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CRIMES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (PROTECTION OF EMERGENCY WORKERS AND OTHERS) BILL 2017
Wednesday, 1 November 2017

ASSEMBLY

3551

PETITIONS

Wednesday, 1 November 2017
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

CRIMES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(PROTECTION OF EMERGENCY
WORKERS AND OTHERS) BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading

Following petitions presented to house:

Boronia Heights secondary college site
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention
of the house that the future development of the former
Boronia Heights secondary college is opposed by the
undersigned as it is:

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) introduced a bill
for an act to amend the Crimes Act 1958 to create
offences relating to the creation of risk to emergency
workers and others by driving and to make related
amendments to the Sentencing Act 1991, the Bail
Act 1977 and the Road Safety Act 1986, and for
other purposes.

1.

an important area of open space within the
municipality;

2.

it provides a space for exercise much utilised by
dog walkers and children;

3.

it provides an opportunity for reflection and peace
and quiet;

Read first time.

4.

contains a number of important areas of remnant
vegetation;

TRANSPORT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (ROAD SAFETY, RAIL AND
OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2017

5.

is an important habitat for local animals including
the powerful owl;

6.

provides a very important wildlife corridor for
animals moving from the adjacent national park
into Knox.

Introduction and first reading
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Road Safety Act 1986, the Road Legislation Further
Amendment Act 2016, the Rail Management Act 1996, the
Rail Safety (Local Operations) Act 2006, the Rail Safety
National Law Application Act 2013, the Tourist and Heritage
Railways Act 2010, the Transport (Safety Schemes
Compliance and Enforcement) Act 2014, the Transport
Accident Act 1986, the Marine (Drug, Alcohol and Pollution
Control) Act 1988 and the Port Management Act 1995 and
for other purposes.

Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — I seek a brief
explanation of the bill.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — It is to support the implementation of key
government commitments set out in Towards Zero
2016–2020: Victoria’s Road Safety Strategy and
Action Plan, to strengthen high-speed and
drink-driving penalties, to improve road safety and the
effectiveness of regulations made under the Road
Safety Act 1986, to reduce red tape, to improve
transport safety outcomes through reforms to the
Victorian rail access regime and to align drug-testing
requirements in the rail and marine sectors.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria resist the temptation to develop this site
and instead give it to the people in the form of public open
space (parkland).

By Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (16 signatures).

Forest Road, The Basin, pedestrian crossing
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house that a pedestrian crossing should be installed on
Forest Road in The Basin.
There are multiple schools, nursing homes, and young
families in the area, but no crossing. We want a crossing
before a tragedy occurs.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria requests VicRoads to provide the
necessary funding to install a suitable and safe pedestrian
crossing on Forest Road near Wright Street.

By Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (225 signatures).

Voluntary assisted dying
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house concerns regarding the
introduction of assisted suicide and euthanasia in Victoria.
The Andrews Labor government will introduce legislation
later this year and we want to express, in the strongest terms,
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no Victorian should suffer at the end of life: it is incumbent
on society that every person has equal and guaranteed access
to the best of care when they need it. Euthanasia and assisted
suicide is not the appropriate way of addressing the needs of
people in our community during this time. Our laws have
always held that killing a person or helping them to suicide is
not acceptable.

1.

bus route changes to ensure all business, commercial,
educational and all residential areas are properly
serviced with the timetable they need, and in particular
bringing route 788 bus (Frankston to Portsea) to a
20-minute timetable; extending route 783 bus
(Frankston to Hastings) service; reconfiguring
Mornington North bus services;

We believe that to do so would create significant risk of harm
to vulnerable members of our community and we do not see
any need to change these laws.

2.

find and invest the $6 million allocated in the 2014
budget for Mornington Peninsula bus infrastructure, but
which has never been seen;

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly
of Victoria calls on the Andrews Labor government to reverse
the decision to legislate for euthanasia or assisted suicide in
Victoria and focus more on ensuring that every Victorian has
access to the best of care at the end of life.

3.

provide bus access direct to Frankston Hospital from all
points around the peninsula;

4.

a cross-peninsula service from Hastings to Rosebud, and
another from Hastings to Mornington;

5.

provide bus services to our key tourism destinations with
intrapeninsula shuttles in peak season;

6.

provision of express commuter services of major bus
routes directly to Frankston station and Monash
University Peninsula campus;

7.

update all bus route signage to reflect current standards
across all bus routes.

By Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (19 signatures).

Mornington Peninsula planning
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the Mornington Peninsula
draws to the attention of the house the need to protect the
Mornington Peninsula from inappropriate development by:
1.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (150 signatures).

removing ‘as of right’ approvals which now allow
three-storey developments and buildings up to 11 metres
high within our general residential zone;

Tabled.

2.

repealing recent changes which have expanded the
scope of VicSmart planning applications, removing
residents’ rights to be aware of future developments in
their neighbourhood;

Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Nepean be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).

3.

ensuring our existing design development overlays,
which prohibit three-storey developments within general
residential zones, are protected in perpetuity;

Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Bayswater be considered next day on
motion of Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater).

4.

implement mandatory controls to strengthen and enforce
the intent of our 2014 Mornington Peninsula Localised
Planning Statement to override, in unambiguous
language, any changes to the planning scheme, thereby
providing a clear direction for decision-making;

5.

protecting and strengthening local council control within
the green wedge zone and rural conservation zone by
limiting or, where necessary, preventing commercial and
industrial developments on rural land, including
accommodation complexes.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (918 signatures).

Mornington Peninsula public transport
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the Mornington Peninsula
draws to the attention of the house the legacy of
underinvestment in our public transport services and request a
complete service review to identify, fund and resolve
shortfalls to enable public transport on the Mornington
Peninsula to align with PTV’s minimum service level,
including but not limited to:

MAGISTRATES COURT OF VICTORIA
Report 2015–16
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) presented report
by command of the Governor.
Tabled.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Acting Clerk:
Court Services Victoria — Report 2016–17
Crimes (Assumed Identities) Act 2004 — Reports 2016–17
under s 31 (two documents)
Financial Management Act 1994:
Reports from the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change that she had not received the reports
2016–17 of the:

CORRECTIONS LEGISLATION FURTHER AMENDMENT BILL 2017
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Dhelkunya Dja Land Management Board, together
with an explanation for the delay
Gunaikurnai Traditional Owner Land Management
Board, together with an explanation for the delay
Yorta Yorta Traditional Owner Land Management
Board, together with an explanation for the delay
Report from the Acting Minister for Veterans that he
had not received the Report 2016–17 of the Shrine of
Remembrance, together with an explanation for
the delay
Harness Racing Victoria — Report 2016–17
Legal Profession Uniform Law Application Act 2014 —
Practitioner Remuneration Order 2018 under s 96
Professional Standards Council of Victoria —
Report 2016–17 (two documents)
Sentencing Advisory Council — Report 2016–17
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Heritage Act 2017 — SRs 108, 109
Professional Standards Act 2003 — SR 106
Veterans Act 2005 — SR 107
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 —
SR 110
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 107, 110
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Reports 2016–17 under
s 30L (five documents)
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 — Report
2016–17 under s 13ZR
Victoria Legal Aid — Report 2016–17
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission — Report 2016–17 — Ordered to be published
Victorian Institute of Forensic Medicine — Report 2016–17
Victorian Law Reform Commission — Report 2016–17 —
Ordered to be published
Victorian Legal Services Board and Victorian Legal Services
Commissioner — Report 2016–17 — Ordered to be
published.

CORRECTIONS LEGISLATION FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered later this day.
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Sacred Space, Bendigo Hospital
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (09:41) — Last
week I was pleased to officially open the Sacred Space
in the new Bendigo Hospital. This is a multifaith space
of reflection available to anyone who needs it. The
Sacred Space is supported by a large team of chaplains
from across many religions and faiths, and provides
fantastic support for the health service’s patients, staff,
families and visitors. The chaplains also provide
support throughout the hospital — at bedsides and in
waiting rooms, residential services, staff hubs and
wherever required. These services provide vital support
to patients, their loved ones and staff during difficult
times. This space in the new hospital features an
enclosed balcony with a tranquil garden where people
can escape the clinical nature of the hospital
environment and seek some peace.
The new Bendigo Hospital has enhanced facilities for
patients and the Sacred Space features a camera which
can beam services live to a patient’s bedside. This was
used for the first time on Anzac Day, when the service
was available on every patient’s entertainment system
as it happened.
I commend and thank the pastoral care team, many of
them volunteers, for their role in making the hospital
experience a little less daunting for our community and
congratulate them on the role they played in the design
of this wonderful community space. I would also like to
thank our local religious organisations for their support
of the service and for donating sacred texts for the use
of hospital patrons.
The opening ceremony was portrayed through symbols
of air, fire, earth and water. Each participant signed the
tree symbol with a thumbprint to mark the occasion,
and people in services in different traditions shared a
cake, embracing hospitality through food. It is just a
wonderful example of what the hospital offers.

Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (09:43) — Since
European settlement the Irish have made a
magnificent contribution to this state and to this
country. I am very proud to be an Irish-born
Australian, and there is a very large and distinguished
expatriate Irish community in this state. That is why it
is very important that the contribution of the Irish to
this state is properly recognised.
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It was very disturbing to hear reports on Channel 9 two
nights ago of comments made by the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation in
relation to the launch of the travelling conmen
campaign, and I quote:
If anybody knocks on your door that has an Irish accent,
automatically ask them to leave.

I do not suggest that the minister is a bad person, but
those comments were disgraceful. The minister has
slurred many Irish people, and the Irish community in
this state are rightly upset by those comments. I
appreciate the minister has gone on social media and
apologised, but those comments were made on the
6 o’clock news. The minister should make sure that her
apology is also on the 6 o’clock news or, at the very
least, in this chamber. She should make a heartfelt and
genuine apology to people who have been offended by
those inconsiderate, wrong and baseless remarks.

Pascoe Vale electorate schools
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (09:44) — I am
very pleased to rise today to acknowledge two fabulous
girls schools within the electorate of Pascoe Vale.
Firstly I would like to acknowledge the girls from
Mercy College, who are here in the gallery and in the
Parliament today. Mercy College is a fabulous school
within my electorate, one that the Labor government is
making even better with an investment of $1 million for
a new hall. I went to a Mercy school at Lilydale and I
know the power of Mercy education, so I welcome
them to Parliament today.
Last week I was also very pleased to present certificates
to the fabulous girls at Pascoe Vale Girls College who
completed the Premiers’ Reading Challenge. The
challenge is a wonderful initiative, with many schools
in the Pascoe Vale district participating. I am also
looking forward to presenting the certificates at Oak
Park Primary School, Glenroy West Primary School,
Pascoe Vale North Primary School and the many other
schools in the area that completed the challenge.
Reading with young people is certainly one of the most
powerful things that families and teachers can do to
help young people get ahead and imagine the
possibilities of the world around them. In particular it
gives me great pleasure to recognise the following
students from years 7, 8 and 9 who completed the
Premiers’ Reading Challenge. Firstly, Sauileone, who
successfully read over 200 books in her reading
challenge. I also acknowledge Piddocke, Banin,
Jasleen, Sara, Shawq, Wajiha, Chamathna, Rheem,
Ruby, Geetanshika, Yasmin, Ayca, Grace, Maryam,
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Abeer Parveen, Chanudi, Syed, Vinduna, Hanaa, Jada,
Tahrey, Jamilah, Ashlee, Hilal, Nabaa and Batoul.

Bills Street, Hawthorn, redevelopment
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (09:46) — I rise today
to speak about the Bills Street development in
Hawthorn in my electorate, which is one of the nine
sites that the government has earmarked to cram in
private development in the name of a very marginal
increase in public housing. Public housing increases are
welcomed in my community, but they see the proposal
for what it is.
I rise particularly today to talk about the contiguous
University of Melbourne site, which is a
15 000-square-metre site which abuts the site. Residents
recently received a letter from Fiona Williams of the
Department of Health and Human Services, dated
11 September, which advised them that the department
was in discussions with the University of Melbourne
about the future of that site and how it could be
incorporated for further residential development.
Very concerned residents have raised that with me, and I
too as the local member am extremely concerned about
the intentions of the University of Melbourne and the
government with that site. I wrote to Professor Glyn
Davis, AC, vice-chancellor of the University of
Melbourne, my alma mater, to advise him of my
concerns and to press the need to ensure that that massive
site is best allocated to community use, such as sporting
facilities, for the mental health and physical wellbeing of
people in my electorate, who are crying out for more
facilities. Nary a day goes by when people do not raise
the limitations of facilities for them. I hope to meet with
the university next week if possible to express my
concerns and those of my community about this matter.

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
constitutional recognition
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
(09:47) — Today I rise to reassure the Victorian
Aboriginal community and all Victorians that the
Andrews Labor government will continue to work
towards treaty and self-determination, no matter what
the federal Liberal government does. Last week
Malcolm Turnbull rejected the Referendum Council’s
recommendation to hold a referendum to change
Australia’s constitution to establish an Indigenous voice
to Parliament. It was envisaged that it would take the
form of a constitutionally recognised body of
Indigenous Australians who would have a voice on
legislation and policy that affects them. Sadly, this was
put in the too-hard basket and rejected without
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consultation by the Turnbull government — an absolute
shame on this country. Despite this, there are still
discussions in Parliament today around the need for
constitutional change on the dual citizenship situation
of federal MPs. Yet it is too hard to go to the question
around Aboriginal rights in our constitution.
This week I joined other states and territories in
demanding the Turnbull government include
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people in the
refresh of the Closing the Gap framework. These calls
follow last week’s Ministerial Council on Indigenous
Affairs meeting in Canberra, where federal Minister for
Indigenous Affairs, Nigel Scullion, sought the states’
agreement to revise Closing the Gap targets without a
sufficient time frame to take into account the views and
knowledge of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders
across this country. The current approach of Closing the
Gap is not working and it needs time to be consulted on
with our Aboriginal Australians.

Glenis Appleton, Margaret Monck and
Ruth Glover
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (09:49) — I
rise to pay tribute to the extraordinary level of service
provided by three Sale women in the Sale Fire Brigade
auxiliary. Glenis Appleton, Margaret Monck and Ruth
Glover have each clocked up an incredible 60 years
serving the auxiliary. That is 180 years of volunteering
between these three remarkable and selfless women.
They were recognised for their service at the Sale Fire
Brigade annual presentation night on Saturday night. The
three women were pivotal in the formation of the
auxiliary, which supports our volunteer firefighters, and
they have also supported and nurtured a number of
family members who have also been critical parts of the
brigade. We thank them and salute them for their service.

Gippsland South electorate public transport
Mr D. O’BRIEN — The South & West Gippsland
Transport Group has launched a petition and campaign
for better local transport in the Bass Coast and South
Gippsland shires, particularly the latter, which has no
internal bus services in the shire at all. This region has a
population of over 60 000 yet little public transport. I
urge the government to undertake feasibility work on
new and improved bus services throughout the region,
in particular to gauge the likely level of demand.

Gippsland South electorate chemical
contamination
Mr D. O’BRIEN — I call on state and federal
governments to be as transparent as possible with
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information about the possible contamination of certain
areas by the PFAS group of chemicals as a result of the
chemicals’ historical use in firefighting foams. Recently
the Environment Protection Authority Victoria (EPA)
issued a precautionary warning about the consumption
of ducks, eels and fish from the Heart Morass near Sale
due to elevated levels of PFAS coming from the East
Sale Royal Australian Air Force base. We also have
levels of PFAS around the Esso-BHP Longford gas
plant. I understand that there remains no consistent,
empirical evidence about the human health effects of
these chemicals, which are found in a range of
everyday household items, but a precautionary
approach is being taken and rightly so. I thank the EPA
for briefing me on the issue yesterday and ask all levels
of government to keep the public informed about this
emerging issue.

Supervised injecting facilities
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) (09:50) — I
rise to update the house about the bold and brave
decision that has been taken to keep the community of
North Richmond safe and to give drug addicts a chance
at survival that they have not had before. Victoria is in
the grip of a public health crisis, and North Richmond
is its epicentre. Victoria’s heroin death toll is now
comparable with the road toll: 34 people have already
died on our streets, in our laneways and in our parks or
in our homes in Richmond this calendar year. Enough
is enough.
We have announced a two-year trial of a medically
supervised injecting room at the North Richmond
Community Health centre, along with a major boost in
treatment beds across Victoria and increased penalties
for drug trafficking. This a balanced and compassionate
response. It is thanks to the tireless advocacy of so many
of my constituents and the bravery of so many wounded
families that this will soon become a reality. It will save
lives. This is a decision based on evidence, which tells us
medical supervision in a controlled environment saves
lives through monitoring and resuscitation.
Do not take my word for it. Look at Sydney’s Kings
Cross facility: since opening in 2001 staff have
managed more than 6000 overdoses, and there has not
been one fatality. That is why all the experts — the
coroner, the paramedics, Victoria Police, the Australian
Medical Association and the Salvation Army — back
our action, and from the Victoria Street traders to the
Richmond West Primary School, all have spoken in
support of a medically supervised injecting room in the
last 24 hours. The time for this initiative has come.
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Tourism
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (09:52) — I wish to draw to
the attention of the house two articles in the Weekend
Australian of 28–29 October on Chinese tourism. The
context of the two articles is that May 2017 was the first
time that Chinese visitors overtook visitors to Australia
from New Zealand.
In the state of Victoria this happened some time ago,
but in the federal sphere it happened only this year. In
the last five years to 2016 the number of Chinese
visitors grew from 48 000 to 127 000, and of course the
Chinese spend significantly more money in Australia,
which is why they are such a valuable tourism market.
The first article on page 8 refers to the fact that the
tourism boom is fuelled by young female travellers,
many of whom are single.
The second article is a particularly interesting one by
Bernard Salt. He attributes the boom in Chinese
tourism to the significant number of new flights from
China to Australia, and indeed to international students.
I quote from the article:
This isn’t so much a consequence of a prawn-on-the-barbie or a
where-the-bloody-hell-are-you advertising campaign. It’s much
likelier to be an associated response to Australia’s success as a
destination for international students. Plus the sheer volume of
new flight connections, especially with China, is stimulating
and transforming the Australian tourism industry.

This should be much food for thought for those who
spend a lot of money on tourism advertising.
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Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
constitutional recognition
Ms COUZENS — On another matter, the Turnbull
Liberal government’s rejection of the proposal of the
National Congress of Australia’s First Peoples for a
voice to Parliament is a disgrace. Aboriginal and
non-Aboriginal people across Australia are outraged
and bitterly disappointed by this, after the long period
of consultation and summit of 300 leaders at Uluru in
May this year. The Turnbull government is seeking to
impose their own views of what recognition of first
nations people should be, and it is completely ignoring
the extensive work undertaken at the Uluru summit and
the agreed outcome. This is shameful. The Turnbull
government has very much underestimated the public
support for an Aboriginal voice to Parliament.

Mornington Peninsula planning
Mr DIXON (Nepean) (09:55) — For the past few
sitting weeks I have been tabling a petition with
approximately 1000 signatures each week. This week I
will do the same, and I will easily have enough to
continue until the end of the parliamentary year. The
petition is being circulated and collected by a number
of community organisations concerned about changes
to the general residential zone. The Mornington
Peninsula Shire Council also share these concerns. The
petition states, amongst other things:
The petition of the residents of the Mornington Peninsula
draws to the attention of the house the need to protect the
Mornington Peninsula from inappropriate development by:

Ali Heydari
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (09:53) — I want to
acknowledge the passing of a wonderful man, Ali
Heydari, who died suddenly whilst visiting his homeland
of Iran. Ali came to Australia with his wife and two sons,
Masoud and Vahid, in 1988, determined to ensure that
they had the best educational opportunities, something he
did not get in his homeland.
Due to Ali’s passion for education he became a proud
member of the ALP and worked tirelessly at state and
federal elections because he strongly believed everyone
should have access to a good education. Amongst other
things, Ali ran the best kebab shop in Geelong and
played a key role on the executive of the Geelong
Ethnic Communities Council, known as Diversitat. In
Ali’s words, ‘To make him happy, just be educated and
study well, be diligent and work hard, love and support
your friends, have a kebab. Then he will be happy’.
Vale, Ali Heydari.

1.

removing ‘as of right’ approvals which now allow
three-storey developments and buildings up to
11 metres high within our general residential zone;

2.

repealing recent changes which have expanded the
scope of VicSmart planning applications, removing
residents’ rights to be aware of future
developments in their neighbourhood;
…

4.

implement mandatory controls to strengthen and
enforce the intent of our 2014 Mornington
Peninsula Localised Planning Statement to
override, in unambiguous language, any changes to
the planning scheme, thereby providing a clear
direction for decision-making.

This matter is of massive concern to my community,
and the Minister for Planning cannot ignore this anger.

Derek Gardner
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (09:56) —
Over the past 11 years I have met and worked with
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countless local residents. Together we have worked
tirelessly to grow and improve our local community.
There is one, though, who deserves special recognition,
one who simply never gives up: Derek Gardner. Derek
has written to my office an extraordinary 81 times. I
have met with both Derek and his wonderful wife,
Angela, on many occasions. They have been married
for 60 years and have lived together in Hampton Park
for much of that time. They have seen our local
community grow and change across decades.
Throughout that time they have both fought for
Hampton Park and its residents.
Derek regularly contacts me about issues that are
important to him and the local community. Together we
have ensured that the authorities have got their act
together and done their job. We have ensured that they
have upgraded roads, fixed broken footpaths, removed
graffiti and even improved drainage along Pound Road
and K. M. Reedy Reserve. We have contacted
VicRoads, the City of Casey — a lot of times —
Melbourne Water, Victoria Police and countless
ministers to ensure action is taken.
Derek was one of the most vocal advocates for the need
for an upgrade of the intersection of Pound and Shrives
roads in Hampton Park. He led the charge and together
we secured funding for this much-needed project,
which is now underway. Derek is one of those
remarkable individuals who make their presence felt
and make a difference in their community. It has been a
great pleasure to get to know and work with both Derek
and his wife, Angela. I wish them a happy anniversary.
I will never forget his distinctive handwriting nor his
many contributions to the Hampton Park community.

Blue Ribbon Day
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (09:57) — Twenty-nine
September is an important date on Victoria’s calendar,
with the hosting of Blue Ribbon Day services across
many communities. These services offer an opportunity
to reflect on the sacrifices of those policemen and
policewomen who have died whilst serving and
protecting our communities.

Police service medals
Mr NORTHE — Yesterday a number of police
members based at stations within the Latrobe Valley
were quite rightly recognised for their dedication and
service to our community.
I wish to congratulate the following officers: senior
constables Lauren Bowman and Lauren Kimberley
received the Victoria Police Service Medal, for 10 years

3557

service. The Victoria Police Service Medal 15-year clasp
went to Leading Senior Constable Peter Ferguson and to
Michelle Dunstone and Dora Marino. The National
Police Service Medal was awarded to sergeants Paul
Stow and Michael Williams and to leading senior
constables Danny Culliver, Stephen Cranston, Daryl
Howard and Ray Coles. Sergeants Rodney Findlay and
Kaine Pawson along with leading senior constables
Michael Thek and Julie Reilly received the National
Medal and the Victoria Police Service Medal 15-year
clasp. The Victoria Police Service Medal 20-year clasp
went to Leading Senior Constable Paula Linford. The
National Medal 1st clasp and Victoria Police Service
Medal 25-year clasp were awarded to sergeants
Benjamin McWilliam and Craig Vanbreugel. Senior
sergeants Howard Jones and Ian Ricardo were presented
with the National Medal 2nd clasp and Victoria Police
Service Medal 35-year clasp. And the Victoria Police
Service Medal 40-year clasp went to the effervescent
Senior Sergeant Dave Watson.
On behalf of our community I say congratulations, well
done and thank you to all members, and may you
continue to serve with distinction and may you stay safe.

Ballarat Karate Club
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) (09:59) — It was great
to visit the dojo of the Ballarat Karate Club to
congratulate them on their successful application for a
defibrillator. I would like to thank the Minister for
Sport for his support of the club and for his support of
this really important program. The Ballarat Karate Club
was established in 1965 and is still going strong. It is
the oldest karate club in the Ballarat district and has
branch clubs in Daylesford and Maryborough.
Impressively most of the founding members are still in
Ballarat and training with the club to this day, some
50-plus years later. The club has 120 registered
members, and all instructors are trained and accredited
to the highest international standards. The instructors
are dedicated and provide their services voluntarily.
During my visit I listened to members talk about what
actually goes on during a training session at the dojo. I
had the chance to step out and witness demonstrations
by the older warrior group at the club. They expressed
their gratitude to the Andrews Labor government for
funding this really vital piece of equipment. Like with
any physical activity, people want to feel safe in the
knowledge that if an emergency was to occur, the right
equipment is on hand to assist if needed. The club has
members of all ages and abilities. They need to be able
to create a safe environment for their members to
participate in and continue their love for the martial
arts. This is also important for the growth of the club.
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They have been able to do this with the help of the
Andrews Labor government and the sporting clubs and
facilities program. The defibrillator is on its way, and
we are all eager for it to be installed and ready for
action. We hope it is never used.
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able to drive on a safe road surface. I thank the
community for getting behind my Report a Road
Hazard campaign. Through their support we have
finally seen some road maintenance works in the
region, but we have only just started. Let us keep up the
fight for our fair share of roads funding.

