the particular
resources on their properties, and they do a very, very
good job of it. You have the no-till farmers and you
have the zero-till farmer groups who are leading the
way in these things, and they are just getting on and
doing it — no thanks to the current government.
The other thing I would like to talk about is water. In all
the climate change modelling that has been done, it is
going to be about extremes in weather — not just dry,
but dry and extreme rain events. We have a government
in this state which is an absolute denier about rainfall. It
is only fixated on the dry times, not on managing the
extreme rain events in this particular state. Why is that?
The rhetorical question is: why is that? It is because
they want to justify a very, very poor public policy
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decision by a previous Labor government to build that
great white elephant down at Wonthaggi, the
$20 billion-plus desalination plant, that is costing
Melbourne Water customers about $1.8 million per
day — $1.8 million per day! — to have it sit there year
after year producing very little water. It is going to
produce some this year not because we necessarily need
it but because the government wants to justify that
plant.
If you are actually serious about managing the effects
of climate change, you would also have a focus on how
you manage severe rainfall events, how you manage
stormwater, particularly in the urban environment, how
you harvest rainwater and how you utilise recycled
water to take the pressure off the drinking water
demand in this state. This Andrews Labor government
just does not want to get involved in this discussion. It
does not want to support these sorts of projects. Again,
you would ask: why is that the case? The reason that
this Andrews Labor government does not want to
support those sorts of projects is because the previous
Liberal-Nationals government was a champion of those
issues. The government does not want to do it just
because we did it, rather than the fact that it is a good
thing that should be done.
If you start managing stormwater at its source, using
swales, using wetlands, particularly in the urban
environment, you reduce the cost of managing
stormwater significantly because you take away that
surge effect in our urban environment. You particularly
have a really positive outcome for the bays. If you
manage stormwater in the urban environment in
Melbourne, you reduce the nitrogen and phosphorus
run-off into the bays by about 50 per cent. There are
good things you can do that this government refuses to
do because the previous Liberal-Nationals government
did those things.
Mr Richardson — Are you going to talk about
climate change at all, Peter?
Mr WALSH — The member for Mordialloc
probably needs a lesson in climate change. The member
for Mordialloc is actually showing his ignorance about
what the effects of climate change are.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr WALSH — If he keeps talking, I am happy to
keep talking about the member for Mordialloc’s
ignorance on these particular issues. His community is
one of the communities that will be impacted by these
things. I would have thought he would have a very
active interest in how you manage stormwater in the
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urban environment for the benefit of his community
rather than just yelling and shouting across the chamber
about this issue.
We do know the climate is changing, and we do know
that human existence, and particularly population
increase, is having an impact on our climate. There is
no argument about that. The argument is about what
you do about it. Do you have a piece of legislation that
has probably done more harm to the environment than
anything else by the amount of paper that has been
printed rather than actually do something real? All this
bill is going to do is prepare strategies without any
costings behind those strategies, and particularly what
it is potentially going to cost in terms of jobs in
Victoria. As I said, the last thing the farmers of
Victoria want is the government and the Environment
Protection Authority telling them how they are going
to run their farms to meet some nebulous strategy in
the future. And to finish, why can this government not
actually embrace stormwater harvesting, rainwater and
recycled water?
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is a pleasure to rise
today to speak to the Climate Change Bill 2016. What
an extraordinary contribution we have just had from the
Leader of The Nationals, the member for Murray Plains
who, if I am correct, told us that climate change is real
but actually failed to mention climate change at all in
his contribution. Can I say also that if The Nationals
wanted to take a stand and indeed stand for something,
then let us see them come out in support of our ban on
fracking. That is what I would really like to see. Let us
see some leadership from the National Party in defence
of farming communities across Victoria. But I would
not hold your breath, Acting Speaker, because that
would require the National Party standing up for once
to their political masters, the Liberal Party. That would
require The Nationals to show some backbone. That is
something we have never seen and do not expect to see
in the near future from the National Party.
I am very pleased today to be speaking on this bill. This
bill is essential to reinstate Victoria as a leader in
climate change action. Delaying action risks Victoria
falling behind as other jurisdictions move to
decarbonise their economies and risks locking
Victorians into more adverse climate impacts. We need
to take action. The bill builds on the original Climate
Change Act 2010, a groundbreaking act of the former
Labor government, which at the time was landmark
legislation for Victoria and Australia. This bill provides
Victoria with a world-leading legislative framework to
manage the risks climate change presents and to
maximise the opportunities that acting early and
decisively will bring, helping Victoria transition to a net
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zero emission, climate-resilient community and
economy.
Earlier this year in August I was really privileged to
attend the Newham Landcare annual general meeting in
my electorate where Professor David Karoly from the
University of Melbourne, who is a leading thinker in
this area, gave a very compelling and authoritative
presentation to us. What was interesting to me and what
I did not know was that Professor Karoly came to
climate science via mathematics. On that evening as he
talked to us he told us how he really set out as a young
mathematician to test the maths around climate change
and the assumptions that were underlying the modelling
that had been done on climate change.
Professor Karoly came to it, firstly, through the prism
of wanting to undertake a mathematical challenge to
prove the climate science modelling wrong. He did not
come to it with any preconceived ideas but wanted to,
as I said, undertake this challenge. Try as he might, he
could not undo the numbers. No matter what
mathematical formulas he applied it was very clear to
him that the projections of the climate scientists were
absolutely real and they were mathematically solid. He
then went on to complete further studies in earth
sciences and meteorology, and of course he is today
one of the world’s leading climate scientists.
I suppose what I was really struck by in Professor
Karoly’s presentation were a number of comments that
he made. Of course he has been part of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC),
which in 2013 made the point:
Warming of the climate system is unequivocal, and since the
1950s, many of the observed changes are unprecedented over
decades to millennia …
Each of the last three decades has been successively warmer
at the Earth’s surface than any preceding decade since 1850.

The IPCC went on to say:
It is extremely likely that human influence has been the
dominant cause of the observed warming since the
mid-20th century.

What concerns me and what continues to concern me is
that there are so many people — members of the
Liberal Party and members of the National Party —
who would seek to deny that climate change is real.
That is why I was quite aghast to hear what I take as a
concession from the Leader of The Nationals earlier
today, and it is good to see. That is real progress if the
National Party is indeed accepting the science behind
climate change. One would have to ask then, if they do,
why do they take a position in opposition to this bill?
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What a disgraceful way to behave, and what a betrayal
of their communities, because if we look at what the
climate change risks to Victoria are, then it is obvious
that the people who are most at risk from the impacts of
climate change are those people who the National Party
purports to represent, because if I look again at the risks
that were presented by Professor Karoly, it is very clear
that it is farmers who are going to be most
disadvantaged by the impacts of climate change.
We know about the dangerous bushfire weather. We
live it every day in my electorate of Macedon. We live
the very real impacts of climate change in the
increased incidence of dangerous, out-of-control
bushfires, and we have seen that across our state. We
also know the Gippsland region is the part of our state
that is most at risk from rises in the sea level. Indeed
Professor Karoly estimates that if we look around
Gippsland, we see that between 27 000 and
44 000 homes are at direct threat from rising sea
levels. We will see, and are seeing, declines in snow
cover, and that is expected to continue. Of course this
will have a big impact on Victoria’s regional
communities that depend on our ski season for their
economic futures. I did just want to put on the record
those comments from Professor David Karoly.
I think this bill is a fantastic initiative of the minister,
and I would like to note also that I like the way the bill
seeks to intersect with other very important parts of
Victorian government legislation. My former role was
Parliamentary Secretary for Health. Certainly the health
and wellbeing plan takes account of the health impacts
of climate change, and there are opportunities for local
government to prepare health and wellbeing plans that
take account of the impacts of climate change in their
own communities and report upon those. All of those
things are very welcome.
In the short time that I have left I did want to commend
the minister on all the work that she has done in her
portfolio. Certainly she is a regular visitor to my
electorate and has taken some really fantastic steps. We
now have a fantastic solar farm in Woodend, made
possible through a small $100 000 government grant.
The minister is working very hard with the Minister for
Planning on the delivery of an election commitment to
enable community wind farms in my electorate,
community wind farms that of course were banned by
the former government. I commend the minister for all
her hard work.
What a contrast it is to what happens on the other side.
Knowing who was the shadow minister for
environment was a mystery to me for a long time, such
has been the absolute silence on any matter to do with
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the environment. For the information of members,
because I am sure everyone in this house would be
scratching their heads wondering who the shadow
minister for environment is, it is indeed the member
for — —
An honourable member — Gembrook.
Ms THOMAS — Gembrook, thank you; it is the
member for Gembrook. Not once has the member for
Gembrook asked a question in this place on climate
change. We know the recent assessment made by the
Age of the shadow minister’s performance on this
matter. This is a great bill. I commend it to the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Thunderstorm asthma
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Minister for Health. Minister, yesterday in question
time you said that on the night of 21 November you
received regular briefings on the unfolding asthma
crisis. Minister, what time did you speak to the state
health and medical commander about issuing an
emergency health warning that could have helped save
lives?
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question. As the member may be
aware, I was in communication both with my office and
with the secretary of my department as this
unprecedented and unpredictable event was unfolding.
Our emergency and health services were attempting to
grapple with what in fact was occurring, and I was
receiving regular updates via my secretary in respect of
the state health commander.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 9(2) and your capacity
to require a written response to be given if an oral
answer is not responsive to the question. This was a
very specific question about when the minister spoke to
the state health and medical commander. The minister
has not addressed that question. I ask you to ask her to
provide a written response.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, in
asking you to rule out of order the point of order raised
by the manager of opposition business, the minister was
very clear that there was not just one time that she
spoke to the chief medical officer but indeed many
times across a period of the night — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for
Hawthorn and Warrandyte will come to order while the
Leader of the House is on her feet.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order.

Ms Allan — There were many times and many
occasions that she was in regular contact with the
secretary of department, as is appropriate under her
responsibilities as a minister. I put it to you that she
sufficiently answered the question.

Ms HENNESSY — There is a chain of command in
this set of circumstances. Whilst I know that those
opposite do like to interfere in chains of command, I
indeed respected it on that night. I indeed ensured that I
was receiving the information that was required from
the secretary of my department and that I was not
interfering with very challenging operational
circumstances that our health service undertook.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order.

Ministers statements: government
achievements

Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Minister, is it a
fact that on the night of the emergency you at no stage
spoke to the chief executive of Ambulance Victoria, to
your chief health officer or to the chief executives of
our major hospitals?
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — It appears
that the member does not understand the structure of
management both in respect of emergency services and
health. The chief health officer in fact reports to the
secretary of the department, and perhaps the member
might also like to reflect upon the fact that in the course
of this event unfolding — an unforeseen and
unprecedented event, an event where there were
ambulances being called every 4.5 seconds, when there
were over 8500 people — —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question was very specific about who the minister
spoke to as far as the chief executives of our various
services here in Victoria. My understanding of the
Westminster system is that the minister is ultimately
responsible, and I would ask you — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
will come to order. The Leader of The Nationals is
entitled to continue making the point of order and to be
heard in silence.
Mr Walsh — I would ask you, Speaker, to bring the
minister back to answering the specific question, as she
is ultimately responsible for these issues.
Ms HENNESSY — On the point of order, Speaker,
I was being directly relevant in answering the question.
I was outlining in fact what the chain of command is,
something that I would have thought a former minister
might have understood.

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — On 29 November
2014 the people of Victoria gave to us the greatest of
gifts — the responsibility and the opportunity to govern
our state. We have not wasted one single day. We were
elected to put people first, and that is exactly what we
have done.
We have stood with Rosie Batty in this place and heard
her story — a call to action — and we have acted,
leading our nation and the world in terms of taking
action on family violence.
Then there is Cooper Wallace, someone we know only
too well. We have heard his story — his parents were
planning his funeral because they could not access the
medicinal cannabis that is absolutely central to his
wellbeing. Well, we have got on with that and we have
legalised medicinal cannabis in this state.
Dianne Dejanovic’s son, Daniel, died at the St Albans
level crossing. I was out there just last week. St Albans
and the Furlong Road level crossing have been put
where they belong — in the history books. Gone as part
of 50 level crossings — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern will come to order.
Mr ANDREWS — Deathtraps, all of them, that are
being removed because this government is getting on
with delivering on the commitments that we made.
Alison Marchant was one of so many thousands of
Victorians who participated in one of the most effective
community-based, grassroots campaigns to make sure
that the speculators did not finish up destroying the
environment, which is the economy in regional
Victoria. Because of her we are banning fracking and
we are banning it for good.
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There are so many other stories — 184 000 extra jobs,
1000 schools being upgraded, and of course 2729 new
police, because this government is governing to put
people first — —
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taking a lecture from those on the other side about
doing nothing, a matter that they are incredibly expert
in — —
Ms Staley interjected.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier’s time has
come to an end.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon is
warned.

Ms Thomas interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon is warned. The Leader of The Nationals on a
substantive question, in silence.
Mr Battin interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! That includes the
member for Gembrook.

Thunderstorm asthma
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question again
is to the Minister for Health. Minister, as the person
ultimately responsible for the state emergency warning
in relation to the 21 November asthma emergency, with
calls flooding in to 000 every 4.5 seconds from as early
as 7.00 p.m., and with the emergency management
team convening at 8.00 p.m., why did you sit at home
and do nothing — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals, in silence.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to order, and so will the members
for Geelong and Yan Yean.
Mr J. Bull interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Sunbury is warned!
Mr WALSH — Minister, why did you sit at home
and do nothing rather than demand the issuing of an
emergency health warning, as advised, to the
community?
Mr Foley interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I reject
the implications contained in the member’s question. I
answered this question yesterday, and I am certainly not

Ms HENNESSY — Can I encourage those opposite
that there will be a review in respect of the broad issue
that occurred — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HENNESSY — How dare they adversely — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte is also warned. The Minister for Health to
continue, in silence.
Ms HENNESSY — How dare they adversely
reflect upon the incredible hard work that our
ambulance and hospital services were undertaking
throughout that night and beyond — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HENNESSY — All lessons that need to be
learned will be learned, Speaker — —
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Ripon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ripon
will withdraw herself from the house for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Ripon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Thunderstorm asthma
Questions and statements resumed.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — All
lessons that need to be learned from this very, very sad
set of events will be learned, and I think to try to turn
this into some kind of political football is a reflection
upon those opposite.
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Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Minister, is it not
true that on the night of the 21 November asthma
emergency Ambulance Victoria was ringing news
outlets to coordinate the next day’s media and political
response but no-one was ringing news outlets to ask
them to broadcast immediate emergency health
warnings and advice to the community that would have
helped save lives?
Mr Foley interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing will withdraw himself
from the house for the period of 1 hour.
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
withdrew from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Thunderstorm asthma
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — That is
absolutely untrue. That is an absolute insult against
what our Ambulance Victoria personnel were doing on
the night. That is a matter that the CEO of Ambulance
Victoria has addressed. I think the Liberals are again
reverting to form. They cannot help themselves but
attack our paramedics. They do it industrially, they do it
by cutting health funds — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Geelong
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Geelong will withdraw herself from the house for the
period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Geelong withdrew from
chamber.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Thunderstorm asthma
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Health
to continue and to be heard in silence by all members.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — They
simply cannot help themselves. Old habits die very,
very hard, and I would certainly refer the member to the
statements that the CEO of Ambulance Victoria has
made on multiple occasions in respect of their activities.
But what a disgrace that when people were out there
trying to save lives — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Dandenong
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Dandenong will withdraw herself from the house for
the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Dandenong withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Thunderstorm asthma
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the issue. It was a very serious and
important question about the lack of emergency
warnings and advice being given to the community on a
night when eight people died. The minister should
return to providing substantive information to this
Parliament and the community about what went wrong
on that night and why eight people died as a
consequence.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will come
back to answering the question.
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Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — In
conclusion, Speaker, the member’s question is
absolutely false. The public record demonstrates it is
absolutely false, and it is an absolute disgrace. The
Liberal Party cannot help themselves when it comes to
attacking our hardworking paramedics.
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Member for Footscray
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — My question is to the
Premier. Yesterday you declared that a key reason that
the member for Footscray, as a backbench MP, has a
taxpayer-funded suite — —

Ministers statements: police numbers

Honourable members interjecting.

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) — This week
has been a very historic week, with the biggest ever
investment in Victoria Police’s history. But it is more
than just money; it is a model to get the police numbers
right now and into the future, a model that stops the
bust and boom of police numbers. We also have a raft
of law changes, new interventions, new equipment and
technology that will ensure Victoria Police leads the
nation in its ability to prevent, disrupt and detect crime.
In fact the Herald Sun did a very good list today of all
those investments and changes. I would say that
although it is a great list, it actually has not captured
everything.

Questions and statements interrupted.

Today I do not want to understate just how important
the new allocation model is. As Ron Iddles said on the
day — the secretary of the police association — this is
about having a sustained model for the future. In fact it
will stop the situation I experienced just recently — that
the community of Cranbourne and Casey experienced
recently — where there was a request made to me
about whether we would back in a commitment of
police numbers of 3000, with 1900 in the Casey
community. As I was preparing a response I received
an email from the Cranbourne Leader saying they had
just received another email saying actually the figure
was not 3000; in fact it was only 1900, it was statewide
and it was up to the Chief Commissioner of Police to
allocate. So on 4 November the Cranbourne Leader
reported that the Leader of the Opposition promises
1900 more police in 2018. It was 3000 one moment,
1900 one moment — —
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to order.
Ms NEVILLE — Only in the Cranbourne Leader.
We could not find it on the website. We could not find
the media release. We could not find it. So the big
question is: are they backing the allocation model? Are
they going to back that allocation model and stand
behind the contract that we have signed that the police
association and the chief commissioner have signed?

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Gippsland South
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gippsland South will withdraw himself from the house
for a period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Gippsland South withdrew
from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Member for Footscray
Questions and statements resumed.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
entitled to silence when attempting to put a substantive
question.
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — I will start again, Speaker.
Premier, yesterday you declared that a key reason that
the member for Footscray as a backbench MP has a
taxpayer-funded suite on the ministerial floor of
121 Exhibition Street is that she is a former minister.
Premier, where are the comparable offices for your
three other former ministers, or do they not provide you
with the same level of internal factional information
that she does?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is equally
entitled to silence when endeavouring to respond to the
member for Kew on a substantive question.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Thanks very much,
Speaker, and I thank the member for Kew for his
question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Bundoora.
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Mr ANDREWS — If anyone had any doubt that it
was beginning to look a lot like Christmas — two
questions from the member for Kew two days running!
But no question on the budget, no question on building
schools, no question on repairing TAFEs, no question
on the biggest boost to ambulance services in the
history of the state, no question about police, no
question about — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair upholds the
point of order. I call on the Premier to come back to
answering the question.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat.

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Thanks very much,
Speaker, for your guidance. The question relates to the
outstanding job the member for Footscray is doing.
Despite those opposite and their interest in criticising
the member for Footscray, she is out there working
every day to grow jobs, to improve our trade
opportunities throughout the region — —

Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, I would ask you to bring the Premier
back to answering the question. This question goes to
the heart of the integrity of this government — —

Mr T. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, by
way of relevance, I did not reflect on the member for
Footscray; I reflected on the Premier, and I would ask
him to come back to answering my question.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
hear the Leader of The Nationals. The Leader of The
Nationals, in silence.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is Thursday; I accept
that. We still have a few minutes to go and a key
performance indicator of the Speaker to be upheld.
Mr Walsh — On the issue of relevance, this is a
very simple question about how the government is
spending taxpayers resources on luxurious offices for
backbench MPs.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Macedon
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon will withdraw herself from the house for a
period of 1 hour. The Chair must be able to hear the
Leader of The Nationals.
Honourable member for Macedon withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Member for Footscray
Questions and statements resumed.

The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The Premier, to continue in a manner which is
responsive to the question as put by the member for
Kew.
Mr ANDREWS — I am asked about resources
provided to the member for Footscray for the
outstanding work that she does, and that is what I am
answering. It must be of such delight to all those
shadow ministers who bid for a question today and
could not get one — not on health, not on education,
not on roads, not on Metro. All those shadow
ministers — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Hawthorn
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn will withdraw himself from the house for a
period of 1 hour. The Chair is unable to hear the
Premier.
Honourable member for Hawthorn withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Member for Footscray
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The member for
Footscray is doing an outstanding job, and I make no
apology to the member for Kew or anybody else for
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providing appropriate resources to her to get that job
done.
Supplementary question
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — Premier, given the special
treatment you have afforded backbench MP the
member for Footscray, can you advise the house: in
what way is her contribution superior to that of the
members for Geelong, Oakleigh, Bentleigh, Bendigo
West, Thomastown, Carrum and Mordialloc, but
particularly the member for Yan Yean?
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
entitled to silence — including from the member for
Malvern and opposition members — when attempting
to make a point of order.
Ms Ward interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
is warned.
Mr T. Smith — Fair dinkum, Speaker! This bloke,
he jumps on the hook for you. Could you bring him
back to answering the question?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
will come to order, and so will the Treasurer. The Chair
is on his feet. I remind members that although it is
Thursday and although we are now coming to the end
of this parliamentary sitting, standing orders remain on
foot for the totality of the sitting, including today. The
Premier to be heard, in silence.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am not certain that I
can add to my earlier answer. We ought to get the
member for Kew a white flag because clearly he has
given up — clearly they have just given up. If that is the
best you have got — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew on
a point of order, to be heard in silence.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Clarinda
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Clarinda will leave the house for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Clarinda withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Member for Footscray
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member will resume
his seat. That is disorderly. The member for Kew is
warned.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Thank you so much,
Speaker, for the call. Let me finish. I would not be
quoting Paul Keating if I was the member for Kew,
because you know Paul Keating. The member for
Footscray and indeed every one of the members that the
member for Kew mentioned are doing an outstanding
job. They are on the government benches, and one of
the reasons they are on the government benches is
because of people like the member for Kew. Merry
Christmas, member for Kew — keep your questions
coming.

Ministers statements: health funding
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I am
delighted to rise to report to the house what two years
of significant investment under our government in
health services has achieved for the Victorian
population. Of course this has been a bit of a challenge,
because when we came to government $1 billion had
been cut from our health system by those who sit
opposite, so we certainly had our work ahead of us.
But our investments are making significant inroads. I
am delighted to advise the house that in the past two
years we have invested over $3 billion in additional
funding to our health and ambulance services, including
the biggest one-off elective surgery boost. I am
delighted that we have got the shortest elective surgery
waiting list in 17 years. That comes from not only hard
work by our health sector but important investment
from our government. Of course just recently we made
a significant investment of half a billion dollars in our
ambulance services that is going to recruit an additional
450 paramedics and build new and additional branches
for people from rural and regional Victoria to our outer
suburbs and the inner city.
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We are also making some significant capital
investments. We are of course making great progress
on the Joan Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital.
We have made a significant investment, Speaker, you
will be delighted to hear — of $85 million for Werribee
Mercy Hospital. We have got $10 million to open a
new Ballarat catheterisation lab. We have put the
biggest, $200 million, investment into rural and
regional health infrastructure — we are incredibly
proud of that. We are investing in the Maroondah breast
cancer centre that we are building. We have got an
expansion at Casey Hospital. We have put the helipad
back on top of the Monash Children’s Hospital. We are
opening a school in the Monash Children’s Hospital.
We are opening new mental health services in the
Monash Children’s Hospital — things that the previous
government cut. We have fixed up their mess at the
Royal Victorian Eye and Ear Hospital. We support our
health workforce. Our government works with them
and invests in them, in stark contrast to what those
opposite did for four long, dark years.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
now expired.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Premier. Premier, in June, 176 days ago, you said:
I was not going to have another fire season where instead of
being out there on the fireground, senior representatives of the
CFA are in the Fair Work Commission.

With the Country Fire Authority (CFA) and volunteers
still in the Fair Work Commission, is it not a fact that
volunteers across the state are warning the CFA that
this ongoing dispute is a dangerous distraction from
their ability to prepare for and respond during this fire
season?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of The
Nationals, the Chair is on his feet. The Premier is
entitled to silence when responding to the member for
Gembrook on a substantive question.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Thanks very much,
Speaker, and I thank the member for Gembrook for his
question. I can assure him that every single one of our
firefighters, career or volunteer, and management —
everybody involved in the protection of property and
life across our state — is absolutely committed to
getting the job done. That is something that should be
well understood. It is certainly understood by
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everybody on this side of the house. I would hope that
all members of Parliament be respectful of the talents
and abilities and be confident in the talents and abilities
of every member of our emergency services family. So,
far from the assertion in the question, I would direct the
honourable member to quotes made by emergency
management commissioner Craig Lapsley just a couple
of weeks ago when he said:
… our firefighters, whether career or volunteer, won’t let us
down. They haven’t missed a call yet; they won’t miss a call.

I could not agree more.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, there is an
agreement — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to order. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition will come to order. The Premier to be
heard, in silence.
Mr ANDREWS — That is the first point. Secondly,
we should all be supportive and confident and be
backing up those in our emergency services team for
their skills and their abilities and their commitment, not
calling into question their preparedness or readiness,
when they are fine Victorians who will, yet again, do a
fine job.
In relation to the agreement, there is an agreement
between the workforce and the employer. There is also,
sadly, what can only be described as a threatening letter
from Minister Michaelia Cash that is being considered
by CFA management, as is appropriate. Much to the
disappointment of the member for Gembrook, every
single member of the CFA, career or volunteer, I
reckon they will be focused on the fire season —
absolutely they will be — because they are great
Victorians, they are the best of Victoria, and they will
do us proud this fire season, as they have every one
before.
Supplementary question
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — Will you now
guarantee that your government will not sign any deeds
or enter into any other arrangements that would allow
any of the 50 veto powers over CFA operational
decision-making being given to the union so that your
enterprise bargaining agreement deal with Peter
Marshall would be introduced by a back door for this
fire season?
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Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — As I was just saying,
there is an agreement between the employer and the
workforce. The parties are actually in Fair Work
Australia at the moment — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook will come to order.
Mr ANDREWS — I am not sure quite sure what
the member for Gembrook is on about, but he asked me
to guarantee things, and I will tell you what I will
guarantee — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to order.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, you asked the question. I
will guarantee that 48 aircraft will be the biggest air
fleet we have ever had. I will guarantee that.
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Ministers statements: rail infrastructure and
services
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
just delighted to provide an update to the house on the
strong progress the Andrews Labor government is
making on delivering on those critical commitments —
and going further than that — in the public transport
area. Let us start with level crossings. We committed to
remove 50 by 2022. We have already removed 7, and
there are 13 more under construction. Compare that to
those opposite, who funded and finished not one single
level crossing during their time in government. We are
extending new rail lines — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is both misleading the house and debating the
issue. If she wants to debate the funding for the removal
of level crossings during our term in office, we would
be very happy for her to do so.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
supplementary question was a very specific one about
whether the Premier would guarantee not to sell out
volunteers by a backdoor deal with Peter Marshall. If
he is not prepared to give that guarantee, he should
simply say so, not debate the issue.

The SPEAKER — Order! The manager of
opposition business should be heard in silence. The
member for Eltham is warned and will not be want
again. The Chair is unable to hear the manager of
opposition business. The Chair will not warn the
member for Eltham again.

Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question actually that was put to the Premier was about
whether the government would guarantee that it would
not sign certain deeds, and the Premier’s answer went
to the fact that the parties to any agreement would be
the CFA and its workforce. He has actually addressed
the substance of the question entirely.

Mr Clark — Speaker, if the minister wants to
debate the coalition’s removal of level crossings, such
as Mitcham Road and Rooks Road, she should do so by
way of substantive motion. She should not be debating
issues in the course of a ministers statement.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order.
Mr ANDREWS — The questioner did seek certain
guarantees, and we will guarantee a strong air fleet. We
will guarantee a strong budget. We will guarantee the
best equipment we could possibly provide. We will
guarantee that we will not be using the CFA to raise
funds for our political party. We will guarantee that
when we talk about these issues, we will have some
idea of what we are talking about, unlike the federal
government. We will guarantee to back our firefighters,
because that is what they do: they back Victoria.