Fire season preparedness
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (10:00) — A number of
residents in and around the Grampians National Park
are deeply concerned about the danger of camp fires in
the Grampians over the coming fire season. Visitors to
the region may not be aware of the extreme fire risk to
the region, and a camp fire left to burn rather than being
extinguished properly could have disastrous results,
particularly given the high fuel load in the region after a
wet season and the disruption to the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) following the disastrous handling of
the CFA restructure by Labor. Despite asking the
minister to address this issue, we have seen no action
by the Andrews Labor government to restrict camp
fires or at least improve awareness around camp fire
dangers and fire ban periods. I urge the minister to take
action to improve camp fire management and
awareness in preparation for the upcoming fire season.

Lowan electorate public transport
Ms KEALY — Under the city-centric Andrews
Labor government western Victoria is grinding to a
standstill. Recent cuts to public transport services to the
region mean we are more disconnected from major
centres than we have ever been before. Public transport
connections are essential to support people to get to
work, school, shopping, education and health care and
to visit friends. Just because we live in the country does
not mean we do not matter and does not mean we
cannot have access to good public transport options.
We need to get western Victoria moving again, and
only The Nationals will help make that happen in
country Victoria.

Regional and rural roads
Ms KEALY — Finally, after years of lobbying and
strong advocacy by the local community, we are seeing
some roadworks in western Victoria. This is on the
back of hundreds of calls from the community,
concerned about road issues, to VicRoads in support of
my Report a Road Hazard campaign. The Andrews
Labor government have cut hundreds of millions of
dollars out of country roads funding, scrapped The
Nationals country roads and bridges program and now
have been forced to run a significant community
campaign to get our roads fixed. This simply is not
good enough for country Victorians, who deserve to be

Mount Waverley Heights Primary School
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (10:02) — I would
like to congratulate Mount Waverley Heights Primary
School on their 50th birthday. This is an amazing
school with such incredibly polite and intelligent kids.
Formerly known as Sussex Heights Primary School,
thousands of kids have graduated from this school in
the last 50 years. I am immensely proud to have been a
part of their celebration last Saturday, and I am very
chuffed that this government is providing the school
with a $2 million upgrade to ensure this great school
can continue for at least another 50 years.

Glen Huntly Primary School
Mr DIMOPOULOS — Well done to Glen Huntly
Primary School for their wonderful twilight fete and
Diwali celebration. Every year this school excels with a
fantastic community-style fete. It brings out the best in
us, and I know that is the ethos of the school. Happier
kids you will not meet, and that is a testament to both
the school leadership and all of the parents.

Neil Hendrickson
Mr DIMOPOULOS — I would like to express my
condolences for the passing of Neil Hendrickson. Neil
Hendrickson was a man who had no equal. He was the
most incredible party member I have met. I worked
with him for over 20 years in Simon Crean’s office and
then recently as the member for Oakleigh. He was
always willing to help. He and Pam, his wife, were
wonderful people. They would always greet you with a
smile and generosity of spirit that was hard to find, and
they were always, always helpful. Both Neil and Pam
were life members of the Labor Party, and not just
members; they were significant contributors. They were
the people you could rely on when no-one else was
around, the people you would ring at the last minute
and they would come out and assist the Labor cause
and the Labor members of Parliament. Neil was a
member of the party for 71 years. All my respects and
love to his family.

Supervised injecting facilities
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) (10:04) — Today
in the Parliament I rise to assure the people of Mount
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Waverley district that I will fight tooth and nail against
the expansion of the Andrews Labor government’s
taxpayer-funded heroin injecting rooms into Mount
Waverley district. Yesterday the government
announced that Victorian taxpayers would fund a
heroin drug injecting centre in our state. The centre will
allow heroin users, including first-time drug users, to
inject themselves at this taxpayer-funded facility.
The reality is that there is nothing safe about heroin and
ice use, whether in a taxpayer-funded centre or
elsewhere. The inescapable truth is that by providing
this taxpayer-funded facility the Andrews Labor
government is sending a strong message to current and
future generations that heroin use is okay. Nothing
should or could be further from the truth. This message
will lead to more people using dangerous and deadly
drugs like heroin and ice and will reduce the
effectiveness of a proper anti-drugs message. There is
no question that a better approach is helping addicts,
putting more police on the beat and toughening up our
laws to punish parasitic drug dealers and traffickers.
The former Liberal-Nationals government funded three
rehabilitation facilities, but the Premier has cut funding
for this critically important measure.
To the people of Mount Waverley district, I assure
you I will not allow our kindergartens, primary
schools, secondary schools, senior citizen centres,
youth centres and residential streets to have
taxpayer-funded drug-injecting facilities nearby.
These facilities have no place in Glen Waverley or
Mount Waverley, nor in the state of Victoria. The
Liberal-Nationals believe this unequivocally and
without exception, and we will see to that.

Macedon Primary School
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (10:05) —
Congratulations, Macedon Primary School, on your
inaugural writers festival, showcasing your students’
creative and expressive writing using Van Gogh’s
seasons and the natural beauty of the Macedon Ranges
as inspiration. Over the past two years the staff at
Macedon Primary School have implemented a
whole-school sequential writing program, and the
results are fantastic. Not only was the quality of the
children’s writing sensational, but I could tell how
much the students enjoyed their work. It is no
coincidence, then, that this focused attention has seen
an uplift in the school’s NAPLAN results. Thank you to
students Alexa, Riley, Samuel and Lachlan for sharing
your work with me, and to principal David Twite and
literacy coordinator Cathy Krean.
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Jenna Bruton
Ms THOMAS — A big shout-out to Jenna Bruton,
who was recently selected in the AFL Women’s draft.
Jenna started out playing against the boys at Trentham,
but progressed to the Ballarat Football League’s youth
girls competition before playing for the Saints in the
Victorian Women’s Football League, where she was
named best and fairest. Congratulations on your latest
achievement, Jenna. Regardless of the colours you
wear, we are all right behind you.

Deb Mitrevics
Ms THOMAS — Congratulations to Riddells Creek
legend Deb Mitrevics. Deb has been chosen to be a
baton bearer for the 2018 Commonwealth Games.
Currently Deb is the vice-president and fundraising and
junior development coordinator at the Riddells Creek
Junior Mixed Basketball Association. This is an honour
that is richly deserved.

Nunawading Community Gardens
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (10:06) — I recently had
the pleasure of attending the open day and
40th anniversary celebrations of the Nunawading
Community Gardens in Jolimont Road, Forest Hill, the
first community garden in Australia. It was a great day
and provided a tremendous opportunity for those
involved in the gardens over the last 40 years, whether
they were plot holders, committee members or
interested community members, to visit the gardens,
participate in tours, view the static displays or listen to
various talks related to the gardens. I congratulate all
those involved in the gardens over the last 40 years,
including the various committee members, as well as all
those who organised this event, in particular long-term
members Margaret Rackham and Anne Makhijani.

Holy Saviour Parish School
Mr ANGUS — It was a pleasure recently to attend
the Holy Saviour Parish School, Vermont South,
production, this year entitled Primary School
(Christmas) Musical. It was an excellent production
involving all the school’s students, with lots of great
singing, dancing and acting, along with many colourful
costumes. I congratulate all the students, staff and
volunteers involved in this production.

Nunawading Little Athletics
Mr ANGUS — I recently had the pleasure of
attending the 50th anniversary celebration of the
Nunawading Little Athletics club at the Bill Sewart
Athletics Track in East Burwood. It was a time of
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celebrations and reminiscing, with many of the club’s
current members and life members in attendance. A
booklet containing the club’s history was launched, and
two more life members were also inducted. I
congratulate the organisers of this event, in particular
the current club committee members, led by president
Scott Tempany, on marking this fantastic milestone.

Vermont Secondary College
Mr ANGUS — I was pleased to attend the Vermont
Secondary College annual year 12 valedictory dinner.
As always, it was a great night to celebrate the
accomplishments of the year 12 students and to hear
from some of the school leaders, as well as from two
alumni who outlined their journey over the 20 years
since they left the school. I wish all the students well as
they undertake their year 12 exams over the next few
weeks and beyond.

Redeeming Our Community, Whitehorse
Mr ANGUS — Congratulations to the organisers of
the recent Whitehorse Redeeming Our Community
conversation. Well done to Toby Baxter and the team
from Crossway for organising this event. It was very
informative, with common threads from various
participants being readily apparent. I look forward to
reading the report from the evening.

Uplift Project
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (10:08) — The Yan Yean
electorate has some amazing traders and traders
organisations. Diamond Creek is really fortunate to
have a fabulous business called Fossick Clothing. It is
run by the wonderful Simone and supported by team
members Jodie and Bexie. I had a great time on
Sunday. They had their first day of Sunday trading, and
then they held an event at Piccolo Meccanico. It
brought together women of the Diamond Valley in
support of the Uplift Project. The Uplift Project
provides bras to women in Third World countries and
women in Arnhem Land. In the Third World in
particular a bra can cost a couple of weeks wages, and
women, as we know, will always put their children
first. Fossick have got a hamper in the shop in Inglis
Street until the end of November. I urge the women of
the Diamond Valley to bring in your second-hand bras,
or maybe you would like to buy some new ones and put
them in there for the women of the Third World.
I want to read the beginning of a poem written by a
Fossick customer, Kay Arthur.
I turn the corner,
A stream of colour beckons,
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A soft breeze flutters,
Fabric soft to touch,
Smiles from the rack.
Inside, rows of clothes
Nuzzle together and wait,
My eyes dart, skim,
My arms reach, stretch,
My hands fondle
These soft treasures.
We laugh together,
You help me choose,
Yes, this one, vintage
That one a touch of retro …

St Brigid’s School, Mordialloc
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (10:09) —
Recently I had the pleasure of joining the St Brigid’s
School community to make a wonderful announcement
of $1.75 million that we will be contributing to that
school towards a $2.75 million redevelopment of the
St Brigid’s parish primary school. This has been many
years in the making. Since Michael Russo took over
many years ago as principal, the school community has
been working on many iterations of this project, and to
join the Deputy Premier and Minister for Education
recently for the school assembly and a tour of the school
was a tremendous moment. It just shows what we can do
when the independent sector, the non-government sector
and the Catholic schools, particularly some of these
wonderful local primary schools, team up and co-invest
in some of these amazing projects.
This funding will deliver more classrooms. It will
deliver a new administrative wing for the teachers and
take the school’s capacity beyond the 280-student cap
they have had for a number of years. It will set them up
for the future. Some of the incredible work that this
school community does will be strengthened, and I am
very proud to be partnering with this school
community. We will be releasing the design of the
school, and there is a real buzz amongst the community.
We have had so much feedback and so many positive
emails and responses, it has just been absolutely
overwhelming. To Michael Russo and his wonderful
team of teachers and to the Catholic Education Office,
well done on an outstanding application. We look
forward to getting on with the building.

Briar Hill Primary School
Ms WARD (Eltham) (10:11) — It was a beautiful
day, especially at Briar Hill Primary School, which
celebrated its 90th birthday at the spring fair. It was
wonderful to see this vibrant community celebrate
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together and to see the terrific wider community
support, especially of the huge silent auction.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2017–18
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (10:11) — What a joy it
is to be able to make a contribution on the report of the
2017–18 budget estimates, which is a report that I tabled
yesterday. There is nothing like the sound when you
crack a Public Accounts and Estimates Committee report
for the first time and you hear the spine go; it is just a
great joy. Indeed it reminds me of when I was waiting
for the release in 1998 of Cold Chisel’s album The Last
Wave of Summer. I was waiting with anticipation. The
joy is not dissimilar to the feeling I had back then. This is
a great report, and to quote Molly Meldrum, ‘Do
yourselves a favour. Get down to the tables office now
and pick up a copy. It’s just rolled gold’.
I would like to thank the other committee members, who
made such an outstanding contribution to this great
report: of course there is the very handsome and dashing
member for Oakleigh; the delightful member for Eltham;
Ms Shing from the other place; and of course it would be
remiss of me not to also compliment the deputy chair, the
member for Mornington; the member for Gippsland
South; the member for Kew; and Ms Pennicuik and
Ms Patten in the Legislative Council. I want to give a
special shout-out to the member for Ripon, who at very
short notice stepped up to the plate to represent the
opposition in those hearings as a consequence of the
member for Gippsland South having to resign briefly
from the committee. It is wonderful to have him back. It
is an outstanding report, and I should also congratulate
the secretariat and Dr Caroline Williams for her work in
putting the reports together.
Enough of the triumphant lap around the MCG; let us
get down to business. I would like to draw attention to
part 2.5, ‘Victoria’s export performance’, on page 26
of this great report. What interests me is that I am a bit
of a free-trader at heart, and I have sometimes had a
propensity over the course of time to let the private
sector take a lead on these matters, let the private
sector invest and let the state not get in the way and
not try to second-guess the private sector. But I am
reminded of the folly of my thoughts sometimes,
because I do recall back in the early 2000s, when you
were sitting around the cabinet table, Acting Speaker
Thomson, that the then Premier, Steve Bracks, aided
and abetted by the then Treasurer, John Brumby, made
it very clear that they were going to make a play for
biotechnology. Both the then Premier and Treasurer
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would frequently go to the States — for example, to
attend BIO 2001 and BIO 2003 — and start spruiking
Victoria, and Melbourne in particular, as a destination
for the pharmaceuticals industry.
This was really important because it was an opportunity
to try to showcase Melbourne as a destination. It was
followed by hard cash from the state for the Bio21
Institute, and we have now got the Parkville precinct
and the investments in the synchrotron.
What you then see is that those strategic investments
made by the state basically indicate, ‘We do have a
natural advantage in biotechnology and
pharmaceuticals, and we as a state are prepared to make
these strategic investments because we recognise we
have got these advantages. You should start to think
about Victoria as a destination, as a producer of
high-quality pharmaceutical products’.
Page 27 of the report notes that pharmaceutical
products exported to the United States for 2016
increased from $99.2 million to $582.8 million. I
appreciate that such a huge increase might be in relation
to contractual changes and there could be some issues
in terms of exchange rate differences. But to see us as a
state now in 2017 sending $582.8 million worth of
high-value-added products to America demonstrates the
wisdom and the foresight of the former government in
making those sorts of investments.
Looking at table 2.1, pharmaceutical products now come
in at number 8, and in 2016 we were looking at close to
$1 billion. This is a huge industry, and it is born of that
vision of the former government. Again, there is not
much point in trying to create an industry that does not
align with your natural strengths. I think it is fair to ask:
why would we try to compete with China or India when
they have natural advantages that we do not have? But
where you do have these natural advantages there is an
opportunity for aggressive, targeted state intervention to
assist the private sector in making those investments, to
attract footloose capital and to make those sorts of
contributions. It is a great report. It is a cracking report.
As I said: do yourself a favour and get a copy.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2017–18
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (10:17) — It is a
pleasure this morning to be able to rise to talk about
report on the 2017–18 budget estimates, which the
previous speaker referred to. I acknowledge the work
and effort of all of the members of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee (PAEC). It is not an easy
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committee to work on because of its heavy workload
and the diversity of the issues that it needs to cover.

are very good arguments about whether you can safely
inject heroin even with medical presence around.

I noticed in particular the issues around health which are
identified in that report and some of the pressures that the
health budget has experienced and no doubt will
continue to experience. Certainly in the area of drug use
and rehabilitation, the pressures on the health budget are
growing, and the report arguably bears that out, in
particular in relation to yesterday’s announcement by the
government that it will trial a drug injecting room in
North Richmond. I take the opportunity this morning, in
light of what that report reveals about the challenges our
health budget faces as a state, just to make some general
comments about the matter.

Mr Pearson — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I have been listening to the member for Hawthorn’s
contribution intently, and I seek your guidance, because
the member is referring to safe injecting rooms, which
was a decision announced by the government
yesterday. I appreciate the fact that the budget estimates
report by the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee relates to prospective expenditure over the
course of the current financial year and the out years,
and while it would be fair to say that there is likely to
be some level of government expenditure in those out
years, I just do question this because this was a recent
policy decision. It does not form part of the estimates
report; it does not form part of the transcripts. I do not
believe the opposition asked a single question about
this, so I am just wondering whether this relates at all to
the estimates period.

I should say at the outset that it is an issue on which
very reasonable minds can differ. There are very
distinguished people on different sides of the debate.
The purpose of my remarks this morning in light of the
PAEC report is just to highlight some of the issues that
I think need to inform that discussion. The first thing is
that it is a discussion. Like the matter we debated a
couple of weeks ago on voluntary assisted dying, it is a
debate which engages deep existential questions about
life and death, how we best protect life and how we
look after those who find themselves suffering deep and
lasting addiction.
I am concerned about what seem to be some very
powerful comments which are made from within
people’s hearts but which do not necessarily take us to
the rational and detailed discussions we need to have
about this issue. It is said as a very powerful and
emotive statement — which I do not necessarily
disagree with — that drug injecting rooms save lives. I
am concerned about that slogan not because any of us
would want anything else other than to save lives but
because there are legitimate questions that we need to
engage with and answer about whether the drug
injecting room concept does save lives if it does not
result in people coming off heroin addiction — or ice
addiction, for that matter.
We know that last year around Victoria 190 people died
from heroin addiction. We know that 116 people died
from ice addiction last year. So this is a serious matter.
It might well be argued that, unless a drug injecting
room can effectively transition somebody suffering an
addiction from that addiction into rehabilitation which
sees their health and life opportunities improve, then
there are questions about whether it has achieved the
objective in that statement. What these drug injecting
rooms tend to do — and the data actually bears this
out — is certainly provide one safe space for somebody
to inject. Now, I use the term ‘safe’ very loosely. There

Mr PESUTTO — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I understand from yesterday’s announcement
that a number of the initiatives relate to expenditure in
the current financial year and previously committed
funding, so I take the member’s point. I am trying to
stay within the confines of that and within the confines
of what is already committed this year in light of
yesterday’s announcement. So I am endeavouring to
stay within the concept of the PAEC report.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) — The
member for Hawthorn, I think you have strayed a little
from this, and I suggest you come back to the PAEC
report.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2016–17
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (10:22) — I refer
to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee inquiry
into the budget estimates 2016–17, particularly in
relation to the contribution by the Minister for Industry
and Employment, who referred to how working in a
collaborative fashion presents an opportunity to drive
strategic advantage from that collaboration. I want to
continue my contribution on these significant strategic
matters, particularly not just in relation to the Victorian
government but also in relation to how we deal with the
Australian government.
This was again highlighted this week when we had the
Australian government making an announcement that
was of significance about funding for cancer research. It
goes specifically to the issue that I have raised before
about how we coordinate and get a better proposition on
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issues like the proton beam and how that should be
addressed, because medical research is one of the highest
priorities of the Andrews government. The sector and the
government have been shocked and dismayed by the
federal government’s decision to make an allocation of
$68 million to put the proton beam headquarters for
Australia not in Melbourne but in Adelaide.
Melbourne is the natural fit. It would be perfect in the
Royal Children’s Hospital. It would do the greatest
good for the greatest number of people. It goes to this
other issue of trying to have rational decision-making
and not just politics and gaming of the system at every
level. There have got to be issues that are put above
partisanship — medical research, cancer research and
saving lives should be at the top of that list.
To put it in context, Victoria has 25 per cent of the
population. Where politics is played on infrastructure,
we get less than 8 per cent of the contribution. Where
politics is not played because there is an independent
assessment from the National Health and Medical
Research Council on medical research, Victoria gets
more than 40 per cent of the funding. That is on merit,
that is on performance and that is on the institutions that
we have built up over generations and established in
this state.
That is why Victoria leads, and that is why it is critical.
What was announced by the federal Minister for Health,
Greg Hunt, was just a first step. The Turnbull
government is providing $50 million through the
Medical Research Future Fund, combined with
$10 million from the Minderoo Foundation’s Eliminate
Cancer Initiative and a commitment of $20 million from
the Cure Brain Cancer Foundation. I applaud this. It is
admirable. What they are trying to do is help provide
better lives for people suffering from brain cancer.
But this still goes to my critical point, which is that we
have to address issues like the proton beam now and
what has happened, because this is clearly a proposition
of politics entering into medical research. My concern
is how this will affect further allocations from the
Medical Research Future Fund. Put bluntly, the fund
should be the biggest opportunity for Victoria because
we get the lion’s share of the funding, but it could be
one of our real vulnerabilities if politics is played.
I am putting this on the record because that is what we
need to do. It is because of our leadership and
excellence, and it is why the White House came here —
it is why former US Vice President Joe Biden came for
the opening of the $1 billion jewel in Australia’s
medical research crown, the Victorian Comprehensive
Cancer Centre. The Premier and the Minister for Health
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signed a series of memoranda of understanding (MoU)
between the US National Cancer Institute and Victoria
to strengthen international ties and encourage greater
cooperation and sharing of knowledge in cancer
research and patient care.
The new moonshot — a quest to cure cancer — was an
initiative that I put out for public interest and put
forward. The Premier pursued. I went to the US to
follow up on that and had a series of meetings with the
University of Texas MD Anderson Cancer Center, the
Texan medical innovation centre that has the proton
beam and has been using it for a decade. Victoria is
clearly best placed to do the greatest good for the
greatest number of people through medical research
and the proton beam initiative.
This is why I am calling for unity tickets on these issues
to put a stop to the relentless gaming and politicking on
these issues. I have called for Minister Hunt to release
the information. Where did Australia’s chief scientist
declare this should be? I can tell you now, he would not
have said Adelaide — straight up. He is a rational
thinker, and I am sure that is not what he advised.
This goes to other issues. This week I was able to
introduce the Graeme Clark Oration. The orator was
Nobel laureate Dr Harold Varmus, who explained that,
really, we are in a race between the ingenuity of science
and ever-evolving cancer cells. This is like an arms
race. So this is how difficult it is to address these issues.
I have called for getting an MoU with the institutions
that he represents out of America as well.

Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills
Committee: community energy projects
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (10:27) — I rise to speak on
the inquiry into community energy projects, and today I
would like to focus on grid connection, mentioned in
chapter 4 of the report, on page 65. The transmission
system, that is the poles and wires, connects the energy
source to the customers. Most of the renewable energy
projects are in regional areas: solar in north-west
Victoria and wind in the highlands and along the coast.
The section that this relates to — and I will quote from
the report — is grid access, which will impact on a
project’s network and business proposition. So these
renewable projects, whether community or otherwise
and wherever they are located, require us to work
within the energy distribution system.
We also need to understand the units of energy: we
have the watt; 1000 watts is a kilowatt; 1000 kilowatts
is a megawatt; and 1000 megawatts is a gigawatt. I
think to understand the scale of the energy distribution
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network we need to understand these. At home we use
watts or kilowatts for a toaster or a kettle. In generation
a wind turbine typically has a capacity of 2 or
3 megawatts, and a solar panel is typically 250 to
300 watts. Victoria’s use is measured in thousands of
megawatts. For example, Loy Yang A, which has been
in the news recently, has a nameplate capacity of
3300 megawatts. Currently most of our generation
capacity is in the Latrobe Valley for brown coal and at
sites closer to our major population centres for gas. The
solar resources are in the north of the state, and
exploiting the resource will be limited by the
transmission line capacity or the grid.
Capacity in north-west Victoria — that is Mildura,
Swan Hill, some of south-west New South Wales and
some of the Riverland — is via two lines that run back
towards the south of the state. The best we can do is to
reverse the flow of the line capacity. So the current
capacity to supply energy to the major customers,
which are in our capital cities, is in fact what currently
supplies the north. Swan Hill, Mildura and parts of
south-west New South Wales are important areas, but
compared to supplying a regional centre or a capital
city, it is extremely low. I also know that there is little
capacity left for solar projects in the north-west of
Victoria as the line capacity that is available is now
fully committed. This was also highlighted in the
report, and I quote from page 65:
In addition to being costly and onerous, the grid connection
approval process can be unclear, uncertain and difficult to
appeal … There may also be grid constraints at the point of
connection, especially in regional areas where connection to a
new renewable energy generator could exceed the technical
limits of the network.

And that is just what is happening in the north-west of
the state. So what are we going to do about this
requirement, because for Victoria’s energy needs, we
will need a huge increase in the transmission capacity?
If you are leaving Melbourne and driving towards the
Latrobe Valley and you look out next to the freeway,
you will see the huge number of powerlines that come
from the valley, and that is not what you see elsewhere
in the state.
As always in this, it comes down to who pays for the
reconfiguration of the transmission network or the
grid. Some say the line operators should pay, and in
our system that means the customer. Some say the
government should pay; that is the taxpayer. We all
know who is going to pay because, whether you are
the customer or the taxpayer, that is you and me and
the users.
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I note that the federal government are inquiring into this
issue of grid capacity and focusing very much on that. I
look forward to their report because moving generation
around the state and around the nation will make it
much harder. There is much to be done in solving our
transmission capacity and our grid connection issues.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2017–18
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (10:31) — I
rise this morning to speak on the report on the 2017–18
budget estimates, and I too am very glad to see this
document presented to the house to give us the
opportunity to reflect on the big spending plans of the
Andrews Labor government. I must admit I do share
some of the delight of the chair of the committee. I have
served on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee myself, and it is a big job, but the energy
and enthusiasm that the chair brings to this job is just
really extraordinary. Actually the pride and joy that he
exhibited in this chamber just a few moments ago was
really, really something to behold. I just hope those five
children, Chair, do not have to have this as bedtime
reading, because I think it is very —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Ms GRALEY — It may be rolled gold to you, but it
does have a limited audience. But having said that, that
is one of the very points that is emphasised in this
report: it is actually about extending the reading
audience for this report, and it is about providing
greater transparency, as the chair says in his foreword,
about the government’s spending plan.
I actually pointed out to the chair this diagram that is on
page 2 of the report. It is an exceptional diagram
actually, and I congratulate everybody on the
committee for actually taking the story of how
government works and how government spending takes
place and condensing it in this document. As the chair
said to me, it is about making it easy to read. It is
actually about making this document, which has so
much information in it about what governments do and
how they spend people’s money, much more
transparent and much more accessible.
I noticed, as I worked through the report, that there are
a number of very important recommendations. Indeed
I attended a number of the hearings, and I was there of
course to support the Minister for Education. It was a
bit of a tough gig because one particular member
opposite, the member for Kew, was rather obsessed
with asking questions about the Safe Schools program,
which were actually very unkind and very unhelpful, I

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Wednesday, 1 November 2017

ASSEMBLY

would say, but he relentlessly pursued that line of
questioning.
What was very good to hear actually was the Reason
party member, Ms Patten, in the other place, ask a very
good question about Aboriginal children’s
achievements in our education system. What it threw
up was a whole lot of questions about how we actually
measure performance. In this report the question is
actually highlighted, and I did say to Ms Patten on the
day that it was the best question asked at the hearing.
The report has sought to highlight that question, has
taken it on board and has reflected on how we measure
some of the things that government does.
How do we measure performance in our schools? There
are a number of recommendations —
recommendation 17 about including new measures and
recommendation 20 about reviewing performance
measures — that I think are very worthy to be
considered by the government going forward. Times
change and new projects come on board. In fact I think
there is also a recommendation about reviewing how
Myki is considered. There are some major projects that
the government is undertaking at the moment around
family violence, level crossing removals and housing.
All of these are considered in the report, and they are
worthy of consideration in how we actually measure
them. It is a terrific report.
I will finish by saying that recommendation 1 — I do not
know exactly where it came from, but it is the number
one recommendation — talks about intergenerational
reporting. I think it is a really worthy recommendation
from a political perspective, because one of the criticisms
that governments face from the community, and
especially from the business community, is that we do
not have a long-term vision for our planning. This
recommendation — recommendation 1; numero uno in
the report — actually says, ‘Let’s have a little bit of a
different think about how we report and actually talk
about spreading the burden across the generations of
spending and debt accumulation’. I imagine they are all
thinking about this going forward. It has been successful
in other jurisdictions, and I think it is worthy of
consideration. Congratulations to the committee
members. It is a terrific report. It is not quite bedtime
reading for your children, Acting Speaker, but I
commend it to the house.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2017–18
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (10:36) — I too, like
many other members this morning, wish to make some
remarks on the Public Accounts and Estimates
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Committee report tabled yesterday. Indeed, this was my
seventh estimates process. I must say I think it is still a
useful process despite a degree of dumbing down of
some of the operations of the committee and despite, it
has to be said, the refusal of the government to keep the
election commitments that they made with regard to the
estimates process. They made a promise to remove
Dorothy Dixers from the estimates process, and that has
not occurred. We have had Dixer after Dixer after
Dixer throughout the process. They made a
commitment to implement a Senate-style estimates
process. Again, the government have been totally silent
on this. There has been some movement in terms of the
format of the estimates process, but that has been
entirely due to the work of the committee. The
government have had absolutely nothing to do with it.
As for moving to the sort of close scrutiny and the
number of hours of scrutiny that are undertaken in the
Senate, we are a very, very long way from being
anywhere near that. Despite that, as I say, I think it is
still a useful process.
The committee, it has to be said, survived the process, as
we have done I think for the last three years and the four
years before that, still talking to one another. I must also
comment around the coalition members. The member for
Gippsland South survived the first day and then
unfortunately was not able to continue throughout the
estimates process. After some days of being two
members — the member for Kew and me — we were
eventually joined by the member for Ripon. I did want to
comment that she did an excellent job picking up the
reins and filling in in that last week. She also did an
excellent job in terms of the early work on the report, so I
did want to commend her on that. As the chair has
acknowledged, the member for Gippsland South is back
and functioning on all cylinders now, which is terrific.
I also want to acknowledge the work of the secretariat
under the direction of Dr Caroline Williams. This is her
first estimates report, and from my perspective the
process worked very, very well. It is a slightly different
report. The format is a little bit different, and I think it is
an improvement. As others have said, these things need
to keep evolving. I also want to acknowledge
Dr Kathleen Hurley, Mr Alejandro Navarrete, Mr Bill
Stent, Dr Jeff Fang, Ms Leah Brohm, Ms Melanie
Hondros and Ms Amber Candy and the terrific work
they have done in the preparation of the report.
The report is a similar format to recent years, as I
mentioned, but three specific chapters have been
added: ‘Government risk management framework’,
‘Managing telecommunications’ and ‘Environmental
contribution levy’.
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I also want to refer to appendix 2 of the report, which is
a letter from the Auditor-General to the chair of the
committee. When it was released, the budget made no
mention about dividends from the Transport Accident
Commission (TAC). Indeed, the absence was
conspicuous because the forward estimates last year
suggested that an amount of $1.4 billion would be
removed from the TAC. We had a number of
exchanges with the Treasurer and the Secretary of the
Department of Treasury and Finance, and we
established this year, in fact, that the figure had jumped
again to $1.75 billion, but it could not be taken as a
dividend. Frankly when we finished that questioning
we had the figure but we had no idea why the reporting
had changed. The Auditor-General’s letter reveals that,
despite the assurances we have had in every one of the
three years this government have appeared before the
estimates process where they have made claims that the
TAC was entirely financial and there were no problems
with finances, clearly it is not and clearly they were not
reasonable demands. They continued to make massive
demands, but the organisation was not sustainable.
The reason it was not possible to pay a dividend from the
TAC was, as the Auditor-General identified, that there
was a current year loss, there were accumulated deficits
and there was no contributed capital or other equity
available from which to draw. There were no funds that
could be withdrawn legitimately in conformance with the
accounting standards, so the government has had to
move to a device to extract the funds in another way. As
I say, the figure is $1.75 billion. I will speak further on
the report, but in the interim I commend it to the house.

CAULFIELD RACECOURSE RESERVE
BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ordered to be considered later this day.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT
(MEDICALLY SUPERVISED INJECTING
CENTRE) BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Mental Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
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statement of compatibility with respect to the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Amendment (Medically
Supervised Injecting Centre) Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment (Medically Supervised Injecting Centre) Bill
2017, 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 Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Medically Supervised Injecting Centre) Bill 2017 (the bill)
establishes a new legislative scheme to allow for the licensing
and operation of a single medically supervised injecting
centre on a trial basis. The key elements of the scheme are:
the site will be the North Richmond Community Health
centre, which is located in the area identified as having
the highest rate of heroin overdose deaths and
heroin-related ambulance call-outs in Victoria, with
significant impacts upon the entire community;
the Secretary to the Department of Health and Human
Services may grant a single licence to operate a
medically supervised injecting centre at that site if they
are satisfied that the necessary preconditions have been
met, including the establishment of internal management
protocols for the centre;
the initial period for the trial is two years with the ability
to extend the trial period for a further three years. The
minister is to arrange for a review to be conducted of the
operation of the centre which will be relevant to any
decision on whether an extension to the trial period is
appropriate;
there will be strong oversight of the centre with the
director and supervisor of the centre required to be
registered medical practitioners and the supervisor must
supervise the centre at all times;
the centre will be required to make effective referrals of
drug users to other relevant health and support services;
during the trial period, some limited protections against
liability will be provided to drug users in respect of the
use, supply, possession and administration of a small
prescribed quantity of a prescribed drug of dependence
while the drug user is at the medically supervised
injecting centre; and
the staff of the medically supervised injecting centre and
licensee will also be granted protection against criminal
liability arising from the operation of the centre and, in
some limited circumstances, so will the owner and
occupier of the site and the staff operating at the licensed
premises site.
Human rights issues
Right to life (section 9)
Section 9 of the charter provides that every person has the right
to life and has the right not to be arbitrarily deprived of life.
The right to life is one of the most fundamental of all human
rights. It is concerned with both the protection and
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preservation of life. Under international human rights law, the
right in section 9 of the charter includes an obligation on the
state to refrain from conduct that results in the arbitrary
deprivation of life, as well as a positive duty to introduce
appropriate safeguards to minimise the risk of loss of life.
The bill establishes a scheme for drug users to attend at a
medically supervised injecting centre in order to
self-administer certain prohibited drugs or substances. Given
the inherent dangers to the human body of the injection of
such drugs or substances, the scheme has the capacity to
engage the right to life. However, the object of the scheme
established under the bill is not to encourage or condone the
use of prohibited substances but rather it is one of harm
minimisation. The state’s obligation to respect a person’s
right to life includes a positive duty to properly and openly
investigate health risks as a result of drug addiction in order to
take positive steps to protect the lives of those affected and
minimise harm caused by addiction.
The bill’s establishment of a medically supervised injecting
centre promotes and protects the right to life in a number of
respects.
Firstly, the bill takes positive steps to reduce the number of
deaths caused by drug overdose. The evidence of similar trials
in NSW and around the world has shown that medically
supervised injecting centres are successful in reducing drug
related overdose deaths. The bill provides strong oversight of
the centre by requiring both the director and supervisor of the
centre to be registered medical practitioners (see proposed
s 55B) and the supervisor must supervise the centre at all
times (see proposed s 55E(3)(b)). These requirements provide
an important safeguard for persons attending at the centre by
ensuring that they are provided with immediate and
appropriate medical supervision in the event of an overdose,
thereby minimising any risk of loss of life.
Secondly, the bill promotes the right to life by improving
access to drug treatment, health and welfare services. The bill
provides for internal management protocols that require the
centre to facilitate access or referral to appropriate health and
support services (see proposed s 55E(3)(c)). These services
include drug and alcohol services, drug and alcohol
detoxification and rehabilitation services, medical services,
mental health services, health education services, opioid
substitution services, services for bloodborne diseases and
sexually transmitted diseases, and services involving a needle
exchange program. This aspect of the bill recognises that drug
addiction is complex but is, first and foremost, a health issue
that requires a package of tailored interventions based on
harm reduction principles. By mandating the requirement for
referrals, the bill ensures that vulnerable drug users are
provided with the opportunity to engage with life-saving
treatment and support services.
Thirdly, the bill protects and promotes the right to life of
other members of the community. In particular, a medically
supervised injecting facility reduces the risks to emergency
services workers and community members arising from the
use of illicit drugs, particularly in public places. Currently,
when emergency services workers and other community
members respond to a drug overdose in the community they
do so in less than optimal circumstances, thereby exposing
them to an increased risk of harm, including needle stick
injuries and bloodborne diseases. Public injection and
inappropriately discarded syringes and needles are a
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significant issue in the North Richmond/Abbotsford area,
with drugs being injected and syringes left in public areas
and in residents’ front and rear yards. Evidence from
interstate and other countries shows that injecting facilities
reduce the incidence of public injecting, inappropriately
discarded drug paraphernalia, heroin overdoses and
heroin-related ambulance call-outs.
Fourthly, the bill also promotes the right to life of drug users
and other members of the community by ensuring that
vulnerable drug users are referred to services for bloodborne
diseases and needle and syringe exchange programs (see
proposed s 55E(3)(c)(v) and s 55E(3)(c)(vi)), thereby
reducing the spread of such diseases. This includes but is not
limited to HIV infection and hepatitis C.
Protection of families and children (section 17)
Section 17 of the charter provides that families are the
fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to be
protected by society and the state; and 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.
The bill includes provisions that prevent children from
admission to any part of the centre that is used for the purpose
of the administration of any prohibited drug (see proposed
s55H(1)(a) and the procedures required under s 55E(3)(d)).
This condition engages the right of a child to such protection
as is in his or her best interests and is needed by him or her by
reason of being a child. It does not, however, limit this right.
The reason the bill does not allow children to access the
supervised injecting services of the centre is that there are
more appropriate and targeted treatment options to effectively
meet the needs of young persons with addiction issues. There
is a network of alcohol and other drug youth treatment
providers across the state, operating on an integrated
continuous care model with a focus on proactive engagement
and family-focused care. In 2016–17, over 7500 young
people accessed these treatment services. Given the particular
vulnerabilities of children due to their age, it is not considered
that it is in their best interests to access the services of a
supervised injecting centre.
Further, the bill promotes the rights of children, particularly
those living in, attending school or visiting the North
Richmond/Abbotsford area, by reducing their exposure to the
adverse effects of public injection of illicit drugs. Families and
children living in the area are regularly exposed to persons
injecting drugs, inappropriately discarded syringes and needles,
drug affected persons, persons experiencing overdoses and
being attended to by emergency services, and the aftermath of
an overdose including dead bodies. These experiences have the
potential to be particularly traumatic and harmful for children,
especially if exposed to them on a regular basis.
Equality before the law (s 8)
Section 8 of the charter provides that every person is equal
before the law and protects against discrimination, including
on the basis of age.
The bill includes provisions that prevent children from
accessing any part of the centre that is used for the purpose of
administration of a prohibited drug (see proposed s55H(1)(a)
and the procedures required under s 55E(3)(d)). These
restrictions are reasonable limits upon the right to equality.
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They are important safeguards for the protection of children,
both from using illicit drugs themselves and from being
exposed to drug use and its adverse effects.
The restrictions upon children accessing the services of the
medically supervised injection centre are consistent with the
prohibitions upon children consuming alcohol on licensed
premises. They reflect the broader policy inherent in our legal
system that children do not have full autonomy to make
decisions of this nature, and remain subject to the supervision
of their parents. Insofar as children are treated differently
from adults, thereby engaging the right to equality in s 8,
those limits are reasonable and justified. As set out above,
given the particular vulnerabilities of children it is not
considered that it is in their best interests to access the
services of a supervised injecting centre and there are more
appropriate and targeted treatment options to effectively meet
the needs of young persons with addiction issues.
Right to privacy and reputation (section 13)
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right
to not have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with; and
not to have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked.
Clause 6 of the bill inserts a provision that enables authorised
officers to enter upon the premises of the medically
supervised injecting centre, to ascertain whether the act,
regulations, licence and internal management protocols are
being complied with and to exercise other powers under
s 42(1) of the act. Those powers include: examining any room
or part of such premises and any goods or records therein;
take an account of any poisons or controlled substances
therein; obtaining a sample of any poison or controlled
substance which is in or on the premises. The exercise of
these powers may engage an interference with a person’s
privacy. However, in circumstances where they are conferred
for and limited to the important purpose of ascertaining
compliance with the act, regulations, licence and internal
management protocols, any such interference is lawful and
not arbitrary and therefore compatible with the right to
privacy in s 13 of the charter.
Proposed new s 55P requires the minister to conduct a review
and authorises the minister to access, collect, use and disclose
any data or information to complete the review. However, these
powers are subject to the protections in the health privacy
principles in the Health Records Act 2001 and the information
privacy principles in the Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014.
Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible with
the right to privacy in s 13 of the charter.
Rights to be presumed innocent (s 25(1))
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.
The bill does not create any new offences. However, the act
does create new exemptions to a range of drug offences under
the act. Proposed s 55K provides an exemption for a person
who is a client of the licensed medically supervised injecting
centre who uses, supplies, possesses or administers a drug of
dependence that is an injecting centre drug in a permitted
quantity of injecting centre drug in a licensed medically
supervised injecting centre. Proposed s 55L provides an
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exemption for the licensee and staff of the licensed medically
supervised injecting centre if the activity is carried out in the
conduct and operation of the licensed medically supervised
injecting centre. A limited exemption is also provided for the
other staff operating at the premises but not engaged by the
licensed medically supervised injecting centre, the licensee,
the owner of the site and each occupier of the site. Pursuant to
s 104 of the act, the burden of proving any of the exemptions
will lie upon the person seeking to avail himself thereof. The
standard of proof is on the balance of probabilities.
Ordinarily, the presumption of innocence requires that the
prosecution prove all matters beyond reasonable doubt. The
creation of an exemption that involves an imposition of a
burden on the accused to establish the exemption amounts to
a limit upon the right to be presumed innocent. However, I
consider that it is reasonable and justifiable to create
exemptions with a reverse burden of proof in these particular
circumstances. While the courts have emphasised the
importance of the presumption of innocence, they have also
recognised a special class of cases ‘arising under enactments
which prohibit the doing of an act save in specified
circumstances or by persons of specified classes or with
specified qualifications or with the licence or permission of
specified authorities’ (see R v Lambert [2001] 3 WLR 206
at [35] per Lord Steyn). The exemptions created by the bill
are to what otherwise would be criminal conduct. They do not
require an accused to disprove elements of the offence; the
burden of proving those elements remain on the prosecution.
Rather, they are limited to the very special and narrow
circumstances of the medically supervised injecting centre.
They are matters that are within the knowledge of the clients
and staff of the centre.
Hon. Martin Foley, MP
Minister for Mental Health

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
Victoria continues to be impacted by the adverse effects of
ice, heroin, alcohol and other drugs. A key issue is the
growing number of overdose deaths amongst injecting and
other drug users.
Drug addiction is complex and there is no single solution and
different people need different kinds of treatment and support.
In response, the government has made a significant
investment in a multi-pronged approach to alcohol and other
drug harm reduction.
As part of its comprehensive range of measures designed to
minimise drug harm and promote community safety, the
government has decided to trial a medically supervised
injection centre at North Richmond Community Health.
The key aim of a medically supervised injecting centre is to
facilitate a safer setting for injecting and greater referrals of
those people who use drugs to treatment, support and other
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services. The first supervised injecting facility opened in
Switzerland in the 1980s and there are now approximately
90 facilities worldwide.
Australia’s first supervised injecting centre was established
in Kings Cross, Sydney, in 2001. Since opening, the Kings
Cross centre has supervised more than 965 000 injections
and managed 6089 overdoses without a single death. The
centre is also well accepted by traders with 70 per cent of
local businesses and 78 per cent of local residents
supporting the centre.
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The centre is also expected to reduce hospital attendances and
ambulance and other emergency service call-outs in the area.
The public amenity and safety of the neighbourhood in the
vicinity of the centre is also expected to improve with a
reduction of drug injecting in local public spaces and
discarded syringes being left lying around.
Licence for a medically supervised injecting centre
The bill establishes the legal framework for the licensing and
operation of the medically supervised injecting centre,
including a variety of appropriate safeguards.

North Richmond trial
Since 2012 there has been a significant increase in heroin
overdoses in Victoria. The City of Yarra is the local
government area with the highest frequency of heroin-related
deaths over the seven-year period to 2016.
On 20 February 2017, the Coroners Court issued the inquest
findings into the death of a woman who died of a drug
overdose in the Richmond area. The Coroners Court
recommended a medically supervised injecting centre trial in
North Richmond.
On 7 September 2017, the Legislative Council’s Legal and
Social Issues Committee issued its report entitled Inquiry into
the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Pilot Medically Supervised Injecting Centre) Bill 2017. The
committee received submissions from local government,
relevant stakeholders and members of the community.
The overwhelming majority of submissions were in favour of a
medically supervised injecting centre, including those from the
City of Yarra, the Royal Australian College of General
Practitioners, the Royal Australasian College of Physicians, the
Royal Australian and New Zealand College of Psychiatrists and
the Australian Medical Association (Victoria).

The bill provides that the trial is to be conducted at the North
Richmond Community Health centre. This site has been
chosen because of its proximity to existing drug and alcohol,
and wider health, services. The bill specifically refers to and
only relates to the North Richmond Community Health site.
The bill does not permit a separately licensed medically
supervised injecting site at any another site at any time.
The bill empowers the Secretary to the Department of Health
and Human Services to issue only one licence for a medically
supervised injecting centre to North Richmond Community
Health. The secretary will only do so when satisfied that
appropriate internal management protocols are in place and
that any other prescribed requirements have been satisfied.
The initial period for the trial and hence the licence is two
years with the ability to extend the trial period for a further
three years. The minister is to arrange for a review to be
conducted of the operation of the centre which will be
relevant to any decision on whether an extension to the trial
period is appropriate.
The bill expressly provides that no licence for any other site
can be granted.
Internal management protocols

The committee’s report found that:
drug use in North Richmond has reached crisis level,
and is a major concern for residents, business owners
and emergency services;
medically supervised injecting centres improve the
health of injecting persons who use drugs and reduce
signs of drug use in surrounding streets; and
evaluations of the Sydney centre found evidence of
public amenity benefits to the local community and
reduced demand for ambulance services.

The bill embeds clinician-led service delivery and integration
with health, support and other services. The internal
management protocols will require strong oversight of the
medically supervised injecting centre by registered medical
practitioners at both a management and operations level. The
centre must appoint a director who is a registered medical
practitioner. At all times, its operations must be supervised by
a registered medical practitioner.
The centre must also facilitate access or referrals to relevant
health, support and other services. The centre will play a key
part in connecting persons who use drugs with health, mental
health and support services, assisting them to address their
addictions and any underlying or co-occurring health or
mental health issues.

The government is introducing the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Amendment (Medically Supervised
Injecting Centre) Bill 2017 to amend the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981. The bill inserts a new part
into the act to provide for a trial of the licensing and operation
of a single medically supervised injecting centre at North
Richmond Community Health. New regulations will support
the operation of the regime.

Exemptions from liability

In addition to the aim of reducing the number of preventable
deaths and the harm caused by drug overdoses, the medically
supervised injecting centre is also expected to provide a
gateway to health and support services, including mental
health services, drug treatment, rehabilitation and support.

There will be an exemption from criminal liability for clients
of the medically supervised injecting centre for the use,
supply, possession or administration of permitted quantities of
‘injecting centre drugs’ at the centre. The regulations will
specify both ‘permitted quantities’ and ‘injecting centre
drugs’, allowing flexibility to include and exclude certain
drugs of dependence and their amounts.

In order to enable the medically supervised injecting centre to
function, the bill provides for limited exemptions from liability.
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Victoria Police will retain the discretion whether to charge
people travelling to or from, and in the vicinity of, the centre.
The licensee and staff of the medically supervised injecting
centre and staff working at the North Richmond Community
Health premises will be exempt from certain criminal liability
arising from the operation of the medically supervised
injecting centre.
In addition, the licensee, the staff working at the North
Richmond Community Health premises, the owner of the
centre’s premises, and any trustee, member of a committee of
management or of a board of the licensee or the owner are
exempt from civil liability for anything done, or omitted to be
done, in carrying out any duty or function in relation to the
centre, or in relation to the supply or possession of permitted
quantities of injecting centre drugs, provided the act or
omission is done in good faith and without negligence.
Health practitioners at North Richmond Community Health
providing services in relation to the medically supervised
injecting centre will be exempt from committing
unprofessional conduct or breaching professional ethics or
any other code of conduct for anything done, or omitted to be
done, on the reasonable belief that it is in compliance with the
legislative regime, in good faith and without negligence.
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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 Water and
Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Water and Catchment Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017, 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 Water Act 1989 (the Water Act) and the
Catchment and Land Protection Act 1994 (CaLP act) to
implement the government’s commitment in its Water for
Victoria plan to incorporate Aboriginal values and uses of
water resources and waterways and expand the inclusion of
traditional owners and other Aboriginal Victorians in water
resource and catchment planning and in the development and
reviews of strategies. The bill will also amend the Water Act
to improve processes for declaring serviced properties and
clarify the legal framework for charges for provision of the
salinity mitigation and offsetting scheme.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill

Enforcement
The bill sets out the consequences for any contraventions of
the licence conditions or the internal management protocols,
and allows for the imposition of conditions on the licence or
the suspension, amendment or revocation of the licence.
Conclusion
A medically supervised injecting centre is one of a broader
range of measures required to address this significant public
health issue. Without action, deaths and other harms from
drug overdoses will continue to have a devastating, costly and
avoidable effect on the Victorian community.
This bill establishes a comprehensive legal framework for the
licensing and operation of a medically supervised injecting
centre for a trial period. It incorporates appropriate safeguards
to ensure that the needs and concerns of local government,
relevant stakeholders and the community are addressed.
It is time to establish a medically supervised injecting centre
in Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 15 November.