Ms ALLAN — On the point of order, Speaker, in
his point of order the manager of opposition business
leaned into alleging that I may have been providing
false information to the house. Can I repeat and make it
very clear: those opposite did not fund and finish the
removal of one single level crossing. The truth may
hurt!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
hear the minister; therefore the house must come to
order. I warn the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation.
Ms ALLAN — The truth might hurt a little bit for
those opposite, who wasted their four years in office,
but that is not a reason to stand up and take a point of
order.
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Ms Ryall — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister just referred to ‘we might not like the truth’. I
would expect that the minister — —
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to Mernda; duplicating the Hurstbridge line; duplicating
the Ballarat line — —
Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair must be able
to hear. The member will make a point of order.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
hear the minister.
Mrs Fyffe interjected.

Ms Ryall — I am certainly making that — —
Questions and statements interrupted.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Ringwood knows the rules of engagement well. The
Chair expects the member for Ringwood to make the
point of order in the appropriate manner.
Ms ALLAN — What is your point of order?
Ms Ryall — The point of order is Mitcham and
Rooks roads, Minister.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Ringwood has concluded her point of order. The Chair
upholds the point of order made by the manager of
opposition business. The minister will come back to the
question.
Ms ALLAN — We funded those two, Speaker. We
are extending rail lines — the biggest public transport
infrastructure program — —
Mr Wells interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Rowville
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Rowville will withdraw himself from the chamber for a
period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Rowville withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: rail infrastructure and
services
Questions and statements resumed.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — We
are funding rail lines; the Melbourne Metro tunnel, the
biggest public transport infrastructure program in the
state, for which early works have started; the train line

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Evelyn
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Evelyn
will now withdraw herself from the house for 1 hour.
Honourable member for Evelyn withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: rail infrastructure and
services
Questions and statements resumed.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) —
Those opposite promised all sorts of rail line
extensions, but did not deliver one single kilometre of
extra track in the metropolitan network, and of course
they crafted their Metro rail project on the back of an
envelope.
In just two years we have purchased 65 new
high-capacity trains with a local content of 60 per cent,
we have purchased 19 X’trapolis trains that are made in
Ballarat, we have purchased 48 VLocity carriages and
20 new E-class trams that are made in Dandenong, and
we put a stop to the order of trains from South Korea
that was going to be placed by those opposite.
In regional transport, we are upgrading the Ballarat line,
we are supporting Bendigo Metro rail, we are building
the Murray Basin rail freight project and we are adding
more than 500 additional services to the regional
network — five times the number of services added by
those opposite in their four years, who did not deliver
one extra service for Maryborough or one extra service
for Warrnambool. We are building a stronger, better
public transport system.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Opposition members and
government members will allow the Leader of the
Opposition to ask a substantive question. The
Attorney-General is warned.

Country Fire Authority volunteers
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Speaker,
with your indulgence and with no-one else to do it, may
I wish you, all members, media, staff and visitors a
Merry Christmas. Merry Christmas, Dan. Have a lovely
Christmas, Dan.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair thanks the
Leader of the Opposition, but this is question time. The
Leader of the Opposition now on a substantive
question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is warned.
Mr GUY — My question is to the Premier. Premier,
in June you said you were not going to have another
fire season where senior representatives of the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) were wasting public money in the
Fair Work Commission.
Ms Green interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Yan Yean
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Yan
Yean will withdraw herself from the chamber for a
period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Yan Yean withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Country Fire Authority volunteers
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Premier,
can you confirm that your new CFA board has so far
spent more than $2 million on advisers and lawyers
simply to attack and undermine the very volunteers
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who this summer will risk their lives to keep us and our
property safe?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. I cannot confirm that,
and I have no idea where the Leader of the Opposition
got his numbers from. It might have been the same
unnamed source who said there were 15 carjackings on
the Geelong Road. It turns out there were not. That is
otherwise known as making it up. So no, I cannot
confirm that. We always need to check every single
number, every figure, every fact allegedly put forward
by the Leader of the Opposition. I say that, because this
week he has been caught red-handed, so I cannot
confirm that — —
Mr Guy interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — Police have not responded to
any attempted carjackings on the Princes Freeway since
1 November.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker — —
Mr ANDREWS — I have not completed my
answer, Speaker. I would like the call afterwards.
The SPEAKER — Order! Absolutely. The Chair is
clear, but the Leader of the Opposition is entitled to
take a point of order.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance. I ask you to bring the Premier back to the
question that I asked him, which was not about any
other portfolio except the CFA. It was around the cost
to the CFA board to take on volunteers. It is a very
simple question. My final point of order this year is:
can you please bring the Premier back to answering a
question about CFA volunteers who put their lives on
the line for all of us?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier — —
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of the
Opposition.
Mr ANDREWS — The Leader of the Opposition
has indicated it is his final point of order for the year,
and I feel that it is appropriate that I respond and add to
the point of order with the call. I have been asked a
question about whether I can confirm a certain fact as
put forward by the Leader of the Opposition. I have
indicated I cannot confirm that and I am explaining
why. That is completely relevant, and I urge you to rule
the point of order, albeit the final one, out of order.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier was being
responsive in the early part of his answer to the
question. With respect, I submit to the Premier that he
come back to responding to the question. I think that
would be a good note to finish on.
Mr ANDREWS — Thank you, Speaker. As I was
saying, I cannot confirm the number that has been put
forward by the Leader of the Opposition without any
foundation or basis, and I would need to check those
matters. That matter will be added to a growing list of
things that the Leader of the Opposition puts forward as
facts.
In the interests of accuracy — —
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Ms Allan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will come to order. On a supplementary question, the
Leader of the Opposition to the Premier.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — One fact the
Premier I am sure will remember is when he said a few
months ago, ‘This dispute had to come to an end, and I
ended it’ — a statement Victorians all now know to be
a lie. Premier, very simply — —
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook! The member for Hastings is warned.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair requires the
Leader of the Opposition to rephrase his terminology.
The Leader of the Opposition will rephrase that
question.

Mr ANDREWS — In the interests of accuracy we
are all spending quite a bit of time checking each and
every one of the claims made by the Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr GUY — Six months ago the Premier said, ‘This
dispute had to come to an end, and I ended it’ — a
statement all Victorians now know not to be true.
Premier, very simply: when will this dispute end?

Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Hastings

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier to respond
to the Leader of the Opposition on the final
supplementary question for this year.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am not sure what
the Leader of the Opposition is referring to — —
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings will withdraw himself from the house for the
period of 1 hour.

Mr ANDREWS — It is a laughing matter now,
apparently.

Honourable member for Hastings withdrew from
chamber.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat. The Premier to continue, in silence.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Country Fire Authority volunteers
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I could regale the
house with lots of examples, but you, Speaker, have
ruled that I should not do that, so I will conclude my
answer there.
Mr Pakula interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
will come to order. I have not called on the Leader of
the Opposition yet.

Mr Battin — On a point of order, Speaker, if the
Premier is unsure, we are happy to help him. There has
been a dispute with the CFA ongoing for a long period
of time — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook will resume his seat. There is no point of
order.
Mr ANDREWS — Now we can see why the
member for Kew gets all the questions. Thanks for that;
it was very helpful. He did not get — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — I think the member for Kew is a
bit ahead of the member for Gembrook on the question
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count — thanks for pointing that out as well. There is
an agreement between the employer and the employees.
There is a record budget for the CFA and there is every
confidence, despite the political games and the political
fundraising of those opposite, that we should all have
faith and confidence in everyone at the CFA to fight
hard to keep all of us safe. There is no industrial action,
there are no bans — the only people talking about
disputes are those opposite.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier’s time has
now concluded. The Treasurer has the call.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair and our
friends in the media must, in the concluding
26 seconds, be able to hear the Treasurer, in silence. To
conclude his statement the Treasurer must continue and
the Chair must be able to hear the Treasurer make that
statement.
Mr PALLAS — To the Hansard reporters, thanks
for making the government sound erudite and for doing
justice to the opposition.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does
understand that the Treasurer, particularly on the final
day, is likely to enrage and engage the member for
Malvern, but he has not yet started, so I request that the
Treasurer be entitled to make his statement.

Christmas is a time for giving, and the greatest gift the
opposition could give is to remain exactly where they
are, doing whatever it is they do. I think I speak on
behalf of all of my colleagues in saying that we could
not have asked for a better opposition. To quote Billy
Joel: ‘Don’t go changing, we love you just the way you
are’.

Ministers statements: economy

CHRISTMAS FELICITATIONS

Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise at the end of this
parliamentary year to reflect upon the achievements of
the Andrews Labor government after two years of
putting people first. We said we would get Victorians
back to work, and then we created 184 000 jobs. We
have created more new jobs in the last 12 months than
the rest of the nation combined. We said we would
make Victoria the education state, then we handed
down the biggest education budget in Victoria’s
history. We said we would keep Victoria’s finances
strong, then we delivered one of the largest surpluses in
Victoria’s history. We said we would lease the port and
we would remove 50 level crossings in eight years —
well, we will be done or in the ground on 37 of those by
the end of 2018. We delivered gross state product
growth four times greater in 2015–16 than those
opposite delivered in their last year.

The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to take this
opportunity to wish the Premier, the Leader of the
Opposition, the President of the Legislative Council,
members from both sides of the house and of the
Parliament, and the Victorian community best wishes
for the holidays. To all the acting Speakers, thank you
for your contribution and support this year in assisting
the Chair to manage the house somewhat. To my
Deputy Speaker, the member for Melton, thank you for
your support, advice and guidance.

Honourable members interjecting.

The holiday season of course is a time for family and a
time for reflection. For our government that means
recognising that we have to change pace and reflect.

To the Clerk, Ray Purdey; the Deputy Clerk, Bridget
Noonan; the Assistant Clerk Committees, Robert
McDonald; and the Assistant Clerk Procedure and
Serjeant-at-Arms, Vaughn Koops — thank you for your
advice and guidance this year. I do not think I could do
my job well, or reasonably well, without all of you, so I
thank you as a team.
To our Assembly staff, thank you for your hard work
this year. I am sure we are all looking forward to a
well-earned break.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer is entitled
to silence.
Mr PALLAS — I am not sure whether those
opposite will actually have to change pace at all in the
holiday season.
To our intrepid Hansard reporters, thank you very
much — —

To the Secretary of the Department of Parliamentary
Services, Peter Lochert, thank you for your advice,
support and assistance this year. Peter and his staff look
after all of us. Thank you.
Thank you to all the staff from Hansard, the library,
security, property, buildings and grounds, catering —
TJ, we will miss you — finance, organisational
development and IT. Sometimes we take them for
granted because we do not see them every day. They
are the ones who do all the work in the background and
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make this place function. I would like to personally
thank them for taking care of us and managing this
wonderful building.
To members of the media gallery, I wish you and your
families all the best and a good break.
To my staff, Santhi and Jeremy, thank you for keeping
my office running well. I would say that my office is a
well-oiled machine. Thank you both for your
professionalism, guidance and support throughout the
year.
In conclusion, I share the sentiment of the people at the
Transport Accident Commission who remind us at this
most festive time of year to look out for our friends and
families and to share the responsibility for keeping each
other safe.
On behalf of the Premier and the Leader of the
Opposition, I express my thanks to the Victorians who
will be working during the Christmas period to ensure
our safety and wellbeing. In particular I extend on
behalf of us all our appreciation to Victoria Police, the
ambulance service, firefighters, doctors and nurses.
We wish you all a good break with your families and
friends. Recharge your batteries, and I look forward to
you and us returning next year. Happy season. Merry
Christmas. May I say, Feliz Navidad!

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Mr T. Bull — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
I wish to bring to your attention some overdue
questions. There are 11 in fact. Four relate to the
Minister for Agriculture, two were asked on 25 October
and two were asked on 27 October. They are questions
11 838, 11 839, 11 904 and 11 907. There are also
seven questions to the Minister for Health that were
asked on 24 and 27 October. They are questions
11 840, 11 896, 11 897, 11 898, 11 899, 11 905 and
11 906. I request that you encourage those ministers to
please respond given that the answers are now well and
truly overdue.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I thank the
honourable member for Gippsland East. I will forward
that request to the Speaker. I do appreciate that the
member has also detailed the numbers as well. We have
had a discussion in terms of outstanding questions, so
we are trying to deal with this particular issue, but I
thank the honourable member for Gippsland East.
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Caulfield electorate
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — (12 157) My
question is to the Minister for Planning. Can the
minister please provide clarification immediately on the
definition of ‘non-residential use’ to prohibit such
overdevelopment in my electorate of Caulfield. Under
current planning height restrictions, the height limit in a
residential zone is 8 metres, or 2 storeys, but this limit
does not apply to non-residential uses, such as aged
care or independent living units. Currently there is a
proposal to build a 19-storey tower overdevelopment
on the Bethlehem hospital site at Kooyong Road,
Caulfield South, which is completely out of character
for the area. This is obviously an unwelcome Christmas
present for the constituents around that area, so I ask the
minister to please provide clarification of what a
non-residential use is to prohibit such overdevelopment
as the one at Bethlehem hospital in my electorate of
Caulfield.

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (12 158) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Health.
Minister, constituents in my electorate are concerned
that the federal Liberal government is going to cut
dental services, particularly urgent services. The current
funding arrangement between the federal government
and states and territories, which was put in place by the
former federal Labor government, ends on
31 December; however, due to the Turnbull
government’s inaction, new arrangements have not yet
been made. Minister, constituents in my electorate who
rely on the public dental health system are very worried
and want to know what actions you are taking to ensure
the federal government continues to pay its fair share of
public dental funding.

Gippsland East electorate
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — (12 159) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. The information I seek on behalf of
several constituents who have contacted my office is
whether the minister is aware of the need to repair the
Gelantipy Road in the vicinity of the 115-kilometre
marker. My office has been contacted about this section
of road by a number of constituents who are concerned
about both its condition and the reduction of the speed
limit to 80 kilometres an hour.
VicRoads has advised that the reason for the reduced
speed limit is as a result of the condition of this section
of the road. It also said that permanent repair at this
location does not form part of the current roads
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program and will be considered in future programs.
Local residents have found it astounding that this is an
admission that speed limits are being reduced rather
than fixed due to the condition of the roads. As a result
they have asked me to seek the minister’s views on
whether this is an acceptable situation and whether the
minister intends to reinstate the cuts to road funding to
address such matters.

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (12 160) I direct my
constituency question to the Minister for Education,
and I ask: what is the latest information about the
application by Ascot Vale Primary School for funding
from the Inclusive Schools Fund for a sensory garden to
benefit children with special needs?

Eildon electorate
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — (12 161) My question is
to the Minister for Families and Children, and I raise it
on behalf of Toolangi Castella District Community
House. Minister, will you request that the Department
of Health and Human Services review the policy which
requires all staff at neighbourhood community houses
to have annual working with children checks even
when they do not work with children? The committee
sees this requirement as unnecessary and cumbersome
red tape. Whilst Toolangi Castella District Community
House supports child protection initiatives and good
governance, they, like others, are experiencing
difficulties with compliance and in particular the cost of
compliance. Compliance for this small community
house, which runs on a shoestring budget, equates to
$592.60 after the initial set-up cost of $238, and this
impacts heavily on their costs and already slim
operations. The additional bureaucracy gains nothing
but frustrates the end users and puts pressure on the
sustainability of smaller operations. It just does not
seem to make sense that they need to have working
with children checks when they do not work with
children.

Eltham electorate
Ms WARD (Eltham) — (12 162) My question is to
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. Minister, what
are you doing to ensure that women in the Eltham
electorate are respected when travelling on our roads?
In particular I refer to images and words of a sexist and
misogynistic nature used by a well-known registered
company providing transport services. A number of
women in my community have contacted me about this
issue, including young women who contributed to
various school forums held in my electorate this year.
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The Labor government in Queensland has recently put
forward legislation that allows the government to
rescind the registration of Wicked Campers’ vans
which do not comply with Advertising Standards Board
decisions.
Victoria launched the state’s first gender equality
strategy this week. Sexist and demeaning images and
words on mobile billboards displayed on transport
vehicles available for hire should not be tolerated in
Victoria. Women and girls in my electorate want to feel
respected, and they want to be treated as equals.
Minister, what will you do to keep images and words of
a sexist and misogynistic nature off vehicles that are
masquerading as billboards on our roads?

Prahran electorate
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — (12 163) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and I ask: will the minister or
representatives from his office or VicRoads meet with
local residents to discuss the Dandenong Road–Hornby
Street crossover? The crossover was closed last year
due to a number of collisions between trams and
vehicles at the site over several years. The closure
affected the travel movements of local residents,
forcing them to make a U-turn at Dandenong Road and
Chapel Street — a vehicle movement that congestion
can often make difficult and lengthy.
Residents feel that they were not properly consulted
regarding the closure or over other potential solutions
such as a controlled crossing with traffic lights. I have
written to the minister’s office requesting that a meeting
be held with residents and am yet to receive a response.
I note VicRoads, in an email to residents earlier this
year, stated:
If you have ideas on how to improve your travel experience in
this area without compromising safety, we would be pleased
to receive them.

Residents would greatly appreciate a chance to meet
with the minister or officials to discuss the crossover, to
outline their concerns, to share their ideas — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Ivanhoe electorate
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — (12 164) My question
is to the Minister for Education and Deputy Premier.
Can the minister advise when he will be in a position to
announce the next round of funding under the inclusive
schools program? I just wanted to also point out that,
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amongst schools in my electorate, Rosanna Golf Links
Primary School, which is a regional deaf facility and
was visited by the Premier just last week, is undergoing
a more than $6 million redevelopment for the over
500 students that attend that school. We were also able
to reward them for their great work in becoming a
5-star ResourceSmart school just last week. In
particular I would also like to mention in relation to this
funding program Ivanhoe Primary School and the work
they also do — as all schools in my electorate do —
around ensuring that they provide inclusive
infrastructure and support programs for students in the
electorate. I look forward to hearing the minister’s
response to that query.

Forest Hill electorate
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — (12 165) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Education.
My question is: when will the government provide
funding to build a staff car park at Livingstone Primary
School? Livingstone Primary School in my electorate
of Forest Hill is a popular, fast-growing school with
increasing enrolments and consequential increases in
teaching and other staff. The school has no staff car
park. This provides ongoing challenges for the school
community, not the least of which is that the staff have
to park in nearby areas away from the restricted parking
zones adjacent to the school, as well as for parents
dropping off and collecting children. The main entrance
to the school is located opposite a local sporting area
comprising a bowling club, a tennis club, a darts club
and a social club. These popular and well-patronised
clubs also generate large amounts of vehicular traffic
and consequent parking issues. The school has land
available to build an on-site staff car park and has had
plans drawn up for this project. My school community
is very keen to know what the government is going to
do to rectify this situation.

Thomastown electorate
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — (12 166) I
have a question for the Minister for Health, and I am
asking for information on the future of pathology at the
Northern Hospital. The pathology department was
privatised some years ago and is now owned by a
company called Clinical Labs, which is actually owned
by a venture capital company. I have been approached
by many staff members, hospital workers and union
representatives who are very concerned about the
conduct of this company in operating the pathology
department, where it gives preference to private patients
over public patients. The staff morale is very low, and
the company’s industrial relations practices are
appalling. I believe the Northern Hospital has a great
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future, but there is a lot of concern around the
pathology department.

CLIMATE CHANGE BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — It is my pleasure to
speak to the Climate Change Bill 2016 before the
house. As we have heard from many other speakers,
this bill fulfils the government’s election commitment
to review the Climate Change Act 2010 and improve it
after the previous Liberal-Nationals government tore it
to shreds. In that sense we do welcome many of the
changes contained within this bill, and we are really
heartened to see the state government acting on its
election commitment to review and amend this act. I
would like to congratulate the Premier and the Minister
for Energy, Environment, and Climate Change and all
the staff in the department for taking this step forward.
The bill is a real improvement on the previous Climate
Change Act 2010, and the government should be
commended for that. However, there are still some
holes in this bill which would allow this government, or
a future government that does not care about climate
change — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms SANDELL — I am talking about the
opposition, the member for Essendon and the member
for Melton, so maybe have a little bit of a listen,
because I think we are probably on the same side on
this. There are holes in this bill that could allow a future
government or this current government to get away
with doing very little on climate change but still meet
the requirements of the bill. I have some questions of
the minister about those holes, because in that sense it is
really a missed opportunity to embed in our laws
requirements for governments to deal with the biggest
moral challenge of our generation.
I am a little disappointed that the Labor government
will not let this bill go into consideration in detail, as I
did request on Tuesday, so that we can ask questions of
the minister about some of the really important details
that are in this bill, because the devil really is in the
detail. Even though the intention is really good, the
devil will be in the detail, and I would have appreciated
an opportunity to ask the minister questions about that
detail. If we have time for the opposition to make
budget reply speeches on a budget that was handed
down over six months ago, I think we should have time
to actually debate climate change legislation. The
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government brought forward a supposedly urgent bill
on parole reforms, and if we have time to discuss those
kinds of urgent matters, why does this government not
consider climate change urgent enough to even go into
consideration in detail on this bill?
Over the years it has become increasingly clear that
responding to climate change cannot be left to federal
governments alone and that state governments need to
step up to the challenge. Just this week we saw the
Turnbull government in complete disarray over its
climate change policy with the right wing really setting
the agenda and blocking Malcolm Turnbull from taking
any action. So it is becoming clearer and clearer why
states need to step up. This is especially the case for
states like Victoria, where we are disproportionately
responsible for causing climate change due to our
carbon-intensive brown coal power industry. So I am
very pleased that the Victorian government has
recognised the need to take some responsibility for
reducing Victoria’s emissions and the impact they have,
not just here but globally.
Many of the measures contained in the bill could be
useful and effective tools for combating climate
change. In particular, setting the 2050 emissions
reduction targets and interim targets is really important;
those interim targets are really the key here so that we
do not leave action to down the track when it will be
much more expensive and more difficult to achieve.
The mandate for the Environment Protection Authority
Victoria to regulate greenhouse gas emissions is very
welcome, and the whole-of-government focus on
emissions reduction, particularly requiring each sector
to pledge emissions reductions, is also very welcome. If
implemented under a government that is truly
committed to tackling climate change, this bill has
really great potential to drive emissions reduction and
adaptation.
But unfortunately it does not guard against the whims
of future governments who may be less concerned with
the dangers and risks posed by climate change. So
while this bill implements an overarching system of
principles which call on the government to consider
mitigating climate change across all its decisions, it
really places no real actual requirements on
decision-makers to do so. Crucially, the bill also lacks
any consequence for a government which does not
fulfil the requirements that it lays out.
Put simply, this bill is not strong enough to mandate
government action on climate change regardless of the
views of the government of the day. It is quite a scary
thought, given the contributions from the opposition
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side, who clearly do not want any action on climate
change at all and are even opposing this bill.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms SANDELL — So if the government were
actually serious about tackling climate change, it would
have — and here is my solution, member for Melton, it
is a very simple solution — included a charter, as
recommended by the review into the Climate Change
Act, or a ‘climate test’, as proposed by climate and
environment groups really early on in the climate
change review process. These would obligate this
government and all future governments to actually
reduce emissions, regardless of their personal views on
climate change or their ideological position.
Unfortunately, as it stands, there is nothing in this bill
that prevents a future government from doing
essentially nothing. They would not even, on my
reading, need to repeal the act in order to take very little
action on climate change.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms SANDELL — And I would hope that the
member for Melton and the member for Essendon, who
are interjecting, are just as scared about a future Liberal
government undoing action on climate change as I am.
There is no third-party standing in this bill where a
community group or the public could take action
against the government for failing to meet its climate
targets. This lack of enforcement or incentive for action
is really in contrast to, say, the bill to ban
unconventional gas and fracking which, I note, has
been, disappointingly, delayed until next year so the
government could focus on its punitive law and order
agenda this week. However, that bill looks like a really
good bill, and in order to allow gas fracking in Victoria,
a new government would actually need to repeal that
act and bring that before Parliament and endure the
scrutiny of the public in doing so. But that is not the
case for this bill.
Without some stronger enforcement mechanisms,
Victorians can take no real reassurance that these plans
for 2050 will actually be followed through until 2050.
So there is not much point having an emissions
reduction target for 2050 if there is no real incentive for
going through with it or punishment for not doing so. It
is concerning, because Victoria has long been falling
behind other parts of the world in responding to climate
change.
As the minister has acknowledged, Victoria is already
feeling the effects of climate change and has
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experienced a rise in temperature and a reduction in
rainfall across the state since 1950. Droughts have been
getting longer, bushfire seasons are becoming more
unpredictable and more extreme, and extreme weather
events are becoming more and more likely. Just last
week, experts told us we are now seeing weather
patterns and events across Australia that we did not
expect to see until at least 2030, which is a pretty
frightening prospect. So climate change is happening
even faster than scientists have predicted, and that is
very scary, especially as we go into another dangerous,
long, hot fire season.
We are running out of time to prevent the worst impacts
of climate change. It is entirely possible that it is
already too late to avoid any impact on Victoria — on
our environment, our agriculture, our economy and our
way of life. That is why the Greens would have liked to
see this bill be stronger. It is disappointing the
government has fallen short of including a ‘climate test’
or charter in this bill.
During the review process environment stakeholders
called for provisions to be included in the new bill that
required any government agency considering a major
decision which would make it difficult for Victoria to
meet its emissions reduction targets to reconsider that
decision until it did not have that impact. The aim of
this is to mandate climate considerations across all
areas of government so that emissions reductions in one
area are not completely wiped out by increases in
another. For example, if a department is considering a
huge, new toll road that would put more cars on the
road and contribute to more emissions, this bill allows
them to do so. If the energy minister wanted to open up
new gas fields or coalfields, this bill would allow them
to do so.
Instead, this bill has included climate principles and
policy objectives that certain decision-makers are asked
to consider, but without any requirements beyond that.
Essentially, as long as departments and ministers say
they have considered climate change, then the job is
done. Sure, that is better than nothing, but it could have
been a lot stronger.
The bill also leaves some key questions unanswered.
That is why I would have liked to go into consideration
in detail, to get some clarity from the minister on these
questions. It might be that the government has the best
intention, but we will not know that because we are not
able to question her. It seems like there is no upper limit
on the international offsets the government can use to
meet its emissions reduction target. For example, can
the government buy dodgy offsets from palm oil
plantations overseas and say it is saving emissions,
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while doing virtually nothing to actually change our
energy system systematically at home? The bill does
not seem to say that it cannot.
We understand that interim targets before 2050 might
be best set outside of the act, we understand that, but we
are concerned that the first set of targets — that is, for
the period 2021–25, will be set so close to the
commencement date for these targets that they will
have to be set low to actually meet them in the tough
and tight time frame that is required. So why not set
them in 2017, as was initially indicated to environment
stakeholders? Why is there a delay? Why will they be
pushed off to 2018 or beyond? And why has the
government not introduced more timely reporting of
emissions?
Currently the bill looks like it will use the current
emissions inventory to report on Victoria’s emissions,
but by the time these are released they are usually one
and a half or two years out of date and therefore often
useless in determining if the government policy on
emissions reduction is having an impact. It would
have been more sensible, I would have thought, to at
least institute some kind of interim emissions
reporting or more timely emissions reporting to bring
a bit more transparency into the process. That would
help this government to hold future governments to
account as well.
One really good thing about the bill is that if a future
government wants to amend the interim targets, they
need to publish that in the Government Gazette and also
online along with their reasons for changing the targets.
However, disappointingly, if they want to vary the
sector pledges, which are actually the most important
part of this bill, there is no requirement for the minister
to publish the reasons for doing so. Why is this the
case? I would have loved the chance to ask the minister
that question of why there is not transparency in the
sector pledges and whether that will let departments
and sectors off the hook. It means that future
governments can ratchet down targets for sectors. If
that is the case, that would be quite a bad outcome. If
this government really wants transparency around
climate action and wants to ensure future governments
actually meet the targets, why not make the minister
publish the reasons for varying the sector pledges,
given they are the most significant part of the bill, as I
have said, for reducing emissions?
Speaking of the sector pledges, they are only required
to be made under categories which will be prescribed
by the minister under regulation. It is a little confusing
to me why these are not listed in the bill in order to
embed them in the law and make them more resistant
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to being eroded or changed by future governments.
The minister has outlined some of these sectors in her
second-reading speech and the explanatory
memorandum of the bill, so why are they not in the
bill? This does not seem to make much sense to me. It
seems like it would be easy to fix. Perhaps the
government is not inclined to fix it and therefore
certain sectors can get away without pledging
emissions reductions. Will this leave out some of our
biggest emitters like stationary energy and forestry? It
is very scary.
Speaking about stationary energy, in setting the interim
targets this government will need to make sure that
much, much more is done in this sector to reduce
emissions given that we do have the dirtiest and the
most polluting brown coal in the country, if not the
world. Now that Hazelwood has decided to close —
due to a company decision, not leadership from this
government, I might add — the government cannot
simply claim this as enough of an emissions reduction
and therefore do nothing else when it comes to coal. I
am quite worried that they will just count Hazelwood’s
emissions reduction and say, ‘That’s that; we can leave
the rest of the brown coal industry doing as it likes, and
that is enough of an emissions reduction’. That is just
not the case. If we want to meet our 2050 targets, if we
have any hope of avoiding the worst impacts of climate
change on ourselves and future generations, we must
have a comprehensive plan to retire our old, dirty
brown coal power stations and replace that power
supply with clean energy. We know we can do it. The
Greens have a comprehensive plan called Renew
Australia that would make us the clean energy
superpower. I think all governments should look at that
plan and adopt some of those policies, because we can
become a manufacturing powerhouse and a clean
energy powerhouse again.
If this Labor government does nothing on brown coal
during its first term, it will really be an abject failure —
not just a failure in terms of climate change but also a
failure in terms of planning for the future of coal
communities, who are crying out for new industries and
new jobs beyond coal. They really deserve a
comprehensive plan from this government, not just a
reaction once brown coal closes on the day the
announcement is made. They deserve a plan and jobs
ahead of time.
In conclusion, the Greens will of course be supporting
this bill — we are happy to support anything that takes
a step in the right direction on climate change — but we
will be looking for potential amendments in the upper
house. I note the member for Melton and the member
for Essendon were asking what those amendments are.
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Rest assured, they will come in the upper house to
make sure that this bill is as ambitious and as robust as
it needs to be and to make sure that this government
and future governments cannot get away with shirking
their responsibilities to deal properly with climate
change. We look forward to working with this
government to make this bill the game changer that it
really could be.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I am very
pleased to rise to make a contribution on the Climate
Change Bill 2016. I have to say first up that it is all very
well and good when the Greens party get to their feet
and talk about climate change. It clearly is a
one-trick-pony party. I think I have heard the member
for Melbourne speak many times over the last two
years and do not think that I have once heard her speak
of her electorate of Melbourne or about her
constituents. In fact she is indeed a one-trick pony. Of
course when it comes to climate change and the many
pieces of legislation that this government has brought
before the house over the last two years to improve our
position in relation to climate change, our environment
and our energy sector, it is never good enough for the
Greens.
This bill is so important for the future of this state and
the future of our children. In 2010 the previous Labor
government saw the need for a world-leading
legislative framework to both drive and guide action
and in fact delivered the original Climate Change
Act 2010. The critical importance of climate change
legislation has not diminished since that time. In fact it
has become more urgent. The 2012 amendments
introduced by the previous Liberal-Nationals
government gutted that legislation and took us
backwards when it came to climate change. Therefore
the new legislation before the house today is critically
important. We all know that climate change is both
pervasive and our long-term challenge, and we
absolutely need clear frameworks and enduring rules to
guide our response.
Our review of the act in 2015 ensured that it would
provide a strong foundation for action by the
government, by business and by our communities.
Thirty-three recommendations came from that review
on how to create an act that supports current and future
needs. The vast majority of those recommendations
have been accepted by the government and will now be
given full effect through this bill.
The review committee set ambitious targets and
considered the recommendations. There were
thousands of individuals and organisations who made
submissions to that review, and the government thanks
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them for their input. What we do know is that those
opposite — the Liberals and The Nationals and even
the Greens party, to a certain extent — are way out of
touch with their constituents, way out of touch with
their electorates and way out of touch with the views of
Victorians on climate change.
Acting Speaker, if you ever get a chance to look at the
sustainable development goals that were set by the UN
some time ago — back in 2012, I think it was — you
will see that climate change is right up there amongst
the most important goals that have been set by the UN.
Clearly this bill is very much in line with and in
keeping with those sustainability goals. That is really
important because we have been mindful of what the
rest of the world is doing. We have been mindful of the
fact that Victoria is the leading state in this nation when
it comes to improving legislation in relation to climate
change, improvements to renewable energy and
improvements to sustainability. The bill provides
Victoria with a world-leading legislative framework,
and that is being done by setting emissions reduction
targets and objectives to guide policy development, by
requiring strategic whole-of-government planning
across adaptation and mitigation and by driving
transparency and accountability through regular
information and reports.
The Loddon Mallee region, which is in my electorate,
has had serious fires over the last decade. There have
been serious floods, and they, of course, are a direct
consequence of climate change. The Loddon Mallee
region has already become warmer and drier, a climate
trend that is likely to continue well into the future. In
response, local residents, businesses and communities
are changing the way they do things, and it is time the
government moved in response to those communities
and their attitudes to climate change and how they want
things to change. Getting climate ready means not just
introducing this act but involves understanding how
climate change is going to affect you, everybody in this
place, our children and our children’s children well into
the future and working out ways right now about how
we can adapt.
The Loddon Mallee region has very hot summers, with
an average maximum temperature of 30 degrees, while
the winters are mild with the average daily temperature
around 10 degrees Celsius. The southern part of the
region experiences cool and relatively wet winters and
warm, dry summers. The rate of warming in the
Loddon Mallee region has increased since the 1960s.
On average. rainfall has declined since the 1960s,
especially in the autumn, and the harsh millennium
drought from 1996 to 2009 ended with two of the
wettest years on record in 2010 and 2011. All of these
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things point to climate change impacting on our local
communities. The cost to our local communities — the
economic cost to our communities, the economic cost
to the government — in response to these climate
challenges is significant. There is no doubt that once we
start putting in place measures to address climate
change, that economic impact will be reduced.
A number of members wish to speak on this bill today
because of its importance to our communities and to the
state of Victoria, but I want to finish by commending
the minister. The minister has worked very hard to
make sure that climate change is right at the top of this
government’s agenda. This bill is important to our
future, and anyone who opposes this bill is not thinking
clearly about how climate change is going to impact on
our families, on our children and on the generations of
children to come, who will be left with a legacy — if
we do not act right now to make changes — that makes
climate change a reality. It is not folklore; the science is
clear. It exists. It is happening right now, and as a
government we are proud to be actually doing
something about it. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise to just make a
few comments on the Climate Change Bill 2016. I start
by putting the bill into some context. I refer to an article
in the Herald Sun of 23 October headlined ‘Andrews
government’s carbon emissions jump while telling rest
of Victoria to cut back’. That is a good context to start
with, because it shows a government that is quite
willing to tell other people how to act in a range of
settings, be it with respect to gender or issues of that
nature and certainly on this issue as well. The
government is quite happy to tell individuals, local
government and business that they need to cut their
emissions but has done nothing in two years to actually
do anything itself. I think that is very important.
I want to refer back to the original act that this
supersedes, the Climate Change Act 2010, and a little
bit of its history. When the coalition came to
government after the 2010 election, towards the end of
2011 there was a review into that act, which the act
compelled the government to take due to the
introduction of the carbon price scheme at a federal
level. We had some very good people undertaking that
review, very independent people, and one of the things
they came up with, in opposition to the original act, is
frankly that it was unenforceable. This bill suffers from
the same thing.
Under the purpose clause we find a long list of reasons
for the introduction of this bill. They include: to set a
long-term greenhouse gas emissions reduction target, to
provide for the setting of a five-yearly interim
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greenhouse gas emissions reduction target — I could go
through them all, but if members wish to look at the bill
and look at part 1, clause 1 and all the subclauses to it,
they will see there are a number of them. But in fact it
has no enforceability whatsoever. There is nothing that
will actually happen if none of these particular clauses
are adhered to, so in that sense the government could
have put out a policy with a standard Labor glossy
brochure to tell the community and Victorians what it is
going to do; it did not need to put it in legislation. That
is probably the first thing: the lack of enforceability.
Another thing that the climate change review came up
with was the cost. I know the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change enacted another
review just recently which talked about the cost of
climate change, but it did not cover the cost to the
Victorian economy — as I said, to business, to local
government or to individuals — as a result of this
particular bill. As the member for Gembrook said
earlier, in order for the emissions target of zero
emissions by 2050 to be met there will have to be
international carbon credits purchased.
The review into the previous bill basically worked out
that in order to meet the targets at that stage, a reduction
by 2020, the government would have to spend a
cumulative value of $2.2 billion in order to purchase
those international carbon credits. That is by the
standards set a few years ago, but I wonder how much
it is actually going to cost the Victorian taxpayer to
purchase those international carbon permits, going
forward, to meet this particular target. There is nothing
in the budget — nothing at all. There has been nothing
said. I can almost guarantee you, with maybe some
understanding of how the debate is likely to unfold, that
those opposite will never tell us how much this is
actually going to cost.
Even when the original bill was put forward in 2010,
former Premier John Brumby, when asked, consistently
refused to answer how much it would cost. This is what
happened when the former Leader of The Nationals, the
Honourable Peter Ryan, asked the question of
Mr Brumby very clearly back on 27 July 2010:
… the Premier is debating the question. He has simply been
asked a question of very narrow compass as to the cost …

The fact of the matter is that the government then, back
in the previous iteration, and today, has no idea what
these lofty aspirational targets will actually cost the
Victorian taxpayer. I can tell you that between now and
2050, if the target of net zero emissions by 2050 is to be
met, there will be a considerable cost in the billions of
purchasing these international carbon credits. But of
course the government does not seem to care about that
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at all and does not seem to care about what the cost
may be.
The first person I heard talk about the fact that
emissions reduction targets should be dealt with at a
federal level was former climate change minister Greg
Combet. When I attended Council of Australian
Governments meetings back in the previous term of
government, it was Greg Combet who actually said that
the states should not get involved in this. Those words
were an echo of what John Brumby had said in his
climate change green paper back in 2009 when he said
that the government does not see any benefit in
legislating for a state-based emissions reduction target.
Greg Combet said the same thing, and in fact Greg
Combet asked state environment ministers to send their
carbon reduction policies to Canberra for review and
assessment, and he and his department would make an
assessment and advise each of the states as to whether
or not their particular policies should be continued. In
almost every case with policies set by the state
environment ministers, Greg Combet advised that those
policies should not be continued because carbon
emissions reduction should be dealt with at a federal
level, and I support that view. I supported it then, and I
support it now.
I am surprised by this government, frankly, given that
former Premier John Brumby, who I am sure all of
those opposite respect, and former climate change
minister Greg Combet said the same thing. These are
Labor luminaries who have said, ‘This is not a role for
the state at all; it is a role for the feds’. Particularly on
the back of the fact that the federal government has
recently signed the Paris agreement, which puts targets
in place, to have them superseded by a state target
seems nonsensical and smacks of just seeming to do
something rather than actually doing something.
The member for Gembrook, the coalition’s
environment spokesman, recently went to Canberra and
arranged to meet with the federal Minister for the
Environment and Energy, the Honourable Josh
Frydenberg, with the aim of sitting down and saying,
‘In the briefings that you’ve had from Victoria, how is
the compatibility between their bill and what the federal
government is trying to do?’. It was very surprising to
hear that the federal minister had not had any briefing at
all from the Victorian government, had no idea what
the bill was going to be about and had not had a chance
to look through the bill and see where the compatibility
was. For the state to go alone on this without even a
reference to the federal government is quite absurd,
extraordinary and, frankly, quite perplexing.
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We are seeing with this government, as I said before, a
habit of just seeming to do something without actually
delivering anything. But I probably need to correct
myself, because they are actually doing something.
This bill, along with actions that they have already
taken and along with their stated policy to close
Hazelwood, will increase power prices. The
government has said in the past that power prices will
only increase by 4 per cent. The reality is that they
will increase by over 10 per cent.
The pursuit of these policies and the pursuit of this
target will only impact on businesses further, will only
impact on local government further and will only
impact on individuals further through the power bills
that they are charged. The government, unfortunately,
has not taken a lot of care in putting this bill together.
As the bill briefing showed, they have not done any
modelling on the impact on business, on local
government, on power bills, or on anything at all.
This will be a cost to our community; this will be a
cost to our economy. It is ill-thought out, it is
unenforceable and it will cost the economy and the
taxpayer a lot of money through the purchase of these
international carbon permits over time. That is
something that the government has not spoken about. I
doubt any of them will. I doubt that I will see any line
item in the next budget about the purchase of these
international carbon permits. It is a massive cost, one
the government has not considered, and it is certainly
true of this government that they like to do things that
sound good, but they do not actually put a whole lot of
thought into them.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to speak on the Climate Change Bill
2016, a bill that implements the Andrews Labor
government’s commitment to taking the necessary
actions and steps to respond to dangerous climate
change.
I wanted to just take up a couple of points that have
been raised so far in the debate. Specifically, the Leader
of The Nationals came to the proposition of accepting
that climate change is real and that it has an effect on
our community, but concluding that it is not a priority
for this time. I cannot disagree more with the member
for Murray Plains. If you are to accept that climate
change is real, then the empirical evidence you must
also accept on the other side of the coin are the
consequences. The consequences of not acting will be
damaging over the longer term. It will go beyond the
terms of Parliament of every single member. Being one
of the youngest members of the Legislative Assembly,
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it will predate when my children are going through
school and into university.
We have an obligation to respond to these challenges
now, and if you will not listen to the Labor Party — and
I particularly say this to modern-day Liberals of the
Victorian Liberal Party — if you will not listen to other
people, then listen to Dr John Hewson, who made a
fantastic assessment at the London School of
Economics and was recently written up in April of
2016 warning that the world was headed for a recession
if we did not take serious action on climate change.
John Hewson said — and it was underpinned by his
work at the London School of Economics, a fantastic
institution renowned worldwide — that the cost of not
acting on climate change, according to their
researchers, could be as much as $31 trillion.
If you do not believe the fantastic scientists that support
my community at the Aspendale CSIRO, if you do not
believe the Labor Party and the government on the need
to act, then you should believe one of your former
Liberal leaders in Dr John Hewson, who warns that we
must take that action. Beyond that, he is warning that
your own supposed constituency in companies across
Australia and the world are greatly underprepared in
their risk management and assessment of climate
change and the effect on their bottom line.
In fact John Hewson, in an article for the ABC, talked
about the fact that about 1.5 per cent of companies are
taking seriously their risk of not mitigating against the
effects of climate change. This is now the time for the
modern-day Liberal Party to be the liberal party and to
step up and join the Labor Party in taking serious action
in Victoria to mitigate the effects of climate change.
I am passionate about this area and I am passionate
about this policy, having worked as an adviser to the
former federal Parliamentary Secretary for Climate
Change and Energy Efficiency, Mark Dreyfus, and
having also worked alongside Greg Combet’s staff in
Canberra. The Rudd-Gillard era in government was
damaging and bruising, but what was most
disappointing was the U-turn made on climate change
policy. It was a hard-fought road to get market-based
mechanisms, something the coalition should be
supporting — not the interventionist, prop-up policies
that have been put forward by the Prime Minister. Not
one single person on the other side of this house
acknowledges the great challenge that we now face.
They should be joining us on this bill and implementing
and accepting those renewable energy targets, not
opposing them and speaking them down.
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The other thing that is absent in this debate and not
being raised by any member of the opposition, be they
from the Liberal Party or The Nationals, is a solution to
this problem. If you accept the proposition that climate
change is real, if you accept the conclusion that the
CSIRO and their fantastic researchers have come to —
that we must act now — then you must come to the
table and put forward a solution for our communities
and for future generations.
The greatest contribution the Leader of The Nationals
made was saying that we need to look towards
stormwater. Stormwater mitigation is not climate
change abatement. I am sorry, Leader of The Nationals,
but that is not acting on climate change. It will be
exponentially worse for your communities, for the
people you represent. In terms of agriculture, in terms
of farming, it is exponentially more important for our
regional communities that we take this problem
seriously and act.
The member for Warrandyte raised a point about this
being a federal issue and I will take up that point as
well. If the federal government were acting in the full
interests of our nation and taking the necessary steps to
abate the dangerous effects of climate change, then
maybe we could assess that proposition. However, it
was reported this morning that it will take state
premiers coming together to consider how there can be
a coalition of governments and territory representatives
to try to take the action that the commonwealth will not
take, because there is an absolutely vacant space here
from a Prime Minister who consistently said that he
supported an emissions trading scheme in 2010 and that
he would not do anything differently: he would support
an emissions trading scheme. Well, fast forward to
2016 and that could not be any further from the truth.
It will take the leadership of the Andrews Labor
government, along with the leadership of Premier Jay
Weatherill and even maybe the intervention of the
Premier of New South Wales, Mike Baird, to come
together and find a solution to dangerous climate
change. It will take the states. It will be a flip-around of
the convention of our federation, but it will take the
states and territories to take the necessary action to
respond to climate change.
I will make one further point because I know a number
of members want to speak on this bill. It was an
extraordinary contribution from the member for
Warrandyte. The former Minister for Environment and
Climate Change got up in this place and said that the
whole point of his term — his legacy of four years —
was not acting on climate change. It was someone
else’s problem; it was someone else’s issue to deal
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with. Half your title, as a minister of the Crown, was
not to do anything! I put forward to you, the member
for Warrandyte, that you should look to the eminent
professor that is John Hewson and read his stuff; you
should read his contributions. I put that forward
because, mate, you could not get a degree at the
London School of Economics and Political Science if
you tried.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I rise to speak on
the Climate Change Bill 2016. We have just heard an
absolute rant from the member for Mordialloc, who
referred to using market-based policies to try to tackle
climate change. Well, the member for Mordialloc
would not know a market if he fell over one.
This government is absolutely all about intervention, it
is all about one-line press release headlines, it is all
absolute spin and no substance when it comes to this
particular area. It is a Liberal government that
understands conservation, that understands waste
management and that understands the environment. We
use resources efficiently and we minimise waste.
Strong Liberal principles in the economy and the
environment are the way to reduce emissions.
We saw this in an article published on 23 October that
said the Andrews government’s carbon emissions
jumped, all while they told Victoria to cut back. Here is
an example of where this government puts out a press
release and says that it is going to do something, but
when it comes to emissions reduction it is absolutely
doing quite the opposite.
The Andrews government carbon emissions increased
by almost 25 000 tonnes over the past year. At the same
time they are telling the rest of Victorians to cut their
carbon footprint. So they want everybody else to do the
hard yards. They want us to be efficient in our energy
use, which we should, but in contrast this government is
doing very little. They have had a 2.6 per cent rise in
emissions and that is doing nothing for the
carbon-neutral policy or target of 2050.
This also throws into doubt what their government
departments are doing. We have seen a number of
figures from various departments that suggest that they
are in fact emitting more than big companies like
McDonald’s, Arnott’s and others that are working
towards energy efficiency. Meanwhile Labor
government departments are increasing greenhouse
emissions. If this government were serious about
greenhouse emissions, they would start by showing
leadership; they would start by actually doing
something rather than just talking about it.
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We have seen many instances where things are working
this way. What is very important when it comes to an
emissions reduction focus is the fact that we take a
national approach to this and that Victoria does not go it
alone. Instead we sit down with the federal government
and work towards a target and ensure that we achieve
that target.
I was very proud to see us sign up to the Paris
agreement. I know that was something that was well
negotiated. But again, moving forward, we should have
the Victorian government sit down with the current
federal Minister for the Environment and Energy and
work towards how we can achieve our targets going
forward.
I understand the shadow minister for environment, the
member for Gembrook, met with the current federal
Minister for Environment and Energy to speak about
this particular bill before the Victorian Parliament. He
said that the Victorian Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change did not even meet
with the former minister; he did not even talk to the
former minister. He did not even pick up the phone.
You would think that at the Council of Australian
Governments, which is an important policymaking
framework for this government, they would actually
stick it on the agenda. But no, they are not interested in
that. They are interested in playing politics. This
government is interested in playing politics with the
environment rather than actually working together to
achieve something.
We have seen former federal ministers that have said
state-based targets do not work — that to really do it the
states need to be working alongside the federal
government to achieve targets that are in the national
interest. That is the only way we are going to achieve
things — working in the national interest. Because if
we do not, and if we see the sorts of government
intervention that this Labor government has had, we
start to see massive impact on individuals and
householders.
We have seen that with energy prices. We have seen
that with uncertainty in Portland at the Alcoa smelter.
These are jobs. Now, if we close down Hazelwood, if
there is a threat, thanks to this current government, to
jobs down in the valley, if we look at Alcoa and see the
threat to that company staying in operation — a threat
to further jobs and a further impact on the Portland
community — and if those people who have been
working in those industries then do not have a job and
do not have the ability to put food on the table, they will
certainly not be able to do anything about carbon
emissions.
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We have seen that those on the lowest income are the
ones who unfortunately face the highest bills, who do
not have the energy star-rated appliances. They are not
buying the 5 and 6-star-rated appliances. They have the
appliances that emit the most. So if this government
was serious about reducing emissions, they would be
working with people in low-income households and
they would be working with the most disadvantaged,
and they would be pursuing policies that actually help
them to be able to reduce emissions. They would not be
taxing them, putting more impost on them and putting
them out of work; rather they would be saying, ‘We’re
going to ensure that we will help those suffering the
most in terms of reducing their emissions’. That is not
what we are seeing on the part of this government. It is
ideology first and jobs, affordability and security last.
We have seen it with this government. They are not
interested in jobs. They are certainly not interested in
energy prices.
Ms Thomas interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The member for Macedon
can rant all she likes, but when over summer the
member for Macedon’s constituency start to pay
another 10 per cent on their energy bills — as they go
skyrocketing up — I would suggest the member for
Macedon’s constituents write to her and ask the
government what they are doing about the power
prices. I will tell you: absolutely nothing.
What they are doing is introducing policies that are
hitting householders fairly and squarely, right between
the eyes. That is what they are doing, because they do
not care about householders. They do not care about
Victorians. They just care about ideology and green
votes and trying to win those four inner-city seats at the
next election through these one-liner press releases.
These press releases say, ‘We can out-green the
Greens’, but when it comes to real, practical
environmental issues, we know they are doing
absolutely nothing, as their emissions rise through their
government departments, as the pressures on
affordability and power bills rise and as there is no
work on increasing efficiency in people’s homes, where
it really counts, which would really be working with
Victorians and with industry to ensure they reduce
emissions.
Just in the last few days we have had the electricity
network put out a transformation road map which talks
about where the energy industry is going up to 2050. It
is about reducing emissions, about working in
innovation and about not working in terms of taxing
people and putting up energy prices. It is about looking
at putting customers in the centre of Australia’s future
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electricity system. It is putting customers first — not
the Labor government first — for greater choice,
greater control and greater autonomy while they enjoy
the security and benefits of reconnection. That is what
we should be doing. We should be transforming into a
future that provides security and affordability and that
lowers emissions and looks after Victorians in the
process.
This sort of government interventionist policy and lack
of regard for Victorians and this not working with but
playing politics with the federal government does
nothing for the environment. It does nothing for
reaching energy targets, and this bill that the
government has put before the house is an absolute
joke. On that basis we will not be supporting the bill.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — I am very pleased and
very proud to be able to contribute to debate on the
Climate Change Bill 2016. It is always very interesting
to follow the member for Caulfield. I can understand
why the member and those opposite are unhappy with
this bill. Those members had for four years the greatest
gift the people of Victoria could give them — that is,
government — and did absolutely nothing; not a thing.
They come into this place week in, week out, thinking
they are still in government, and they lecture us on what
should and should not be done. They look back on
those four years with rose-coloured glasses. They were
wasted, long, dark miserable years.
This government has done more in two years than those
opposite could do in four. I am very pleased to be able
to contribute to the debate this afternoon on the Climate
Change Bill. If you look over the past 15 to 20 years,
you see there have been considerable amounts of
research done in this space. Much of the debate has
centred around the science of climate change and the
effects of carbon pollution as a direct result of humans
burning fossil fuels. It was President Barack Obama
who said:
Some may still deny the overwhelming judgement of science,
but none can avoid the devastating impact of raging fires, and
crippling drought, and more powerful storms.

We know that as time goes on more humans inhabit the
earth. In mid-2016 it was estimated that the world
population was 7.4 billion. The United Nations
estimates that by the year 2100, 11.2 billion people will
inhabit the earth. We have seen that the world
population continues to grow, certainly since the Great
Famine of 1315–17 and the Black Death in 1350, when
it was around 370 million. All this increase in global
population of course requires more in terms of our
energy, and as we go through time we obviously place
more and more pressure on the environment.
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The global growth we have looked at and considered
is certainly something that plays a very big part in
relation to today’s bill. The Andrews Labor
government has from day one been serious about
tackling this fundamentally challenging issue, and as
always we have done it in a way that is responsible,
that is practical and that of course takes advice from
the experts. Unlike those opposite, we trust scientists
and we listen to the experts. And unlike the Greens
political party we actually live in the real world. We
understand that many of the jobs associated with these
already established industries keep food on people’s
tables. They pay mortgages. These are very important
things, certainly for my community in Sunbury and I
know for the member for Macedon’s community. It is
always such a joy to listen to those in the Greens
political party lecturing the government about all of
these measures, although they come in here, week in
and week out, and do not do a thing for working
people or to support these people in jobs. This is
incredibly disappointing on their part.
Our policy has been based on three key pillars —
renewable energy, energy efficiency and combating the
effects of climate change. When in government those
opposite, as I said, did absolutely nothing. They took us
backwards, and not once did they look forward. Still to
this day they cannot arrive at a position on climate
change. I heard the member for Mordialloc talk about
the events of the last week. It starts at the top; it is
always about leadership. If you look at the Prime
Minister, he has always talked a big game on climate
change and on taking real action, but since becoming
the Prime Minister he has walked away from that
position. He is hamstrung by the right — —
Ms Thomas — The hard right run the Liberal Party
these days.
Mr J. BULL — The member for Macedon is
correct: it is because the hard right runs the Liberal
Party these days. If we look at the Australian, just
recently it published an article headed ‘Cory Bernardi
slams Liberal’s carbon pricing on power companies
idea’, which states, and I quote:
A group of ‘nervous’ coalition MPs could support a type of
carbon pricing on power companies if it reduces electricity
costs, says Liberal MP Craig Kelly, as his colleague Cory
Bernardi slams the idea as ‘one of the dumbest things I have
ever heard’.
Disunity has broken out within the coalition after the
government released its terms of reference for a highly
anticipated review of climate change policies, which has left
open the possibility of applying an emissions intensity
scheme to the electricity sector.
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But South Australian cabinet minister Christopher Pyne flatly
rejected the concept and Senator Bernardi questioned why the
government would ‘reopen a cauterised wound that had
healed’.