WATER AND CATCHMENT
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Water) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:

Cultural rights — section 192(2)
Section 19(2) of the charter act provides that Aboriginal
persons hold distinct cultural rights and must not be denied
the right, with other members of their community —
(a) to enjoy their identity and culture; and …
(d) to maintain their distinctive spiritual, material and
economic relationship with the land and waters and
other resources with which they have a connection
under traditional laws and customs.
The bill will amend the Water Act and CaLP act to recognise
and support the inclusion of Aboriginal Victorians in water
and catchment management. Water and catchment
management authorities will have a statutory requirement to
consider Aboriginal culture and values when undertaking
certain statutory processes and functions and when making
decisions relating to both long and short-term use of water
resources. In doing so, water and catchment management
authorities will be required to consult directly with specified
Aboriginal parties and take into consideration any relevant
recognition and settlement agreements made under the
Traditional Owner Settlement Act 2010, any Aboriginal
cultural heritage land management agreements under the
Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 and any relevant determination
of native title.
The bill will also provide that, so far as possible, at least one
Aboriginal Victorian or Aboriginal person with experience or
knowledge of Aboriginal values and traditional ecological
knowledge of management of land and water resources is to
be appointed as a member of the Victorian Catchment
Management Council and for Aboriginal Victorians to be
appointed as members of any consultative committee relating
to the preparation or review of a sustainable water strategy or
a review following a long-term water resource assessment.
Additionally, the bill will provide for at least one
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representative from a relevant traditional owner group to be
appointed as a member of a consultative committee for the
preparation of a management plan for a water supply
protection area.

one’s civil claims submitted to a judge for determination.
However, the right to access the courts is not absolute and
may legitimately be limited by the needs and resources of the
community and individuals.

As the bill explicitly recognises the cultural values of
Aboriginal people and encourages their involvement in
decision-making where it impacts on the values and uses of
water by Aboriginal people, the bill promotes cultural rights
under the charter.

In the case of salinity mitigation charges imposed under
section 287A, the bill will validate past charges. The proposed
amendments will not affect the outcome of current litigation
in the Supreme Court. As the bill will clarify that the impost
of charges to date has been done so lawfully, any limitation to
the right to a fair hearing is reasonably justified.

Property rights — section 20
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of their property other than in accordance with law.
Water corporations are able to declare properties within their
water, sewerage, waterway management and irrigation
districts as serviced properties and impose fees and charges
for services and benefits provided to the property owners.
Water corporations have identified that there are properties
within their water and sewerage districts that have received a
service for an extensive period but have not been formally
declared as serviced properties.
The bill will provide for a one-off opportunity for water
corporations to identify these properties to be serviced
properties. To be identified as a serviced property under this
proposal, a property must have been receiving a service and
been charged for that service for at least two years or more.
The bill will also validate any service fees imposed to date.
While a water corporation will be required to place, in the
Victorian Government Gazette, a notice of the plan
identifying land as a serviced property, there will be no
requirement to advise the landowner directly.
The amendments will not interfere with a person’s property
rights affected by a declaration as the properties are already
being provided with a service and charged accordingly. The
identification of land as serviced property will merely formalise
current arrangements. As there will be no deprivation of
property, the right to property is engaged, but is not limited.
The bill will also clarify the legal framework for the
imposition of charges for salinity mitigation works and
measures provided to address legacy salinity problems and to
offset the impacts of current irrigation in northern Victoria,
the determination of salinity impact zones and the
administration of the revenue from the charges. The bill will
also validate past charges. The charges have been used to
fund salinity mitigation works and measures and to meet
Victoria’s obligations under schedule B of the
Murray-Darling Basin agreement. The amendments will not
result in a deprivation of property, as they relate to charges for
the provisions of works and services only.
Fair hearing — section 24
Section 24 of the charter provides that a person charged with
a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right
to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing.
Amendments proposed by the bill may limit or prevent the
bringing of proceedings in the particular circumstances but
only in relation to those matters set out below. The fair
hearing right is relevant to these amendments as the right has
been held to encompass a right of access to courts to have

The amendments proposed by the bill relating to fees under
tariffs imposed under section 259 for serviced properties
affect, in all cases, only properties that have been receiving a
service for two years or more. The validation is in the public
interest because any broad refusal to pay the fees would mean
that the fees would need to be paid by other property owners.
The validation does not preclude a person challenging a fee
under a tariff on other grounds. Various grounds for objection
to a tariff or fees under a tariff are set out in section 266 of the
Water Act. Any limitation to the right to a fair hearing is
therefore reasonably justified.
Accordingly, it is my view that the bill is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter.
Hon. Lisa Neville, MP
Minister for Water

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
On 19 October 2016, the Andrews Labor government
released Water for Victoria, which is the first comprehensive
statewide water plan for more than a decade. Water for
Victoria sets the strategic direction for water management in
Victoria and aims to maximise the wide range of shared
benefits that water and waterways provide.
This bill reflects in law a number of the flagship policy
positions of Water for Victoria including —
greater recognition and involvement of Aboriginal
Victorians in the management and planning of
waterways and catchments;
greater recognition and consideration of the recreational
value of water for communities;
clear planning for future challenges such as climate
change, population growth and changing demands for
water.
We now have the opportunity to take these policy positions
and enshrine them in law through this bill. This is further
demonstration of our commitment to actively represent the
rights and values of the community and in particular our
traditional owners.
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Aboriginal inclusion
Water for Victoria recognises the importance of water for
Aboriginal Victorians and their knowledge of water
management over thousands of generations.
This bill will ensure that wherever possible, Aboriginal
Victorians will have a voice at the table in consultative
committees and on the Victorian Catchment Management
Council, through formal representation and through targeted
consultation, to impart their knowledge and share their values.
To ensure that inclusion of Aboriginal Victorians becomes a
business as usual practice, the bill will amend the Water Act
1989 and the Catchment and Land Protection Act 1994 to
make it mandatory for the relevant statutory agencies —
to incorporate Aboriginal uses and traditional ecological
knowledge in management of waterways and
catchments;
as a statutory duty, to consider Aboriginal values and
look for opportunities to provide benefits for Aboriginal
users of water and waterways when carrying out their
other statutory functions in managing water resources;
to include, where possible, Aboriginal Victorians in
consultative committees and on the Victorian Catchment
Management Council; and
to ensure consultation with traditional owner groups,
native title holders and specified Aboriginal parties for
the preparation of management plans and strategies for
waterways and catchments.
Recreational benefits
The bill will ensure that recreational values are embedded in
the management of water and waterways by water
corporations and catchment management authorities.
Every time a water corporation or catchment management
authority is required to take into account the community’s
social values of water and waterways, in addition to
environmental and economic values, they will also have to
consider what are the community’s recreational values and
uses of water and waterways and how to provide for them.
Communities will benefit by having a broader range of
factors considered and balanced through water planning
processes. Decision-making processes will be extended to
thinking about the recreational benefits that water and
waterways provide to the community.
Water resource assessments and sustainable water
strategies
The bill will ensure that we are able to plan for future
challenges such as climate change, population growth and
changing demands for water.
Long-term planning is essential for security of supply for
cities and towns, industry, agriculture and the environment.
Long-term water resource assessments are a key tool for
monitoring the state of Victoria’s water resources.
We are about to embark in 2018 on the first of the long-term,
15-yearly assessments of Victoria’s water resource that were
first committed to by the then Labor government back in 2005.
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These long-term assessments will examine if there have been
any changes to —
how much water Victoria has for agricultural, industrial
and household purposes, called consumptive purposes,
and for the environment; and
if there are any changes, whether they have fallen
disproportionately on the consumptive or environmental
side of the ledger.
These assessments will be rigorous as they can lead to the
minister having power to permanently reduce the total
amounts of water that can be taken by people holding rights
to take water or released to the environment under
environmental entitlements. The bill does not affect the
commitment that any permanent qualification of rights to
water in this way will be used as a last resort option only.
Water for Victoria recognises that it would be premature to
commence the long-term water resource assessment for
northern Victoria, while we implement commitments under
the Murray-Darling Basin plan to return water to the
environment, until the basin plan is reviewed in 2026.
Water for Victoria also recognises the significant rebalancing
of water rights that has already occurred as part of
implementing the basin plan and the state-initiated programs
to return water to the environment. To align the long-term
water resource assessment for northern Victoria with the
commonwealth’s review of its basin plan during 2026, the bill
will require the long-term water resource assessment for
northern Victorian to commence by 1 February 2025, so it
can be completed 18 months later in mid-2026.
The date by which the long-term water resource assessment
for southern Victoria must be commenced will remain at
3 August 2018.
Sustainable water strategies
We are also about to embark on the statutory reviews of the
first generation of sustainable water strategies, which will
include community consultation on how we balance and
share the environmental, Aboriginal cultural, economic and
social and recreational needs for water within our existing
rights framework. These reviews will overlap in time with the
long-term water resource assessment program.
The bill will therefore give the minister three choices for
responding to any concerns raised by a long-term assessment.
Under changes in this bill the minister will be able to proceed
directly to a formal post-assessment review, which includes
the option of permanently qualifying rights to water or, if
appropriate, review or remake a sustainable water strategy, in
consultation with the community. If the minister considers
that reviewing or making a new sustainable water strategy has
not been able to identify sufficient actions to address the
concerns determined by the long-term assessment, the
minister will be able to return to the option of undertaking a
formal, post-assessment review (including the option of
permanently qualifying rights to water).
The bill retains Victoria’s commitments —
to undertake long-term water resource assessments
every 15 years — to support environmental interests;
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to not be able to permanently qualify rights to water
before 3 August 2021 and not more frequently than
every 15 years — to continue to give long-term certainty
and security to those holding water rights; and
to review or remake sustainable water strategies, in
consultation with the community, at least every
10 years — to provide opportunities for the community
to influence decision-making on how we manage our
water resources.
Salinity mitigation charges
The bill will clarify and improve the legal framework under
which the minister may require irrigators in the Mallee region
of Victoria to meet or contribute to the state’s costs of offsetting
and mitigating the salinity impacts of their irrigation.
The Mallee region, bordered by the Murray River and South
Australia, is highly sensitive to the salinity effects of
irrigation. Irrigation in this area pushes saline water through
the groundwater and into the Murray River.
Since 1993, Victoria has operated a highly effective scheme
to offset the salinity impacts of irrigation by determining
salinity impact zones across the region and imposing charges
on irrigators that vary according to the zone and the amount
of water they can use on their farms.
Through the charges, irrigators pay for the state to invest in
works and measures to offset and mitigate the damage their
irrigation causes to the river and its surrounds. This salinity
mitigation and offsetting scheme has enabled the
development of 35 000 hectares of new irrigated agriculture
in salinity impact zones in the Mallee region.
The bill will clarify the legal framework for the imposition of
these charges, the determination of salinity impact zones and
the administration of the revenue from the charges. The bill
will also validate past charges. The existing legislation is
currently the subject of litigation in the Supreme Court and,
while the bill will not affect the outcome of that litigation, this
opportunity is being taken to strengthen the legislative
scheme to avoid such challenges in the future.
Other items
The bill will also increase efficiency in the administration of
the Water Act with a number of red tape reduction initiatives
and housekeeping amendments. These initiatives will include,
for example, improving processes for declaring serviced
properties, how districts are declared and how fees and
charges may be paid by instalments, improving regulation of
declared recreational areas and providing an exemption for
seeking approval to dispose of matter into an aquifer by
means of a bore.
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serviced property. Currently salinity mitigation and irrigation
drainage fees can be imposed in relation to any property
within an irrigation district.
A short-term mechanism is provided to bring properties
receiving an irrigation drainage or salinity mitigation service,
or benefited by such a service, under the new regime. The
opportunity has also been taken to clarify the status of other
properties in any district that have received a service for at
least two years. Where a property meeting this criteria is
included in a plan lodged in the central plan office and notice
of the plan is gazetted, the bill clarifies the property is a
serviced property and will validate any fees under tariffs that
have been imposed on the relevant properties.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 15 November.

SERVICE VICTORIA BILL 2017
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 Service
Victoria Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill establishes Service Victoria as a central access point
for individuals to transact with various Victorian government
agencies and to verify their identity.
To do so, the bill allows the Service Victoria CEO to perform
customer service functions and to verify identity in place of
Victorian government agencies who legislatively transfer
these functions to the Service Victoria CEO. The Service
Victoria CEO will also be able to verify identity
independently of any functions being transferred to it.
Specifically, the bill:

The bill also removes a barrier to Melbourne Water
Corporation preparing plans for special water supply
protection areas, which plans can influence the planning
schemes for land in its water supply catchments. This barrier
was identified by the program of work for the Yarra River
(Birrarung) protection project. The amendment is being
included in this bill as it will apply to all of Melbourne
Water’s catchments, not only the Yarra River catchment.

allows the Service Victoria CEO to deliver customer
services to individuals transacting with various
government agencies through Service Victoria’s digital
platform;

As part of simplifying the processes for determining and
making changes to irrigation districts, the bill provides that
fees under tariffs may only be imposed in relation to a

allows Service Victoria to design standards for, and
provide strategic advice to, government about the
delivery of customer services; and

empowers the Service Victoria CEO to verify identity
and issue temporary and ongoing electronic identity
credentials;
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provides for the relevant minister to develop identity
verification standards.

Human rights issues
The proposed bill engages human rights provided for in the
charter, as follows:
Right to privacy and reputation (s.13)
Section 13 of the charter states that a person has the right not
to have their privacy, family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with and the right not to
have their reputation unlawfully attacked. This right to
privacy protects a person from government interference and
excessive, unsolicited intervention by other individuals.
A key principle of the bill is that individuals should have
choice as to how visible their information is to Service
Victoria. To achieve this, the bill:
requires Service Victoria to obtain an individual’s
consent to store their information for future transactions
in an account and display their holdings with other
agencies on the Service Victoria platform; and
allows individuals to create a temporary electronic
identity credential for a single transaction and to consent
for the credential to continue as an ongoing electronic
identity credential which may be stored in their account
for future use.
The right to privacy is also protected under the bill through
the introduction of strict minimum legislative standards that
detail precisely how Service Victoria must handle an
individual’s information, and offences for:
the unauthorised access, use and disclosure of
information obtained under the bill recklessly or without
reasonable excuse; and
the improper issue of credentials.
In particular, interference with privacy will not be arbitrary if
it is reasonable in the circumstances and in accordance with
the charter.
Creation of a single, authoritative record of identity
The bill creates a centralised identity verification system,
regulated by Service Victoria. As part of this system,
individuals can create a single, authoritative record of identity
(in the form of an electronic identity credential) that can be
re-used across multiple transactions with Victorian
government agencies.
The creation of a central source of identity under Service
Victoria’s control, limits an individual’s right to privacy by
allowing one government entity to collect, use and disclose an
individual’s personal information and to have visibility of an
individual’s interactions with multiple government agencies.
This limitation of the right to privacy is not unlawful as it is
authorised by the bill. It is also not arbitrary as the bill
establishes a number of privacy safeguards designed to
minimise this interference with privacy. For example, under
the bill individuals will have the right to be ‘forgotten’ by
Service Victoria by having the option to create a temporary
electronic identity credential, which may be used as a record
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of identity verification for a single transaction. Once the
transaction is complete, Service Victoria will not retain the
electronic identity credential or the individual’s identity
information unless (and only to the extent) required by law, or
if the individual consents to it being converted to an ongoing
electronic identity credential. If an individual chooses to have
a temporary credential, this means that Service Victoria may
only have visibility of the transaction for which that
temporarily electronic identity credential was issued. If the
individual wishes to transact with another government agency
through Service Victoria, they must create a new credential
each time they transact.
Division 4 of part 6 of the bill also imposes stringent
minimum standards governing the handling of an individual’s
identity information and the use of, and access to, both
temporary and ongoing electronic identity credentials. These
standards impose information handling obligations that are in
many cases more privacy protective than the Privacy and
Data Protection Act 2014 (Vic) (PDP act) and the Health
Records Act 2001 (Vic) (HR act).
Importantly, clauses 50 and 51 of the bill create offences to
deter and penalise any unauthorised access to, use or
disclosure of information obtained under the bill, which
includes identity information and information recorded on an
electronic identity credential. Clause 48 provides that a person
must not knowingly issue an electronic identity credential to a
person to whom the credential does not relate.
I therefore consider that, to the extent the provisions relating
to the regulation of identity limit an individual’s right to
privacy, this limitation is reasonable and proportionate to the
objective of ensuring individuals have the option of
maintaining an ongoing electronic identity credential that will
offer the convenience of being re-usable for multiple
transactions.
Information handling
The Service Victoria CEO can collect, use and disclose
individuals’ personal and health information, identifiers and
unique identifiers assigned to individuals to the extent
necessary for the Service Victoria CEO to perform customer
service and identity verification functions under the act. This
may include information presented by an individual as part of
an application for the issue or renewal of an official
document, such as a licence, proof of identity information
presented by an individual for verification, or the usage
history of an electronic identity credential.
The handling of this information may give rise to a prima
facie interference with an individual’s privacy. However, in
each case the interference with privacy is not unlawful
because the information handling is either authorised by the
bill, or by the PDP act or the HR act.
In addition, the interference with privacy is not arbitrary, as the
information handling is for clear, tailored purposes specified in
the minimum legislative standards in division 3 of part 5 and
division 4 of part 6 of the bill. These standards impose
information handling restrictions and obligations that are strong
as, or stronger than, those under the PDP act and HR act.
The effect of clauses 21(2) and 44(2) of the bill is to allow
an individual to complain to the Victorian information
commissioner where the Service Victoria CEO breaches the
minimum legislative standards when handling their personal
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information obtained under the bill. Similarly, clauses 21(4)
and 44(4) allow an individual to complain to the health
complaints commissioner where the contravention of the
minimum legislative standards involves their health
information. Complaints may be made using the existing
complaints processes under the PDP act and HR act. The
same remedies will be available as if the breach of the
minimum legislative standards were a breach of the
information privacy principles or health privacy principles
(as applicable).

Further, the interference is not arbitrary, as the displacement
operates in a limited manner, only to the extent necessary for
the Service Victoria CEO to perform functions under the act
and only in respect of those secrecy provisions that have been
prescribed. This ensures that these secrecy provisions do not
prevent citizens from accessing government services through
Service Victoria who would previously have had direct access
to the government agency. Consequently, the displacement
operates to enhance individuals’ access to government
services and is reasonable and proportionate to this objective.

Further, clause 54 requires the Service Victoria CEO to notify
the Victorian information commissioner as soon as
practicable after becoming aware that the PDP act has been
breached or is likely to be breached in relation to information
handled under the bill while in the control of the Service
Victoria CEO. The same requirement to inform the health
complaints commissioner of breaches or potential breaches of
the HR act will apply to the Service Victoria CEO in relation
to health information received under the bill.

Notifying agencies of a change in the status of an electronic
identity credential

These complaint and notification mechanisms further
safeguard an individual’s right to privacy by ensuring there is
appropriate oversight of, and remedies available for, any
unauthorised interference with an individual’s privacy by
Service Victoria.
Power to establish and maintain Service Victoria database
Clause 17 will require the Service Victoria CEO to establish
and maintain a database to record information required for the
performance of the Service Victoria CEO’s functions. This
information will include personal and health information
collected from individuals who complete customer service
transactions through Service Victoria or have their identity
verified by the Service Victoria CEO. The database will also
include unique identifiers and identifiers assigned to
individuals by the Service Victoria CEO.
As the bill will authorise the recording of this information on
the database, the interference with privacy is not unlawful. In
addition, the interference with privacy is not arbitrary, as:
the power to establish and maintain the database is for
the specified, limited purpose of recording information
required for the performance of functions under the act;

Clauses 35 and 37 of the bill engage the right to freedom from
unlawful attack on reputation by:
requiring the Service Victoria CEO to notify relevant
agencies when an individual’s electronic identity
credential is cancelled; and
allowing the Service Victoria CEO to notify relevant
agencies of the cancellation or suspension of an
individual’s electronic identity credential.
Such notifications are not unlawful as they are authorised by
the bill and are reasonable because:
promoting awareness of the cancellation or suspension
of a credential is necessary for the effective operation of
a scheme that provides for a re-usable record of identity
verification;
it is necessary to prevent or mitigate the risk of an
electronic identity credential being used fraudulently;
it limits the potential for reputational damage arising
from the fraudulent use of a person’s electronic identity
credential by another person; and
only those agencies who have transferred their identity
verification functions to the Service Victoria CEO, and
with whom the individual has transacted, will be notified
of the cancellation or suspension of an electronic identity
credential.

the information will be retained for a limited time, as
required by law; and

While the provisions listed above may interfere with a person’s
privacy to some degree, they have a clear and precise legislative
basis and serve the public interest by facilitating efficient and
convenient access to government services.

information on the database is protected from further
unauthorised access, use and disclosure through the
introduction of offences to punish and deter this type of
conduct.

I therefore consider that the provisions adequately protect
persons from an ‘unlawful’ or ‘arbitrary’ interference with
privacy and ‘unlawful attacks’ on reputation.

It is therefore my view that these provisions are reasonable
and necessary to allow Service Victoria to operate effectively
and efficiently.
Limited displacement of secrecy provisions
Where the handling of information by the Service Victoria
CEO would otherwise be restricted or prohibited by an
existing statutory secrecy provision, clause 55 displaces that
prescribed provision to the extent necessary to allow the
Service Victoria CEO to perform functions under the act.
As the bill permits the handling of this otherwise secret
information, the interference with privacy is not unlawful.

Right to freedom of expression (s.15(2))
Section 15(2) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of expression which includes the freedom to
seek, receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds.
Section 15 also provides that special duties and
responsibilities attach to this right, and that lawful restrictions
may be reasonably necessary to respect personal rights and
reputations, and to protect national security, public order,
public health or morality.
A number of clauses in the bill engage the right to freedom of
expression by imposing confidentiality obligations and
information-handling restrictions on individuals, such as:
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clause 49 provides that a person applying for an
electronic identity credential must not provide
information or documents that the person knows to be
false or misleading;
clause 50 provides that a person must not, without
reasonable excuse, access, use or disclose any data or
information obtained under the act;
clause 51 provides that a person must not access, use or
disclose any data or information obtained under the act if
the person knows or is reckless as to whether that data or
information may be used to endanger the life or physical
safety of a person, commit or assist in the commission of
an indictable offence, or interfere with the administration
of justice.

Although these provisions engage the right to freedom of
expression, they are lawful restrictions within the meaning of
section 15(3) of the charter as they are reasonably necessary
to respect the rights and reputation of other persons.
Right to a fair hearing (s.24)
Section 24 of the charter provides that a person charged with
a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right
to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing.
Division 2 of part 6 of the bill allows the Service Victoria
CEO to suspend, cancel or refuse to issue an electronic
identity credential and to refuse to renew or increase the level
of assurance of an ongoing electronic identity credential.
However, the Service Victoria CEO must:
give a credential holder the opportunity to make
submissions prior to any proposed cancellation or
refusal to issue a credential, or any proposed refusal to
renew or increase the level of assurance of an ongoing
credential; and
give the credential holder notice of the suspension of
their credential. Further, clause 40 provides that an
individual may apply to VCAT for review of a decision
to refuse to issue or cancel an electronic identity
credential, or a refusal to renew or increase the level of
assurance of an ongoing electronic identity credential.
To the extent that this may amount to a ‘civil proceeding’, the
provisions support the process of natural justice and provide for
individuals’ right to a fair hearing in VCAT. It is my opinion
that the bill is compatible with the right to a fair hearing.
Right to a presumption of innocence (s.25)
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.’ Thus, the charter
reinforces the principle that in criminal proceedings, the
prosecution bears the burden of proof.
Clauses 50 and 51 of the bill provide that without reasonable
excuse, any unauthorised access, use or disclosure of data
obtained under the bill is an offence. These proposed clauses
may be viewed as shifting the burden of proof by placing the
evidentiary onus on the accused, who must provide the
‘reasonable excuse’ for not complying with the notice
(particularly given the substantial penalties involved).
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Firstly, while the penalty for this offence is substantial, it is
justified given the significant impacts that may result to an
individual for a breach of their privacy. Because the bill
allows for increased use and disclosure of information,
including personal or sensitive information, the strong penalty
is an important safeguard against any unauthorised sharing of
information. Furthermore, the penalty is in line with the
penalties for equivalent offences in other Victorian
legislation.
Secondly, the new offences do not transfer the legal burden of
proof. The accused may point to evidence of a reasonable
excuse, which will ordinarily be peculiarly within their
knowledge. The burden of proof then remains with the
prosecution, who must prove the elements of the offence.
Therefore, in my opinion, the clauses do not limit the
presumption of innocence under the charter.
Conclusion
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.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP

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:
I am pleased to introduce a bill that puts customer service at
the heart of government, and establishes a dedicated agency
to make it easier to transact with government.
Customer service is a core function of any successful
organisation, and I firmly believe that government services
are no exception.
Each year people complete around 55 million transactions
with the Victorian government, such as applying for licences
and permits, updating contact details or paying fees.
People have no choice but to transact with government for
these services. It is important they are served well and in a
timely manner so they can get on with their busy lives.
The bill redefines the way government will deliver customer
services, by establishing Service Victoria to make it simpler,
faster and more convenient for people.
The bill will:
a.

enable customer service functions currently
provided by service agencies to be transferred to
the CEO of Service Victoria;

b.

enable identity verification functions currently
provided by service agencies to be transferred to
the CEO of Service Victoria;
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c.

establish standards and safeguards to protect
customer information and ensure privacy when
transacting with Service Victoria; and

d.

enable the CEO of Service Victoria to set standards
for customer services and the responsible minister
to set standards for identity verification that will be
mandatory for Service Victoria and voluntary for
the Victorian public sector.
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Enabling customers to conveniently and securely verify
their identity online
Many transactions require people to verify their identity using
documents such as birth certificates, driver licences and
passports, with verification processes differing across
agencies. Not only is this resource intensive for government,
it is burdensome for customers. Customers have told us they
want the ability to tell government once and then have this
recognised across government agencies.