Ms Thomas — Who runs the Liberal Party?
Mr J. BULL — Who does run the Liberal Party?
The article continues to quote Senator Bernardi:
‘It will not lower prices and is not in the national interest’ …
Senator Bernardi said any emissions trading scheme or form
of carbon pricing was ‘economic suicide’.
‘It’s like ripping a scab off an old wound’ …

This goes to the heart of the issue: that those over on
the other side are split on this issue and they have never
been able to arrive at a position — not once have they
been able to get there.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr J. BULL — I do not doubt that the Prime
Minister has very good intentions in this space.
Ms Thomas — Do you?
Mr J. BULL — I think the Prime Minister actually
went in — —
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the Paris agreement. The bill also allows for rolling
interim targets.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! Members should keep the tone down.
Mr J. BULL — These will allow the economy to
smoothly transition into a low carbon future. Thanks for
the support, as always, from the other side!
These reforms are necessary. They are important
reforms and we want to achieve an orderly transition
aligned to the global objectives for our economy, our
society, and to help us sustain and support those who
are already feeling the effects of climate change.
It is fantastic to see members of the government so
passionate about this bill and so passionate about my
contribution. Can I just say I am incredibly proud — so
very proud — of our record in this space, of the
renewable energy target of 25 per cent by 2020 and
40 per cent by 2025, with an estimated 4000 jobs at the
peak of construction; the kickstart of the growth of
sustainable jobs through the $20 million New Energy
Jobs Fund; and of course we have launched our solar
for life-saving clubs program. This is fantastic news
right across this space.

Ms Thomas — That is very generous of you.
Mr J. BULL — It is very generous, but I do think
he may have gone in thinking — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order! It
is now time to break for lunch. The member for
Sunbury will have the call when we resume after lunch.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Mr J. BULL — As I was saying before lunch, those
opposite do not have a policy position in this place. For
four long, dark, wasted, lonely, miserable years, they
were a rudderless ship. It was like National Lampoon’s
Vacation, watching them head up the highway with
absolutely no idea about where they were going, and it
comes from the top — it is leadership from the top.
This is the problem the Prime Minister has. This is a
problem at a federal level, and it ripples right through at
a state level, and these are the issues that they face in
this space.
The Andrews Labor government understands that
Victoria can act on climate change — and Victoria will
act. As I mentioned before lunch, this bill commits to
our long-term target to achieve net zero emissions by
2050, consistent with the international commitments of

Also, the Andrews Labor government is very proud that
we have given renters the power to access solar energy
and have lower power bills, and we have wound back
the previous government’s onerous wind energy laws,
which is certainly something that I have spoken a lot
with the member for Macedon about, and it is
something that she has been working very hard on. We
have also saved and strengthened the energy savings
bill and reduced the Victorian energy efficiency target
scheme, a scheme that supports at least 2000 jobs.
I am very pleased to be able to contribute to debate on
this bill. I understand there are a number of members
who also want to make contributions, so I will wind up
very shortly. Before I do, can I commend the minister
for her tireless efforts in this space, her vision and her
determination to see renewable energy evolve and see
energy efficiency improve through new technologies
and create jobs. Victorians understand one thing — that
is, this Andrews Labor government gets on and delivers
for each and every Victorian. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I rise this afternoon to
speak on the Climate Change Bill 2016, and what an
interesting bill it is. When you have a look at the
legislation that we are debating today, it is very hard to
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identify decent practical outcomes of the bill. In fact, it
is really merely a framework that is set out with regards
to the legislation before us today. As members on this
side of the house have quite rightly said, there are many
concerns about what impacts there may be to Victorian
consumers as part of this, because the legislation we
have before us simply does not have a regulatory
impact statement or any understanding of the impacts
upon Victorian consumers, and that has certainly been
topical in recent days, to say the least.
In the second-reading speech, the minister talked about
climate change being one of the most critical issues. I
think we all agree that the climate is changing, and
wherever we can it is important that we try to reduce
our carbon output. If you have a look at the
advancement in technology over a number of years, we
have done a good job on that, but the fact remains that
population is growing and there are more and more
needs within the community, which does put a strain on
our environment in many respects.
It is interesting that the member for Gembrook in his
contribution spoke to the fact that, from a Victorian
government perspective, we have actually seen an
increase in carbon emissions, even from the office of
Premier and Cabinet. That is a really interesting
analysis of where, on the one hand, the government
talks about climate change and doing things about it,
and on the other hand, even the office of Premier and
Cabinet is seeing an increase in carbon emissions.
It is interesting listening to government members speak
on this bill. They would have you think that when the
coalition was in office there was absolutely nothing
done in this space, and that is just far, far from the truth.
The former Minister for Environment and Climate
Change, who is here blushing at the table, can point to a
number of examples where that happened. I know in
my short time in government as Minister for Energy
and Resources I visited, for example, Beaufort hospital,
a bioenergy project run from that particular facility
through the support and assistance of the coalition
government at the time, which gave them a grant.
I remember visiting many solar-related businesses
when we were in government and supporting a
number of solar industries and businesses to develop
their technologies to the next phase. For those
opposite to say that the coalition did not do anything
while in office is just completely and utterly false.
They should at least get the facts straight when they
are talking about this issue.
The member for Gembrook in his contribution talked
about state-based climate targets or energy emission

4955

targets. In my view that is really something that we
have to do from a federal perspective. It is important
that we do that, because the situation where different
states and territories have their own targets and climate
change initiatives does not serve the purpose of us all
trying to work together. To have a national perspective
is really important.
The members for Warrandyte and Gembrook spoke in
their contributions about the climate change adaptation
plan that was put in place. Among other things, I did
want to talk about it too. The plan was put in place
when we were in government and it had some very
good practical outcomes that we delivered within the
community.
I also want to talk about other matters, particularly
those related to energy. I know when we are talking in
this space, other industries such as transport, waste and
water get forgotten in the conversation. A lot of the
focus seems to be on the energy industry, particularly
electricity generation which obviously comes out of the
Latrobe Valley in the electorate that I represent. At the
moment the policies that have been developed by this
government and plans that they have put in place have
basically forced the closure of one of the major
employers in my electorate. The flow-on effect from
that will be absolutely profound. This government had a
policy six years ago to close Hazelwood — a gradual
closure, by the way. Yes, they have got their wish, but
then again they did not quite get their wish. They will
not be able to deliver on their policy commitment that it
would be a gradual closure; we have not even got that.
It is a disgraceful situation that in less than four months
time Hazelwood power station will close, leaving
thousands of people in the Latrobe Valley without a
job.
We have seen a massive rise in electricity prices for
consumers, and the whole community is questioning
where we are going to be in a few months time. The
basis for the rise in electricity prices is not only a policy
of this government but also the fact that earlier this year
it imposed $252 million in additional taxes on Latrobe
Valley generators. This is a broken promise. We all
remember that prior to the 2014 election the then
Leader of the Opposition, now Premier, said, ‘We will
not increase fees, taxes or charges beyond CPI’, yet we
have seen this massive tax grab by the Victorian
government on some of the Latrobe Valley’s largest
employers, whose community are already doing it
tough. In the short space of two years we have seen
unemployment rise by nearly 50 per cent in Latrobe
City. If anybody thinks imposing another $252 million
tax on large employers in the Latrobe Valley is not
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going to have an impact, then they have got rocks in
their head.
What we are seeing now is the culmination of
Hazelwood closing its doors — a loss of jobs, price
increases and energy security potentially under
threat — and it is just staggering to see our community
at this point in time. I have spoken to I do not know
how many workers, contractors, businesses and others,
and the feeling of the majority of people is one of
absolute uncertainty at the moment. They are not quite
sure what they are going to do. Many workers,
particularly those who have worked at Hazelwood for a
long period of time and those with young families and
with significant mortgages, novated car leases and
strong financial commitments are potentially faced with
being out of work in less than four months time. This is
real. This is not made up; this is real.
The response by the government to this situation is
simply not good enough. The workers need support, as
do contractors, as do the employees of those contractors
and our local businesses who are going through an
enormously difficult period of time. I have already been
contacted by employees with contractors who have
been told that they no longer have work. There are
people losing employment right here and now, and that
is not good enough.
We all agree that wherever we can we should try to
improve our environmental performance. That is not in
question. But we should not have ideological views that
go to the point of costing Victorians thousands and
thousands of jobs, which is what has happened in this
case, particularly with Hazelwood. At the very least
Hazelwood should have a gradual closure similar to
what has occurred in the car manufacturing industry.
When you read about what is happening with Alcoa at
the moment, it is really concerning and disturbing from
so many perspectives. For the people who live in my
community and who read in the newspaper that the
state and federal governments and others are working
together to keep Alcoa, that is good; that is positive,
and hopefully that is what will happen. But my
community say, ‘What about Hazelwood? Why is that
just allowed to close?’. I call upon governments at all
levels to make sure they do what they can to honour the
commitment that was made by the Labor
government — that is, to at least have a gradual closure
while at the same time considering how we will secure
the energy supply in the state of Victoria. We should
remember that after Hazelwood closes we will be a net
importer of electricity in this state, which is absolutely
ridiculous.
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Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — It is my pleasure
to rise in support of this bill. All of us on this side of
the house would agree that there are few more
important issues for our environment and our
economy than climate change. You would think that
such an important issue and one with such profound
consequences would garner bipartisan support. But
too often we have seen those opposite deny the
science and refuse to act, and their position on this bill
is true to form.
It is somewhat perplexing and certainly laughable to
see the shadow minister for environment continuing his
record of opposing every measure that benefits the
environment and opposing every measure that supports
renewable energy. At best the coalition might pay weak
lip-service to the concept of climate change, but never
with any real commitment and certainly with no real
intention of doing anything about it. I am proud to be
part of a government that not only recognises the
gravity of the issue and of the challenges it presents but
a government that is also committed to taking serious
and far-reaching action.
I am disappointed that still we largely have to drag
those opposite kicking and screaming to any kind of
realisation that this is an important issue. Indeed over
the past few days we have seen the federal Liberal
Party imploding over climate change, with the dinosaur
faction stamping its feet even over the slightest move
that might look even vaguely like a climate change
policy. They do not want a bar of it, and they have
made that absolutely clear. But we are different. Prior to
the last election we promised Victorians that we would
make this state a leader in climate change action. The
bill before us today goes some way in achieving this.
As we have heard, this bill is based on the recent
independent review of the Climate Change Act 2010,
and it repeals and re-enacts that act with amendments.
As many in this place will know, Victoria does not
currently have a legislated emissions reduction target
because the previous government scrapped that in 2012.
In June of this year we announced a long-term target
for Victoria of net zero emissions by 2050, and this bill
delivers on that commitment.
Turning now to the details of the bill, as I said, the bill
commits to our targets to achieve net zero emissions by
2050, which is consistent with the international
commitments made in the Paris agreement. It allows for
rolling interim targets — that is, five-yearly interim
targets — to allow the economy to smoothly transition
to a low-carbon future. It also embeds climate change
in government decision-making and requires adaptation
action plans for key systems that are either vulnerable
to the impacts of climate change or essential to ensuring
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Victoria is prepared. Finally, it establishes a system of
periodic reporting to provide transparency and
accountability and to ensure the community remains
informed. These reforms are incredibly important, and
the need for action grows more serious and more urgent
each and every day.
The reforms outlined in this bill are about supporting an
orderly transition for our economy and for our
community. More than that, they are about supporting
new economies and providing the policy certainty that
business relies upon in order to respond to the
challenges, and not just to respond to them but to
flourish. There is an enormous opportunity in climate
change policy. There is an opportunity to deliver jobs
and investment in low-emissions technologies and in
goods and services — that is, in the local market and in
exports — and there is an enormous opportunity for
innovation.
In debate on a bill a couple of sitting weeks ago I
referred to an article by Farrah Tomazin in which she
rightly claims that the opposition has no environment
policy. I outlined then and I will do so again that the
opposition has a record of failure on feed-in tariffs,
having slashed the feed-in tariff rate time and time
again. They have actively discouraged all renewable
energy, even supporting energy companies imposing a
levy on families with solar panels. They cut $40 million
out of the energy innovation strategy fund, which
supports clean energy jobs, and they banned the
Victorian renewable energy target scheme, a scheme
that produces over 2000 jobs for the Victorian economy
and a scheme that this government not only saved but
strengthened.
Then there was what they did to the original Climate
Change Act 2010, which can only be described as an
act of vandalism. They repealed the state-based
emissions reduction target in the Environment
Protection Act 1970. They repealed the state-based
emissions data reports, they repealed the policy
objectives of the Climate Change Act and they repealed
the climate covenants in the Environment Protection
Act. That is without talking about more specific areas,
like essentially banning wind farms, for example. This
is what happens when you do not believe the science
and when you do not believe it is an issue. This is what
happens when you pay absolutely no regard to the
future of our economy, to the future of our environment
and to the future of our community.
Then we have their most recent efforts: peddling blatant
mistruths about the closure of Hazelwood, making
wildly inaccurate claims about energy price rises and
playing petty politics that are designed to do nothing
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but pander to their base. In doing so they have sent a
clear message to the Victorian — —
Ms Ward — They’re not even sure what their base
is any more.
Ms WILLIAMS — That is right. They have sent a
clear message to the Victorian community that they are
unfit to govern. Victorians are more than capable of
listening to what those opposite say and then watching
what this government actually does, and as the song
goes, ‘A little less conversation, a little more action,
please’. They can beat their chests all they like, but as
the sun sets at the end of the day the reality is the same,
and it is this: they lack substance, they have no policy
and the spectrum of opinion within their ranks is
essentially between paying meaningless lip-service to
climate change on the one hand and denying it outright
on the other. There is really nothing beyond that. They
are fighting for relevance in a changing world, and their
ranks of middle-aged white men in grey suits are
finding it hard to navigate their way through a modern
landscape.
On the other side there is a government prepared to
stand up and do something — a government that knows
that pretending something does not exist does not make
it go away, a government prepared to show leadership
and tackle the big issues. It is precisely because of the
attitudes of those opposite and their overlords in
Canberra that we need to get this bill passed now.
Between the state opposition and the federal
government we have lost about 10 years of action. They
can claim they have an issue with the state-based
targets, but the reality is that there are no federal targets
to harmonise with and no federal leadership on this
issue at all.
If Canberra will not lead, we will. It is as simple as that.
After 2020 the federal government has no renewable
energy targets or national plan to decarbonise our
electricity market. Australia’s national emissions targets
and policy frameworks are not sufficient to meet the
objectives of the Paris agreement, and we are not
waiting around for the federal government to come to
its senses on this.
I understand that the commonwealth have announced
a review of their climate change policies in 2017. A
review should not take long — a few minutes should
do it, because there is not much to review. After the
Prime Minister’s comments this week I would be
prepared to put my money on the fact that after a
review and after much squabbling he will cave to the
party’s dinosaur faction yet again and we will be
sliding backwards, just as we have been under their
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so-called leadership for the past few years. The
community deserves better than that, and quite frankly
Victorians cannot afford it. If the federal government
decides to come to the party, this bill will work
alongside them, but most importantly it will still work
without them. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise to speak on the
Climate Change Bill 2016. I too start with the Paris
agreement, which I note covers 94 per cent of global
emissions and 97 per cent of the global population. It of
course was signed up to by the Australian federal
coalition government, and they agreed to limit global
warming to 2 degrees Celsius and to back a goal of
limiting warming to 1.5 degrees Celsius. Australia
recognises our obligation to the global effort to reduce
emissions and as such has signed up to a reduction of
26–28 per cent of 2005 emissions by 2050. Australia is
on target to meet that. This is a global problem
requiring global solutions.
It is the height of hubris for speaker after speaker on the
government side to get up with their talking points and
claim this aspirational bill is anything other than
grandstanding. The government has not bothered to
consult with the federal government. No attempt has
been made to find out if this go-it-alone approach is
consistent with the overriding federal legislation, but
then there is no actual action required under this bill
until October 2018 and no initial target until 2020. It is
yet another bill from the government to say, ‘Look at
me, look at me, I am the most progressive in the room’.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! Can members keep the volume down?
Ms STALEY — The lengths this government is
going to to protect the jobs of the members for
Richmond and Northcote from marauding Greens are
astonishing. This bill is an empty shell of aspiration,
framework and targets but no actual measures. In fact a
crucial part of what is wrong with this bill is something
that is not in it, and that is the regulatory impact
statement — there is not one. Taking action on climate
change is fundamentally an economic activity, and that
is why it is contested: there are winners and losers.
Where is the modelling to show how this bill will affect
businesses?
Action on climate change at its basest level requires a
switch from a cheap source of power to more expensive
ones. That is why the closure of Hazelwood and the
move to more wind energy has already driven up
household power bills by 10 per cent and small
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business bills by over 13 per cent. Yet there is no
attempt by the government to address this fundamental
omission in the bill. To reduce greenhouse emissions
means less energy from coal, less livestock and more
trees. All of these changes have costs, but the
government does not even pretend to face this. There is
simply no regulatory impact statement.
I turn now to clause 44 of the bill, which is about sector
pledge requirements. It goes through a number of things
that ministers must do and how they must go about that.
I want to draw particular attention to the CO2 emissions
of the Department of Health and Human Services. They
make up 86 per cent of the public sector emissions.
There is an obvious reason for that: our hospitals need a
lot of power to keep operating. Hospitals use power to
keep their lights on and their machinery going, but they
also have very large laundry bills that use a lot of
power.
There is nothing in this government’s plan and nothing
in their thinking to help the health sector, which is
overwhelmingly a public sector organisation, not only
to comply with this bill but also to deal with the very
real changes that come from higher energy prices.
Health is the largest public sector emitter of emissions,
and yet the government does not seem to think that that
is a problem. The government can come up with these
pledges and say that they need to make these sector
pledges, but there is no way that the health department
can then go to the Treasurer and say, ‘Sorry, Treasurer.
This Climate Change Bill 2016 makes us come up with
all these sector pledges, but we have got no money to
fund them’.
When it comes to the fundamental problem of how you
tackle climate change, there are winners and there are
losers, and it seems that this government only wants to
think about the winners — the renewable energy
companies. There are many, many losers when you
consider higher energy prices, and this government
does not want to face them.
I now turn to clause 45. This is an interesting clause. It
sets out a process for the minister, in consultation with
the Premier, to nominate ministers to prepare sector
pledges. It is to enable flexibility, it says. I have got to
say that on today’s question time form, the environment
minister will clearly have to invoke this clause to
nominate her own choice for the health sector pledges,
because the current health minister has demonstrated
she believes she has no responsibility for it under her
watch. Perhaps she can nominate the member for
Footscray, as the Premier seems to believe she is some
sort of secret minister with a special ministerial office
and with access to ministerial travel. All the member
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for Footscray needs now is a ministerial portfolio. This
bill is too flawed to support. It is yet another desperate
attempt by the government to demonstrate green
credentials while not doing a single practical thing to
reduce emissions.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the Climate Change Bill 2016. I do
so in the knowledge and understanding that I am the
last speaker on this piece of legislation in this house.
Acting Speaker, you might ask yourself what is the
relevance of this observation. Why I raise this is that
there are two members of this chamber who purport to
represent the Greens political party — the member for
Melbourne and the member for Prahran. I do not
believe the member for Melbourne managed to talk on
this bill for 20 minutes, which is her allotted time. I do
not think she did that, and the member for Prahran has
not spoken on this bill. He is a member of the Greens
political party, and he has not bothered to come in here
and make a contribution.
Now, I hold the National Party in very low esteem
indeed, but I would say to you that there are eight
members of the National Party who are members of this
place, and it would be the equivalent of four members
of the National Party not speaking on a bill in relation
to agriculture, or the forestry industry or the food and
fibre sector. I have not been here long, but one thing I
have learned to loathe with a deep, deep hatred is
laziness — laziness from members — and the member
for Prahran would have to be the laziest member of this
place in a very long time.
To think he says that he is a member of the Greens
political party! He went on the campaign trail in 2014
and said, ‘Vote for me, because I believe in climate
change. Vote for me, because I believe in the
environment. Vote for me, because I believe in a
cleaner, greener future’, but he is conspicuously absent
from any form of debate on environment policy in this
place. It is an absolute joke, and the people of Prahran
should know that they have sent a dilettante — a lazy
dilettante. He is the polyester member for Prahran; that
is what he is. He is not the real deal. He is just a fraud.
He is a con, and he does not deserve to be here, because
he does not believe in what he purports to believe.
As I said, I do not hold the National Party in high
esteem, but at least its members will come in here and
will argue the case for the things that they purport to
represent. At least they will do that. But I cannot say
that for the member for Prahran.
This is an important piece of legislation. It will ensure
that we set our economy on a smooth transition to a
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cleaner future. You could basically bury your head in
the sand and say that climate change is not real and is
not going to happen, but if you did that it would be like
driving along the Eastern Freeway at 100 kilometres an
hour without a seatbelt on — if you have an accident,
you are gone. This bill is about a smooth transition to a
cleaner future, and it is about making sure that we are in
a position where we can set the right framework and
policies in place to effect that.
I note that I follow the member for Ripon, who said that
this is a global problem requiring a global solution.
That may indeed be the case, but what I would say,
though, is if we sit here and wait for the United Nations
to come up with a binding accord, I reckon there will be
sand beaches at Mount Buller. If we wait for the UN to
get off its backside and deliver an outcome, it will be
far too late. We have got an obligation and a
responsibility to do our bit of heavy lifting and to get on
with it, and we are not going to abdicate our
responsibilities to do things. We will get on and do the
things that are the right things to do.
Member after member of the Andrews Labor
government rose to their feet today to support this bill,
yet the member for Melbourne could not speak for her
allotted time and the member for Prahran was absent.
What a joke! What an absolute joke! We are the ones
that are getting on with it. We are the ones that are
transitioning the economy to a cleaner, greener future.
We are making the changes now, we are doing the hard
yards and we are doing the work, and we are not being
assisted by these lazy dilettantes from Melbourne and
Prahran who have got no interest in doing the hard
work, no interest in channelling the economy to a
smoother future. It is just hopeless. On that note, I
commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CRISP
(Mildura).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

BUDGET PAPERS 2016–17
Debate resumed from 6 December; motion of
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing):
That the house takes note of the budget papers 2016–17.

Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — When this
motion was last before the house I was referring to the
actions that the government has taken in my
community to keep faith with those people who elected
us. I was about to talk about the fact that we have
removed the level crossing at Centre Road in Bentleigh.
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While that crossing is in the wonderful electorate of
Bentleigh with the even more wonderful member for
Bentleigh, it certainly affects my community also
because we are neighbouring electorates.
We also built the brand-new train station at Bentleigh.
We have provided $7.6 million to create a brand-new
bus interchange at Huntingdale train station, including
fixing the notoriously bad car park there which has
been on the front page of the local paper for the last few
years. We rolled out protective services officers at
Murrumbeena train station. We rolled out protective
services officers at Hughesdale train station. Through
the Minister for Public Transport and her department,
we provided an app for real-time tracking of the
route 822 bus.
Mr J. Bull — Busy government.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — We are absolutely a busy
government, as the member for Sunbury reminds me.
We established a world-leading public transport
research centre at Monash University in partnership
with that great institution in my electorate.
We are building Australia’s first ever heart hospital
right here at Monash University in Clayton with a
government commitment of $150 million. We are
completing the Monash Children’s Hospital in
Clayton, as the Minister for Health again said today in
question time. We are putting back the much-needed
helipad at Monash Children’s Hospital. We are putting
in $14 million for the early life mental health service
at the Monash Children’s Hospital, which I was
fortunate to attend with the Minister for Mental Health
the other month. We are building a brand-new school
at Monash Children’s Hospital so sick kids do not
miss out on an education, again as the Minister for
Health reminded us today.
We are spending $16.5 million for a new specialist
suite at the Monash hospital in Moorabbin, and the
member for Bentleigh and I had a tour of that facility
recently. We are spending $7.1 million to improve
important water and drainage issues at Monash hospital
in Clayton. We are spending $1.2 million for a major
refurbishment of the Waverley ambulance station on
Waverley Road, which I also had the pleasure of
visiting recently. We are spending, again as the minister
said today in question time, $330 million to boost
elective surgery, which includes major funding for beds
and equipment increases for Monash Health in my
community.
We are spending $65 000 for the Monash Health’s
hospital in Moorabbin to improve fetal surveillance to
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better monitor women and their unborn babies,
$210 000 at Monash Medical Centre in Clayton for a
specialist allergy centre for jumping jack ant allergies.
Any kid who had a jumping jack ant allergy would
have had to go to Tasmania, and that is outrageous. I
had the pleasure of attending that launch with the
Minister for Health a few months ago. We are
providing a pilot program at the Monash hospital in
Clayton so private midwives can provide birthing
services in public hospitals — another election
commitment that we made — and there are a couple of
trial sites. We oversaw and opened the new premises of
Link Health and Community in Oakleigh, and I was
proud to attend that with the Premier of Victoria.
We started fixing the notorious black spot at the
intersection of Grange Road and Oakleigh Road in
Carnegie with the installation of traffic lights — a
campaign commenced by my predecessor some years
ago. We are fixing the intersection at Gardiner Road
and Ferntree Gully Road in Notting Hill. We are fixing
the intersection at Forster Road and Ferntree Gully
Road in Mount Waverley. We are providing safety
improvements at Batesford Road and Warrigal Road,
Chadstone, and safety improvements at Rugby Road
and Warrigal Road, Hughesdale. I was very fortunate to
be allowed to make that announcement for the Minister
for Public Transport on site. There was about
$1 million worth of announcements in those four traffic
improvements. We are increasing capacity on the
Monash Freeway with more lanes and new technology
for better traffic flow. Again I was at that
announcement with the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety and the Premier.
We are providing $5.68 million extra in student
resource package funding for the 2017 school year for
11 government schools in and surrounding the
electorate of Oakleigh. In the 2017 school year these
11 schools in our community will receive $50 million
in funding under the student resource package
collectively. We are providing $5.7 million for an
upgrade at Amsleigh Park Primary School in Oakleigh,
something we committed to in the 2010 election and
recommitted to in 2014, and now it is underway. We
are providing $10.1 million for an upgrade of Glen Eira
College, and that is in full swing with hoardings up.
We are providing $4 million for a major upgrade at
Carnegie Primary School, $13.4 million for the major
upgrade at Bentleigh Secondary College, $2 million for
Glenallen School in Glen Waverley, $290 000 to Glen
Huntly Primary School to complete needed works to
add to the $390 000 previously provided, $290 000 to
Murrumbeena Primary School for urgent works and
$160 000 to Clayton North Primary School for urgent
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works. We have provided funding to assist the
rebranding and promotion of Mount Waverley Heights
Primary School. We have provided major funding for
Hughesdale Primary School to plan for future upgrades,
and we have done the same for Oakleigh Primary
School to plan for future upgrades. We have provided
funding to ensure Oakleigh Primary School can install a
new security fence and fix drainage problems which
were very desperate.
We are bringing back tech schools, and I am proud to
have 1 of the 10 in my community in Monash. Planning
is significantly advanced in relation to that. We are
providing $10 million for a rebuild of the Alexander
Theatre at Monash University, an excellent resource
both for the university and local schools that use the
Alexander Theatre very often.
We are providing funding to Glen Huntly Primary
School as part of the statewide Bully Stoppers program
to develop a new curriculum and material for that very
important program. We have provided funding for
Sacred Heart Girls College in Oakleigh as part of that
same statewide Bully Stoppers program. We are
providing a breakfast club program at the Clayton
North Primary School in my community in conjunction
with Foodbank Victoria to make sure kids can get a
healthy breakfast every morning at school.
There is over $190 000 in extra funding to 600 students
under the Camps, Sports and Excursion Fund in my
community; $3.5 million for Holmesglen TAFE to
boost support for vulnerable students; $4.17 million to
Holmesglen TAFE to get almost 1400 people skilled up
for jobs in growing industries; $8 million for a new
student hub at Holmesglen TAFE; $1.3 million to
Holmesglen TAFE to boost important relevant training
and to drive growth in apprenticeships and traineeships;
$25 000 for the Brine Street, Hughesdale, kindergarten
to increase its capacity, and I have had the real pleasure
of visiting that fantastic kinder a few times in the last
couple of years; $9000 for the Monash Children’s
Centre in Clayton to refurbish the children’s bathroom;
$9900 to the Monash Children’s Centre in Beddoe
Avenue, another facility, for the new doors; and
$500 000 for the much-needed upgrade and rebuild of
the Scrammell Reserve pavilion in Oakleigh South,
home to the Crushers, where I am the no. 1 ticketholder
and very proud to be.
We opened the Duncan Mackinnon Pavilion upgrade in
Murrumbeena with half a million dollars provided
under the previous Labor government. We opened up
Caulfield Racecourse for greater public use, and I was
proud to be on the committee with Ken Ryan and the
member for Caulfield. We provided defibrillators for
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Glen Eira soccer club, as part of the government’s
rollout of the 1000 defibrillator program, and also
defibrillators for Ormond Tennis Club and Oakleigh
Bowling Club, and we have provided a community
safety grant to Murrumbeena Bowls Club for new
security shutters, and I went and inspected the locations
for the installation of those recently.
We provided active club grants to Murrumbeena
Netball Club, East Oakleigh Sports Club,
Murrumbeena Bowls Club, Monash University rugby
football club and Caulfield Football Club. We have
provided sporting club grants to Chadstone Lacrosse
Club, Emmanuel Calisthenics, Monash City junior
soccer club, Murrumbeena Bowls Club and
Murrumbeena Netball Club. We have provided
sporting club grants to Murrumbeena Netball Club for
skill development under the volunteer coaching
training. We have provided sporting club grants to the
Glen Eira Football Club for uniforms, Oakleigh District
senior football club for uniforms and Oakleigh youth
football club for uniforms.
We have boosted police numbers locally, with many
more to come. The police academy in Glen Waverley,
which I had the fortunate pleasure of visiting with the
minister, is running at capacity, training more than
1000 new police officers. We have provided $10 000 to
Notting Hill Neighbourhood House under the Living
Victoria grants. We have provided funding for local
festivals like Glendi and Pan Macedonian in my
community. We have reviewed the Glen Eira planning
scheme and the entirety of the former government’s
botched installation and implementation of the
residential zones, and I understand there will be more to
say on that in the next few months.
We have provided $100 000 to the Monash State
Emergency Service unit for the purchase of a medium
rescue truck, and funding support for the Polish
Community Council of Victoria’s ethnic schools. The
Polish community council and I have offices in the
same building. We are providing funding support to
Sylogos Halkidikeon and Halkidiki for a senior support
program; a $10 000 grant to the Southern Cross
Recycling Group in partnership with the Monash
council to prevent illegal dumping; $30 000 to the
Monash Men’s Shed; $160 000 to GriefLine in
Moorabbin; and an extra 40 total educators in Glen Eira
and Monash, after we increased the
educators-to-children ratios in kindergartens.
Acting Speaker, thank you for your indulgence. I have
just read out, in this contribution and in my contribution
two days ago on the budget papers, 101 actions,
funding and achievements already in my community
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over two years — 101. It is officially on the record. I
am enormously proud, not because of a sense of pride
in myself but of a sense of commitment, that we
promised and we are delivering to the people who
elected us, and even to those who did not and will
hopefully give us a go next time. With these kinds of
actions in my community at the two-year mark, I look
forward to making a similar contribution in another two
years, or in a year’s time, to extend that 101 to a
number of other needs — —
Mr J. Bull — Two hundred and two!
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Two hundred and two, the
member for Sunbury says.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — It could be 1001, but
fundamentally it is keeping faith with the community
that has trusted us with the great privilege of office.
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — I rise today to make
my first comments on a budget since being elected to
this place. It is interesting to have just heard the
member for Oakleigh in his two-part miniseries there
talk about the efforts of the current government. I sat
here and thought about the poor people of Polwarth.
While 101 Dalmatians have been running rampant in
Oakleigh, with the 101 promises and the 10 or
15 minutes of prattling of the achievements of the
government in his electorate, it is a shame that there is
nowhere near 101 achievements that I can come up
with for the good, hardworking people of Polwarth.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! The member for Sunbury is out of place and out
of order.
Mr RIORDAN — This government, with its very
city-centric focus, has been spending money on roads
that it does not build and on overpasses and sky rails
and other fanciful commitments that it comes up with
midstream. Of course we do not have that luxury in
Polwarth. So it is a privilege to be making comments
on this budget some six months after the budget was
handed down to the state, because so much has
happened in this state since that budget. That really
makes me wonder how relevant the budget is going
forward.
Only in recent weeks have we seen the closing of
Hazelwood power station and the enormous changes in
our rural and regional economies because of that. I will
just cite one example, being the near disaster at Alcoa
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in recent days, where manufacturing, jobs and a whole
community have been put at risk because of the
uncertainty, and the growing uncertainty, relating to
Victoria’s energy supply. We have seen just in the last
week a huge amount of extra money being thrown at
the police. Now, that was not talked about in the
budget; it has come from nowhere.
Mr Nardella — So you oppose it, do you?
Mr RIORDAN — No, what we oppose is the fact
that we do not know where it is going. We know in our
country communities that we have had an endless
succession of closed police stations and reduced hours.
We had a situation at Easter, for example, where tens of
thousands of people travelled to enjoy the best parts of
the Polwarth electorate along the Great Ocean Road,
but there were no police rostered on at all, to keep both
locals safe but also of course the many, many visitors to
the area. The government finds money for last minute,
drop-of-the-hat political reasons to try and grab the
news the in the last week of the Parliament, but we
have no assurance at all that the real needs — the
ongoing needs right across the state of Victoria — are
being seen to.
The concern that I will talk about is that this budget
makes no reference to the immediate closure of
Hazelwood and what that means to energy reliability
and supply. Of course the government’s continued
keenness to stall any gas exploration or encouragement
of diversity in energy affects industries. The ABC, for
example, this week had a news item that one of the
major buyers and value-adders to the wool industry in
Victoria are looking to move out of Victoria because
they just cannot get gas contracts to continue to process
wool. Wool of course is a major commodity that comes
out of my electorate. We have got major meat and dairy
producers all needing to sign long-term contracts for
their energy, and this government is providing no
direction or vision in that at all, unless they are wanting
to buy a pig in a poke as to what is going to be available
in Victoria over coming years.
Business wants to know that they can be guaranteed
reliability and affordability going forward in Victoria. If
we are going to keep jobs in rural and regional areas,
where there is the tyranny of distance, if we do not have
cheap, readily available, affordable energy in those
towns and communities, then sadly we will see what
has happened so often — that is, industries packing up
and moving to central areas where the choice and
diversity in energy is available.
The budget that we are talking about today did not deal
with any of those issues because these major, quite
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strategic and big changes to the Victorian economy
have happened since the budget. But we saw in the
budget that there was no talk about the growing crime
issues along the Surf Coast, in growing communities
like Bannockburn, and where they were going to be
seen to be fitting in with police numbers and police
resources. We had the announcement in the budget,
which was good, for a new police station in Colac, and
that has certainly been welcome. But it is only half the
job that has to be done; the original plans were for the
redevelopment of the courthouse and the police service.
This government has made much of its focus on
domestic violence and the need to have better and more
appropriate court services, and yet at the courthouse in
Colac, the major facility that is sadly overworked on
Mondays and Tuesdays every week, there are no
modern facilities. Both sides of the argument are
corralled in a single foyer, if they are not standing out
the front or at the front door. In the past
12 months — —
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will be available for the many trained and skilled
people that work there. So for a government that makes
much of it governing for all and caring for people and
supporting diversity and the needs of others, they have
left a very large community of people high and dry as
to what their future is. That is something that we would
certainly hope can be addressed sooner rather than later.
It also raises another very important issue. The site that
the Colanda Centre is on now is a very significant
parcel of land owned by the state. It is strategically
located in the growing rural community of Colac.
Government often has a tendency not to forward plan
and keep people abreast of what they plan to do with
land when they are finished with it. There is a prime
opportunity here for the community to be engaged and
worked with to get the best benefit for both the state
and the Colac regional community from the
infrastructure and resources that will be left abandoned
once the Colanda Centre is closed.

Mr RIORDAN — Well, they had it sorted, and this
government of course has recommitted funds
elsewhere, probably to sky rails or roads that they are
not building, member for Melton. But the reality is that
is not being done. So we are going to have a new
facility for the police, but unfortunately the most
vulnerable and at-risk people in our community will
continue to have to make do with very, very
substandard legal services. That is a great
disappointment.

Moving on to other health issues that have been totally
ignored in this document, South West Healthcare has
been pushing and lobbying hard for quite some time for
a major upgrade of the Camperdown hospital. The
Camperdown campus of South West Healthcare
services a large area — north to Lismore and south
down to Cobden and Timboon. It is an important
service. It provides maternity and GP services that are
not easily accessible in other places. It needs funding to
do the master planning and of course it needs funding
to upgrade a facility that is now quite dated. There is no
mention of that in this document.

Probably the biggest disappointment — and one from a
government that prides itself on looking after all
communities and saying that it governs for all — was
the very callous announcement buried deep in the
budget papers that Victoria’s last supported housing
service in Colac, the Colanda Centre was to close. The
unions were not told, the residents were not told, the
80-odd employees were not told — no-one was
communicated with. It was only from ploughing
through these documents that I discovered the truth
about the future of this centre. Colanda has not only
employed many, many local people but also it has been
home for hundreds of Victorians for a long, long time.
There are still 80-odd residents for whom, because of
government admission policies for many, many years,
it is their home. Many of them have very few other
places to live in life. The government has just said, ‘Oh,
we’re closing you. We’re going to build 10 new
houses’. Therein lies one of the great problems with this
budget. Announcing the building of 10 houses is easy,
but they have not announced where they are going to
be, what communities they are going to be in, what jobs

There is no mention of improvements to drug and
alcohol services right across that area. There has been a
move by the Department of Health and Human
Services in recent years to consolidate funding in larger
centres like Geelong and Warrnambool, with those who
require those services in-between not having ready
access to them. This is a great disappointment, because
the scourge of ice and the perils that families and
communities face when there are addictions, whether it
is to alcohol or drugs or other problems like gambling,
are not easily dealt with when those suffering these
problems are expected to get in the car or have family
members drive them on 1 or 2-hour-plus return trips to
see counsellors for a short time. That is an inadequate
service. Right throughout my electorate we are very
fortunate that we have a lot of good community health
services, but none of these community health services is
being properly supported or funded for the addiction
services we need. We have outreach from
Warrnambool and Geelong, but it is just proving to be
inadequate. There is a cost being borne by country
people in this area.

Mr Nardella interjected.
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The final part on health, I guess, is in Cobden where we
have the bush nursing service, which this government
continues to treat as a very poor second cousin when it
comes to providing good mainstream, world-class
health services. It is disappointing that in this day and
age communities still have to fundraise very, very
heavily, significantly, in order just to keep a very basic
health service open in their community.
In country communities a big area that dominates
public debate regularly is of course roads. This budget
brought very little joy to south-west Victoria and to the
Polwarth electorate in particular on road funding. We
saw that highlighted enormously over September this
year when the ongoing lack of funding for roads in this
area and for the maintenance of major infrastructure,
such as the Great Ocean Road, was brought to bear.
A huge economic toll continues with this government
providing no clear alternatives or options. They have
managed to bail out their law and order issue by finding
a magic $2 billion to put extra police out, they have
managed to find $1.2 billion to keep the Greens happy
and not build a road in Melbourne, but when it comes
to maintaining an iconic, classic piece of
infrastructure — a piece of infrastructure that brings
$780 million worth of revenue and income to the state
over the course of the year and is the second most
visited area in the whole country — the government
cannot find anything. They have been dragged kicking
and screaming to put up a bit of a concrete wall in one
spot just to patch it up for the next little while, but there
is no vision, there is no strategic plan, there is no
commitment to funding and there are no alternatives
being put out there as to how a road as iconic as the
Great Ocean Road will be kept functional, kept
contemporary and most importantly kept safe and
functional all year round. That is a great
disappointment.
For the locals of Polwarth, major connecting routes
such as Ayrford Road, Fox Road and the Princes
Highway west of Colac are all sitting in worsening
condition. We have had a very wet year this year and
with what was already an infrastructure backlog,
particularly after this government last year cut the
country roads and bridges program, we have now seen
these roads go back even further with no clear direction
on how to fix them. The federal government threw the
state government a bit of a lifeline — $380 million for
rural roads to be matched dollar for dollar — and yet
even with that bone thrown out to this government it
was unable to show any commitment to making some
real improvement to our country roads.
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On the Warrnambool rail line, the communities are
growing. The communities are expecting more
contemporary public transport services and yet there is
still not the funding being put there to continue to
upgrade the train crossings. One of the main barriers to
getting more train services on the Warrnambool line is
the amount of crossings that still do not have modern
safety lights or boom barriers. Once again we have seen
the government can find money not to build a road and
the government can find money to bail out law and
order issues. but it cannot find the money just to keep
some roads and basic transport infrastructure to a
contemporary standard.
The other opportunity I will talk about in my last
minute that was missed throughout Polwarth and
south-west Victoria was the great state asset of
Glenormiston Agricultural College, which is sitting
there idling along. There have been some opportunities
and some investors have been looking at it, but there
has been no real clear vision or thought coming from
this government on how that might better grow rural
industries throughout Victoria, importantly in our area,
but also what opportunities the state can take forward
there.
We have got two special education schools in my
electorate, and it is quite a worry to think that in this
day and age we find it okay for some of our most
vulnerable young people to be educated in portable
classrooms on makeshift sites. They just do not get a
priority on that. They are sitting on the waiting list
waiting to have a modern, real building to work from
and they have not got it. This budget, while it was great
for those sitting in Oakleigh, was not so good for those
in Polwarth.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — It is with great
pleasure that I speak in support of the motion to take
note of the 2016–17 budget papers. Unlike the member
for Polwarth, I will confine my comments to the
budget, because there is so much ground to be covered.
The budget delivers a strong and sustained surplus of
$2.9 billion in 2016–17 and an average surplus of
$2.1 billion each year in the forward estimates. I am
absolutely positive that Victorians would be pleased to
see a government which does not hide behind the
debt-and-deficit mantra or use it to cut back on essential
services such as public education and health.
Today we have a government in Victoria which
believes that investment in health, education and
infrastructure is paramount to our prosperity. Despite
all the investment, the net debt remains low and
manageable, at 6 per cent of gross state product. Our
economy is forecast to grow by 3 per cent in 2016–17.
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The unemployment rate has fallen to 5.7 per cent, with
further falls projected. This is in stark contrast to when
the coalition was in government and our unemployment
rate rose to 6.9 per cent in 2014. This wonderful state of
ours remains in a very strong economic position, with
strong surpluses, job growth and a secure AAA credit
rating.
We will see infrastructure investment rise to an average
$7.4 billion per year. The Andrews Labor government’s
centrepiece of investment is of course the Melbourne
Metro tunnel, and we are funding this in full. What
does the metro tunnel mean for my electorate? The
project will give the Cranbourne line its own tunnel
through the CBD. The Andrews Labor government’s
investment will also see 65 brand-new, high-capacity
trains running on the lines, including the Cranbourne
line. This will mean more trains and more services on
the Cranbourne line. This is in stark contrast to when
the coalition was in government; they simply ran the
Cranbourne line into the ground and turned their back
on the commuters of Cranbourne.
However, a more efficient train service to Cranbourne
can be delivered by duplicating the single track from
Dandenong to Cranbourne. In Australia one of the
highest growth suburbs at the moment is Cranbourne
East. At the 2011 census Cranbourne East had a
population of 8211. In 2016 the population forecast is
22 255, and it is forecast to grow to 42 067 by 2041. It
does justify the long-awaited Cranbourne East — or
Clyde — railway station, starting with the duplication
of single-rail track from Dandenong to Cranbourne.
There is always the next budget, and we live in hope.
Investment in roads is also strongly represented in this
Andrews Labor government budget. This government
is delivering when it comes to fixing one of the most
notorious and congested roads in Melbourne’s
south-east. The budget commits $79.4 million for the
duplication of Thompsons Road between the South
Gippsland Highway and Marriott Boulevard, including
the removal of the level crossing in Thompsons Road at
Merinda Park. This budget has also committed to a
further $154.5 million to upgrade Thompsons Road.
Thompsons Road will see two lanes in each direction
between Frankston-Dandenong Road and Evans Road,
and between Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road and
Berwick-Cranbourne Road.
The project will also include replacing the existing
roundabout at the Thompsons Road and Western Port
Highway intersection with traffic lights to reduce travel
delays by 10 minutes while a full business case is
prepared for a much-needed flyover. The travel delays
can only be substantially reduced by a flyover. I hope
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the funding will be allocated in the near future.
Pedestrians will benefit too, with 10 kilometres of path
to be constructed along Thompsons Road, with
connections to public transport and local shops.
Construction will begin on the first stage of the
Thompsons Road upgrade, including the level crossing
removal at Merinda Park, before the end of the year,
with works on the remaining sections to be underway in
2017. The sod turning will take place next Monday.
This $233.9 million Thompsons Road upgrade is on top
of the previous Labor government investment in the
partial duplication of Thompsons Road. This road was
widened between the South Gippsland Highway and
Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road with an investment of
$22 million. Thompsons Road was widened between
the Mornington Peninsula Freeway and
Frankston-Dandenong Road with an investment of
$30.5 million.
Let us do the maths. The previous Labor government
invested $52 million prior to 2010 to start the
much-needed duplication works along one of the most
notorious and congested roads in Melbourne’s
south-east, Thompsons Road. During 2010 to 2014,
when the coalition were in government, nothing
happened. There was no investment at all; however,
more than 5000 families moved into the electorate
during that time. It has taken another Labor government
to invest $234 million to finish the job. All the Liberals
could do from 2010 to 2014 was come up with a
funding commitment on the run, two weeks out from an
election, that the voters saw as desperate, to say the
least. Thompsons Road is one of the most notorious and
congested roads in Melbourne’s south-east, and the
Liberals turned their back on the community who use it
day in, day out.
The Liberals also turned their back on residents of
Lynbrook, Lyndhurst, Hallam and Hampton Park. The
Andrews Labor government is investing $40 million in
this year’s budget to duplicate 1.2 kilometres of Hallam
Road between Ormond Road and the South Gippsland
Highway. Also, the intersection of the South Gippsland
Highway, Hallam Road and Evans Road will receive a
major upgrade, allowing Evans Road to be opened in its
entirety, reconnecting Lyndhurst and Lynbrook. Again,
we had seen no action by the Liberals between 2010
and 2014 on this notorious intersection. It has taken a
Labor government to deliver again.
Labor is also widening the Monash Freeway, slashing
travel times for drivers in my local area. The
electorate of Cranbourne just completed a community
bus network consultation that will see at least 17 new
or enhanced services in our local area. This is part of
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the $100 million allocated for bus networks in
Victoria in this budget. This is a very generous public
transport initiative by the Andrews Labor government
for Cranbourne and surroundings. This is in stark
contrast to the previous Liberal government, which
delivered one extension of an existing bus route in
four years. In this period our local area grew — with
approximately 5000 new families — and all the
coalition government could do between 2010 and
2014 was extend an existing bus service a few
hundred metres. What a shame.
The Andrews Labor government is also delivering
when it comes to supporting our paramedics, doctors
and nurses, and as a result treats more patients faster.
This budget delivers in getting our patients off hospital
waiting lists through a massive $335 million elective
surgery boost. A world-class heart hospital is closer,
with a further $135 million to be invested. This budget
will also see investments in real-time prescription
monitoring and funding for tackling ice.
Locally, the Casey Hospital expansion, part of a
public-private partnership with $106.3 million allocated
in the budget, will increase the floor area of the existing
facility by about 35 per cent and add 96 beds, four new
operating theatres and a new sterile services
department. Casey Hospital was built by Labor, and it
is a Labor government that is investing heavily in
Casey Hospital.
Labor is increasing support for our residents with a
mental illness with a 10-year mental health plan to
achieve better outcomes and to save lives. Labor is also
ready for the national disability insurance scheme,
which includes an investment of $132 million in
disability-related initiatives. Vulnerable residents will
also receive more support in this Andrews Labor
government budget, with a strong investment in social
housing, aged care and services for people with a
disability.
Casey is getting a tech school, giving local students the
opportunity to attend school at the same time as they
develop their hands-on skills. This Andrews Labor
government is making Victoria the education state.
Cranbourne Secondary College will see a strong
$9 million modernisation project funded. This will
deliver stage 3 of the modernisation work that was
started by the previous Labor government. Cranbourne
Secondary College received $1.6 million for stage 1 of
the modernisation work under the previous Labor
government, and they have also received a further
$7.2 million for the stage 2 modernisation, also under
the previous Labor government.
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Let us do the maths. Labor invested $17.8 million to
modernise Cranbourne Secondary College to
accommodate over 1300 students and the fine teaching
staff, compared to a zero investment towards the
modernisation by the Liberal government between
2010 and 2014. Labor started the modernisation of
Cranbourne Secondary College, and Labor is finishing
the job. On top of the $9 million modernisation of
Cranbourne Secondary College and the construction of
a technical school in Casey, the Andrews government
has committed to purchasing land in the Casey Fields
area for the construction of a new primary school.
The budget will see Labor invest funds to deliver
purpose-built consultation rooms for general
practitioner doctor services in growth area secondary
schools, including in my local area.
The Andrews Labor government wants to fix our
broken family violence system, protect vulnerable
women and children and bring the perpetrators to
justice. The Andrews government is taking urgent
action on family violence. A record $572 million
investment is the first step towards a long-term
solution, and it will cater for more housing, refuges,
programs, counsellors and support for women and
children, as recommended by the Royal Commission
into Family Violence. The Andrews government is also
working on a 10-year Victorian family violence plan,
which will also include changing negative attitudes
towards women.
Law and order is a strong part of the Andrews
government plan. Unlike those opposite, who meddled
in the affairs of police command, this government will
work with Victoria Police to give them the resources
they need. The Andrews government’s announcement
of our $596 million public safety package gives police
the necessary resources and capability to respond to
gang-related crime, gun crime, terrorist threats and
family violence. This reflects what a modern, smart
police force should look like. Funding will be provided
for an extra 406 sworn police and 52 support personnel.
Three hundred extra frontline police are to be deployed
across Victoria. The Chief Commissioner of Police has
indicated that that deployment will focus on responding
to local crime issues in growth corridors like Casey, to
be determined in consultation with Police Association
Victoria.
There will be 106 specialist police officers and
52 support personnel. They will include a special
operations group, a public order response team,
fingerprint analysts and an expansion of the anti-gang
task force. The budget will also fund a major
investment in police equipment and technology, such as
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a heavy armoured vehicle and three new bulletproof
vehicles. Victoria Police will also receive new bomb
robots, night-vision and camera equipment for
specialist units, and will begin developing a new special
operations training facility. They will get new
information systems, mobile technology and
body-worn cameras, getting rid of the fax machines.
There will be anti-ballistic vests for frontline police.
The chief commissioner said Victoria Police have been
waiting for this investment in their technology for
many, many years. The Andrews government has
delivered. Police have told us they have often learned of
incidents occurring through social media. We have
listened. We have provided funding to ensure their
incident control centre can operate 24 hours a day,
7 days a week to improve response times and
information sharing.
The full deployment of 400 police custody officers
funded in last year’s budget will also be fast-tracked by
six months to the end of 2017. This is in addition to
almost 700 extra police personnel in our first year of
government, bringing the total number of new police
personnel funded by the government to over 1150. This
announcement is the biggest single investment in
Victoria Police in many years. I commend this bill to
the house.
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — It has been
a long time coming, but finally I rise to take note of the
2016–17 budget papers, and what a missed opportunity
this budget was. It simply shows that this current
Andrews Labor government is focused on Melbourne
while regional areas are left to languish. This
government’s budget completely misses the mark and
disregards the opportunities available in rural and
regional areas. It lacks vision and does nothing to
facilitate business growth outside the city. This is just
another example of the Premier we have being the
Premier of Melbourne and not the Premier of the state
of Victoria. It provides absolutely no incentive to grow
population in regional areas. New figures derived from
the national accounts this week showed just how city
centric this government is. While Melbourne’s
economy rockets ahead, the regions are left to languish.
You can see that every single day around my electorate,
as infrastructure crumbles away, with no sign of it
being fixed by Labor. There was not one line in the
budget for specific road projects in my electorate of
South-West Coast to repair a road network decaying
under ever-increasing, economy-boosting freight
volumes. According to VicRoads’s own data, now
backed up by the RACV, we have the worst roads in
the state, yet once again they have been completely
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ignored. The roads are appalling. We need a summer
blitz of works to get them fixed, and we need it now.
The port of Portland, which is setting records in
tonnage of products exported, is being stifled in
expansion plans because of the poor state of the roads
into the port. It is the largest blue gum woodchip port in
the world, with an annual throughput of about 6 million
tonnes, delivering about $2.5 billion into the region and
nation annually. A 700 per cent increase in timber
harvest volumes is expected in the next five to seven
years, equating to around $15 billion in exports through
the port. The Great South Coast Group calculates that
about 200 kilometres of road leading to the port has
been impacted by the booming freight volumes,
particularly timber. Those opposite would say the
previous coalition government had their chance and did
nothing, but it is impossible to fix 12 years of neglect
from the previous Bracks-Brumby Labor governments
in four years.
Recent announcements that funds pledged by the
commonwealth will be matched by the state are a great
start, but that money will cover just the tip of the
iceberg — there is so much more that needs to be done.
Much, much more is needed if we are to bring our
roads back to an acceptable standard. The Minister for
Roads and Road Safety must surely know how the
people of my electorate feel about this issue by now. I
have sent countless letters to his office, giving specific
examples of product damage, truck damage and
accident damage, and relaying the concerns of the
people I represent.
The government’s focus on road safety is misplaced. I
agree it is imperative that people get to where they need
to be safely, especially as we approach the festive
holiday season. That is not something I would ever
dispute. But the way Labor plans to go about it is
wrong. It is simply wrong! Sticking up signs to slow
people down will do nothing more than slow people
down — it will not keep them safer when the roads are
damaged — and it will slow productivity. That is what
we cannot afford if we want to improve this great state.
The best way to improve road safety is to fix the
potholes and the warped and distressed surfaces. We
need a summer blitz and we need it now so that we can
put an effort into making our roads safe again and so
that the problem does not get worse when winter rolls
around again. It should be no surprise — we will have a
winter! But it is summer now, so we need to get on
with it right now. We know there is money available for
this. The coalition secured around $700 million from
the lease of the port for rural and regional infrastructure,
but to date there has been absolutely zero mention of
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how or where that money will be spent. The budget
included a fourth train service added to the
Warrnambool line. This is not before time; my
community has been crying out for this for a decade. I
remind the house that it was the previous coalition
government that facilitated this by building a
$10 million passing loop at Warncoort, replacing the
passing loops that the previous Labor government
ripped out.
Following the lead from roads, it seems the Labor
solution to safety concerns in the country is to slow
things down. Warrnambool line trains are currently
travelling on speed restrictions because of safety
concerns at level crossings. Rather than fix the safety
concerns, the government just slows trains down.
Services are being delayed every day, sometimes for up
to 30 minutes. This is another example of this
government’s city-centric nature: ‘Just let it keep going
badly and don’t fix it’.
The Minister for Public Transport started the year with
V/Line in chaos, and she is ending it the same way.
Commuters on the Warrnambool line deserve better. It
was disappointing to see that there are no plans to
upgrade long-haul rolling stock, with all the new trains
on order — no surprises here — not able to be used on
the Warrnambool line; they are all for the cities. My
community is left with carriages from the 1980s that are
well beyond their use-by date. They are cold in the
winter and hot in the summer. The toilets often do not
work and the locomotives often break down, meaning
the long trip to Melbourne or return to Warrnambool
and Portland is often made via a cramped bus with
nowhere to buy a drink, get something to eat or to go to
the toilet for up to — and sometimes longer than —
4½ hours. When the train is running, many times the
buffet car is closed because of a shortage of staff.
Again, in this day and age we really do deserve a better
service.
I must take some time to commend the V/Line staff,
who provide exceptional service under trying
conditions. They just do not have the resources to do
the job they can and want to do. This is certainly not a
criticism of the staff. Their efforts do not go unnoticed,
and I sincerely thank them for their work. I have been at
the station to catch the train to Melbourne on my way to
Parliament when magically the train has turned into a
bus. I have seen the anger of the commuters directed at
the staff, so I again commend them.
In the previous Labor budget, regional projects
accounted for only 3 per cent of the total infrastructure
spend, and this year it seems nothing much has
changed. This is a high-taxing, high-spending,
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metro-centric government. It seems that the further you
live from Melbourne, the less you get from this
government, despite that promise to govern for all of
Victoria.
There are a raft of opportunities in regional areas. They
just need some investment. Devondale Murray
Goulburn has plans to expand its Koroit manufacturing
plant, right in the heart of dairy country, but they do not
have adequate electricity supply, adequate access to gas
or the necessary wastewater facilities. They estimate it
will cost $50 million to upgrade those essential services
and are now considering building that new plant in the
west of Melbourne to save money, adding to congestion
in the city and putting more trucks on the roads. This is
a perfect opportunity for the government to upgrade
such vital infrastructure, not just for Devondale Murray
Goulburn but to allow other new industries to leverage
off the infrastructure and set up in the region. The
answer to easing congestion in the city is regional
investment. It is a shame that this government cannot
see beyond the tram tracks.
Exceptional healthcare and educational facilities are
another way to bring people into regional areas and
lessen the congestion in the city of Melbourne. Latest
health statistics show the demand for services at
Warrnambool Base Hospital is growing, and the
magnificent and hardworking staff are doing the best
they can with what they have got. But unfortunately the
vital second stage of Warrnambool Base Hospital’s
redevelopment was again ignored in the budget. We
need the final touches to the epicentre of the hospital to
be built, and that is the accident and emergency
department and the theatre. The accident and
emergency department is cramped and cannot cope
with a large event such as a motor car accident with
several vehicles involved. The staff do an exceptionally
good job in these trying circumstances, but there is no
room. I have worked in this environment; I have been
in that accident and emergency department, and it has
not grown in many, many years.
There are three theatres at Warrnambool Base Hospital.
When I nursed in those theatres in 1986 there were also
three for a population of 20 000 in Warrnambool itself.
In this current day and age we have still got three
theatres, yet the population in Warrnambool alone has
grown to 35 000 people. This does not take into
consideration the catchment areas. It is just not
adequate. I hope that now the Minister for Health has
visited the hospital and seen for herself the areas
earmarked for renewal there will be money for the
upgrade in the next budget. At the very least she can
use some of the money in the regional and rural health
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fund to get the master plan underway so that by the next
budget, in May next year, we can get on with the job.
It was also a shame to see not one dollar for the
Warrnambool Special Development School in the
budget. They need the next stage committed to as a
priority. All they have at the moment is an empty block
of land. This current government gave them half what
we gave them, and that was not enough to build the
school. I hope the next budget contains the money that
will allow them to build the desperately needed new
school, and I hope it will allow them to build what they
need. The current one was built in 1999 in a very steep
environment that is not suitable for wheelchairs for
30 students, and there are now 126 students. It is totally
inadequate. We need modern facilities with undercover
sporting areas so that these children, who are often
more susceptible to illness, can have somewhere to play
in the cold and wet south-west winters.
This government says it is putting people first, but in
reality it is doing completely the opposite. It is driving
up the cost of living, it is driving up the cost of doing
business and it is hurting employers and hurting
employees as a natural consequence. Increasing the
royalties on brown coal is hurting the back pockets of
hardworking Victorians. This new tax has forced the
closure of Hazelwood, driving up the cost of power for
every Victorian. Adding $250 million in costs to
companies like Engie simply drives up the cost of
doing business, destroying profit margins, leaving them
no incentive to continue to seek profits and driving
them out of business. It was the government
introducing a new tax that put the final nail in the coffin
of Hazelwood — let us be clear — and the government
needs to be accountable for that and should not blame
anyone but themselves.
Victoria’s ability to produce cheap electricity for our
state and the national grid is one of our advantages, and
this government seems determined to destroy that
advantage. This new tax also hurts other
energy-intensive operations like dairy farms. I have a
constituent who owns a dairy in my electorate. He
received a quote that he shared with me just two weeks
ago for his energy supply after the Hazelwood closure
announcement, and it is 37 per cent higher than his
previous agreement. The offer was withdrawn 22 hours
later because the market is in chaos. The operator of an
exporting seafood business tells me the same story.
These businesses are exporters, and they cannot be
successful — they cannot compete against other
businesses in other parts of the world — if we tax
ourselves to such a point that we make ourselves
uncompetitive on the world scene.
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This government is hampering our ability to produce
food cheaply and responsibly in our own backyard.
That is what we actually do well — another natural
advantage — and our government is destroying our
ability to do this. We should be looking for
opportunities to facilitate increasing food production by
embracing the opportunities, not hampering and
harnessing them.
Other energy-intensive industries will be forced out of
Victoria if energy prices continue to rise. Portland
Aluminium uses about 10 per cent of the energy
produced in Victoria, but it is not the environmental
vandal members of the Greens want to paint it as. It
produces a product that is growing in demand. As
technologies advance, aluminium is used readily in new
devices. It is not a dying industry. The Portland smelter
is set amongst 500 hectares of wetlands and parklands.
It is known as the ‘smelter in the park’ around the
world in the Alcoa group and locally, and it is
something the management and the staff are justifiably
proud of.
If that smelter is closed, not only would it be
devastating for the Portland community in terms of jobs
and economic impact but the operations would simply
move to another country where there are not the strict
rules — because aluminium is in demand — and where
there are not the regulations on environmental impacts
that we have here in Australia. This would simply shift
the problem elsewhere, resulting in less positive
environmental benefits that we can offer in Victoria. I
hope, though, that the members of the government
recognise the importance of Portland Aluminium to the
people of my electorate and Victoria. I hope they do
everything possible to ensure that the smelter remains
open and an active part of the south-west community
and that jobs are retained.
Given the smelter’s latest issue, brought about by lost
energy, I cannot stress to the government enough that
no stone be left unturned so that we can find out what
happened and assure the staff and management and the
company that it will not happen again. We need to
provide certainty.
It all arcs back to the valuable role our regional areas
can play in the future of this great state and the
opportunities that are here in abundance. It is just a
shame this budget did absolutely nothing to make the
most of those opportunities. This Labor government is
spending without thought for a sound financial future. It
ignores regional Victorians, particularly in the far west,
where opportunities are in abundance for a government
to increase revenue from industries ready to grow but
needing a partnership approach to facilitate their
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expansion. This budget is a missed opportunity, not
only for my electorate but for the entire state of
Victoria.
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) — I have great
pleasure in rising to speak in support of the 2015–16
budget, and I follow on from the member for
South-West Coast. I was in my office listening to the
start of her contribution and heard the rest of it in here,
and one of the things she said was that the worst roads
in Victoria are in her electorate. Well, perhaps it is
something she needs to have a look at quite carefully. I
remind her that the former member for South-West
Coast was a member of Parliament for 27 years,
Dr Denis Napthine, who sat on the front bench for most
of that time and was also the Premier of Victoria during
his time in Parliament. So perhaps he did not work hard
enough for his electorate. I certainly wish the new
member for South-West Coast well, and I am sure that
she will advocate strongly for her community and
ensure that the roads in her electorate are fixed and that
other things she wants are delivered through and with
the support of the Andrews Labor government.
When the Labor team led by the now Premier went to
the Victorian people during the 2014 election
campaign, we laid out a cogent and well-articulated
plan for the state. We said we would make Victoria the
education state, we promised to make our health system
the best we could and we also undertook to deliver a
world-class public transport system. We promised to
deliver jobs for Victorians, and we also said we would
deliver a safe and fair society and develop inclusive and
sustainable communities. This budget is getting it done.
This budget brings home the bacon for the people of
my electorate of Kororoit and for the rest of Victoria.
Let us start by looking at education. Record investment
in schools in this budget has clearly marked Victoria as
the education state. Infrastructure spending includes
modernisation of the Sunshine Special Developmental
School at a cost of $2.5 million. Between now and the
second quarter of the 2018–19 financial year, buildings
which are currently at an unacceptable standard will
receive an upgrade. Inspired teaching and learning
requires the right infrastructure, something the coalition
cares little about.
The Andrews Labor government recognises that
sustained population growth requires not just upgrades
to schools but new schools. Kororoit will receive a
share of the $92 million to construct schools and buy
land in growth areas to give local parents and families
the certainty they need to and make sure their kids have
the facilities they deserve. In addition to the purchase of