A dedicated customer service capability
Customers have told us that they want:
easier access to services at times that suit them, which
may be outside normal business hours;
consistent information about the transactions they need
to undertake;

The bill enables Service Victoria to become a centralised
provider of identity verification services, so Victorians can
transact easily and securely without the inconvenience of
providing similar identity information on multiple occasions
to different agencies.

The Service Victoria Bill enables the Victorian government to
provide customers with convenience and set a new standard
in best practice for customer services in Victoria.

It does this by providing for the creation of an electronic
identity credential. When an individual proves their identity
during a transaction with Service Victoria, their electronic
identity credential will be temporary and only available for
use in that transaction. Once their transaction is complete,
they will be asked whether they would like their identity
credential to be ongoing, so that they can reuse it in future
transactions. If they consent, their credential will be stored in
their account and will be valid for reuse for up to 10 years, or
until they cancel it. If they don’t consent, it will be destroyed.
This provides a similar experience to when a customer
transacts as a ‘guest’ in retail websites. On their next visit, the
customer will have to re-enter all their details and their
transaction cannot be linked to prior ones. Even when a
customer has an ongoing electronic identity credential in their
account, they can still choose not to use it in a new
transaction. The customer is always in control.

The bill defines the customer service functions that agencies
can transfer to Service Victoria, such as receiving applications
and fees, and receiving complaints and feedback in relation to
customer service delivery.

Identity verification functions may be transferred to Service
Victoria using the same mechanism as for transfer of
customer services, via agreement of the relevant ministers and
prescription in regulations.

Service Victoria will deliver these functions using simple,
consistent processes to suit customers.

Given the significance of decisions about an individual’s
identity, the bill protects the customer by specifying the
procedures to be followed. These include providing for
external review if the CEO refuses to issue an identity
credential, cancels an electronic identity credential, refuses to
renew a credential or refuses to increase the level of assurance
of a credential. The customer must be notified in writing,
provided with reasons and be given the opportunity to make
submissions. The request for review may be made to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT). VCAT
may affirm the decision of the CEO or make a different
decision, in which case the CEO will consider the individual’s
identity to be verified.

to be able to view their transactions with government in
one place; and
to tell government once to update their personal details
such as their name or address.
Two-thirds of Victorians prefer online government
transactions, but currently only a fraction can be completed
fully online. This results in inconvenience for customers, and
unnecessary costs as government processes transactions
through expensive channels.

Transfer of customer service functions
The bill creates a mechanism for customer service functions
to be transferred from existing service agencies to Service
Victoria.
It requires the relevant ministers to agree in writing to the
transfer. The legal transfer is then given effect through
regulations, ensuring there is appropriate oversight by
Parliament of the transfers. Once regulations are in place,
only the CEO of Service Victoria will be legally capable
and responsible for delivering the specified customer
service functions.
The transfer mechanism is sufficiently flexible to apply to any
act containing a transaction and to transactions that have yet
to be identified or may not exist yet.
The bill enables agencies to progressively transfer
transactions to maximise benefits for the community.
The bill also creates a strong incentive for Service Victoria to
perform to a high standard, through a provision for functions
to be transferred back to service agencies if they are
dissatisfied with Service Victoria’s performance.

Enshrining customer choice and consent to the greatest
degree possible
Customers can choose to transact as a guest with Service
Victoria. In such cases, once the transaction is complete,
Service Victoria will retain only minimal information about
the transaction, and only to assist the customer in the future, if
necessary. The bill prevents Service Victoria from linking
information about guest transactions.
If a customer chooses to establish an account with Service
Victoria, they will decide how much information will be held
in their account and how it is managed. For example,
customers can choose:
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in support of an application for an electronic identity
credential.

whether to receive reminders, and how frequently;
which government services to link to their account; and
which agencies to advise of changes to their
information, such as their address.
Customers will be able access information relating to
themselves held by Service Victoria, including their identity
information, electronic identity credential and transaction
history.
Customers will also be able to transact with government
through individual agencies’ existing service centres and
telephone services.
Information sharing
To support the customer service and identity verification
offerings, the bill provides that the CEO of Service Victoria
may collect, maintain and use information for the purpose of
performing those functions for the individual. This will assist
Service Victoria to provide high-quality and efficient services
to customers.
The bill provides for the transfer of information between
Service Victoria and the relevant agency and it provides for
disclosure of information from the agency to the customer
upon their request through Service Victoria. The CEO or
authorised officers may disclose information when
performing functions under the bill.
Minimum standards for information management
While many customers want an improved customer
experience, they also expect their privacy and personal
information will be protected. The bill strikes a balance
between convenience, privacy and security by enshrining
customer choice to the greatest degree possible, setting
standards, creating sanctions and enabling oversight and audit
of Service Victoria’s activities.
Service Victoria will be subject to the Privacy and Data
Protection Act 2014 and the Health Records Act 2001 in
relation to the collection, use, disclosure and storage of
customers’ personal and health information.

Finally, the bill provides for oversight of Service Victoria’s
information management by the Victorian information
commissioner and the health complaints commissioner,
including enabling the commissioners to request reports on
these activities.
Standards to lift performance across government
The bill enables the CEO of Service Victoria to set standards
in relation to customer service. These standards will be
mandatory for Service Victoria and demonstrate exemplary
leadership in relation to customer experience, design
processes, complaint handling and monitoring and reporting.
The bill provides for the responsible minister to develop and
issue identity verification standards. They will be mandatory
for Service Victoria and align with national frameworks such
as the national identity proofing guidelines and national
e-authentication framework to provide consistency in
requirements across state and federal governments.
The standards will provide a benchmark and
whole-of-government direction enabling customer service
delivery to be lifted across government. It will be optional for
other agencies to adopt them.
Conclusion
The bill seeks to improve the way citizens interact with
government by establishing Service Victoria as a central
access point for individuals to transact with various Victorian
government agencies. It aims to make government service
delivery more efficient for citizens by:
streamlining customer services;
removing the need for citizens to present the same
information to multiple agencies;
enabling a consistent identity verification process with a
re-usable identity credential; and
putting the customer in control of how they transact with
government.
I commend the bill to the house.

In addition, the bill contains minimum standards for
managing information: one for customer service functions
and one for identity verification functions. These standards set
out the information that the CEO may collect, the permitted
uses and disclosures of the information, and the periods for
which information may be retained.
The standards distinguish between a guest and an account
holder. For example, the CEO will only store information
provided for guest transactions for the period until the
relevant transaction is complete, or for the period required by
law, so that Service Victoria will be able to deliver customer
service functions to the individual following the conclusion of
a transaction, if necessary.
As additional protections, the bill creates offences for the
unauthorised access to, use or disclosure of information
obtained under the act. It is also an offence to knowingly issue
an electronic identity credential to an individual to whom it
does not relate, and to provide false or misleading information

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 15 November.

STATE TAXATION ACTS FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter), I make this statement
of compatibility with respect to the State Taxation Acts
Further Amendment Bill 2017.
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In my opinion, the State Taxation Acts Further Amendment
Bill 2017 (bill), as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with the human rights as set out in the charter. I
base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill makes a number of technical amendments to
Victoria’s taxation and other laws. Part 2 of the bill amends
the Congestion Levy Act 2005 in relation to the application of
exemptions for certain parking spaces. Part 3 of the bill makes
technical amendments to the Duties Act 2000 in relation to
the imposition of foreign purchaser additional duty to which a
concession applies, and the calculation of the first home buyer
concession. Part 4 of the bill updates the service provisions of
the Fire Services Property Levy Act 2012 to ensure that the
service provisions more closely align with the current postal
delivery time frames and the State Revenue Office’s
administrative arrangements for accepting service of
documents and payments. Part 5 of the bill amends the Land
Tax Act 2005 to ensure that where land is owned under a
sub-trust structure, the head trust will only be liable for the
absentee owner surcharge on the proportion of the absentee
beneficiary’s interest in the trust land; to extend the
exemption for absentee owners to absentee trusts; and to
make further provisions for the circumstances in which
exemptions apply to charitable and non-profit organisations.
Part 6 of the bill amends the Payroll Tax Act 2007 to extend
an exemption to approved ‘for profit’ group training
organisations. Part 7 of the bill amends the Taxation
Administration Act 1997 to repeal a redundant permitted
disclosure provision and to make further provision for the
service of documents and receipts of payments. Part 8 of the
bill amends the Unclaimed Money Act 2008 to ensure that the
service provisions more closely align with the current postal
delivery time frames and the State Revenue Office’s
administrative arrangements for accepting service of
documents and payments. Part 9 of the bill amends the
Valuation of Land Act 1960 to provide for general valuations
to be made annually and to provide for the valuer-general to
conduct all valuations under that act, and to provide councils
with the ability to nominate themselves as the valuation
authority for their municipal area until 2022. The bill also
makes consequential amendments to other acts as a
consequence of the amendments made to the Valuation of
Land Act 1960 by the bill. Finally, part 10 of the bill makes a
technical amendment to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 to ensure that the definition
of ‘taxing act’ includes all acts of Parliament currently in
force under the general administration of the commissioner.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill:
Right to privacy: section 13(a)
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. The bill makes an
amendment to the Taxation Administration Act 2007 to
prescribe an additional means of service, in which the
commissioner may notify a person electronically, for
example, by email or text message, that an assessment or
other document is available through a secure online portal;
and that person then accesses that assessment or other
document through an appropriate online login process. In
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order to utilise a secure portal the taxpayer would need to
register and create a login identity. To the extent that
taxpayers’ personal information is disclosed in the secure
online portal, the right to privacy may be engaged. However,
the disclosure contemplated by this amendment is not
arbitrary because it is confined to the secure online portal with
the consent of the taxpayer. Further, it will not constitute
unlawful interference because the disclosure of this
information will be expressly permitted under the Taxation
Administration Act 2007.
Retrospective operation of criminal laws: section 27
Section 27 of the charter provides that a person has the right
not to be prosecuted or punished for things that were not
criminal offences at the time they were committed.
Although the bill does not amend any criminal laws, it
should be noted the amendment to the Duties Act 2000 to
confirm the legislative basis for charging the foreign
purchaser additional duty on transfers where a principal
place of residence concession is obtained, will be taken to
have commenced on 1 July 2015, and thus operates
retrospectively. A retrospective commencement date is
necessary to allow consistent treatment of taxpayers and to
remove any doubt about the legislative authority to charge
the foreign purchaser additional duty for transfers involving
a principal place of residence.
Tim Pallas, MP
Treasurer

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
I am pleased to introduce this bill which amends Victoria’s
taxation and valuation laws including the Congestion Levy
Act 2005, Duties Act 2000, Fire Services Property Levy Act
2012, Land Tax Act 2005, Payroll Tax 2007, Taxation
Administration Act 1997, Unclaimed Money Act 2008,
Valuation of Land Act 1960 and the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal Act 1998.
The amendments being made by this bill will support
effective and sustainable tax administration by continuing to
improve Victoria’s revenue and valuation laws. The bill
clarifies the operation of a number of tax laws by correcting
technical or drafting defects and removing anomalies, ensures
that the State Revenue Office is positioned to meet the
expectations of government and the community by
maintaining best practice tax administration and provides for
a cost effective valuation process in Victoria.
The bill amends the Congestion Levy Act 2005 in order to
clarify the operation of existing exemptions for parking
spaces provided at the Melbourne Zoo and to shift workers.
When the congestion levy area was expanded in 2014 to
include a number of inner metropolitan suburbs, the
expansion of the boundary encompassed the Melbourne
zoological gardens in Royal Park. Whilst an exemption from
the congestion levy was included for parking at the zoo, some
of the zoo’s visitor car parking is located outside the currently

STATE TAXATION ACTS FURTHER AMENDMENT BILL 2017
3580

ASSEMBLY

defined exempt zone. Accordingly, these amendments will
confirm that all zoo visitor and staff parking spaces are
located inside the exempt zone. The exemption from the
congestion levy for shift workers is intended to apply to
parking spaces that are used only for the parking of motor
vehicles by shift workers who do not work standard business
hours. The amendments in this bill will better target this
exemption towards workers who are genuine shift workers,
reflecting the policy intent of the exemption and ensuring that
it is not exploited.
The amendments to the Duties Act 2000 correct possible
anomalies in the operation of the foreign purchaser additional
duty and the calculation of the first home buyer duty
concession. The amendments clarify that the foreigner
purchaser additional duty applies even where the principal
place of residence duty concession is obtained. To ensure the
legislation is consistent with administrative practice, this
amendment will be taken to be effective from the
commencement of the additional duty provisions on 1 July
2015. The amendment to the first home buyer duty
concession clarifies the application of the calculation formula
so that it reflects the concessional amount of duty payable.
This bill makes amendments that will extend the current
exemption provisions relating to the absentee owner
surcharge in the Land Tax Act 2005 to landowners that are
trustees of absentee trusts. Eligibility for the exemption will
be subject to similar requirements that apply to absentee
corporations, ensuring a level playing field between
Australian-based corporations and trusts that make a
significant contribution to Victoria. Currently, a trustee of an
absentee trust is required to pay the surcharge on the trust
land based on the proportion of the absentee beneficiary’s
interest in that trust. Determining the correct interest held by
an absentee beneficiary can become challenging where there
is a sub-trust structure involved without the ability to trace the
ultimate absentee beneficiary’s interest through to the head
trust. By providing the State Revenue Office the ability to
‘look through’ the sub-trust structure to identify the absentee
beneficiary’s ultimate interest in the trust land will ensure that
where land is owned under a sub-trust structure, the head trust
will only be liable for the surcharge on the proportion of the
absentee beneficiary’s interest in the trust land.
The Land Tax Act 2005 currently provides a number of
exemptions for the benefit of charitable and non-profit
organisations. The bill makes necessary amendments that
confirm the policy intent of these exemptions. Accordingly, the
amendments limit the type of landowners who can benefit from
the exemption so that it only applies to land owned by a
charitable institution that is leased for sporting, recreational or
cultural purposes. Similarly, in relation to sporting, recreational
or cultural land owned by certain non-profit organisations, the
bill clarifies that the exemption from land tax is confined to land
used exclusively for those purposes, but importantly also
enables the exemption to be granted in respect of a part of the
land if it is used exclusively for the exempt activities. Integrity
measures are also being inserted for the land tax exemption that
applies to land that is owned by a charitable institution and
declared to be held for future use for charitable purposes. These
include imposing a time limit of two years on the
commencement of the proposed future charitable use of land,
while allowing this period to be extended by the commissioner
under appropriate circumstances; requiring the proposed future
use of the land to be exclusively for charitable purposes; and
ensuring that land tax is assessable on the part of the land that is
not being used for charitable purposes. Notably, this
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amendment is not intended to restrict the land tax exemption
from applying to charitable bodies that have genuine intentions
to use the land for a charitable purpose. For example,
non-government schools that have acquired land for future
educational purposes.
The Victorian government is committed to creating jobs and
supporting the employment of new apprentices and trainees.
The Payroll Tax Act 2007 currently exempts wages paid to a
new entrant by an organisation declared to be an approved
group training organisation (GTO). The new entrant must be
employed by the GTO in accordance with the requirements of
an approved training scheme. This bill makes amendments
that will extend the types of organisations that can be declared
to be an approved GTO to include ‘for-profit’ organisations
who employ new entrant apprentices under an approved
training scheme. This measure will reduce the payroll tax
liability of for-profit GTOs that engage in the recruitment and
on-hiring of apprentices and trainees, thereby encouraging the
take-up and placement of apprentices and trainees.
Earlier this year, the Victorian government sought to make
important changes to the valuation system in Victoria that
would improve the efficiency, robustness and cost
effectiveness of valuations used by rating authorities. The
proposed changes included centralising Victoria’s valuation
function with the Valuer-General Victoria and providing for
valuations to be undertaken annually. General valuations are
currently conducted biennially by local councils or the
valuer-general and establish the value of properties as at
1 January every second year. Supplementary valuations are
also completed during each cycle to account for new
properties and changes in the use of existing properties. These
valuations are used for the purposes of assessing council rates,
land tax and the fire services property levy. Undertaking
annual valuations will have the added benefit of smoothing
out the existing biennial increases in land tax for landowners.
During debate on these changes, the Victorian government
agreed to consult further with the local government sector to
ensure that the benefits of these amendments were better
understood and then to bring the necessary changes back to
Parliament for consideration. As a result of the consultation
process, which also included the Municipal Association of
Victoria, the Victorian government is now bringing these
measures back to Parliament. Notably, the amendments will
now provide local councils with the ability to opt out of the
proposed centralised system by nominating themselves as
the relevant valuation authority for their municipal district,
thereby allowing them to continue undertaking valuations.
The ability to opt out will be subject to the valuer-general’s
agreement and will be available until 2022. This will
provide local councils with sufficient time to make the
necessary preparations to transition to the new centralised
valuation system. Councils that choose to opt out will still
be required to undertake annual valuations. In addition,
following consultation with the local government sector, the
Victorian government has agreed to pay the full cost of all
general valuations returned each year under the new
centralised system, whilst councils pay for the full cost of
all supplementary valuations each year. Councils that
choose to opt out of the new centralised valuation system
will continue on current payment arrangements and
contribute half of the cost of existing biennial valuations.
These amendments strike the right balance between the
advantages that a centralised valuation system will bring
and the concerns from local councils.

FIREARMS AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Wednesday, 1 November 2017

ASSEMBLY

Some councils have raised a particular concern around
supplementary valuation turnaround times and the impact this
has on their revenue. The government acknowledges these
concerns, and the model we will work towards will give them
greater control over supplementary valuations, and does not
propose to change the process for initiating them. The
valuer-general’s Valuation Best Practice — Specification
Guidelines provide a framework of processes, tasks and
outputs required for the return of general and supplementary
valuations. Under the terms of standard contractual
arrangements, the valuer-general undertakes to complete
supplementary valuations on a monthly basis within a
four-week time period. The government notes that, if a
quicker turnaround is required, this can be negotiated as part
of service level agreements.
As part of a general move towards a fully digital
environment, the State Revenue Office is looking to provide
taxpayers with alternative digital channels to manage their tax
affairs. The amendments in this bill to the Taxation
Administration Act 1997 will enable the State Revenue
Office to serve an assessment or other documents by
notifying the taxpayer electronically (i.e. by SMS or email) of
an assessment or document available for retrieval by the
taxpayer via a secure internet site maintained by the State
Revenue Office. Other amendments to the Taxation
Administration Act 1997, Unclaimed Money Act 2008 and
Fire Services Property Levy Act 2012 will ensure consistency
with administrative and postal changes in the servicing of
documents and payments, repeal a redundant provision
previously enacted to deliver an online duty ‘look up’ service
that is no longer required and update references to certain
state and federal departments and agencies.
The Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998
governs the conduct of proceedings referred to the tribunal
under taxation and revenue laws administered by the State
Revenue Office. The bill amends the definition of ‘taxing act’
in the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998
to include all the laws administered by the State Revenue
Office that currently provide for referrals to/reviews by the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal and allow for the
inclusion of new taxation laws in the future.
The passage of this bill will ensure that Victoria maintains
best practice tax administration, confirms the intention behind
various taxation laws and will introduce a robust and
cost-effective valuation process in Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 15 November.

FIREARMS AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 September; motion of
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (10:50) — The Firearms
Amendment Bill 2017 is a bill that proposes to make a
range of changes to the law relating to firearms; to
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introduce a new regime for a firearms prohibition order;
to introduce new indictable offences for drive-by
shootings; to make changes to offences relating to the
possession, carriage and use of firearms in public
places; to amend the law in relation to the illicit
firearms manufacturing offence; and to revise the
definition of trafficable quantities of unregistered
firearms, together with a range of other more technical
and administrative amendments.
It comes in the context of course of rapidly rising levels
of crime in Victoria, particularly violent crime, and a
prevailing culture of disregard and contempt for the law
by many who are minded to engage in criminal
activity — a contempt that has been made far worse by
the soft-on-crime approach of the current government,
by its failure to act when courts have failed to comply
with the policy laid down by this Parliament on behalf
of the community, that is, a failure to apply the law in
accordance with the intentions of this Parliament on
behalf of the community; and it comes in the context of
the government allowing police numbers to fall per
capita in this state and allowing an absolute decline in
the number of frontline police at the very time that
crime levels have taken off.
So in response to the law and order crisis that Victoria
is facing, the government is on the back foot, coming
from behind, tardy and at times clutching at straws and
rushing in with legislation that has not been well
thought through or drafted to achieve its objectives.
One of the key provisions in this bill is the introduction
of new offences to tackle drive-by shootings, which is
something that the coalition parties put forward many
months ago. The government refused to agree with
legislation that we brought forward and now they are
belatedly bringing in measures with this bill to seek to
achieve similar objectives, but of course months down
the track and in the context where disrespect and
disregard for the law have continued to grow.
The other principal measure in this bill is to introduce a
firearms prohibition order regime, and the intention of
this regime is to allow the Chief Commissioner of
Police or his or her delegate within the police force to
issue a prohibition order against persons where they
believe that the person concerned is an unsuitable
individual to be allowed anywhere near firearms, and to
do that in a way that bypasses the current provisions
whereby people can become prohibited persons in
relation to the possession of firearms. The argument in
favour of that is that the police can act speedily and on
the basis of police intelligence without necessarily
having to wait for convictions to be recorded or to
establish a case before a court or tribunal.
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That is the theory, and in principle it is an approach that
the coalition parties are prepared to back, but it is
important that we get it right if it is going to proceed,
and unfortunately this is an example where yet again
there are many, many questions about the detail and the
potential operation of this bill, both as to whether it is
going to be effective in achieving its desired ends and
also as to whether it is going to have unfair and harmful
consequences for others who might be legitimate
owners of firearms.
Of course this bill comes in a much longer term context
in relation to firearms in Australia and in Victoria
where, many years ago now, then Prime Minister John
Howard took the initiative on national measures to
tighten up the law in relation to firearms. I think there is
general agreement that that direction was an appropriate
direction in which to go, and that Australia and Victoria
have been the beneficiaries of that in comparison to
other parts of the world where unfortunately firearms
are more readily available and more freely used to
commit crimes, whether that is premeditated crimes or
crimes committed on the spur of the moment.
However, as with any of these laws, there are two
serious issues. The first is to make sure that they do not
unfairly and unreasonably penalise the law-abiding, and
that they are well designed and targeted to make sure
that does not happen, because governments can
promote disrespect for the law and create barriers to
further improvements to the law when those who want
to own firearms for legitimate purposes find themselves
subjected to all sorts of illogical, unreasonable, perverse
and bureaucratic restrictions. Legitimate owners of
firearms often say, ‘We support the principle, but these
rules are just badly constructed. They have absurd
effects on us without achieving any benefit’.
On the flip side, if you have laws, you have got to be
able to enforce them, and if the laws are not being
properly enforced, the criminals simply ignore them. So
the law-abiding are caught and they jump through
hoops to comply with whatever the laws are, because
they want to do so, whereas those with criminal intent
will just treat the entire law with contempt. If that is the
case, you can have all the fine points you want on the
statute book, but if the criminals just ignore them and
they cannot be enforced, then they are useless.
That is the risk and the problem we have been
experiencing in Australia and in Victoria over recent
times, with a dramatic increase in the number of illegal
firearms in circulation and police seemingly powerless
to prevent it, and with border authorities doing
whatever they can to crack down at the border, but then
often penalties are handed down in the courts that many
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would believe are inappropriate and inadequate for the
seriousness of the offence. Offenders who might be
carrying handguns illegally might be fined $2000 or
$2500 in the court, but if they are a wealthy person,
they just shrug that off.
That is the regime we are in, and it is in that context
that this bill seeks to give police greater powers to act
more decisively against those that they suspect may be
using firearms for illegal purposes. Of course it is
important that there be well-crafted laws, even around
the possession of firearms by those who do not set out
with any illegal intent. It is important to protect
against spur-of-the-moment crimes, potential for
crimes of family violence and the potential for the
theft of legitimately owned firearms by criminal
elements, so of course you also need to make sure that
there are well-designed laws around firearms that are
lawfully possessed.
But it is the problem of illegally possessed firearms that
is the most difficult and pernicious at the moment, and
it is in that context that we need to examine the
provisions of this bill to see how adequate they are
going to be to achieve the objective of tackling illegally
possessed firearms — those possessed with criminal
intent and by those who are otherwise prepared to defy
the law — to see how well the bill achieves that
objective, and on the other hand to ensure as far as
possible that the legislation does not have undesired,
unfair and unintended consequences for those who do
seek to comply with the law.
To turn to the first aspect of that, as I referred to earlier,
there are already a wide range of provisions of various
sorts, such as those that allow for prohibition orders to be
obtained against those who are believed to be wanting
firearms with criminal intent. There are also rigorous
licensing processes. So we have to assess this new
measure in that context and ask ourselves: in reality,
what is it going to achieve? Of course it is going to have
new and additional penalties, but if somebody is mired in
criminal activity, that might not make much difference.
Debate interrupted under sessional orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER (11:01) — Before calling for
questions, I acknowledge in the gallery today the
presence of a former member for Northcote, the
Honourable Mary Delahunty.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Let’s Feed
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (11:01) — My question is for
the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation. The so-called Let’s Feed charity boasts on
its social media to have partnerships with a range of
organisations from Anglicare to small local plumbing
suppliers, dance clubs, restaurants and even Wyndham
City Council. Minister, is Consumer Affairs Victoria
advising these organisations that Mr Jasvinder Sidhu’s
Let’s Feed and its parent organisation are under active
investigation and that it is not registered as a charity?
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) (11:02) — I again
thank the member for Kew for his question. As I said
yesterday, consumer affairs are currently investigating
this issue and it would be inappropriate for me to
provide any comments.
Supplementary question
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (11:02) — Is Consumer
Affairs Victoria examining whether the so-called
charity Let’s Feed has used any moneys collected,
particularly those collected at its numerous suburban
cashbox locations, as donations to pay for Labor Party
memberships and, if so, will they be referring any of
these matters to the Victoria Police?
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) (11:03) — I refer the
member to my previous answer.