Thursday, 8 December 2016

land for the proposed Burnside primary school and the
Truganina East P–9 school, this budget will enable
work to begin on a new school to be built at Taylors
Hill, where stage 1 will be delivered by the fourth
quarter of 2017–18. This will see students proudly
ready to take their place in the $12 million Taylors Hill
secondary school in 2019. This is a great win for the
western suburbs and for the people of Kororoit.
In addition to school infrastructure, Kororoit secondary
students will benefit from the $43.7 million program to
help ensure young people get the health care that they
need and deserve. Doctors will visit 100 Victorian
government secondary schools. Getting around will
also be easier for the students as a result of the massive
spending on public transport and roads infrastructure
across Victoria and in the western suburbs. People are
now able to spend more time with their families and
friends because of the massive upgrades that this
government is making to western suburbs roads.
Let us go to the Ballarat line. There is $518 million to
duplicate the Ballarat line to Melton and to increase the
frequency of services for the Ballarat region and
Melbourne’s outer west. As part of that package of
funding, a 17-kilometre section of single track between
Deer Park West and Melton will be duplicated. This
will enable extra services in the morning and afternoon
peaks and will improve reliability of services. This
work will enable future electrification of the line. At
Deer Park station the car park will receive a
$1.1 million upgrade to provide better facilities, and the
platforms at Rockbank station will also be extended by
more than 50 metres so that passengers can use any
carriage in boarding or exiting trains. A sealed car park
will also be built on the south side of Rockbank station.
It is good news for those who live in Caroline Springs,
because the new Caroline Springs station is scheduled
for completion early next year and will include a
double-sided platform, car parking, CCTV and other
facilities.
My constituents, and anyone else who travels from or
to the west, will be pleased with the $1.46 billion
western distributor project. These works will include a
second river crossing, widening the West Gate
Freeway from 8 to 12 lanes and other works
connecting CityLink and the western edge of the
CBD. This is a substantial project that will give a
better connection between the west and other parts of
Melbourne. Locally, the people of Kororoit will be
pleased to learn that $150 million of funding has been
provided to undertake the next stage of the
M80 upgrade to widen the road and to improve traffic
management from Sunshine Avenue to the
E. J. Whitten Bridge. This budget also provides the
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money to enable planning for the duplication of
Leakes Road and Derrimut Road and an upgrade of
Palmers Road. Like the freeway upgrades, these
projects will enable drivers to spend less time on the
roads and more time with their loved ones.
This is a budget which delivers a massive $61.3 million
injection of funds for infrastructure works at Western
Health’s Footscray and Sunshine sites. This includes
$44.3 million to be spent at Sunshine Hospital to
provide 64 new surgical and emergency beds as part of
a plan to use the extra space that will be available once
the new $200 million Joan Kirner Women’s and
Children’s Hospital has been completed. These include
a 32-bed surgical inpatient ward to increase capacity for
elective surgery and 12 surgical short-stay recovery
beds. The capacity of the emergency department will
also be increased, with an expanded 20-bed short-stay
unit and an additional 12 emergency department
cubicles. This is a massive investment in the health of
my community.
The infrastructure spend of more than $12.4 billion in
this budget will provide employment opportunities for
many Victorians; including many of the tradespeople,
technicians and skilled labourers of my electorate. To
go through a very quick run-down of some of the
Victorian government-initiated infrastructure projects,
the CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening project
from Melbourne Airport to Bulla Road is in delivery
and the section from Bulla Road to Power Street is also
in delivery. As I mentioned, we have 15 new schools
and the M80 upgrade from Sunshine Avenue to the
Calder Freeway — that is in delivery. There is also the
Melbourne Metro tunnel project and the level crossing
removal project — and I particularly mention the
removal of the ones at Main Road and Furlong Road.
This is something that the community has been
advocating for a very, very long time, and something
that the community is now celebrating. There are
people in their 80s and 90s who are finally seeing their
dreams come true and all the work they have put in in
campaigning finally come to fruition.
The Cranbourne-Pakenham line upgrade is also in
delivery. I mentioned the western distributor, and also
the 65 new high-capacity metropolitan trains and the
Casey Hospital. I know other members have spoken
about this. There is the Murray Basin rail project, the
Chandler Highway bridge, the Western Highway
duplication and the Melbourne Convention and
Exhibition Centre expansion. I mentioned the Joan
Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital.
There is the Mernda rail extension project — I know
the member for Yan Yean is extremely proud of this —
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the Goulburn Valley Health redevelopment, the
Victorian Heart Hospital, the Yan Yean Road
duplication and the Thompsons Road duplication, and
of course there are many other suburban arterial roads
that are in procurement at the moment. These sorts of
projects are perfect examples of how many Victorians,
including those in my electorate, are able to find work.
What we have also done is come up with a package of
$53 million that will consolidate all Victorian
employment services into one system, which will make
it easier for employers and prospective employees to be
connected. These investments alone show that we do
not pay lip-service to our promises; we deliver them.
As part of the Andrews government’s support for
Melbourne’s high-growth areas, this budget will also
provide $50 million to build community facilities in
Melbourne’s fastest growing suburbs, including
community centres, arts and cultural hubs, parks and
playgrounds. My electorate will also benefit from the
allocation of $22.2 million to upgrade and improve
council and regional library services and $50 million to
build community hubs in growth areas.
The budget highlights for Victoria and my electorate
are so many that I could go on and on for many hours in
talking about the benefits to my community and the
state as a whole. At this point, however, I would like to
acknowledge the enormous commitment by this
government to the issue of family violence and to
funding the most urgent 65 recommendations from the
recent royal commission. Family violence does not
have a preferred postcode or an occupation type. It does
not discriminate between young or old or ethnicities;
there is no stereotype. Family violence can happen in
the poorest or in the wealthiest households.
I congratulate this government for having the courage
to bring this issue out into the open. It is something that
many community struggle to talk about, but I know
through the leadership of the Premier and the Minister
for the Prevention of Family Violence that these
discussions hopefully are happening in many
households and are becoming easier to talk about. I
congratulate this government on having the courage to
say, ‘No more family violence’, and to act to tackle this
issue head-on. I congratulate this government for
putting in real money so that we can understand the
complex issues that underpin family violence and for
investing in supports for victims.
Acting Speaker McGuire, I do not have to tell you — I
know that you agree because your community has also
benefited from this wonderful budget — that this is a
great Labor budget. I am extremely proud to be part of
a great Labor team.
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Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to finally rise to speak on the budget papers,
and it seems like quite a while ago since we actually
had the budget presented before us in this house, but it
is interesting to hear the member for Kororoit speak
before me. If you want a contrast as to where this
government’s priorities lay, you just needed to listen to
that last contribution, because that was a contribution
that listed a litany of funding announcements in a
Labor-held seat. One would only have liked to have
seen a similar list of election commitments within the
seat of Ferntree Gully.
May I say that I am not casting aspersions on the
member for Kororoit or her community and what they
received through the budget. All I am saying is that I
think the good people of Ferntree Gully themselves
would say, ‘Well, if this is a government that is willing
to invest significant amounts of money in Labor-held
seats, what is it about people who are in Liberal-held
seats or National Party seats that means they should
miss out?’. I will come to my electorate later in my
contribution, but it is not going to take long because the
contributions provided by this government were scant.
One just needs to look at where this government is at;
and if you look at the key measures of where the
government is at the moment, it is worrying. We can
look at roads and the east–west link. Labor in
opposition said they were going to scrap the east–west
link and that it was not going to cost the Victorian
taxpayer one cent. Let us not forget that the east–west
link was put on the political agenda by the former
Labor Brumby government, and in fact it was the
Brumby government that championed the cause. Then
after the election the incoming coalition government,
on a bipartisan basis, said, ‘We will continue the
process that was put in place by the former
government’, and the coalition committed to putting in
place the east–west link. At the time the then Leader of
the Opposition, the member for Mulgrave, actually
agreed to the program. Later he changed his position
and said, ‘Well, we do not now agree with that, but we
will honour a contract’.
Then polling came in that showed Labor were
vulnerable to the Greens in the inner northern seats of
Melbourne, and they said, ‘Well, we had better do
something to fix that. How are we going to fix that?
How are we going to save the seats of the member for
Richmond and other members of the Labor Party in this
house? Oh, let us change our position again to try to
out-green the Greens in those seats’. Therefore, at the
11th hour, the Labor Party came out with a policy to
scrap the east–west link. It said, ‘But do not worry, it is
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all okay, it will not cost taxpayers one cent’. Well, we
all know, over $1 billion later, that that was a lie.
You just have to look at law and order issues like
carjackings and home invasions. These are events that
are daily occurrences which we did not see in this state
two years ago. An incident involving one of my
constituents has already been raised in the house. This
woman’s home was invaded at 2 o’clock in the
morning when she and her daughters were sleeping.
She lives in a relatively new home in the suburb of
Wantirna South, but she told me that she is now
contemplating selling her home to move to a safer
suburb. Well, if I may say, with the greatest of respect,
if people in Wantirna South do not feel comfortable in
their own homes, heaven help us! Heaven help us if
people do not feel comfortable in their own homes, and
that is where law and order is under this government.
I now turn to juvenile justice. We have the debacle of
the juvenile justice system, where you have clients in a
juvenile justice facility who are destroying the
premises, and this government has turned a blind eye
and not provided the support that those people have
needed. This government’s solution to juvenile justice
and to the crisis in the juvenile justice system is to hand
out pizzas and soft drink in a bid to try to stop these
offenders. I mean, seriously, is that what this
government has come to?
I come to my shadow portfolio of education. Can I just
say at a time when Victorians want this government to
have numeracy and literacy, have education standards,
as a top priority of this government, we have seen the
Trends in International Mathematics and Science Study
results come out, which have shown that we have gone
backwards in maths and science, where countries such
as Kazakhstan are doing better than students here in
Victoria. We have seen in the latest Programme for
International Student Assessment results that Victorians
are flatlining, where other countries are moving
forward — —
Mr Nardella — Because of you!
Mr WAKELING — I just love contributions from
the member for Melton. This is a government that
prides itself on its financial investment, on the fact that
it is investing billions of dollars of extra money, but the
best test of the results of that investment is how
students have fared. That is the best way to assess their
performance.
Mr Nardella — Correct.
Mr WAKELING — Correct. On that basis, given
the money invested by this government and former

BUDGET PAPERS 2016–17
Thursday, 8 December 2016

ASSEMBLY

Labor governments, our results would show that we
had skyrocketed in our performance, but they have
shown that, despite everything that this government
says, they have gone backwards. Why are we going
backwards? Because we know that education standards
are not at the forefront of this government. They are
worried about every other fringe issue but not about the
focus of our parents, who want to ensure their children
can read, write and count.
One only need look at the hardline approach adopted by
this government around the Safe Schools program, a
program that under this government is compulsory in
every secondary school in Victoria. School councils
who say they do not want to be part of this program are
told they have no option, and parents who ask politely
if their children can be excluded from the program are
told, ‘No, your child is in the program and we question
why you would even raise this as an issue’. They have
labelled these parents bigots and homophobes. Let me
tell you, Acting Speaker, the parents that I have spoken
to are neither bigoted nor homophobic; they are just
concerned about their children.
As we know, under this government, when it comes to
issues around the Safe Schools program, if it is a
decision of the Premier or if it is a decision of parents, I
will back parents every day. We on this side of the
house will back parents every day. Those on that side of
the house have said to parents, ‘We don’t care what
your view is. We don’t care what you think about this
program. You’re going to be compelled to have your
children participate in this program’. Let me tell you,
Acting Speaker, we stand apart from this government.
We have as a priority, and we are very proud of the fact
it is a priority, that if we are afforded the opportunity to
take the Treasury bench after the next election, the Safe
Schools program in Victoria will be scrapped.
As we have seen this week, we now have a situation in
schools where teachers will be standing up and making
political statements regarding the refugee issue. I might
say, with the greatest respect, that teachers I have
spoken to this week just want to get on with teaching
children. They tell me that schools should not be
soapboxes for teachers to make political statements.
Where are the priorities of this government? Where is
the government on this issue? We have a Premier and
an education minister who are hiding from this issue,
not wanting to talk about it, whereas I am happy to call
it out and say that schools and teachers should be
focusing on teaching.
Mr Eren interjected.
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Mr WAKELING — I take up the interjection by
the minister at the table, the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events and member for Lara — they should be
focused on teaching, not focused on political activism. I
can only hope that at next Monday’s cabinet meeting
the minister, when he sits at the cabinet table at
1 Treasury Place, will actually stand up for Victorian
families and raise this issue as a concern.
Mr Eren interjected.
Mr WAKELING — I am glad to hear that the
minister at the table, the member for Lara, will be
taking this issue up. We are very pleased to hear that.
We have also seen the recent announcement regarding
compulsory swimming lessons — that is, every child is
going to be able to swim 50 metres by grade 6. Who is
going to pay for it? Who is going to pay for the lessons?
When children are attending schools in East Gippsland,
in places like Buchan, they are going to have to get on a
bus and travel significant distances to get to a pool.
Who is going to pay for the bus? Who is going to pay
for the swimming lessons? I can tell you one thing,
Acting Speaker, the money is not being provided by
this government. This government has said to the
parents of Buchan, ‘Your children will get this as part
of the curriculum, but the school will pay’ — because it
is part of the curriculum, parents do not have to pay for
it. If the school is not getting any additional money,
what programs are being cut by this government? We
know that it is going to directly impact on parents and it
is going to directly impact on students, because we
know that other programs are going to be lost as a
consequence of it.
If we look at the issue of asbestos, we see the
government has said that they going to make every
school asbestos free by 2020. But we learned at the
estimates hearings of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee that when governments do their
audits, they do not audit under a building and they do
not audit the grounds. We know that children are
playing in grounds where there is asbestos. So we know
that the government’s claim that they are going to make
all schools asbestos free by 2020 — they have
promised that every inch of it will be gone from every
government school across the state — is unachievable.
The government itself has admitted it is unachievable.
This government has said to us, ‘There is no ban on
Christmas carols’. Last year the government issued an
order to all school principals on what they could and
could not do with regard to the singing of Christmas
carols. In their own directive they said to principals that
they could not participate in plays or music. When the
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Minister for Education put a comment on my Facebook
page at the time, I said to him, ‘You can solve this
problem overnight. Issue a new directive to schools to
say that they can sing them’. Guess what happened in
November this year? Every school got an email from
the education department just seeking to clarify the
situation on Christmas carols. Here we go: ‘Just to
advise you that this year, you can sing commercial and
traditional Christmas carols’. They finally did what we
had asked them to do 12 months earlier. They can call it
whatever they like, they can spin it in whatever way
they like, but we had the Deputy Premier wearing a
silly Christmas hat in a video. He did not have to do
any of that, he just needed to issue an order 12 months
earlier and we could have avoided all these problems.
You have also seen the government wanting to attack
religious schools with the Equal Opportunity
Amendment (Religious Exceptions) Bill 2016, a bill
that was going to be a direct attack on our faith
communities and faith-based schools. This side of the
house said we would oppose it. We opposed it here, we
opposed it in the upper house and we are pleased to see
that, with the assistance of the crossbenches, the bill is
now dead. I call on this government to stand committed
to not seeking to reintroduce that bill.
In the minute and a half left to me, Acting Speaker, I
will just talk about the seat of Ferntree Gully, because
there is not a lot to talk about. In two years, how much
capital investment has been provided to schools in my
electorate? How much? Zero. Not one school in two
years has received a capital investment under this
government — not last year and not this year.
Can I say, though, that it was very pleasing to see that
the government took up the coalition’s commitment to
provide additional car parking at the Ferntree Gully
railway station. But let me tell you what happened. The
government did not announce that on budget day; they
wanted to hold the announcement back. But what they
forgot to do is tell the bureaucrats. A bureaucrat in the
department actually put up on a website that the car
park in Ferntree Gully was going to be upgraded. I
found this and I then made an announcement to my
local community that the car park was going to be
upgraded. Uh-oh, someone in the department got
rapped over the knuckles. It came off the website and
then three months later the government came out to
make the big announcement that they had provided this
additional funding.
That is the only thing this government sought to do
under this budget. There is nothing for schools, nothing
for local roads, nothing for local sport and nothing for
my local community. Let me tell you, Acting Speaker,
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when we talk about the haves and have-nots under this
government, you need only listen to the member for
Kororoit talking about the money spent in her
electorate. This side of the house gets very little, and we
will hear in a second another member of the
government standing up and talking about how much
money Labor has spent in another Labor seat.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I am proud to rise
to speak on the budget for 2016–17. I have never heard
a diatribe like the one we have just heard from the
member for Ferntree Gully, because this is a budget for
all Victorians. It is a budget that is an infrastructure
budget that will impact in a positive way for all
Victorians. We have never seen such a big
infrastructure spend in the history of the state of
Victoria. It is a budget based on delivering in health and
in education and making sure that we look after the
most disadvantaged in our communities. It is about
bringing equity back into our funding for schools and
making sure that the schools which have the most
disadvantaged children get the support they need. It will
ensure that children who often go to school hungry
because they are not fed will have access to breakfast
clubs so that they get some sustenance before they start
their school day. We all know that a child who is well
fed can concentrate better on their studies and get better
outcomes if they have a full stomach. We know that to
be the case, and that is why we have invested in
breakfast clubs.
We have also invested in eye testing and glasses for
kids who come from families who cannot access eye
tests and obtain glasses. We are making sure those kids
can get glasses free of charge. A former principal in my
area who is a pioneer of these kinds of programs has
actually written to me and thanked the Labor
government for putting in place a program that delivers
for these kids and makes sure that money is not a factor
in providing an education for kids and that money is not
a factor in ensuring that those who need to have their
eyes tested get their eyes tested and that those who need
to have glasses get glasses.
This would only happen under a Labor government; it
would never have been done by those opposite and was
not done by those opposite. They had four years to put
such programs as these in place. Did they care? No,
they did not. They come in here crying crocodile tears
and talk about what they have not got in their
electorates. There are a whole lot of kids out there who
are better off because of a Labor government; kids who
are going to school and who will be fed; kids who are
getting the glasses they need so they can study rather
than not study because they cannot see. I am proud of
what this government has achieved. I am proud of the
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first two budgets, and I am proud of what these
programs will mean for the kids who most desperately
need them.
I want to talk about my electorate, because my
electorate is a beneficiary of this budget in very many
ways. The metro rail tunnel, which will be the greatest
piece of infrastructure since the city loop — probably
greater than the city loop — will provide five additional
stations, including a station at Parkville, which will
mean for the first time people from the west will be
able to access the Parkville district. That means access
to the Royal Melbourne Hospital, that means access to
the comprehensive cancer centre, that means access to
the dental hospital, that means access to the university.
People from the west will be able to get on one train
and travel to Parkville for all their needs. It will make a
difference in the lives of patients who need to travel to
the cancer centre for treatment or people who are
undergoing a diagnosis. That is why I am so proud of
this project. Yes, it will mean the unblocking of the city
loop and it will mean that all of those around
Melbourne travelling on the rail will be able to do it
more easily, more efficiently and more effectively. That
goes without saying and has been talked about a lot in
other contributions on the budget, but what it means for
the people in the west is that new opportunities will be
opened up for them, and that is a great thing.
I also want to talk about the spend on Sunshine
Hospital and Footscray Hospital. Were it not for a
Labor government there would not be a Sunshine
Hospital, and were it not for a Labor government there
would not be a women’s and children’s hospital being
built in Sunshine as we speak. We are intent on
ensuring that it is the best that it can be amongst
hospitals and that it provides a great service to a very
high demand area. We put $44.3 million into Sunshine
Hospital to deliver an extra 64 surgical and emergency
beds as part of a plan to utilise the extra space that will
be available once the new Joan Kirner Women’s and
Children’s Hospital is complete. We are putting more
money also into Footscray Hospital for urgent works
to fix key sections of the hospital and to undertake
important planning work to develop the future of the
hospital, which is very important in a very high
demand area.
You only have to look at the thunderstorm asthma
attacks to see the pressure that was placed on the
western hospitals and how they dealt with those
emergencies. I put on the record, because I think it
needs to be put on the record, the great work that was
done by our ambulance service and by the hospitals in
dealing with the enormous workload that came about as
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a result of the thunderstorm asthma attacks. It would
have been incredibly difficult to deal with, and they did
an extraordinary job — and they certainly did an
extraordinary job at Western Health and at my local
ambulance service.
I also want to talk about education. We met our election
commitment to Sunshine College. We will make sure
that school is rebuilt. We will make sure those kids get
access not only to the first-class education that their
teachers provide but also to first-class facilities. I want
to finish on one other thing, and that is the education
precinct in Footscray, an Australian first where there
will be lifelong learning opportunities in first-class
facilities for the people of the inner west. Only a Labor
government would deliver that.
This is a government that is committed to the very best
of education for our children. It is a government
committed to the best of health for our community.
Irrespective of how much they earn, they will have
access to the best quality of health. It is a government
committed to making sure that the infrastructure is
provided to futureproof Victoria and prepare it for a
dynamic future. It is a government committed to
developing the jobs of the future and developing and
looking after our communities. I am proud of this
budget, and I am very proud to be a member of the
Andrews Labor government.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In
contributing to the take-note motion before the house, I
have a brief amount of time to make a number of
comments. In October 2014 the then Napthine
government committed a further $13 million to
Sandringham College if re-elected, in addition to
$6 million already delivered in 2013, making an
aggregate total of $19 million to a former Labor Party
flagship educational reform school, which had the
objective of providing multiple Victorian certificate of
education subjects for the benefit of students living
within the Bayside area and the electorate of
Sandringham.
The then Premier, Dr Napthine, also announced in
October 2014 a joint-use agreement between the school
and the Melbourne Cricket Club (MCC), with the
objective of providing the leveraging of further
multimillions of dollars in world-class facilities at the
Beaumaris campus. There was a precedent for
co-investment in school facilities between the MCC
and its philanthropic trust and a local school, being
Melbourne High School, with the development of their
sporting facilities, including a hockey pitch. The
proposed partnering arrangement with the Melbourne
Cricket Club was to bring additional funding to develop

URBAN RENEWAL AUTHORITY VICTORIA AMENDMENT (DEVELOPMENT VICTORIA) BILL 2016
4976

ASSEMBLY

the sporting fields and buildings to become first-class
facilities which would be available to the aggregate
school community, MCC sporting teams and local
sporting clubs.
In a newsletter distributed by Sandringham College in
October 2014 the question was posed: will it be a
years 7 to 10 or a years 7 to 12 school? The answer to
that question was:
The Beaumaris campus currently runs a years 7–10
curriculum which provides year 10 students with access to
enhanced studies in VCE and VET. We also operate an
alliance with Mentone Girls Secondary College to teach a
variety of year 11 and 12 subjects at the Beaumaris campus. It
is our intention that these arrangements will continue, with a
plan to steadily increase the offerings of year 11 and 12
studies on the campus.

A question was also asked about how the funding
would work. The answer was:
The coalition government has made an election pledge of
$13 million, $7 million of which has been earmarked for the
Beaumaris campus redevelopment. The remainder would be
spent on further works at all three sites. The Beaumaris
redevelopment would also include a multimillion-dollar
co-investment from the MCC Foundation.

At the 2014 state election the commitment of the Labor
Party to the Beaumaris campus, as I recall, was
$4 million. The commitment of the coalition to the
Beaumaris campus was a direct $7 million plus the
leveraged MCC co-investment, which is at the level of
$15 million in today’s terms, making an aggregate
amount of $22 million. One might contrast the amount
of $4 million committed by the Labor Party plus
another $2 million to the aggregate school, being the
senior college campus, with the $4 million to
Beaumaris and $22 million committed to the Beaumaris
campus by the coalition with the leveraged
co-investment. Additionally, it would have seen some
$19 million of state funding invested in public
education by the coalition in the three campuses of
Sandringham College.
There has been some misrepresentation in relation to
these matters. Recently in answer to a question —
question 11857 — the comment was made:
The Liberals were absolutely silent on the future of this
Beaumaris school while in government.

I let the record of what I have already stated speak for
itself. In addition a local activist remarked that
effectively the coalition had closed the school down.
Again, I let the facts of what I have already stated on
the record speak for themselves.
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Additionally I note further that the coalition had been
very keen to ensure that there was a breadth of
educational offerings for local students. It is important
in public debate and public dialogue that the truth not
be misrepresented, and it is of concern that for perhaps
partisan purposes there has been an attempt to
misrepresent the truth. I think it is important to state for
the record — for the parliamentary record and for the
people of Victoria and certainly the Sandringham
electorate constituency — that the coalition had
leveraged the initial co-investment with the Melbourne
Cricket Club and had committed far more than the
Labor Party had at the 2014 election. Ironically an
independent candidate for that election had backed the
$4 million of the Labor Party against the $22 million of
the coalition. Let the record speak for itself.
Motion agreed to.

URBAN RENEWAL AUTHORITY
VICTORIA AMENDMENT
(DEVELOPMENT VICTORIA) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 December; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Major Projects).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Consideration in detail
Clause 1
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I raise with the minister
the issue of how this proposed Urban Renewal
Authority Victoria is going to relate to the various other
entities within government that are dealing with related
matters. I raised during the course of the
second-reading debate the existence of a body entitled
Land Use Victoria, which I understand is the
responsibility of the Minister for Planning, who has
now joined us in the chamber. There is another body
called the Office of Projects Victoria, which is the
responsibility of the Treasurer. There is Development
Victoria. The Minister for Planning introduced a bill
yesterday to create the Victorian Planning Authority.
As I said during the course of the second-reading
debate, there is a concern that this plethora of structures
that the government is creating is going to end up
something akin to Barry Jones’s Noodle Nation — that
is, it is going to be a spaghetti tangle of entities with
divided responsibilities, lack of clear accountabilities
and no-one actually taking charge of getting things
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done in a proper and responsible manner. I wonder if
the minister could assist the house by explaining how
these different entities are going to fit together; who is
going to have responsibility for what, both
bureaucratically and ministerially, where the minister’s
role starts and finishes, where the Minister for
Planning’s role starts and finishes and where the
Treasurer’s role starts and finishes in relation to the
handling of projects on public land?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Major Projects) — I am
very pleased to have the opportunity to explain the bill
in greater detail. It is one of the benefits of taking bills
into consideration in detail. Can I ask that my
contribution be supplemented by the Minister for
Planning, who is responsible for some of those entities
that the shadow minister is concerned with?
Can I say at the outset, though, the purpose of the
creating Development Victoria is actually to streamline,
bring into one place and consolidate the government’s
land development and civic project delivery. The
creation of Development Victoria brings into one place
two existing entities, Places Victoria and Major Projects
Victoria. As has been indicated, I am the minister
responsible for Development Victoria, and we will
undertake projects through the development phase once
they have been declared as projects that will come to
our responsibility.
Projects Victoria is an entity that is the responsibility of
the Treasurer. Projects Victoria has also been recently
established. It will be, if you like, the oversight — it
will be the cop on the beat in terms of ensuring projects
are delivered on time and on budget. So it has very
much, if you like, an advisory role in terms of the
oversight of major and capital project delivery. It is not
just for civic projects, it is also for across the whole
suite of government infrastructure delivery.
The establishment of the Victorian Planning Authority
comes from the Metropolitan Planning Authority, and I
will let the Minister for Planning speak on that. Of
course that was an election commitment, and I am sure
he will go to those matters.
Land Use Victoria is also bringing together multiple
functions into one place. The shadow minister is
choosing to see this through the prism of a plethora, and
he is trying to create all sorts of fear and anxiety about
this. This is actually streamlining and improving the
processes and the delivery of development and
planning activity in this state. I think the shadow
minister would well know that this is an area that needs
fixing, and I am sure the planning minister might go to
some of these issues in particular.
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This is an area of public policy that needs fixing. I
could suggest that the shadow minister and his
colleagues do not come to this with clean hands, given
some of the legacy issues we have inherited around
Places Victoria, and again I will allow the Minister for
Planning to address those because he has had to do a
power of work in the last two years in addressing some
of these issues. This is about putting these functions in a
better structural arrangement — a cleaner
arrangement — and making sure that we are getting the
best possible outcomes given we are expending
significant taxpayer funds on this range of projects.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I
understand the intent of the questions from the
opposition, and I just want to outline really what the
broader thinking of the government has been in relation
to both the development of the Urban Renewal
Authority Victoria Amendment (Development
Victoria) Bill 2016 and indeed how that intersects with
Land Use Victoria and the enhanced role of the
Victorian Planning Authority (VPA), which we will be
debating. It is a Labor bill, and we will be debating that
in February next year.
To supplement the position of the Minister for Major
Projects, what has been brought together for the first
time is all of the development arms of government into
the one portfolio responsibility. So Places Victoria is
going into this new entity, Major Projects Victoria is
going into this new entity, and there is potential that
other parts of government may consider the question of
where they have development arms, such as VicTrack.
There may be opportunities in the future to bring about
better coherence because, as I am sure the member for
Box Hill would know, the way that government has
sought to approach the question of the opportunities
that attend to the appropriate use of government land
for development really has been quite disparate. That is
why having this new entity in place, we think, brings a
level of policy coherence, but also at a practical level it
puts all of those development arms together within the
one entity and under the leadership of one minister. In
the past the Minister for Major Projects, my colleague
here, would have been responsible for that while I was
responsible for Places Victoria, and the synergy,
frankly, was not there.
In relation to Land Use Victoria, it is a complementary
element which is with me. So it involves obviously the
titles office, the land monitor and various other parts of
government that deal with the land element. Where
land is going to be sold, my responsibility is to say, ‘Is
this the best use of that land? Is there an alternative use
of this land within government?’ — as the member for
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Box Hill knows, it can be offered to the local
government arena as well — to see that we actually
maximise the outcome in terms of a social outcome, if
we can get one, and obviously an economic outcome as
well. So bringing that together coherently, we think, is
very complementary to the work of the minister.
In relation to the Victorian Planning Authority, I am
sure members are aware it operated originally as the
Growth Areas Authority and operated under a head of
power that was provided through the Growth Areas
Authority. To be frank, it extended its remit to do very
good and important work but, I think, in a way that
would suggest that it perhaps had exceeded somewhat
the boundaries of its head of power under the Growth
Areas Authority to do lots of other work. The
government thought that this was really quite an
inappropriate position and we ought to bring to what
was then the Metropolitan Planning Authority a decent
head of power. So we moved it to a state-owned
enterprise as an interim position to protect it, and we
have now introduced the legislation which will be
debated in the Parliament.
We see it, as the Victorian Planning Authority, having a
much broader remit than what it has got now and
particularly working and partnering up with local
governments to work alongside them on invitation —
not intervening, but on invitation — to plan with them
obviously for future growth that is going to be required
to sustain population growth that we know is going to
be in the order of 100 000 people year on year on year.
We see that they will continue to play their growth area
role, they will continue to play their role in strategic
sites, which will be identified by government, and they
will play an important role in regional Victoria as well.
I think the way that we have actually structured this and
put in place all of the development aspects brings a
sense of coherence with my colleague here in terms of
her responsibilities, my responsibilities in terms of land,
and the VPA, under the new head of power, having
extended opportunity to operate across Victoria under
the broader remit of the Plan Melbourne refresh.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — On clause 1 my question
is specifically around the Urban Renewal Authority
Victoria, which trades as Places Victoria, being brought
into Development Victoria. I assume that means that
the projects that Places Victoria is currently undertaking
will be moved to Development Victoria. I want to
specifically just talk about one such site, a site that I
know the minister would be aware of because I know
that she has received a number of communications
about it. I will specifically look at some of the emails
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that I have received, where they talk about the
Markham estate:
Please note that I have no objection to Markham … being
used for public housing.

And I note that every time I raise this, the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing seems to assume that
this is an anti-public housing discussion, but it is not:
… However, the proposal to have 252 units on the same site
is going to result in six and seven-storey buildings.

Another email states:
I share … widespread concern over the lack of genuine
consultation with the Ashburton community with your
plans … It has been a sham. You have treated the people who
have elected you with disrespect …

This is not an email to me; this is an email to the
ministers for planning and for housing and also the
Premier:
I share the concern about the way the Boroondara council has
been bypassed …
… the new plans will not create any more bedrooms for
residents in public units …

Another email:
The massive increase (56 to 252 units) in the number of
residences …
Reducing public housing waiting lists is very important,
however the proposed scheme, which involves selling off
public … land, does not achieve this.

Further:
The consultation being undertaken by Places Victoria is
‘informal’ and the full scope of the project is not open for
comment.

A further email says:
The number of public housing apartments is insufficient …

It also says:
The scale and siting of buildings along the southern and
eastern boundaries is not consistent with the outcomes sought
in council’s adopted neighbourhood character policy.

A further email says:
I consider the proposal a massive overdevelopment …

It makes a number of comments. One of them is:
Will not achieve its stated aim of increasing the number of
public housing rooms available.

It says:
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The number of public housing apartments is insufficient —

and the scale and siting of buildings, once again, is a
problem. Another email states:
The current proposal is a massive overdevelopment …
The development proposal is a cynical grab for money by the
Victorian government …
…
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A ‘super-profit’ for the government from this development is
nauseating and unnecessary …
Scale of the proposed development is far too big …
Net loss of public housing and lack of appropriate social
planning …

A further email says:
There is no doubting that there is a need for public housing in
the … community …

I am not against public housing …

Further down it says:
Another one:
The crux of my complaint is that:
… There is a net loss of public housing accommodation by
reducing the availability of family, or three-bedroom, units
while increasing the quantity of one and two-bedroom units.
There is a significant bypassing of consultation …

A further email says:
… we are appalled at the massive overdevelopment of the
Markham … site …
It does nothing to reduce the queue for public housing …
We are also concerned by the lack of visitor parking …
provided.

A further email — and all of these have been to the
ministers, I must say:
I am writing to express my disappointment with the enormity
of the overdevelopment being proposed for the Markham
estate … in Ashburton.

Further down it says:
… The development should not be seen as a way to make
money at the expense of the future public housing residents
that will live there.
…
The way the government has taken this project out of
council’s hands and made it a project of ‘state significance’ is
appalling.
… the redevelopment of the Markham estate is welcomed if it
is to be true to its vital role as a place for quality public
housing, sized appropriately for the site, sympathetic to its
surrounds, manageable in terms of traffic impacts, and
completed in line with due processes as per any other
development elsewhere in Boroondara.

A further email says:
… my extreme objection to the state government’s plan to
overdevelop the public housing … at Markham …
…

… I have lived in Ashburton for at least 30-plus years, and I
have never witnessed such resistance across the political
divide in … such a shameful and deceitful handling of this …
project.
…
There is no doubt that this is an overdevelopment of the
site …

There is a further email, which talks about:
The Victorian government looks forward to working with
local residents, Boroondara … council, local businesses and
community groups to plan the future of the site to make the
most of the natural attributes of the location, and integrate the
site with the wider community.

That was actually a government statement in November
2015. The question I have is: how does this bill actually
bring about the government doing exactly what it says
there? In light of all the other emails that I have just
read out, how does this bill make sure you consult?
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I have now
had the opportunity to hear the member for Burwood
on this matter at length twice in the last two days. I will
be slightly constrained in my contribution here because
I have to consider this matter as the Minister for
Planning going forward, but I simply will just put a
couple of facts on the table, which I think are worthy of
consideration.
When I had the honour of being the Minister for
Housing in a previous government the Markham estate
was pointed out to me as possibly the worst public
housing estate in Victoria — one of the worst. As I am
sure members of the house know, I have been involved
in public housing advocacy and working in that sector
for most of my life. I acknowledge that the member for
Burwood in fact was a public housing resident himself,
but I feel that I have some credentials to be able to
make a judgement about the quality of housing stock
that we found at the Markham estate.
When I visited the Markham estate, I have to say with
all sincerity, I was absolutely shocked at the standard of
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that estate. It was in appalling condition. I remember
going into one of the resident’s houses. He was a single
father who was living there with his son, and the
conditions that he was living in were, frankly, not even
Third World — they were something else again. His
kitchen was so badly ventilated that the whole of the
kitchen was in fact riddled with mould — despite the
fact that he had assiduously tried to clean the place
week on week on week. This was a disgraceful and
disgusting estate by any measure — and the member
for Burwood knows this absolutely. When we came to
government the commitment that we made was that we
would demolish this estate, and the public policy
position that the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing sought an outcome on was that it would be a
mixed public-private sector development that the
existing 56 units would be demolished, and there would
be a 10 per cent uplift, leading us to 62. That was a
commitment of the government, and that would be
dealt with by way of then a private sector development,
which would be in effect the cross-subsidy to make the
development work.
That is the basis upon which this development was
arrived at. Indeed it is the first that has been undertaken
by the government, and the hope is that we can in fact
over time have a rolling program. There are other
estates that I can point to — some in my own
electorate — which are little better than the Markham
estate. We have announced a development at
Flemington — with my colleague the member for
Essendon — which is a similar type of development. It
is a four-storey, walk-up estate and is very similar to the
Markham estate, which is in an appalling condition. It
is well-located land, less than a kilometre from the city,
right on tram lines with schools and so forth. If we get
the Markham estate right, this can become a rolling
program where we can see further development, such
as what the member for Essendon has so strongly
advocated for and now the government has committed
itself to.
That is the history of this, and to say that there is a
diminution in public housing stock there, the member
for Burwood has to understand that the stock being
rebuilt has to fit the waiting list. And the waiting list is
in fact no longer requiring two and three-bedroom
units, which of course were there in the past. Let us not
confect the argument so we can say, ‘Well, there’s a net
loss of public and social housing’. The answer is that
there is not, and you have to admit that — 56 becomes
62 with the uplift. It is a configuration of the stock
which is there to meet the public housing waiting list
and which is no longer requiring two and
three-bedroom units.
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Ms ALLAN (Minister for Major Projects) — I am
going to respond to the other matters that were raised in
the member for Burwood’s contribution, which
obviously, as the Minister for Planning said, was almost
identical to the contribution he made in the
second-reading debate yesterday, which I have already
had the opportunity to read. Topping and tailing his
contribution were a couple of questions about projects
and consultation. All of the existing projects that are
currently being worked by both Places Victoria and
Major Projects Victoria will be transferring across to
the responsibility of Development Victoria. There is a
significant suite of projects, not just housing-related
projects but a range of other projects with things like
the redevelopment of the State Library of Victoria and
the Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre. I
could go on and on; I am sure that might upset the
manager of opposition business, if I do go on listing all
the projects, but I say that by way of highlighting why it
is important that we bring together in one place all
those land development functions, because it brings
together the expertise that can sit around those
developments.
The member for Burwood also spoke about community
consultation. Firstly, in terms of the consultations
around specific projects, this government has developed
a very strong record when it comes to community
consultation. We understand very clearly the need to
talk to communities about a range of different projects;
however, that does not mean people necessarily always
agree with those projects. No amount of community
consultation will stop some people from protesting
against particular projects or, indeed in the case of the
member for Burwood, using those concerns for his own
political purposes to campaign against the government.
We will continue our strong approach to community
consultation on the range of existing projects and future
projects that will be the responsibility of Development
Victoria.
When it comes to the specific issues around Markham
estate, my colleague the Minister for Planning, who has
a deep experience in this area, has very clearly
addressed the mistruths that have been peddled by the
member for Burwood when it comes to the
development of the Markham estate and the fact that
there is going to be more public housing in this area.
The fact is that before this project was underway there
were very few people living in this area because the
quality of the housing stock was just so poor. I think the
member for Burwood acknowledged some of those
issues in his contribution.
We are about building more affordable housing and
more public housing. That no doubt comes with some
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challenges as you reconfigure the stock from what the
traditional stock was into making sure we are meeting
the needs of people who are on the public housing
waiting list. That is important. As we develop these
sites and others, we will be doing that based on the best
advice and responding to the needs, which should very
much be the focus. The people who should be at the
focus of the work we are doing in this space are the
people who need public housing.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I acknowledge the
comments from the minister. I would be the first to
acknowledge that the Markham housing estate needed
to be redeveloped, and everybody in my community
that I have spoken to has said the Markham estate
needs to be redeveloped. No-one is saying that the
Markham estate should not be public housing. I made
it very clear when I read out the emails from residents
who have contacted me that it should be public
housing, and I said we should have more public
housing. The fact is the minister, I think, was half
willing to admit that there were actually less people
able to be accommodated on the site than otherwise
would have been accommodated if we had kept the 56
two-bedroom units. I acknowledge that, yes, there is
an increase in the number of units, but there has been
a decrease in the number of people who could be
accommodated on the site. I know the minister accepts
that that is the case. It is a different mix, meaning less
residents. The question I asked was specifically
around a government statement in November 2015,
which was 13 months ago, that stated:
The Victorian government looks forward to working with
residents, Boroondara City Council, local business and
community groups to plan the future of the site to make the
most of the natural attributes of the location, and integrate the
site with the wider community.

All the communications I have received say that the
government has not done that. They have all said that
there is insufficient information. If I go back to the
previous communications I was talking about, they are
all saying that the government has not consulted on this
site. It is 13 months since the government put out an
announcement saying that they would consult, and they
have not consulted with the community. To have
community information sessions is not consultation. It
is not consultation to be told when I turn up to a
community information session that there will be no
consultation and there will be no discussion around the
bulk or the size or the 190 which are for private sale.
The minister was very scant when he glossed over the
fact that more than three-quarters of what will be on
this site will actually be for private sale. That is the real
issue that my constituents have; it is not about public
housing at all.
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There are two things. The first is the fact that more than
three-quarters of what is going on the site is going to be
sold off privately; and secondly, we know, because of
the discussions we had with the architect and the
council, that if the minister was not the responsible
authority, if the minister was not the one who was
going to push this through, then it would never get
through council. It just does not fit in any way with the
local planning rules. The fact is that we will now have
this body called Development Victoria. The fact is that
the minister has acknowledged that he will be the one
approving this. We have a development arm of the
government while the government is saying, ‘Yeah,
that’s fine. We can approve it’. It is not appropriate that
the minister would take this in and ignore the
community, particularly given the fact that in
November 2015 the government made a very clear
statement that they would be consulting with the
community, with the residents, with the local council
and with local businesses. As the local member I can
stand here with hand on heart and say that that has not
happened.
I know the bill is not the Minister for Planning’s bill,
but the reason I am directing my questions and most of
my commentary to the Minister for Planning and not
the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing is that
for me and my community Markham estate is not a
housing issue, it is a planning issue. I accept that the bill
is not the responsibility of the Minister for Planning —
Places Victoria currently is — and that is why most of
my communication has been directed towards the
Minister for Planning.
The one thing that I would like to know is: given the
fact that the land is going to have to be sold from the
office of housing to Places Victoria, I assume that there
is a stamp duty that has to be paid, and I want to know
whether that is the case, because that would also go to
the super profits that were discussed in July last year in
an email. So I have a query around the sale of land from
the office of housing — because it is an office of
housing estate — to the developer and the cost of that
and also whether or not that includes stamp duty.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) (By leave) —
Can I again reiterate to the member for Burwood and to
the house that he should not presuppose that I have
made any decision in relation to this matter. I have not
made a decision as the responsible authority in relation
to this matter. Let us be very, very clear about that
because it is very important that whilst I am happy to
have a conversation and debate and seek to clarify
matters with you, this is a matter that is still afoot, as
you know. It is by no means completed, and I will
receive final advice from my department in relation to
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the planning aspects of this proposal, as opposed to my
colleague Minister Foley in relation to the housing
aspects, which of course are his responsibility. Indeed
the minister responsible for the urban renewal authority
bill, the Leader of the House, will have responsibilities
as well. We have distinct roles to play in this, and as
you know, I have a rather unique role, a statutory role,
as the Minister for Planning to address applications in
an unfettered way. I trust — —
Mr Watt — Assuming you will be the responsible
authority.
Mr WYNNE — I will be the responsible authority
for it, and I trust that you will respect that role, because
it is important that I deal with these issues in an
unfettered way. That is the first thing. The second thing
to say is that in relation to stamp duty my colleague
here is seeking some advice about whether it does
attract a stamp duty on the transfer of the land into the
minister’s Development Victoria authority. Hopefully
she may have some clarity on it; if not, we will come
back to you formally and advise you about that
particular aspect.
I have noticed that the member for Burwood has talked
on a number of occasions about this notion of super
profits. I have tried in as dispassionate a way as I
possibly can to lay out the way that the government has
in fact sought in the first instance to get these
developments away. I have talked about what we will
be doing with the member for Essendon in Flemington,
where we are looking at sites that have got good
value — reasonably good land value — and that are
well located, with good amenity and good opportunity.
I think the Markham estate certainly ticks all those
boxes, as does the Flemington estate, where you can
point to some of the worst concrete stock — the three
and four-level walk-ups — which are well past their
useful life and in fact are now providing very, very
poor-quality housing, often for some of our most
vulnerable residents.
We do want to get the model right. We want to ensure
that we are in a position where we can ensure that in
any of the redevelopments that we do we are not only
getting the redevelopment of the existing public
housing stock but that we are getting an uplift as well,
with a minimum uplift of at least 10 per cent.
Hopefully in some of the sites we may even be able to
do better than that because, for instance, in
Flemington, obviously the walk-up estate is within the
confines of the five towers that are there, so there is
some potential there to get more height than what you
might have been able to get just with the four-storey
concrete walk-ups, which of course adds to the yield
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and to the return on the site. Hopefully we can get a
better uplift than just the replacement of all that
existing stock with 10 per cent.
Perhaps we can do better than that as well with a
public-private mix, because that particular site directly
abuts what is called the Flemington Hill, which is a
very well established residential neighbourhood, with
particularly well developed historic houses there. It is
quite an expensive area, and to be able to lever off that
in terms of the inherent value of the land that is there
for redevelopment strikes me as being an extraordinary
opportunity to recycle these assets in a way that
provides a great social outcome.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Major Projects) — I just
wanted to make a few brief comments in addition to
those made by the Minister for Planning in response to
the second contribution by the member for Burwood.
The first is he seems to be a little bit confused as to who
is responsible for what. I am the Minister for Major
Projects and responsible for this piece of legislation, so
I appreciate he is venting his frustrations at the Minister
for Planning and the Minister for Housing, Disability
and Ageing. I am just wanting to make it very clear that
Places Victoria is now in my responsibility.
Mr Watt — Only when the bill passes.
Ms ALLAN — No, it is already there. You do not
need to worry about that. So I hope that clarifies matters
for the member for Burwood. He likes to be well
informed about these matters, but unfortunately he is
not. I just wanted to make it clear that he probably
needs to go away and do a little bit more research
instead of running scare campaigns against public
housing provision in his electorate. He needs to be
making himself better informed. Let us be very clear. I
appreciate that the member for Burwood might not be
listening properly today and every other day, but the
responsibilities transferred from the Minister for
Planning to me on 1 July, I think it was.
As I said earlier, those opposite do not come to this
debate on Places Victoria with clean hands at all. We
could go there, and if the member for Burwood
continues with that sort of performance, we might go
there. We are getting some further advice on the stamp
duty, but as I am advised that on stamp duty the normal
provisions will apply and stamp duty moneys that are
accrued as a result of these projects will go through the
Department of Treasury and Finance as normal, so the
member does not need to be worried about that.
I refer to the member’s allegation about super profits. It
is quite interesting that the member for Burwood was
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worried about super profits. He was not worried about
super profits accrued by his Liberal Party developer
mates down at Fishermans Bend as a result of the
planning arrangements put in place by the former,
failed planning minister. He was not too worried about
those super profits that robbed this state of tens of
millions of dollars in funds that could have gone to
providing more public housing, more public transport,
more funds for TAFE and more funds for schools. He
was not worried about those super profits that were
lining the pockets of Liberal Party donor mates; no, he
was not at all. So we are not going to take any of the
crocodile tears from the member for Burwood on this
matter. We will continue to make improvements to
public housing, and this bill provides an important
vehicle for us to continue with that program.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I want to take further the
issues raised by the member for Burwood, who rightly
cited the Markham estate as an example of an existing
problem, an example of a problem that is likely to
continue and indeed become broader under this bill.
The Minister for Planning said, ‘I have not made a
decision as to whether or not I am going to take over
planning decision-making in relation to that estate’.
Mr Wynne — I said I have not made a decision.
Mr CLARK — Exactly, you said you have not
made a decision, and whatever might be in your head is
a matter for you. You have not made a decision, but
certainly that is the view of the local community; that is
what they expect you will do and what they think you
intend to do. Be that as it may in relation to the
Markham estate, it is certainly a power you will have in
relation to that estate and in relation to any other project
being undertaken by Development Victoria. If you take
that out of the hands of the local council as the
responsible authority, you take say away from the local
community.
The Minister for Major Projects said, ‘Never you mind
about that, we’ll still consult with the local community
and listen to what they say’. But consultation and
listening, and responding to what people say, are
entirely different things. When the power has been
taken away from the local community — taken away
from the local council on behalf of the community —
all of the power is in the hands of the government, and
unfortunately communities across the state are seeing
what consultation turns into in that context. Some of the
consultation run under the auspices of the minister in
her other capacity as Minister for Public Transport in
relation to the Blackburn rail project are, I think, a
classic demonstration of sheer refusal to listen even to
reasonable points that are made by the community.
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Nothing has been said so far that lays to rest the
coalition’s concern about the way in which
Development Victoria can be used by the government
to ride roughshod over local communities. The
Markham estate is an example that is currently
underway. What is being mooted for the Ormond level
crossing is a further example of the potential for the
power being conferred on Development Victoria, in
conjunction with the government’s other powers, to be
misused. And that concern has just been added to by the
release today of Infrastructure Victoria’s 30-year
Infrastructure Strategy report, Infrastructure Victoria of
course being established by the Andrews government
as the body to establish a blueprint for future
infrastructure plans. They have reaffirmed what was in
their draft report — that is, that the highest priority in
their view should be the intensification of development
in the existing suburbs. One recommendation is to:
Intensify medium density housing development in established
areas of Melbourne … that are already well serviced with
infrastructure by amending planning schemes within 0–
5 years. This should focus initially on Melbourne’s inner and
middle-ring eastern and southern suburbs …