Ministers statements: paramedics
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:03) — I am very
pleased to be able to announce that paramedics across
Victoria are responding faster to life-threatening
medical emergencies with the best quarter 1
performance data in eight years. That is an outstanding
result and one that gives us an opportunity to thank and
congratulate all of our ambulance paramedics,
management and all our other paramedics out there,
who are receiving strong, indeed record, support from
this government with technology, with additional
recruitment, a fair and equitable pay deal, wage justice
for them, valuing and rewarding them for the work that
they do — not a war with paramedics, a partnership
with paramedics. It is saving lives right across Victoria.
Of course we will not rest though. We are going to
continue to invest in 450 additional paramedics, more
than $500 million in new models of care, additional
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technology and equipment, new approaches, and
reform to drive further improvement in response times
and clinical outcomes. Of course this comes against the
backdrop — these best quarter 1 results in eight
years — of the worst flu season we have experienced
and the worst winter since the pandemic back in 2009.
So again we should acknowledge we are treating more
patients than ever before. We are responding to them
faster than we have for many, many years. And we are
turning around gradually, consistently and steadily the
appalling performance that we inherited from those
who would rather be at war with their paramedics, at
war with their ambos — cuts and closures, attacks and
bad-faith bargaining. We reject that approach. Instead
we stand with respect for our paramedics and support
them in unprecedented terms so that they can provide
more care faster, saving lives across Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Hawthorn and the member for Williamstown to cease
shouting across the chamber. The member for
Footscray is warned.

Let’s Feed
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (11:05) — My question is to
the Premier. The parent organisation of the so-called
Let’s Feed charity is registered to the home address of
Mr Jasvinder Sidhu. Despite claiming to be a charity,
Mr Sidhu’s Let’s Feed is in fact not registered as one.
Premier, can you advise whether Let’s Feed’s founder,
Jasvinder Sidhu, was operating this organisation and its
suburban cashbox collection points, an organisation
under active investigation by your own government,
when he was employed by you as your ministerial
adviser in 2015?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members on my left will
come to order.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:06) — I thank the
member for Kew for his question. The Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation has
provided both yesterday and today a comprehensive
answer in relation to these matters, and I do not propose
to add anything to that comprehensive answer. It is
appropriate to allow these —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
question of relevance, the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation’s responses related to the
Consumer Affairs Victoria investigation of Let’s Feed’s

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
3584

ASSEMBLY

alleged charity. This question relates to Mr Sidhu’s
presence in the Premier’s office as a ministerial adviser.
His answer is not relevant to the question. I ask you to
bring him back to answering the question.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is being entirely relevant to the question that
was asked, and I ask that you rule the point of order out
of order. The question related to a set of allegations that
had been previously put to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation. She has
responded about the investigation that is ongoing, and it
would be inappropriate for the Premier to comment
further. He is being entirely relevant to the question that
was asked, and I ask you to allow him to continue to
answer the question.
Mr Walsh — Further on the point of order, Speaker,
in supporting the member for Box Hill, this question
goes to the integrity of the Premier’s —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members on my right
will come to order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Warrandyte
and the Minister for Planning will leave the chamber
for a period of 1 hour. I will not tolerate members
interjecting while I am on my feet.
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Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation has
indicated, the appropriate thing to do is to allow the
investigation to take its course. That is my
intention — to allow it to do its work — and I have
nothing further to add.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, in
relation to sessional order 9 I submit that the Premier’s
answer has not been responsive to the question. As I
indicated in my point of order, the question related to
Mr Sidhu’s presence in his office as Premier. He has
not even touched on that matter. I ask you to direct him
to provide a written response.
The SPEAKER — I will consider that matter at the
conclusion of question time.
Supplementary question
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) (11:09) — With Labor
supporting rorters on their way out of Parliament such
as the members for Tarneit and Melton, will you
intervene and rule out Jasvinder Sidhu as a candidate
for the Labor Party, or are you going to endorse rorters
on their way into Parliament as well?
The SPEAKER — Order! I am struggling to see
how that question is within government business. I
offer the member the chance to rephrase his question so
that it does relate to government business.
Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable member for Warrandyte and Minister
for Planning withdrew from chamber.

The SPEAKER — The Attorney-General is
warned.

Mr Walsh — In supporting the member for Box
Hill’s point of order, this question goes to the integrity
of the Premier’s office, as to whether Mr Sidhu was
actually carrying out his alleged charity operation and
cashbox collection while he was employed by the
Premier in his office, and I ask you to uphold the point
of order and bring the Premier back to actually
answering the question that was asked.

Mr T. SMITH — On a point of order, Speaker, you
are not in any position to direct me to rephrase my
question, given that this bloke worked for you. You are
conflicted. You should recuse yourself from the chair
and put the Deputy Speaker in so we can have a fair,
reasonable and fair dinkum debate about the rorting
crooks that work for this government.
Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Oakleigh will not interject across the chamber, nor will
the member for Polwarth. The Premier has only been
answering his question for a short period of time. I
invite the Premier to answer the question.
Mr ANDREWS — As I was saying, the question
and indeed the points of order taken by those opposite
again remind us that there have been allegations made,
claims that have been made, and as the Minister for

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
knows that that is not a point of order. The member for
Kew has the opportunity to ask a supplementary
question.
Mr T. SMITH — Is it government policy to support
rorters on their way out of Parliament such as the
members for Tarneit and Melton, and will you
intervene to rule out Jasvinder Sidhu as a candidate for
the Labor Party, or are you going to endorse rorters on
their way into Parliament as well?
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Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I suggest
that your original —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
has been warned.
Ms Allan — I suggest that your original ruling on
the member’s supplementary question stand. Simply
adding the words ‘is it government policy’ and then
having the rest of the question go to internal matters of
the Labor Party that are not relevant to government
administration —
Mr Hodgett interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is warned.
Ms Allan — We know the member for Kew
struggles with thinking on his feet, and I ask that you,
Speaker, rule the supplementary rephrased question out
of order.
Mr Richardson interjected.
The SPEAKER — The member for Mordialloc has
been warned.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, the
rephrased question related to government policy. It is a
matter for the Premier as to how he chooses to answer
when he is asked about government policy, but the
question is in order and you should allow the Premier to
answer it.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, I put
to you that the question is clearly not in order. The
question was the exact same question but with the
addition of ‘is it government policy’. At its heart, the
question was still one about the internals of the Labor
Party, about preselection and not about anything to do
with the Premier’s ministerial responsibility.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook! The Premier will assist the running of
the house.
Mr Walsh — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier has previously said he takes responsibility for
everything that happens under his watch, so he has taken
responsibility for the rorting of the member for Melton
and the member for Tarneit. The question goes to the
core of if he will take responsibility for the rorting of
those that are Labor candidates now and into the future.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The supplementary
question did not relate to government business.
Mr T. Smith — You’re running a protection racket.
What a rort!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I invite the member for
Kew to withdraw and apologise.
Mr T. Smith — I withdraw.

Ministers statements: education funding
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:14) —
I rise to update the house about the difference our
investment in education is making. Thanks to the
Andrews government there are 500 government
primary schools serving breakfast to up to
25 000 children. Well over 2 million breakfasts have
already been served, improving attendance and student
engagement. We are delivering our Camps, Sports and
Excursions Fund so that more kids can join with their
schoolmates and engage in learning and experiences
outside the school gate — more than 214 000 students.
We have signed an enterprise bargaining agreement
with our teachers and given them a well-deserved pay
increase, because we respect their work and value their
profession. We are building 56 new schools and
upgrading well over 1000, delivering 5000 construction
jobs. Ten schools opened this year and another
11 schools will open next year.
We make this investment because education is central
to our state’s prosperity and to individuals reaching
their full potential. But there are alternative approaches
to setting government and budget priorities. One such
approach is a commission of audit. The last time this
was done in Victoria we had the scrapping of the
education maintenance allowance, we had school
infrastructure investment collapse, staff were sacked
and TAFE was brought to its knees. Despite this, this
alternative policy refuses to go away. A recent report in
the Herald Sun says:
If Matthew Guy wins the election and becomes Premier next
year, the opposition has promised to undertake a cost audit
and a review within the first 100 days of forming government.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MERLINO — And we know what that means.
It means cutting breakfast clubs. It means cutting
school capital. It means cutting camps, sports and
excursions.
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Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is beginning to debate the issue rather
than advise the house of matters relevant to his
portfolio. I ask you to bring him back to compliance
with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — The Deputy Premier will come
back to the minister’s statement.
Mr MERLINO — Thank you, Speaker. So let us be
clear: Labor will not support a commission of audit. We
will not cut breakfast clubs. We will not cut camps,
sports and excursions. It is only in their DNA.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mordialloc will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Mordialloc withdrew from
chamber.

Let’s Feed
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:17) — My
question is to the Treasurer. With the so-called charity
Let’s Feed now being investigated by consumer affairs
in your own government for potentially rorting or
skimming charitable donations, particularly from
suburban cash collection points, can you guarantee that
not a cent of taxpayer-funded grants or assistance has
been paid to this so-called charity?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:17) — I thank the
member for Malvern for his question. I would make
this point: simply because there is an investigation
underway, that should not be interpreted as anything
judgemental about the undertakings and activities of
this organisation. Just like in a court of law,
organisations are entitled to a presumption of
innocence. Let us hope this Parliament has not
descended into the grubbiness and the sloth that typified
the government when those opposite were in power.
Negative assumptions should not be drawn against this
organisation. They deserve the right to a fair inquiry
conducted by Consumer Affairs Victoria. Of course,
unless and until that inquiry is complete, then no
judgement should be made against —
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question was seeking information from the
Treasurer — confirmation that not a cent of
taxpayer-funded money or grants has been paid to this
so-called charity. The status of the consumer affairs
investigation is neither here nor there to the question.
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He is in charge of the state’s finances — God help us
all! — and he needs to answer: has a cent of this money
been paid to this so-called charity?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer to come
back to answering the question.
Mr Pallas interjected.
The SPEAKER — The Treasurer has concluded his
answer.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (11:19) — Treasurer,
you have now had 24 hours to check. Can you inform
the house: have you, or any of your staff involved with
this so-called charity, Let’s Feed, run by potential
Labor candidate Jasvinder Sidhu —
Mr Pakula — Who calls it a charity?
Mr M. O’BRIEN — They do!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Without the assistance of
government members.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I might start again, Speaker.
Treasurer, you have now had 24 hours to check. Can
you inform the house: have you or any of your staff
been involved with this so-called charity, Let’s Feed,
run by potential Labor candidate Jasvinder Sidhu, the
man who you said holds great Labor values?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:20) — I thank the
member for Malvern. I have been involved in at least
one activity that this organisation put in place. I went to
a school — I think it was Wyndham Park Primary
School — where breakfast food was provided to
disadvantaged kids, and I was pleased to be there. Of
course I do not know whether the member for Malvern
cares about feeding hungry kids, but at least I know
there was something very substantial and real being
provided to young kids starting primary school in the
western suburbs of Melbourne.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker,
again the Treasurer is completely ignoring the question
about whether he or any of his staff have been involved
with this charity. This is a question of government
accountability. Has he or his staff been involved with
this charity? It demands a yes or no answer. I ask you to
bring him back to the question.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, I think
the member for Malvern was surprised that the Treasurer
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answered the question so directly. He asked him whether
he had been involved in the charity, and the Treasurer
said ‘Yes, I went to an event at a school where free food
was provided to hungry children’. He answered the
question directly. It just seems that the member for
Malvern was not prepared for it and did not like it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Treasurer has concluded his answer.

Ministers statements: economy
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:21) — I rise to update
the house about the ongoing strength of the Victorian
economy, which of course has created over 280 000 jobs
since we took office, more than 170 000 of those
full-time — and they said it could not be done. Those
opposite of course would put all of that at risk. The
Leader of the Opposition has already quietly announced
plans for a cost audit within the first 100 days of
government, and we all know what that means.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, relating to
relevance, you might want to see that the Treasurer and
indeed the education minister’s comments relating to a
cost audit were in relation to prisons. I seek leave to
table the story just to ensure that the Treasurer and the
Deputy Premier no longer mislead this house.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I think
the Leader of the Opposition protesteth just a little bit
too much. I think it is entirely relevant for the Treasurer
to consider the management of the state budget and
policy options that might be considered in setting the
state budget, and I would ask that you allow him to
continue to answer the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Without the assistance of
the member for Gembrook! There is no ability for
members to seek leave to table a document. They can
make a document available to the house by handing it
to the Acting Clerk.
Mr Clark — On a further point of order, Speaker,
you were asked to rule on the question of relevance and
to bring the Treasurer back to making a ministers
statement in conformance with sessional orders relevant
to his portfolio, not misrepresent a newspaper report
relating to prisons. You have not yet ruled on that point
of order.
The SPEAKER — Sorry, I missed it because of the
shouting. I did not hear the point being made about
relevance; I heard the part about seeking leave to table a
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document. I do ask the Treasurer to come back to
making a ministers statement.
Mr PALLAS — All I said was ‘Thank you’,
Speaker. They took exception to it. Right now of course
business conditions are the highest in the nation — here
in Victoria — and guess who did it? This government.
Why? Because we are investing in the things that
business regard and pay respect to — things that support
business, like doubling the infrastructure spend in less
than three years and creating jobs. And of course we are
the ones that are going out there reducing payroll tax
liability for 38 000 businesses right across this state.
Those opposite, though, are about indiscriminate acts of
cuts to the public sector — to hospitals and to services.
When they say they do not do it, if their lips are moving
they are lying.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook! I warn the member for Kew and the
member for Gembrook to cease interjecting across the
chamber.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is proceeding to debate the issue in his last
few words, indeed throwing abuse at members across
the chamber. I ask you to bring him back to making a
ministers statement.
The SPEAKER — The Treasurer did stray from
making a ministers statement, and I ask him to come
back to making a ministers statement.
Mr PALLAS — The greatest abuse you can do to
the people of Victoria is to turn your back on them
when they need leadership, so as a comparison,
170 000 full-time jobs were created. That is more than
10 times what those opposite managed in their four
limp and dysfunctional years. We have also created
10 times the amount of jobs that those opposite created
in regional Victoria.
As we deliver payroll tax cuts for business and as we
cut stamp duty for first home buyers, those opposite
only know how to manage their ultimate political
infidelity, promising that this time they will be
different. But they will never change. It is their dirty
little secret.

Police resources
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) (11:26) — My
question is to the Minister for Police. Minister, I refer to
recent media reports regarding your government’s plans
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for automated, robocop police facilities and ‘super-site’
police stations, and I ask: with opening hours at Mount
Waverley and Clayton police stations already cut —
that is right, cut — will you now guarantee that these
two stations, or Glen Waverley and Oakleigh police
stations, will not be closed by your government to build
a supersite facility at Notting Hill or be replaced by
unstaffed, hole-in-the-wall police kiosks?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:27) — Not
really wanting to take any lectures on community safety
from those who hang out with mobsters, I will point out
to the member for Mount Waverley that, firstly, this
proposal was actually made in 2014 in the blue paper.
My memory of that was that it was the previous
government’s proposal, not our proposal, and in fact —
Mr Gidley — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is clearly misleading the house. This was first
mooted by former member Maxine Morand and the
Labor Party. Indeed I note the police kiosk policy is a
government policy mooted just two days ago.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms NEVILLE — Just have a look at the actual
article in the paper, which refers to the blue paper of
2014. We were not in government then. Luckily for
Victorians we now are. Go and have a look at the
Victoria Police Academy, because I can tell you I have
been there fortnight after fortnight —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order.
Mr Gidley — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance. The question was very, very clear in relation
to Glen Waverley, Mount Waverley, Oakleigh and
Clayton police stations, not the police academy. Given
that this minister has cut police in our district, the very
least she can do is provide an explanation to residents in
my electorate as to what her plans are for super-sites.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was being
responsive to the question.
Ms NEVILLE — We are delivering a 20 per cent
increase in police numbers. Do you know how many
you funded? You funded zero. You might have
supported kiosks, but we do not support kiosks. What
we were clear about in our Community Safety Statement
is that we want more police on the beat. That is why
frontline police signed up by Police Association
Victoria agreed to a 20 per cent increase in police
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numbers. Go and have a look at the academy —
seriously — it is absolutely packed. There are over
1000 recruits there. We have got three squads going out
every fortnight —
Mr Gidley — On a point of order, Speaker, again on
relevance I refer you to Mount Waverley and Glen
Waverley police stations. Mount Waverley station was
cut from 16 hours, seven days a week, to just 8 hours,
Monday to Friday. If that is not a cut, Minister, I do not
know what is.
The SPEAKER — The minister to continue.
Ms NEVILLE — Let us be clear: we are funding
more police than any other government in the history of
Victoria. The only people who have never funded
police are those opposite. They have not funded new
police since — I am trying to think which government
it was — the Hamer government might have funded
some, but it was certainly not in most of these people’s
time here.
We are not supporting kiosks. We are supporting more
police — frontline police — so those that are at our
stations in our community. We are supporting a record
number of those. What we have funded is the police
assistance line and online reporting. That is what we
chose to do — not pick up their policy of kiosks where
you have an automated person.
We want people accessing local people and seeing
police out on our streets. We want the police assistance
line hearing people directly and our police officers
dealing with their issues. That is our policy: more
police, no cuts to the police force, which we saw under
the previous government, and an academy that is
absolutely full. We are giving police the powers they
need. We did it again today. We have got new laws in
place today. We are backing our police 100 per cent.
We are not undermining —
Mr Gidley — On a point of order, Speaker, I again
refer to relevance. The minister was asked about
Mount Waverley and Glen Waverley police stations
in particular.
Ms Green interjected.
The SPEAKER — The member for Yan Yean is
warned.
Mr Gidley — Mount Waverley has been cut from
16 hours to just 8 hours a day, Monday to Friday.
Minister, you are misleading the house. You are cutting
police in my district.
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The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
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and no cuts in the Monash police service area —
absolutely no cuts. The only people that cut police staff
and the police budget were those opposite.

Supplementary question
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) (11:32) — I again
refer to recent media reports regarding your
government’s plan for automated robocop police
facilities and super-station police sites.
Ms Green interjected.
The SPEAKER — The member for Yan Yean has
been warned.
Mr GIDLEY — With local police stations in my
electorate already having their hours cut, as I have
outlined to the house, how on earth can an automated
robocop police station with no actual police presence
ever be seen as an alternative to a staffed police station
with police officers present?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:32) — I
thank the member for Mount Waverley for his
supplementary question. Exactly — why did you
propose it? It is a silly idea. Why did you propose it in
2014? Why did your Minister for Police allow it to go
out in the blue paper? Why on earth? I want to be very,
very clear. This government —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
question of relevance, it is not in order for the minister
to refer to a policy that was rejected under the previous
government when the question related to the policy of
the current government under this minister, and I ask
you to bring her back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER — I ask the minister to come back
to answering the question.
Ms NEVILLE — I have ruled this out right from
the beginning because it was their policy. It was a
stupid idea. We will not support kiosks. In fact what we
have supported is a police assistance line that those
opposite never did. The police assistance line is the way
forward. Can I also be absolutely clear —
Mr Gidley — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is clearly misleading the house. This was a
Labor Party policy that originated under the Labor
government, and the minister is misleading the house
on that as well as on the cuts to police in my district.
The SPEAKER — There is no point of order.
Ms NEVILLE — We are rejecting their policy,
absolutely; we do not think it is good. But secondly,
there have been absolutely no cuts to police numbers

Ministers statements: health system
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (11:34) — I
rise to provide the house with new information about the
strength of our health and ambulance system. As the
Premier outlined before, quarter 1 results of hospital and
ambulance performance were released today, and we are
delighted that we have got the best quarter 1 results in
eight years. This is of course in stark contrast to the
incredible attacks on our health and ambulance system
wreaked by those on the other side of the house. Of
course last week our annual reports were released, and
there was more good news contained in those. I am
delighted to advise the house that those annual reports
outlined in detail the fact that there have been, since our
government has come to office, an additional
2853 nurses employed, an additional 1513 doctors
employed, an additional 625 paramedics employed and,
all in all, an additional 5000 frontline health and
ambulance services workers employed. This is of
course in stark contrast with those opposite and how
they performed in our health and ambulance system
when they were in government. Of course we know
that recently there is a really significant risk to our
health and ambulance system. We know that those
opposite, if they are given the opportunity to govern our
great state —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now proceeding to debate the issue rather
than advise the house of matters relevant to her
portfolio. I ask you to bring her back to compliance
with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — I do ask the minister to remain
making a ministers statement.
Ms HENNESSY — Of course, Speaker, and of
course we need to keep this important momentum
going, and that is the momentum of investment. We
know that things like commissions of audits mean one
thing: they mean cuts to our health system, and they
mean cuts to our ambulance system. We saw it with the
Vertigan report.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon!
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is both misleading the house, for the reasons
the Leader of the Opposition made clear earlier, and
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debating the issue. I again ask you to bring her back to
compliance with sessional orders.

The SPEAKER — Order! I have warned the
member for Hawthorn.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was not
attacking the opposition; she was making a ministers
statement.

Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, in relation
to relevance, the member for Bass asked a very specific
question about a crime wave that is occurring in
Melbourne’s outer south-eastern suburbs in the suburb
of Clyde North, where the necessity for a new police
station is now becoming overwhelming. He talked
about the 90 per cent crime rise and one in every
19 houses being burgled. The member has asked a
straightforward question to the minister about Clyde
North. He has not asked about a range of other issues. I
ask you, please, to bring the minister back to answering
a straightforward question.

Ms HENNESSY — That is exactly right, Speaker.
As I said, keeping the momentum of investment going
is absolutely critical for our health and ambulance
system. We know that if those opposite get the
opportunity, what they want to do is continue to cut,
they want a commission of audit and they want to cut,
cut and cut to the bone.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is defying your rulings, and I ask you either to
bring her back to compliance or to sit her down.
The SPEAKER — The minister has concluded her
statement.

Clyde North police station
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (11:37) — My question is to
the Minister for Police. Minister, the fast-growing
suburb of Clyde North has borne the brunt of
Melbourne’s crime wave under your government, with
crime up by nearly 90 per cent under your watch,
including one in every 19 houses burgled in a 12-month
period. Minister, will you now commit to building a
police station at Clyde North so that the local
community, many of whom are young families, no
longer live in constant fear?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier!
The Leader of The Nationals!
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:38) — I
thank the member for Bass for his question. It is
interesting. It is 384 days since I actually had a question
in this place on law and order, and I am getting one that
has already been asked by the member, and I have also
got one that asked about ruling out the Liberal Party
policy. Anyway, I am very happy to address this
question around crime rates. So let us be very clear: in
16 quarters, under those opposite, crime went up in
every single quarter. In fact the number of offences
during their time went up by 21.4 per cent. The crime
rate went up by 13.6 per cent — every single year. For
the first time, because we are giving police the powers
they need —
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! The question did cite
crime rates, and the minister was talking about crime
rates, but I do ask the minister to use the remaining time
to come back to answering the question that was asked.
Ms NEVILLE — Due to the incredibly relentless
effort of our police officers — the unbelievable effort of
our police officers — and with the new laws they have
got and the new capacity, they are making significant
inroads into our crime rate. So for the first time in six
years we are seeing a decline. One of the things that I
know is we have got a very strong track record of
supporting our growth corridors. For example, we have
built the Mernda police station, which is very close to
opening, and we have funded additional police out in
the communities that are supporting the member for
Bass, because we know we have got population growth,
we know we have got —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I need members to stop
shouting across the chamber so I can hear the minister’s
answer.
Ms NEVILLE — We are funding the police we
need. Why has the crime rate gone up? Because they
undermined the police commissioner and they funded
no new police — none of that. So we are getting on top
of this, and I am backing —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, again on
relevance, I took a point of order with 1 minute in. I
take it again with 2 minutes in, and I ask you, please, to
bring the minister back to even mentioning the suburb
of Clyde North, which is what the member for Bass’s
question was about. I ask you to bring her back to
answering a question, which was straightforward, about
the necessity for a police station in Clyde North.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order, but the minister did stray from answering the
question to attacking the opposition. I ask the minister
to come back to answering the question.
Ms NEVILLE — As I was talking about, firstly, we
need to have the police to open stations. We have
committed to the biggest increase in police numbers. In
fact police are being allocated to those communities in
order to support the continuing efforts of local police to
disrupt, detect and prevent. There are no less police in
Mount Waverley; there are no less police in the
community of Bass. We are getting on —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood!
Mr Paynter — On a point of order, Speaker, for the
benefit of the minister, would you like me to repeat the
question, because in 2 minutes she has not even come
close to answering the question that I asked. For clarity
would you like me to ask the question again? It is clearly
about building a police station in Clyde North. It has got
nothing to do with police numbers across the state. It is
constituents of Clyde North who are asking, ‘Will she
build a police station in Clyde North?’. I can repeat the
question if you would like, Minister, because you have
not come close to answering the question I asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms NEVILLE — We are going to continue to
provide police with record investment, we are going to
continue to support increasing police numbers and we
are going to continue to support —
Mr Paynter — On a further point of order,
Speaker, this is not a question about police numbers.
This is a question about building a police station in
Clyde North. For the benefit of the minister I am
happy to ask the question again. This is about a police
station in Clyde North.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Macedon withdrew from
chamber.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
has asked a question that talked about crime rates in a
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particular area. I can only ask that the minister be
responsive to the question. I cannot direct her on how to
answer the question.
Ms NEVILLE — It might come as a surprise to the
residents of Clyde North that apparently the member
for Bass is happy to build bricks and mortar stations
with no police in it, so maybe he is supporting the kiosk
robo-stations after all. We are going to get on with
giving them the —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
her seat.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I note the Minister for Police is again talking
about robo-stations and kiosks, which she says she has
ruled out, but two days ago her own Victoria Police said
the vision is ‘still under consideration’. So maybe the
minister might want to stop misleading the house that
kiosks are still under consideration under her watch.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms NEVILLE — Again, lectures from a man who
is in with criminal organisations —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — Go on! That is right —
undermining community safety. We will back our
Victoria Police members. We will back them with the
resources and the powers they need. We will not cut —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I realise we have reached
the last question but I will not hesitate to remove
members from the chamber at this point. The level of
shouting is excessive.
Supplementary question
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (11:45) — Minister, with a
house invasion or break-in every 3 hours in the new
suburb of Clyde North, figures are the worst they have
ever been. What do the families of Clyde North have to
do to convince you that a new police station is vital and
that your neglect of these families’ safety is putting
them at risk?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:45) —
Over the last 18 months we have introduced not only
the biggest investment in Victoria Police in terms of
numbers and dollars but also new laws and new powers
to Victoria Police on home invasions and carjacking.
This is designed absolutely and fundamentally to reduce,
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to prevent, to disrupt and to detect crime in our state.
Police right across the state are doing an incredible job
but they need more resources, and that is what —
Mr Paynter — On a point of order, Speaker, the
essence of the question was simply this —
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
come to order.
Mr Paynter — What do the families of Clyde North
have to do to convince you that a new police station is
vital? That is the essence of the question that I am
asking to be answered.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
assist the smooth running of the house. The minister is
being responsive to the question.
Ms NEVILLE — Thank you, Speaker. Again what
brings down crime is having the right police numbers.
That is why we are funding them. What helps to bring
down crime is giving police the powers and the tools that
they need, and we are funding that in record numbers.
What brings down crime in local communities like Clyde
North is making sure we have got the right numbers of
police supporting those communities. That is my
commitment: to ensure that Victoria Police have the
powers, the numbers and the resources they need to keep
all communities like Clyde North safe.
Mr Paynter — On a point of order, Speaker, as a
result of the minister’s non-answer can I please request
an answer in writing from the minister to the residents
of Clyde North, answering the question of what they
need to do to get this police station built?
The SPEAKER — That is not a point of order. I am
happy to —
Ms Graley interjected.
The SPEAKER — Yes, that is an adjournment
matter is probably correct.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Frankston!
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, while the
minister may have been relevant to the preamble, she
was certainly not responsive to the question. The
member for Bass’s point of order was clearly —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will assist.
Mr Watt — The minister may have been relevant to
the preamble, but she was not responsive to the
question. The question was: what do the constituents in
Bass have to do to convince the minister that they need
a police station? She has not answered that question. I
would implore you to read Hansard to find out that she
has not actually been responsive to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not know that was
entirely the first point of order that was raised, but I
take the subsequent point of order to ask for a review of
the responsiveness of the question, and I will do that at
the conclusion of question time.

Ministers statements: community safety
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (11:49) —
Those opposite might want to hear this update on what
we are doing to reduce harm in the community and
keep Victorians safe. The 2016 Community Safety
Statement was a first — an agreement and a shared
agenda between Victoria Police and the government to
detect, disrupt and prevent crime in our state. This is
also part of an agreement with the Police Association of
Victoria around particular allocation and numbers of
our police officers. It also contains a commitment to
new laws and new powers — laws like banning cash
for scrap metal and laws like the firearms prohibition
orders and the synthetic drugs ban.
There is also a commitment to new capabilities like the
air wing, body-worn cameras, automatic numberplate
recognition and new mobile technology. We have got
new specialists — our gang teams and our
counter-terrorism teams. We have got public order
response teams — the special operations group and the
critical incident response teams. And for the first time
in six years, as I mentioned before, we are seeing a
stabilisation in our crime rate and it is starting to come
down. There is more to do, but we are heading in the
right direction.
In light of these developments, you would expect those
opposite to be able to pat the police on the back for
their relentless efforts right across the state to do this,
but instead what we get is a commission of audit
promised by those opposite. We know what that means.
It is code for slashing —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is both debating the issue and misleading the
house for the reasons made clear by the Leader of the
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Opposition earlier. I ask you to bring her back to
making a ministers statement.
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Constituency questions

The SPEAKER — I uphold the point of order. I ask
the minister to come back to making a ministers
statement.
Ms NEVILLE — The facts speak for themselves.
In 2012 we funded 1700 new police officers — Labor
did. We have funded 3000 police officers over the last
18 months, and what did we see from those opposite
when they were in government? They cut 400 police
staff, including forensic staff who tackle our drug
problem.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for South
Barwon is warned.
Mr Gidley — On a point of order, Speaker, if the
minister is going to update the house through a
ministers statement on community safety priorities,
perhaps she could outline to us the kiosk strategy that
was clearly mooted under her government two days
ago.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms NEVILLE — I am just not going to accept your
policy —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, and noting
the minister says she is not accepting other people’s
policy, I seek leave to table the article about ‘self-serve
kiosks for non-urgent crime’ in which the minister says,
‘You never discount any new ideas’. Do I have leave?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members on my left will
come to order. The member for Hastings! As I have
indicated, there is no ability to seek leave to table
documents. The Leader of the Opposition can make it
available to the house.
Ms NEVILLE — We have seen the horror show
before. We have seen them sacking staff, undermining
the chief commissioner and taping police ministers.
Victorians deserve much better than that tried and
dangerous proposition.

Ms Victoria — On a point of order, Speaker, I have
got some unanswered questions on notice which I
would like you to look into, please. These are well and
truly overdue. There are five for the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs, being 13 112, 13 111, 13 109,
13 107 and 13 106; three for the Minister for Creative
Industries, being 13 122, 13 114 and 13 110; two for
the Minister for Education, being 13 105 and 13 104;
four for the Minister for Public Transport, being
13 135, 13 134, 13 133 and 13 132; and three for the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events, being 13 121,
13 119 and 13 118. All are outstanding.
The SPEAKER (11:54) — Order! Before calling
the member for Hastings on a constituency question,
the member for Burwood raised a point of order
yesterday in relation to a constituency question asked
by the member for Broadmeadows. I uphold the point
of order. In the question, the member for
Broadmeadows asked the Minister for Sport for
information in the form of an update, which is an
action. Therefore I am ruling the question out of order.
I remind all members that where a constituency
question requests that a minister provide an update or
perform an action, even in this case when it is prefaced
with the words ‘seeking information’, those questions
will be ruled out of order. I advise all members to be
aware of previous rulings and also to refer to
appendix 4 of Rulings from the Chair on how to ask
constituency questions.
Mr McGuire — On a point of order, Speaker, on
your ruling, an update is defined as ‘a set of updated
information’ by the Australian Concise Oxford
Dictionary, which I consulted yesterday. Common
usage and common sense would therefore define my
request as seeking the most current information. It is
not seeking an action, but seeking information, and
therefore my constituency question complies. I ask you
to review your decision.
The SPEAKER — Order! I thank the member for
Broadmeadows for the information he has provided.
The constituency question he asked was very close to
being in order. The issue is in relation to previous
rulings from previous chairs and also in relation to the
guidance given in appendix 4 of Rulings from the
Chair, which I will uphold in this place. I ask members
to phrase their questions in a way that is in accordance
with appendix 4 of Rulings from the Chair.
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Mr McGuire interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will take a further point
of order from the member for Broadmeadows at the end
of constituency questions.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Hastings electorate
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (11:56) — (13 403) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Emergency
Services. What information can the minister provide
around available options to secure a new station for the
Baxter fire brigade in my electorate as it seeks to
relocate and build such a new station. The Baxter
Country Fire Authority building is nearly 50 years old,
and the current site on the Baxter-Tooradin Road is no
longer suitable as an effective and modern-day brigade
service. The station is far too small and is located
between two private residences. It has no room for
expansion, there is no opportunity for a drive-through
facility to be provided and the very difficult situation of
car parking for members’ cars is escalating every day.
A new and significantly larger facility would ensure the
Baxter fire brigade is better equipped to respond to
emergencies now and well into the future. This brigade
services Baxter and areas within Frankston and
supports the surrounding suburbs of Langwarrin,
Pearcedale, Summerville, Moorooduc and Mount Eliza.

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (11:57) — (13 404) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing, and I ask: what services and
support are provided by the Andrews Labor
government to Yuroke residents that are at risk of or are
experiencing homelessness? I was appalled to hear that
the federal Liberal government will be locking in Tony
Abbott’s cuts to housing and homelessness services,
with no consultation, despite an increasing number of
people at risk of homelessness. This is yet another
conservative attack on the most vulnerable people in
our community. I know that the minister is deeply
passionate about ensuring every Victorian has access to
safe and secure accommodation, and I look forward to
hearing from him.

Ovens Valley electorate
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (11:58) — (13 405)
My question is to the Minister for Ambulance Services
on behalf of Ms Shirley Macphee of Moyhu,
particularly on the back of today’s government press
release headed ‘Best ambulance response in eight years
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despite horror flu’. Ms Macphee recently called an
ambulance to the adult learning centre in Moyhu. The
dispatcher could not find the address and spent
2 minutes searching; this was a vital waste of time. This
is on top of the fact that this has happened to her once
before in Milawa. Minister, this is now the third time
from three different constituents that I have requested
that the ambulance dispatching in this region be
clarified in this place. Can you please tell me how many
times I need to ask before this issue can be resolved and
we can experience the best response times in eight
years too?

Ivanhoe electorate
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (11:58) — (13 406) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs, and I seek information on behalf of my
constituents, in particular Reconciliation Banyule, on
the progress of the treaty process that the minister is
overseeing. I note that on 27 October 2017 the minister
outlined that recruitment for the Victorian treaty
advancement commissioner had officially opened and
the minister noted that the appointment of the
commissioner is a landmark next step towards
establishing the Victorian Aboriginal community and
the Victorian government as equal partners in the treaty
process. I want to acknowledge the great work and
advocacy of Reconciliation Banyule in my electorate. I
know that they would be very keen to understand the
further progress on the treaty process, and I look
forward to receiving information on the progress of
those matters from the minister.

Nepean electorate
Mr DIXON (Nepean) (11:59) — (13 407) My
question is to the Minister for Water. Minister, why are
you allowing Southern Rural Water to block the issuing
of take-and-use geothermal water licences for both
existing and new hot springs tourism operations,
thereby causing unnecessary hardship for this vital part
of our Mornington Peninsula tourism industry?

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (12:00) —
(13 408) My question is to the Minister for Education.
It concerns Narre Warren South P–12 College in my
electorate, and I ask: when will the builder be appointed
for the construction of the school’s new $5 million
performing arts centre, a new state-of-the-art facility
that will replace the school’s old and run-down
auditorium? The school has excelled with outstanding
music and performing arts programs in less than stellar
facilities. They have let nothing hold them back, but
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now they can really shoot for the stars. I am just so
excited to see what they can do in their new performing
arts centre, and I cannot wait to see construction get
underway.

Melbourne electorate
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (12:00) — (13 409)
My question is to the Minister for Public Transport.
What is this government doing to improve public
transport in the electorate of Melbourne, aside from the
Melbourne Metro project? A huge proportion of people
in my area take public transport, but we have a number
of problems that will not be addressed by Melbourne
Metro alone, even though that is a great project.
Kensington and South Kensington stations have both
been named in the top 10 most overcrowded stations in
Melbourne, but there are no plans to upgrade either of
them. On Nicholson and Lygon streets people simply
cannot get on a tram at peak hour in the morning, yet
we have seen tram services cut on the 86 and 96 lines.
The 402 bus, which is the only way to get east or west
in my electorate, is often unreliable and has short
running hours. People in Melbourne deserve excellent
public transport, and my residents would like to know
what this government is doing to improve services in
my electorate.

Sunbury electorate
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (12:01) — (13 410) My
question is for the Minister for Education. What is the
latest information on design and contract time lines for
the important upgrade of Diggers Rest Primary School
in my electorate? This wonderful school is seeing
growing enrolment as Diggers Rest thrives and grows,
and it is a community that is going from strength to
strength. It is a school that I thoroughly enjoy visiting,
and I am thrilled with our commitment to improve
facilities at the school, but I ask the minister for the
latest information on design and contract time lines for
this important project.

Polwarth electorate
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (12:02) — (13 411) My
question is to the Minister for Police. What actions, if
any, will be taken by Victoria Police against the
organisers of Great Ocean Road Cycling Incorporated,
who organised a cycling event on the Great Ocean
Road and through the Otways, without a permit and
without permission from police or local authorities?
The Great Ocean Road and the beautiful Otways are a
popular visiting spot and playground for people from
across Australia and around the world. They are home
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to world-class events such as the Lorne Pier to Pub
swim, the Great Ocean Road marathon and Amy’s
Gran Fondo. These large events take a lot of time to be
organised, and officials generally work closely with
local government and communities to manage the
safety and wellbeing of participants and locals alike.
The event promoted as the Great Ocean Road Cycling
Derek ‘Disco’ Josephs Classic Ride was held illegally,
without permission, without VicRoads’ knowledge and
against the instruction and advice of local police.
Hundreds of cyclists dominated dangerous local bush
and scenic roads without protection or road safety
management. Events of this type cannot be allowed to
be orchestrated and run without planning approval.

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (12:03) — (13 412) I
direct my constituency question to the Minister for
Industry and Employment, and I ask: what is the latest
information about job-creation programs for the Horn
of Africa community in the state district of Essendon?
Ms Sandell — On a point of order, Speaker, I have a
number of questions that remain outstanding after
30 days, including questions 13 131, 13 128, 13 127,
13 126, 13 125, 13 123, 13 062 and 13 061. Could you
please direct the ministers to respond.
The SPEAKER — I will follow up those answers.
Mr McGuire — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
referring to Hansard, and I quote:
The information I seek …

That is a call for information. The Australian Concise
Oxford Dictionary definition of ‘update’ is ‘a set of
updated information’, therefore I am not seeking an
action but information. No matter how you read or
interpret ‘update’, it qualifies as a call for information. I
was just calling for the most relevant information. It is
not an action, therefore my submission is that it
complies with the constituency question proposition.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, in
support of your ruling, there is a difference between
asking someone to provide information and asking
them a question. The first seeks an action from them to
provide information; the second is phrased as a
question to which they can stand up and give an
answer. The member for Broadmeadows may well say
that that is a fine distinction, but it is the distinction that
has been laid down very clearly. It is the same rule that
applies when a member stands up and asks an oral
question in this house at question time. You cannot
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stand up at question time and request a minister to
provide an update on an issue; you have to ask them
something in the form of a question. Since these new
constituency questions have been introduced, that is the
distinction that has been consistently drawn by whoever
has been in the chair, and it is a matter for the member
for Broadmeadows or any other member to ensure that
they phrase their request in terms of asking a question
rather than making a request for information. I therefore
submit that your ruling has been correct.
Mr Watt — On the point of order, Speaker, I fully
support the member for Box Hill in his summation. If
you look at Rulings from the Chair, it says that
constituency questions must not seek an action. But
the bit that is important is not the word ‘update’
necessarily but ‘provide an update’ — that is, rather
than ask an actual question. What the member for
Broadmeadows has done is ask the minister to provide
an update, therefore that is an action — asking the
minister to do something — regardless of whether it is
providing an update, providing advice or visiting the
member’s electorate. Quite clearly, in Rulings from
the Chair, you can see that Speaker Languiller ruled
on more than one occasion that that is not in order
because it is seeking an action.
The SPEAKER — The member for Broadmeadows
cannot speak on this point of order again, but just to
provide clarification: the member for Broadmeadows
did not seek in the wording of his constituency question
the provision of an update. He clearly said, ‘The
information I seek is an update’, so I have some
sympathy for the position of the member for
Broadmeadows. My problem is appendix 4 of Rulings
from the Chair, which clearly sets out the previous
practices of this house and which I am bound to follow.
I am happy to run through my thought process on this
ruling with the member for Broadmeadows on a later
occasion, but my ruling on this matter stands.

FIREARMS AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (12:07) — Prior to question
time I was making the point that one of the features of
the new firearm prohibition orders (FPO) is to impose
additional criminal penalties, but for someone intent on
defying the law or ignoring the law that is not
necessarily going to have much of a deterrent effect. So
we need to ask: what are the tangible benefits that
might flow from the new FPO regime? It seems that
there are probably two of them primarily. The first is
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the potential to override lawfully obtained firearms
licences, so that even if someone has a firearms licence,
if they are subject to an FPO, that applies, and as a
consequence of that it will be possible to take
immediate possession of any firearms or possession
within 24 hours of any firearms that they might
otherwise lawfully have. Of course an FPO will also
apply to unlawfully possessed firearms, but they would
already be able to be dealt with under existing law, so it
is principally in relation to lawfully possessed firearms
that the FPO regime will affect.
The second aspect is that ancillary to the FPO scheme
is greater search warrant powers — powers to search to
determine whether or not the FPO is being complied
with, rather than needing some grounds for suspicion or
belief that the law is not being complied with. So that
will be an additional consequence of the order regime.
It is worth making the point that this does contradict
what the minister said in her second-reading speech,
when she said:
Let me be clear, this measure is not about legitimate firearms
licence-holders.

It is about legitimate firearms licence-holders. It may
well be justified in relation to legitimate firearms
licence-holders, but we need to examine that and satisfy
ourselves that it is in fact justified. We cannot simply
say that this is nothing to do with legitimate firearms
licence-holders. They are entitled to look closely at this
regime and to ask questions, seek assurances and, if
necessary, seek amendments to make sure that their
position as people who seek to comply with the law is
understood and is not unfairly and unreasonably being
affected by the new regime.
Let me turn now to some of the specific concerns that
have been raised about the regime and how it may
operate — in particular, first of all, whether it is likely
to be effective or what risks there might be to its
effectiveness that need to be addressed. The proposal is
that the Chief Commissioner of Police or any delegate
of the chief commissioner down to the level of
superintendent will be able to make one of these orders,
and questions have reasonably been raised as to
whether the delegation down to that level is too broad. I
will be interested in the response of government
members to that question, as to whether or not — given
this is a power which as we understand it is to be used
in relatively limited circumstances and is not intended
to be a general bypass to normal firearms laws —
delegation to the level of superintendent is too low or
whether it is justified. We look forward to the response
of government members — the government’s
response — on that issue.
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The other pivotal aspect of the regime is that once an
order has been made it can then be subject to an
application for review at the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal. That is likely to be a pivotal
provision, because anybody who is made subject to an
order and is aggrieved by it is likely to take up that
capacity to seek a review by VCAT. It is proposed to
give, in effect, a right to seek a review upon the making
of an order and then another one once the time is into
the second half of the period of the order.
This is putting a very substantial new burden on VCAT,
because this is going to be an issue that is largely going
to hinge around police intelligence, information
becoming known to the police force, and as to whether
that gives the chief commissioner legitimate grounds to
reach the conclusions that the chief commissioner or his
or her delegate has reached under the act. That is going
to put very serious demands on VCAT’s capacity to
judge and make decisions in relation to many
competing considerations.
The key part of the considerations that VCAT is likely
to have to address is how sensitive police intelligence
information is going to be handled, because VCAT will
face the argument that police have information coming
to them from confidential sources, information which is
highly sensitive and which it would be inappropriate to
disclose to the person seeking the review by VCAT.
The person who is seeking the review will
understandably be saying to VCAT, ‘How can I
respond to the making of this prohibition order unless I
know what the case is against me?’. VCAT is going to
have to make a very difficult decision on that issue.
In a sense it is a decision VCAT is going to have to
make under this legislation that is similar to the
decisions that the Supreme Court of Victoria might
need to make under legislation in relation to the
outlawing of criminal bikie gangs, which again might
be based on information coming into the hands of
police from sources who need to be protected or
information which may be highly confidential. In that
legislation for the outlawing of criminal bikie gangs,
which was brought in under the previous government,
there was extensive provision made for the balancing of
those considerations, and an extensive regime by which
those issues were to be dealt with. But there is no such
extensive provision in the bill before us; there are
simply proposed sections 112L and 112M. Proposed
section 112 states:
(1) An individual to whom a firearm prohibition order
applies may apply to VCAT for a review of the Chief
Commissioner’s decision to make the order.
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(2) Section 50(3) of the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal 1998 does not apply to a
review under subsection (1).