So when you get Infrastructure Victoria, established by
the government, reaffirming that this is the no. 1
priority that it is setting for the Andrews government,
we already see what is going on with the Markham
estate and what is being mooted for the Ormond level
crossing project. I have to say, so far, all of the
assurances that the Minister for Planning has given that
he has not made decisions and the assurances that the
Minister for Major Projects has given that there will be
consultation even if the government has all the power at
the end of the day do not reassure the opposition.
I again seek from the government some indication —
indeed some commitment if they are prepared and in a
position to do so — that is going to give any sort of
reassurance to local communities that they are not
going to be exposed to Development Victoria, through
the government, riding roughshod over local
communities, the Minister for Planning bypassing
normal planning processes and Development Victoria
being used to undertake very inappropriate,
high-density projects — for sale in many instances to
the private sector — that would never get planning
approval if the land was sold to a private developer and
a private developer had to go through the normal
planning processes.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Major Projects) — I read
in the contributions yesterday that this was a theme that
was returned to time and again by members of the
Liberal Party who spoke on this bill, and I read those
contributions with great interest. I was working through
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them trying to understand whether the contributors
were either being deliberately confused and misleading
or just confused, because what became apparent
through the contributions yesterday and again today is
that there is a confusion between what happens through
the normal, proper planning processes and what is
being done on the creation of Development Victoria.
What we are wanting to do through the creation of
Development Victoria is bring into one place the
consolidation of the government’s land development
and civic project delivery. That does not in any way
change all the requirements that need to be met around
following proper planning processes. Once a project is
declared the responsibility of Development Victoria
and is allocated to Development Victoria it will then
follow all the proper planning processes that the
Minister for Planning is responsible for. This bill is not
seeking to change any of those requirements; it is not
seeking to change or override the statutory
responsibilities that are held by the Minister for
Planning, and for those opposite to say otherwise is just
completely wrong. As I said, they are doing that either
to deliberately mislead the community and whip up fear
and anxiety or they are just plain confused. I would be
pleased to provide a further briefing to those opposite,
if they would like it, over the summer period on exactly
what Development Victoria’s intersection is with
Planning Victoria, because clearly they did not listen
properly in the first briefing that they were afforded.
I think the contributions of those opposite reveal their
true intent, which is that these representatives of the
leafy eastern suburbs opposite are saying to the rest of
Victoria, whether it is in the south-eastern suburbs,
whether it is in regional and rural areas or whether it is
in the western and northern suburbs of Melbourne,
‘You can have the development, but don’t bring it into
my backyard’. That is what they are saying. That is
what is at the heart of the population approach of those
opposite. It is, ‘We don’t want to see it in Kew, but
everyone else can share the load. We like a
development, but just don’t do it in our backyard’. That
was revealed by the member’s reference to the
Infrastructure Victoria report. We have gone through
extensive consultation on that report. Infrastructure
Victoria is an independent body that has been
established to provide independent advice to all of us,
and we will be responding in due course to
Infrastructure Victoria’s report.
But the contributions of those opposite on this matter
reveal what lies at the heart of what they are saying to
the rest of Victoria: one rule for the eastern suburbs that
the Liberal Party represents and a different rule for
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everybody else. That is what is at the heart of their
contributions on this bill.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) (By leave)—
In the brief moments I have left, the first thing is that I
can clarify for the member for Burwood that Places
Victoria is paying for stamp duty on the land it is
acquiring from Markham estate from the director of
housing. That is late-breaking news for you.
To the member for Box Hill, it is breathtaking that you
can get up and talk about the question of consultation
and the track record of the previous government in
relation to consultation. Need I remind you — —
Mr Clark interjected.
Mr WYNNE — Huge consultation?
Mr Clark interjected.
Mr WYNNE — If only I had a bit more time to talk
a little bit about the implementation of the residential
zones regime by the now Leader of the Opposition,
who directed where residential zones would be put in
place straight from his ministerial office. You could
have neighbourhood residential, all of you over in the
east; you could have all your areas locked up, whether
it is Glen Eira or whether it is Boroondara, you are all
sweet. I will get you fixed, no problem at all. Never
mind the west. Do not worry about them. Never mind
the inner city. Never mind Port Phillip. Port Phillip has
got absolutely nothing — thank you very much to the
previous government. What an outrage to be talking
about consultation when the residential zones review
was run out of the office of the now Leader of the
Opposition — —
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr WYNNE — ‘Good policy’, says the member
for Brighton! It was an absolute disgrace and a rorting
of proper process, and you all know it. You all know it
because it was the wrong thing to do — —
Mr Pesutto — What are you going to do about?
Mr WYNNE — We will hear more about that very
soon.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time set
down for consideration of items on the government
business program has expired, and I am required to
interrupt business. The house is considering the Urban
Renewal Authority Victoria Amendment (Development
Victoria) Bill 2016 in detail. The house is currently
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considering clause 1, and I am required to deal with the
question on this clause first.
Motion agreed to.
Clause agreed to.
Read third time.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question
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is:
That clauses 2 to 39 inclusive stand part of the bill, the bill be
agreed to without amendment and the bill be now read a third
time.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 46
Allan, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

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

Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 December; motion of
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Creative Industries).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY
CONTRACTORS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 December; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Industrial Relations).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading

Noes, 37
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr

O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

WRONGS AMENDMENT
(ORGANISATIONAL CHILD ABUSE)
BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 December; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading

Question agreed to.
Clauses 2 to 39 agreed to.

Motion agreed to.

Bill agreed to without amendment.

Read third time.
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CLIMATE CHANGE BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change).

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

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS

The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 46
Allan, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

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

Noes, 37
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr

Question agreed to.
Read second time.

O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I would like
to acknowledge in the gallery today Anthony and
Chrissie Foster. To Anthony and Chrissie, and all
survivors and their families, thank you for your courage
and testimony to Parliament during the inquiry. Your
testimony allowed us all to discover the truth and led to
the Wrongs Amendment (Organisational Child Abuse)
Bill 2016, so thank you very much.

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

Wantirna Park caravan park
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — (12 167) My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing, and the action I seek is
for the minister to intervene and work with residents of
the Wantirna Park caravan park and Knox City Council
with respect to identifying future housing opportunities
for those residents. Over 120 people live at Wantirna
Park Caravan Park, which is located on Mountain
Highway in Wantirna and is a privately owned facility.
Many of those residents are vulnerable, some are
disabled and many are elderly, with the average age
being 60 and the age range going up to 92. There are
currently a range of housing options on the site. Some
of the units that are located on the site are owned by
residents. Some are known as huts, which are in effect
units that are owned by the caravan park and rented out
to tenants. Then there are caravans located on the site,
and these caravans are either owned by the residents or
owned by the park and rented out to tenants.
It is our understanding that the facility has been sold.
As the result of that sale residents have been advised
that in 2018 they will be required to move from the site,
and it is assumed that the closure will happen in March
2018. The concern is that many of these residents are
disabled or vulnerable and there are no potential
housing opportunities available to these residents.
Given these concerns, I implore the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing to work with Knox
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City Council and affected residents to identify
alternative housing opportunities for these residents.
This is a difficult time in their lives. Yes, there is a
period of time which they have to transition, but again
many of them do not have alternative housing. Given
that, I call on the minister to take action and work with
those residents and Knox City Council to identify
future housing for those residents.

CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (12 168) I direct my
adjournment matter to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. As many members would know, the widening
of the Tullamarine Freeway is currently occurring. Can
the minister inform the house what action the
government is taking to communicate the impending
closure of the Tullamarine Freeway in January as part
of the widening of the freeway?

Federation Training
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — (12 169)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Training and Skills, and the action I seek is for the
minister to approve funding for the relocation of
Federation Training’s Fulham campus to the Sale
CBD. This is a matter that I have been working on and
fighting for basically since I was elected. Given that
the minister is new in the portfolio, I am repeating the
request that I made to the previous minister, although
there is an update in that I understand that Federation
Training does in fact have an application before the
minister for about $5 million in funding because it has
identified, I believe, a site within the Sale CBD to
construct the new campus.
This is important for a number of reasons. The Fulham
campus is outdated and outmoded and will need
significant maintenance spending in the next few years
if it is to be serviceable into the future. It is also not the
best place for this facility; it is a 10 to 15-minute drive
out of town, which is not good for young students in
particular. The transport connections are not good. I
know the Wellington Shire Council and indeed the Sale
business community are very keen to have the campus
in the CBD to inject some life and some activity into
the Sale CBD.
The coalition government provided $40 million for the
merger of Federation Training in 2014. I understand
about $20 million or $21 million of that remains
unspent, and this funding deserves to go to Federation
Training. I know there will be all sorts of arguments
that it was part of the university deal that did not go
ahead, but the reality is that this was allocated to
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Federation Training and it should be delivered to
Gippsland and Federation Training. In particular the
application for the funding to build a new campus in the
Sale CBD should be approved, and that is the action
that I seek from the minister.

Agricultural and horticultural education
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (12 170) I rise to
express my support for improving the status of
agricultural and horticultural studies in Victorian
secondary schools. The action I seek is that the minister
outline what actions the education department is taking
or can take in the future to encourage more students to
participate in agricultural and horticultural studies at a
senior school level. The uptake of agricultural studies in
Victorian senior schools has been in decline for some
years.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Honourable
member for Yan Yean, which minister are you
directing your matter to?
Ms GREEN — The Minister for Education. Only a
few hundred students are enrolled in the subject at a
senior level in the Victorian certificate of education
(VCE), and this is in contrast to reports earlier this year
in the Weekly Times that interest in agriculture at a
tertiary level is actually on the increase.
The Andrews Labor government has identified food
and fibre as a priority industry sector, and there are
actually a number of unfilled vacancies in this sector. It
would improve students’ pride in their farming families
if the standardisation of agricultural studies was looked
at. It is standardised down lower than any other subject
at VCE level, and I think that is really unfair and
undervalues agricultural studies. I urge the minister to
have the department show more support for agricultural
studies in Victoria.

Great Ocean Road Coast Committee
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — (12 171) My
adjournment matter this afternoon is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and the
action that I seek is for the minister to disband the Great
Ocean Road Coast Committee (GORCC) and hand
over their functions and responsibilities to the Surf
Coast Shire Council. GORCC exists entirely within the
Surf Coast shire and runs along the coast from
Breamlea to Lorne. It adds a completely unnecessary
level of bureaucracy and red tape to decision-making in
the Surf Coast shire, and its decisions often lack
scrutiny and are not subject to public accountability as
it is an unelected body.
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It is quite an absurd situation. The Torquay Foreshore
Caravan Park is managed by GORCC, and then you
cross the road and the Esplanade and Bell Street are
Surf Coast Shire Council. Lorne is probably the most
ridiculous one: we have Mountjoy Parade, where the
ocean side of Mountjoy Parade is GORCC and the land
side is the Surf Coast Shire Council. You have a
duplication of resources and bureaucracy and red tape.
Recently some of the decisions they have been making
in relation to local businesses have been appalling.
Mick and Bindy Sheehan, who run Southern Exposure,
which is an adventure tourism business, have spent
20 years in Torquay. I met Mick several years ago
when I was doorknocking in Torquay, and he was nice
enough to ask me to come in and have a coffee with
him. After 20 years they have just been told by this
body that they no longer have the right to run a business
in Torquay, with no proper decision-making process. It
is very ordinary.
Recently they just simply got rid of the managers of the
Anglesea caravan park, which was run by the Moore
family. It had been a family-run business for 20 years.
They would not accept their tender, despite a very good
tender and a very good track record, and GORCC
wanted to take it over themselves. In Lorne we have
Sam and Angelo Gazis at the Lorne Pier Seafood
Restaurant at Point Grey. That Point Grey
redevelopment has been a complete disgrace and has
been handled very poorly by GORCC. Again, this was
a family business for over 20 years, and they will not
give them a lease.
This organisation has no accountability in its
decision-making. I have spoken to the member for
Polwarth, and he certainly supports my views on this
and is asking for GORCC to be gotten rid of and its
responsibilities to be given back to Surf Coast shire. I
have certainly spoken to a few Surf Coast councillors
who are quite receptive to this, and it would be very
easy for the shire to take over the functions of GORCC.
Most particularly, the more hands-on staff roles would
be taken up by the shire. There is a massive duplication
of resources, and it needs to end. I call on the minister
to disband the Great Ocean Road Coast Committee.

Carrum electorate bus services
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (12 172) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action I seek is for the minister to
work with me and my local community to identify and
consider ways to improve local bus services for
residents in and around Carrum Downs in my electorate
of Carrum. Bus services provide a very useful service,
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either end to end or linking communities with other
public transport modes such as trains.
After four years of complete and utter neglect of
public transport services for residents in Carrum
Downs by the former Liberal government, I held a
very well attended bus forum with the minister last
year. Listening to residents, it is clear they want —
and need — a good and reliable public transport
system, and buses form an important component of
this. In particular, residents in Carrum Downs,
including many young people and students, identified
the need to be able to access train stations at Carrum
and Seaford. I look forward to working with the
minister to see what improvements can be made to bus
services in and around Carrum Downs.

Yarra Boulevard, Kew
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — (12 173) My adjournment
matter this evening is for the Minister for Police, and
the action I seek from the Minister for Police is that she
increase resources to Boroondara police to ensure that
the spate of lawlessness that has been occurring on
Yarra Boulevard can be stopped. This lawlessness
includes — —
Ms Green interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — Thank you very much for your
contribution, member for Yan Yean. You are a genius!
What I am seeking is attention to be given to the spate
of tacks being put on Yarra Boulevard that are afflicting
cyclists by popping their tyres, which is very, very
dangerous. It is concerning not only the cycling
community but my own community in Kew.
The police have been trying for two years to catch
whoever has been doing this, but the police advise me
that it could be a number of individuals who have been
doing this really very dangerous activity. The police
have had assets deployed in the area, but for whatever
reason they cannot find who is doing this. It is a very
dark part of my electorate at night. There is no street
lighting of any sort, and the bushland on either side of
Yarra Boulevard is quite dense, so it provides enormous
cover for those people who are doing the wrong thing.
But I am simply seeking from the Minister for Police
added resources to ensure that we can catch these
people, because they are putting lives at risk.
There will be a forum at VicRoads attended by
representatives from the council, local MPs, the mayor
of Boroondara, Phillip Healey, representatives from
VicRoads and Boroondara police on 14 December at
the VicRoads theatrette. All these issues are going to be
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raised there. It would be great if someone from the
minister’s office could attend this event, because it is an
important display of unity by all public agencies and
elected officials in the City of Boroondara and indeed
in Kew to look at how we can alleviate what is an
important law and order issue.
Hopefully we will also be discussing road safety on
Yarra Boulevard. There was a tragedy earlier this year
when young people driving way too fast came around
the bend and unfortunately there was a fatality. Yarra
Boulevard is often used for hooning, drag racing and
the like, and again because it is so dark around there at
night there are not often a lot of residents, passers-by
and the like observing these activities who can call
authorities when this sort of activity occurs. These
issues will be raised on 14 December. They are
important. Frankly I would like to see the minister get
involved, look at these issues seriously and look at
increased resources for that part of my electorate

Pascoe Vale electorate infrastructure
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — (12 174) I
appreciate the opportunity to raise a matter for the
attention of the Treasurer. The action I seek is that the
Treasurer provide an update on what opportunities there
might be for continued investment in my electorate of
Pascoe Vale.
I note that in the first two years of this government
there have been numerous local investments that benefit
my community: $1.3 billion for the
CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening project,
including the upgrade of the dangerous Bell Street
interchange; $13 million to provide a safe haven for
women and their children in Coburg; $10 million for
new noise walls along the M80 ring-road at Glenroy
and Gowanbrae; $5 million for the rebuild of
Westbreen Primary School; $3.5 million for the rebuild
of Pascoe Vale South Primary School; and
$2.78 million for three state-of-the-art portables for
Strathmore Secondary College. Coburg North Primary
School and Strathmore Secondary College were 2 of
35 schools to share in $12 million of funding for master
planning in the last state budget.
Further investments include $1.8 million for the
upgrade of the Oak Park ambulance station; $1 million
for the upgrade of the hall at St Oliver Plunkett Primary
School; $3.5 million for the rebuild of Pascoe Vale
South Primary School; $745 500 to VICSEG to deliver
an employment program for refugees and asylum
seekers; $510 000 in additional equity funding for
schools in the Pascoe Vale district; $380 000 for
maintenance for Glenroy College; $300 000 for the
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upgrade of the Anne Sgro Children’s Centre; $215 000
for a new medium-sized rescue truck for the
Broadmeadows State Emergency Service unit;
$192 000 for new lights in the car park at De Chene
Reserve, Coburg; $163 000 for maintenance at Pascoe
Vale Girls College; $154 000 for maintenance at
Glenroy West Primary School; $100 000 for new
floodlights for Richards Reserve, Coburg North; and
$75 000 for maintenance at Westbreen Primary School.
There is also $62 500 to VICSEG for the provision of a
family violence prevention program through playgroup;
$55 000 for design services for netball courts at Charles
Mutton, Cole, J. P. Fawkner and Morris reserves;
$35 000 to the Australian International Academy for
the development of an emergency management plan;
$31 609 for the redevelopment of two netball courts at
Martin Reserve, Hadfield; a $26 500 minor capital
grant for Northwest Montessori Preschool, Coburg;
$20 000 to joiningthedots for a community harmony
program; $20 000 to refurbish the Glenroy Library;
$13 000 to support local band Tanzer to record their
second album; an $11 500 Grow Your Business grant
for Spanish Doughnuts, Coburg North; a $10 000
minor capital grant for Glenroy West Kindergarten;
$10 000 to support local band Beaches to record their
album; $4280 to refurbish the Coburg Library; a $3789
community shade grant for the Glenroy Memorial
Preschool; a $3000 VicHealth Active grant for the
Glenroy Cricket Club; a $1500 minor capital grant for
H. E. Kane Memorial Kindergarten, Hadfield; a $1500
travel grant for the Moreland City Youth Boxing
Club — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Water policy
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — (12 175) My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Water, and the action that
I seek is for the minister to cancel the water order from
the desalination plant in Wonthaggi. In another
extraordinary display of waste, in April this year this
government placed a 50-gigalitre water order at a cost
to Victorians of $27 million. Water storages are now at
72.6 per cent full compared with 71.4 per cent at the
same time last year. Our local water storage, Candowie
Reservoir, is currently sitting at 85.1 per cent full
compared to 71.1 per cent in 2015. This water order is
expected to add $12 to household water bills. It is time
the minister came clean and admitted the decision is
wrong. The order was irresponsible, ill-informed and
lacked any form of planning or foresight.
Embarrassingly the minister could not even answer a
question regarding the cost to cancel the order. Despite
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the lack of information from the minister, cancelling the
order is exactly what needs to be done.
To add insult to injury, funding for the relocation of the
Wonthaggi Secondary College is yet to be committed.
So whilst the people of Wonthaggi sit by and watch
$27 million being poured down the drain for water that
is not needed, the Wonthaggi Secondary College is
bursting at the seams. At the 2014 election the then
coalition government committed $21 million to a new
school, which would now be well underway had it been
successful. I ask the minister to do the honourable thing
and pull the plug on this water order, and then head
down the corridor and knock on the door of the
Minister for Education and tell him to go ahead with
building the new secondary college at Wonthaggi.

Edithvale Life Saving Club
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — (12 176) My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Emergency Services, and the action I seek is for the
minister to visit Edithvale Life Saving Club in my
electorate to talk about the $1.5 million investment we
are making in the club and how that will support their
redevelopment plans. Some 31 000 people volunteer on
our beaches, at our rivers and on our lakes each and
every year to support our community, and Edithvale
Life Saving Club is no different. They have a fantastic
dedicated community and a wonderful program where
they are supporting Afghan refugees to learn about
water safety on the bay. These are people who have
come from a landlocked country and who have never
learned to swim properly. The club provides a fantastic
program to support those adolescents to learn how to
swim and to assist members of the community who live
near Edithvale and Springvale roads.
I would like to acknowledge the wonderful committee
of Dianne Montalto, Kerry Bell, Sandra Madeley and
Andrew Firmin, who do an outstanding job. They are a
fantastic committee. This club is one of the oldest
lifesaving clubs going. It was established in 1919, not
long after the Frankston line was continued through to
Chelsea. The building works will coincide nicely in the
future with their 100-year celebration. In conclusion, I
ask the Minister for Emergency Services to come out to
the Edithvale Life Saving Club to talk about the
$1.5 million investment. I also want to acknowledge the
City of Kingston’s contribution of $1.5 million to this
outstanding project. This is a great example of where
state and local government work together to get great
outcomes for our region.

Thursday, 8 December 2016

Responses
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — I thank the honourable member for Ferntree
Gully for the proposition he put to us regarding the sad
outcome, at this time of the year particularly but really
at any time of the year, for the residents of the privately
owned Wantirna Park caravan park. There is in fact a
standard protocol between housing and homelessness
organisations and most local governments, and I am
confident, given the fine reputation that the Knox City
Council has, that they will be part of this. I am not
100 per cent up with that, but I am confident they will.
We will make sure that through our department we
work with the honourable member’s local council and
his community to ensure that these residents are
accommodated as far as we possibly can through the
process of this protocol. Obviously the more notice the
better, and I note the good-faith contribution the
honourable member has made. I look forward to
hopefully, at this time of the year in particular, working
through that protocol with the department and the
council to secure the future of those tenants.
I would like to use this opportunity to inform all
members that the national partnership on homelessness,
which funds many of these programs, particularly in
Victoria through older homelessness groups, which is a
specific element of that, is on the agenda for the
Council of Australian Governments meeting tomorrow.
I am hopeful I can use this opportunity to call on the
Prime Minister to re-fund that program, which is due to
run out at the end of this financial year.
Deputy Speaker, we thank you and all of the officials of
the Parliament very much. I take this opportunity to
wish everyone the compliments of the season. I look
forward to working with the honourable member for
Ferntree Gully to address this issue.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — The
member for Carrum has again raised in this place
improvements to public transport in her community of
Carrum. I thank her for her ongoing and tireless
advocacy for that community. I well remember
attending a public transport forum organised by the
member for Carrum in her electorate last year.
Unsurprisingly the issue of buses and better bus
connections was a hot topic at that meeting with
members of the local community.
Of course this is a hot topic for the government as well.
We have got a key election commitment — a
$100 million election commitment — to improve our
bus routes and our servicing of growth areas like
Carrum Downs. We are continuing to roll that program

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 8 December 2016

ASSEMBLY

out. There is certainly an understanding within Public
Transport Victoria of the need to improve bus services
to Carrum Downs. We will continue to work with the
local member, local residents and other key interested
stakeholders to look at how we can improve these bus
services and also make those critical links to other
public transport services in the local area. I thank the
member for Carrum for raising that matter.
Deputy Speaker, with your indulgence just before we
rise for the Christmas period, the festive season, I
would like to thank, on behalf of all members of this
chamber, the parliamentary staff who serve us for their
wonderful work. They will be here long after we have
gone tonight.
To the Speaker and the Deputy Speaker — particularly
you, Deputy Speaker — I thank you for your guidance
in these debates over the course of the year. To the
clerks, who give all of us great support, thank you.
Thanks too to the Serjeant-at-Arms, the attendants, the
Hansard staff, the garden staff, the maintenance staff,
the IT staff, the dining room staff — have I left anyone
out? I do hope I have not. I think all of us greatly
appreciate the way you support us with dignity and
good humour in the role that we perform in this place.
I would like to thank the opposition for their
contributions during the course of the year. He is not
here, but I am sure his colleagues will pass on my
appreciation of the constructive way the manager of
opposition business, the member for Box Hill, has
worked with me through some sticky times this year.
Certainly I have appreciated the way he has engaged in
some of those conversations and in working through
issues. I also appreciate the support that is provided to
him by his whip, the member for South Barwon. The
Independent and the Greens members of Parliament, I
also acknowledge their contributions to the operation of
the house.
Thanks to the Labor team. We have got a great Labor
team, and I would like to thank them for the way they
have once again risen to the occasion and performed the
duty of forming government in the house. It is a big job,
but we are up to the task and we do it with pride and
passion. I am also thankful for the support I have had
this year from two of my colleagues who have held the
position of whip: the member for Yuroke and now the
member for Thomastown, who does great work. I thank
them and their staff for their support. I should get a plug
in for my staff and the parliamentary staff in the
Premier’s office, who also do a great job in supporting
all of us.
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I appreciate the indulgence of the house in extending
those best wishes to everyone for the Christmas period.
I hope we all come back next year in good health, good
spirit and good form as we take up again the
opportunities that being members of Parliament provide
us in this place.
The remaining eight matters that were raised by eight
members of this place will be referred to those
ministers for their action and response.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I also thank
people for all their work over the year: the Speaker, for
his support of me and the team here at Parliament; Ray
and all the clerks; Hansard and the attendants — Paul
and the team — who do a fantastic job looking after us
over the course of the year. I would like to wish all
honourable members a happy, safe and merry
Christmas and a well-deserved break before we all
come back to serve the great people of Victoria for
another 12 months. The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.42 p.m. until Tuesday,
7 February 2017.
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