There is then a similar provision in proposed section
112M about a further application for review. All of
those issues are left totally at large, and I think it is
going to be very important for government speakers in
this debate to explain how they envisage that this is
going to work, what considerations they expect VCAT
will apply in making that decision and how matters are
going to be handled if VCAT makes an order that
certain information be made available to the applicant
when the police believe it would be inappropriate to
make that information available to the applicant. If
there is a very litigious individual involved, or if the
individual concerned who is subject to the FPO is a
member of a criminal organisation, a criminal bikie
gang or similar, that person or organisation might put
money into the case and be willing to litigate in the
Supreme Court as well as at VCAT.
I also make the point that the argument in favour of
making VCAT the review body for this issue is at odds
with the arguments advanced in this house by the
Minister for Health just recently in relation to the
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017. The Minister for
Health and her advisers made it clear to the opposition
in the course of that debate and in briefings that they
believe VCAT is not equipped to handle matters such
as undue influence and coercion because it was said
they raise matters of criminal law which are better dealt
with by a court. But here in this bill VCAT is being
asked to deal with matters that very much relate to
criminal conduct, and not only to whether or not
particular conduct may constitute a breach of the
criminal law, but also about practical matters of police
operations and police intelligence and the operation of
organised crime gangs or other criminal activities. So it
is a new and very onerous burden that is proposed to be
placed on VCAT by this bill. It will be a burden that
will be difficult for VCAT to take on, and it could well
give rise to decisions that are highly contested and
result in further litigation; yet there are just a few lines
on page 18 of the bill that are intended to cover all these
complex issues.
Again, the opposition is very keen to hear how the
government envisages that this is going to work and, if
the current provisions do not prove to be satisfactory, as
to whether or not they need to be amended. In relation
to that matter, and indeed to other matters I will touch
on, the opposition is more than willing to work with the
government between the houses to address the concerns
we have raised and the concerns others have raised so
that, if necessary, amendments can be made and this
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bill will operate effectively and avoid unfair,
unintended consequences.
Other issues that have been raised go to the potential
number of orders that the government contemplates
might be issued under this bill. Are we talking about a
handful, are we talking about hundreds or are we
talking about thousands? Understanding that will give
us in this house and the community a greater capacity
to evaluate how this legislation is likely to operate and
what its effects will be.
There are also a range of issues about the scope of the
prohibition that is going to apply to someone who is the
subject of an FPO. There do seem to be some
unintended consequences here. Proposed section 112O
lists a range of premises that an individual to whom a
firearms protection order applies must not enter. A
number of those are understandable — firearms dealers,
shooting ranges, handgun shooting clubs and so
forth — but it also includes premises where firearms
are ‘stored’. The issue has been raised as to whether
that means someone who is subject to an FPO may not
enter or remain at a police station because presumably
firearms are going to be stored at police stations. Does
that mean they cannot attend a police station to report a
crime or engage in any of the transactions that people
might quite lawfully from time to time attend a police
station for? I think that is an important issue that needs
to be answered.
People also make the point that there are many other
premises where firearms may be stored. It would seem
to prohibit a person subject to an FPO from visiting
other family members at their homes where firearms
may be stored. Again, we need to know whether or not
that is the intention. If that is the intention and the case
is going to be made that that is fair and just, then let us
have that on the record and hear what the reasons are
for it. Or alternatively, is this something that just has
not been anticipated and provided for?
There are some issues about other parts of the bill as
well as the FPO provisions. Let me raise them. One of
them relates to some new provisions that are proposed
to be inserted by clause 25 of the bill. They include
broad provisions that are proposed to be inserted in
section 130 of the act prohibiting people possessing
loaded firearms in a public place or any other place in
reckless disregard for the safety of any person, or
carrying a loaded firearm in similar places or using a
firearm in similar places. But then there are a range of
exceptions to that, and most of those exceptions are
logical and in relation to police officers, IBAC officers
and others carrying out public duties where they would
be entitled to carry loaded firearms. But then at
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proposed paragraph (g) of proposed subsection (2A) of
section 130 is the exception for:
a person who holds a licence under this Act, and who is
possessing, carrying or using a firearm in accordance with the
licence and with any other requirements of any other law,
licence, permit or other authority that applies to the
possession, carriage or use.”.

So the question that arises is that it would seem to be
that if a person were to carry or possess a loaded
firearm in the middle of the Melbourne CBD, they
would fall under that exception and therefore would not
be committing an offence under the proposed insertions
into section 130. Does that mean that it becomes lawful
for them to do so or are there in fact other provisions in
the legislation on top of these proposed new provisions
that would make that unlawful?
That needs to be clarified one way or another. Even if
there are other provisions that would make it unlawful
for someone to carry a loaded firearm in the middle of
the CBD, this provision may well be very confusing
and misleading, and there might be better ways of
addressing that issue to put it beyond doubt. Again, this
is one of the issues we raise for the government to
consider and respond to so that we can avoid
unintended consequences and have the law work as
effectively as possible.
Another area where concern has been raised has been
about the extension of the provisions for unlicensed
firearm manufacturing and the extension of references
to include firearm parts or manufacturing equipment.
The concern that is raised there is as to whether that
will apply to people who are licensed shooters lawfully
in possession of firearms, whether it is illegal for them
to make ancillary parts of firearms such as butt plates or
cheek pieces or chokes or other pieces of a firearm even
though it is lawful for them to have that firearm in the
first place.
Again, this is something that applies to everyone. This
is not just one of the provisions that relates to a
firearm prohibition order, and so that needs to be
clarified, because there is concern that it might be
extending to stop and prohibit perfectly innocent and
legitimate activity by people who are otherwise fully
complying with the law and for no good reason.
Clearly the intent of cracking down on those who
illegally manufacture firearms is laudable and one that
we would support but, as with all other pieces of
legislation, we need to make sure that it works
properly and effectively to achieve its objectives.
As I say, there are a range of provisions that it is going to
be important to address during the course of this debate.
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Another one to which I allude, which I suppose raises
some different policy issues and policy issues that have
been around for some time, is about the modification to
the number of times which people can attend a shooting
range without a licence. Again, this is a balancing
exercise, and the objective is understood to be to allow
prospective shooters an opportunity to try out for a sport
without needing a licence but on the other hand to not let
that trying out for sport be used as a technique to evade
the operation of licensing provisions.
Legitimate shooters make the point that when someone
bona fide decides to become involved with, for example,
pistol shooting, it takes such a long time for an
application for a handgun licence to be assessed and
issued that they would exhaust the number of unlicensed
attendances at shooting ranges that they are permitted to
make before even receiving their licence. They say that is
unfair, and it seems to be a reasonable question for them
to raise as to what could be done to speed up the
evaluation process or otherwise avoid that anomaly.
Again, I look forward to the government’s response.
In conclusion, we on this side of the house are fully
willing to support the government’s attempt to
implement a workable firearm prohibition order regime,
but there are a wide number of concerns and issues that
have legitimately been raised about it. I do hope
government speakers will take the opportunity to engage
on those issues during the course of this debate to try to
achieve a resolution to them. If matters remain
unresolved at the conclusion of this debate, we are happy
to work with the government between houses, as I said
earlier, to try to resolve those matters and come up with
any amendments that may be necessary, because it is
important that legislation on a subject such as this is got
as right as possible, first of all to achieve its objective of
getting unlawful firearms out of the community and
trying to keep the community safer and secondly to make
sure that it does not have unintended and unfair adverse
consequences for legitimate firearm owners.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (12:27) — I am
delighted to rise and make a contribution today on the
Firearms Amendment Bill 2017. Acting Speaker, with
your indulgence, before I do so I would like to
acknowledge John Moore in the gallery today. John has
come in today. He is doing work experience in my
office every Wednesday now for the next five weeks.
John has come in today, and it is his first experience
with state Parliament. It is great to have the young
fellow in the big house.
I am delighted to make a contribution on this bill
because I think it is really important that the
government gets on with the job of addressing some of

3599

these systemic problems and issues as they emerge. I
noted, in preparing for this contribution today, that in
many ways what we are seeing here with the rise of
illicit firearms in Australia and Victoria has come about
I think because of the rise of trade in Australia. I was
consulting some Australian Bureau of Statistics data
before I rose to my feet just now, and I note that back in
1999 the value of goods imported into Australia was at
$101.774 billion. We clicked over $200 billion back in
2008 — $232.313 billion — and the most recent
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade data relates to
2016, which is $267 billion. When you have that rise in
trade and when you are participating in a global
economy — and we are reducing trade barriers and
have got a greater movement of goods — then you are
often likely to see organised crime take advantage of
this set of circumstances.
It is not often I rely upon the Australian as a reliable
news outlet, but in this case I will do so. The Australian
outlined in an article on 6 February this year that in the
2015–16 financial year 1751 firearms were captured by
the Australian Border Force. A lot of these actually are
imported in parts, and organised criminals are
purchasing these goods online and are then assembling
them in Australia. I think that if you are capturing
1751 firearms in a financial year, that gives you some
indication as to the size and scope of the problem. I
think really what the government is seeking to do with
this bill that is before the house now is to try to find a
way in which it can respond to some of those concerns
and issues.
I note that in terms of drive-by shootings, for non-fatal
shootings there were 27 recorded incidents in 2014,
there were 67 in 2016 and to date there have been 47.
So really what we are seeing is an increase in activity
like this, and therefore there is a need to respond. The
government is seeking to deal with this through the
legislative instrument of a firearm prohibition order
(FPO), which is based upon a similar scheme that has
been in operation in New South Wales since I think
2011, and that has seen a significant decrease in terms
of drive-by shootings and criminal activity as a result of
illicit access to firearms.
How these prohibition orders will work is that they will
ensure that the Chief Commissioner of Police or a
person delegated can make that order against a person
where they believe that person is a risk to public safety.
We are making sure that where we believe that people
are going to behave inappropriately or there is a
reasonable assumption that someone might do the
wrong thing, action is taken to address that.
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Specifically in relation to the bill before the house, new
section 112B will create a new offence with a maximum
penalty of 10 years imprisonment if the subject of a
firearm prohibition order possesses, acquires, carries or
uses a firearm or firearm-related item. It is trying to
ensure that in instances where people do the wrong thing,
there are some stiff penalties that are available as a way
of trying to encourage compliance.
Firearm prohibition orders can be imposed when the
Chief Commissioner of Police is satisfied, based upon
the criminal history or behaviour of an individual or the
people with whom the individual associates, that an
individual poses a threat or risk to public safety. This
provision is trying to make sure that where Victoria
Police have got a reasonable suspicion that someone
might be likely to engage in criminal activity and use a
firearm that might be purchased online, there is the
ability to try and take action against that person.
In his contribution the member for Box Hill talked
about some of the restrictions and prohibitions placed
upon an individual in terms of where they can and
cannot go. I was quite intrigued that paintball locations
are explicitly included in the scheme. Having read the
minister’s second-reading speech, my understanding is
that paintball can be used as a way for someone to
refine and hone their skills. This legislation will make
sure that if someone has had an illegal firearm at home
they will not be able to try and hone their skills at a
paintball range. Again, I think that is just recognising
the fact that we need to make sure that we craft
legislation that reflects the needs and requirements of
the times in which we live.
In relation to the bill before the house, it is also important
to note that an oversight role will be played in relation to
the operation of the scheme. I think it is fair and
appropriate that we can assess how the scheme is going
to be rolled out and look at its effectiveness. Obviously
there is a role for the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission in relation to that scheme.
They will be able to look at reviewing sample sizes of
FPOs, which will be around about 10 per cent in a given
period, to try and work out their efficiency and
effectiveness. I believe that will be done every two years
to try and ensure that the success of the scheme can be
dealt with and addressed as part of that process.
It is important that government looks to respond to
issues as they emerge. It is clear that there has been an
increase in this level of criminal activity. It is worth
noting that when this had occurred previously in New
South Wales and FPOs were introduced, that state saw
a marked decline in that level of activity. It is important
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that the government has the capacity to bring to this
place legislation that will look at addressing that.
I think this situation has come about because we live in
a global economy. We are seeing increased levels of
imports and significant increases not only in the value
but also the volume of imported goods, so we have to
be vigilant. Clearly there is a role for customs and the
Australian Border Force to play in trying to intercept
these goods at the border. If we have got the ability to
address the demand for these illicit weapons in our
community, then that should hopefully go a long way to
tackling that as well. It is really very much a case of
working hand in glove with federal agencies to try and
address these issues as they emerge and to try and
tackle them head on.
When there is a rise of drive-by shootings in our
community, it is important that the government
responds and tackles that issue and that we do work
together. We are an island country, so we will always
have trade. There will always be containers of goods
coming in. You cannot expect the Australian Border
Force to be able to intercept and search every single
container that comes into this country, so of course
there is going to be a risk that some of these weapons
will make it into our community.
I was surprised by the fact that in the 2015–16 financial
year 1751 weapons were intercepted in Australia.
Victoria represents 25 per cent of the population, so you
are probably looking at over 400 weapons that were
destined for Victoria. That would be my guess, though
of course that could be offset by the fact that Melbourne
is Australia’s largest container port, so a higher level of
weapons may have been seized in Melbourne.
It is an important piece of legislation before the house. I
know that it will have your full support, Acting Speaker
Spence. I will ensure that I will be in the chamber later
today to listen to your contribution on this important
bill. On that note, I commend the bill to the house.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (12:37) — I rise to make a
contribution to the Firearms Amendment Bill 2017. I
look at this bill and at the context in which we are
living in the state of Victoria at the moment — where
we have got huge issues with crime and public
safety — and I see that the government is looking to
introduce a range of measures to assist with this
escalating issue with regard to firearms, including the
non-fatal shootings that we have been experiencing.
The minister in the second-reading speech actually does
acknowledge some of the issues which have clearly
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come to light in the last few years since the Labor
government has been in office. The minister said:
… drive-by shootings have risen from 27 non-fatal shootings
in 2014, to 67 in 2016 and already 47 to date in 2017.

We have had an alarming jump in non-fatal shootings,
which is something we hear about in the media every
day. They are not uncommon. You wake up in the
morning and listen to the news and hear that there has
been a shooting. Sometimes somebody has driven
themselves to hospital because somehow they have got
a bullet wound in the leg or the stomach and are not
quite sure how it happened. Sometimes ambulances
also get called out to these shootings. With the high
level of shootings in Victoria there is a clear need to
update the Firearms Act 1996 for the protection of our
communities. The act is about the regulation of firearms
so that they are well managed. This is about the
purchase, use and disposal of firearms, including
whether or not they are past their use-by date. I know
my father had a couple of firearms that were called
antiques as did many other older farmers. This
legislation has the key objective of keeping us safe.
There are several purposes of the amendment bill that is
before us, and I will briefly touch on them. The first is
the introduction of firearm prohibition orders. This
scheme is for the police to proactively address risks to
public safety due to the possession and use of firearms
by organised crime groups. We hear a lot about
organised crime groups, whether they be outlaw
motorcycle gangs, other crime groups or people that
have been rated as a terrorist risk by police. This
scheme is based on the New South Wales model. In
looking at that model I think it is important to note that
the Liberal government in New South Wales were on
the front foot in bringing about such changes.
Also included in the purposes of the bill are new
indictable offences to tackle drive-by shootings, which,
as I said, are becoming more and more commonplace.
The bill updates the offence of possession, carriage and
use of firearms in public places. Whilst this is all well
and good, some 18 months ago the coalition in
opposition put forward a similar measure, but the
government has been very slow to pick it up and run
with it. We in the coalition know that a lot of our good
policies and ideas get copied by the government,
including just today the car-ramming legislation being
introduced by the government. That was something that
the coalition had flagged and introduced previously. I
also note the amendment to the illicit firearm
manufacturing offence, which covers preparatory steps
of the manufacturing process.
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Finally, clause 21 of the bill amends section 101A of the
principal act by reducing the quantity of unregistered
firearms that constitute the offence of acquiring or
disposing of trafficable quantities of firearms from ‘more
than 3’ unregistered firearms to ‘2 or more’. Some other
amendments are also being introduced.
I want to start first of all with prohibition orders. The
Chief Commissioner of Police will be in a position to
make a determination or select a delegate to impose a
prohibition order on an individual if it is seen to be in
the public interest to prohibit that individual’s access
to firearms.
Whilst this sounds good, there is a concern about that
level of delegation, who they can delegate to and how
broad this is, because this is important. We do not want
to be bypassing and weakening any existing firearms
laws. It is important to note, I think, that warrants will
not be required in order to undertake searches over the
life of the prohibition order — that is 10 years for adults
and five years for children. Serious offences will apply
if the subject acquires, possesses, carries or uses a
firearm or firearm-related item. I think that is important
if you look at silencers, cartridges, ammunition or any
part of a firearm.
Finally, an area that is of some concern is that a person
issued with a firearms prohibition order has the right to
go to VCAT when an order is made to seek a review.
This has previously been handled by a different body,
and I worry about the member of VCAT on the day
who gets to hear this matter, because it is possible that
members of VCAT may not know broadly the nuances
around firearms or understand the issues. There are also
issues about what information is disclosed through this
process. There may be some information that the police
have gleaned which is terrorist related and needs to be
kept under wraps as far as possible, because sometimes
we do not want everybody knowing all of the issues
about intelligence that has been gathered. So I am a
little bit concerned, and I know that the lead speaker,
the manager of opposition business, raised these
concerns as well.
With regard to drive-by shootings, I want to refer also
to the part of the second-reading speech where the
minister states that:
New section 131A will create an indictable offence of
discharging a shot, bullet or other missile at a premises
(which would include a private residence) or vehicle, vessel
or aircraft with reckless disregard for the safety of any person.

I think that gives a good little summary of what the
intent of the bill is in this area, and I have already
covered the statistics of the alarming increase.
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I want to also make comment on the changes around
the number of attendances permitted at shooting ranges
without a licence. I will put on the record that I have
attended a couple of shooting ranges where I have been
given a temporary licence to shoot. The Melbourne
International Shooting Club in particular is one where I
did shoot, and I have also visited the Mansfield
premises. But I think it is important to recognise that
shooting is a legitimate sport. They have their world
championships, and at the Olympics Australia did very
well in a pentathlon, with Chloe Esposito taking out a
gold medal. That involves a range of activities
including fencing, running and horseriding but also
shooting. I think it is important that we do not preclude
the instruction of younger people at shooting ranges on
how many times they can do that without a licence
whilst they try the sport. I think there needs to be
flexibility in this. I know that this amendment was
requested by the Victorian Amateur Pistol Association,
and I am pleased to see that there.
I do have some concerns that have been raised as well
by the Combined Firearms Council of Victoria. I notice
that they have been consulted, but clearly they have not
been listened to. They raised a number of concerns
about what the second-reading speech says and where it
appears the bill is in conflict with that. I think one that
is of particular importance is about the legislation’s
impact on legitimate firearms licence-holders. The
government’s expectation, as said in the second-reading
speech, is that the chief commissioner will use these
orders to focus on serious criminal activity, but the bill
actually does not mention the legitimate firearms
licence-holders. I think there might need to be another
look to strengthen that area.
I will say that I have been concerned for quite some
time about the increase in theft of legitimate firearms
from rural properties. The numbers are far greater in the
regions than in the city, and there is a clear link. There
are raids on people’s sheds because farmers have
firearms; some of them may also be hunters. When one
raid happens you hear of several happening — several
properties are targeted at the one time. This is clearly
limited to outlaw activity.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (12:47) — I take pleasure
in again joining the debate on one of the many justice
bills that this government has brought before the house.
It gives the lie to what those opposite say — that we are
not a government that is tough on crime. We are
absolutely a government that is relentlessly tough on
crime. Anyone observing in the chamber, in the gallery
or watching or listening to the livestream would have
heard the Minister for Police and other ministers
outlining our absolute commitment to Victoria Police,
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to increasing police numbers and to giving them the
powers they need to tackle the rise in crime in this state,
which I must say has been occurring since about 2010
or 2011. As the police minister said, we have slowed
that increase. The police minister has said that the
police academy is now completely full and is constantly
training and recruiting the best and brightest to get on
the beat in Victoria. More than 3000 police will be
trained and recruited under our watch, plus police
custody officers and more protective services officers.
I note that the member for Williamstown is sitting
behind me, and I know he will be very interested in
what I have to say, because when he was the shadow
Minister for Police, he and I took great pleasure in
about October 2014 in Mernda in standing in the back
of a flatbed truck with Ron Iddles, who was then the
secretary of the Police Association Victoria, and Tom
Joseph, now Cr Tom Joseph with the City of
Whittlesea, who headed up the Mernda Needs a Police
Station campaign.
I was absolutely delighted to be there backing the
police association’s push for additional police in this
state and for a much-needed police station in Mernda.
They said it was their top priority, and we are delivering
on that in spades. I really hope that the member for
Williamstown, who made that commitment, will be at
the opening. This police station will be operational this
month. It is a massive facility. It is home to a family
violence unit. It will be the police service area
headquarters. It is really state-of-the-art, and it is much
needed in the Mernda community.
I was really glad that Tom Joseph initiated the Mernda
Needs a Police Station campaign. It was most
disappointing that under the watch of those opposite no
police minister set foot in my electorate, let alone the
district of Mernda. But that is definitely different to us,
because I know that the member for Williamstown as
the Minister for Police came out and announced the
funding. The now Minister for Police and I did the sod
turn together, and it is going to make a huge difference
to our community.
Mr Noonan interjected.
Ms GREEN — I thank the member for
Williamstown. We have seen a bit of a scare campaign
going on locally. The minister was forced to deny on
numerous occasions the scurrilous accusations by the
not-that-committed-to-opposing-all-crime member for
Mount Waverley — he has got form with women —
An honourable member interjected.
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Ms GREEN — I do not know whether he has given
his Myki card back, but the Minister for Police was
forced again to deny that. Of course we are not going to
follow their path of having police kiosks. We actually
believe in having police on the beat and increasing
police on the beat.
Just like the minister has had to continue denying that
lie, in my local community there has been a constant
scurrilous lie that when the Mernda police station
opens, the Whittlesea police station will close. It will
not close. Read my lips: it will not close. The minister
has said that on numerous occasions. Those opposite
and in the other chamber have mounted a fear
campaign. They did nothing on their watch. Anytime
they have been in government since 1992, and we can
look particularly from 2010 to 2014, not one police
station has been built in the north — not one. But I can
say that in the 15 years I have been in Parliament, in
Melbourne’s north we have built the almost completed
Mernda police station. We have built the police and
emergency services complex in Diamond Creek. We
built a police station at Hurstbridge. We introduced
policing to Kinglake. We built a police station at
Wallan. We built a police station at Craigieburn. We
built a police station at Eltham. We built a police station
at Warrandyte. Those opposite cannot name one police
station that they have built in the north in my children’s
lifetime — not one.
I ask the Whittlesea community, ‘Who can you trust to
keep the police station in Whittlesea open? Who can
you trust to actually have it staffed and to contract the
response area?’. Once Mernda opens, the Whittlesea
police will not have to patrol all the way to South
Morang anymore, and they will not patrol through
Mernda and Doreen anymore. They will be patrolling
in Whittlesea, and only as far as Grants Road, and they
will be properly resourced. I decry all of those
scurrilous accusations, lies and claims that have been
made by those opposite and their fellow travellers in the
community. They should hang their heads in shame.
They have attempted to scare the community of
Whittlesea. I say you can trust this side of politics with
keeping the north of Melbourne safe.
In his leading contribution on this bill the member for
Box Hill raised concerns about who will be responsible
for making decisions to make a firearm prohibition
order (FPO). Victoria Police advises that initially the
making of FPOs will be limited to the state anti-gang
squad in crime command and that applications for
FPOs will then be more broadly progressed to focus on
organised crime figures. These powers can be
delegated, so the bill restricts the delegation of the chief
commissioner’s power to make an FPO to deputy and
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assistant commissioners, executive employees,
commanders and select superintendents. The
delegations have been further limited to only those
superintendents who have line responsibility for the
division commands that are responsible for public
safety, frontline operations, intelligence,
counterterrorism, tackling organised and firearm-related
crime, and the regulation of firearms. This ensures that
they can respond quickly to dynamic and evolving
incidents, which we hope there are less of in this state,
but we do live in an uncertain world. We are giving
police these powers. I hope that addresses the
opposition’s concerns, which were also raised by the
member for Eildon.
The member for Box Hill also queried why reviews of
the decision to make an FPO are dealt with by VCAT
and not the Firearms Appeals Committee or a court.
VCAT is the appropriate forum to determine a review
of an FPO and also licence decisions that are based on
the chief commissioner refusing a licence application,
refusing to renew a licence or cancelling a licence due
to serious criminal behaviour. VCAT has a fully
functioning court-style registry system with appropriate
and secure file storage arrangements, making it
appropriate to deal with sensitive, complex and
confidential material.
The bill before the house is not an attack on responsible
firearm owners, who I am a great defender of. As the
member for Eildon said, athletes like Chloe Esposito
and many others throughout the region that she and I
represent have represented our country and are
responsible licensed shooters. Field and Game Australia
do some outstanding work through the Goulburn area
and through the Plenty River area in improving bird
habitat and in doing environmental works. I know those
in the Greens party try to decry our licensed shooters,
but I am a great fan of them. They assist with reducing
feral animals and pests in this state. We could not get
by without them.
The bill before the house is definitely about
strengthening the powers of police against those who
would use firearms in a criminal way. It is part of a
broader suite of measures from our Community Safety
Statement, which shows that we are a government that
is committed to fighting crime and fighting the causes
of crime. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (12:57) — I rise this
afternoon to make a contribution on the Firearms
Amendment Bill 2017. As the member for Box Hill
said, the opposition will not be opposing this bill. I
might just touch on some of the features of the bill, and
then perhaps I will go into a bit more of a critique after
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the lunchbreak, because I know I have only got a
couple of minutes now.
The bill seeks to amend the Firearms Act 1996 and
introduces the firearm prohibition order scheme so that
police can practically address risks to public safety
arising from the possession and use of firearms,
particularly by organised crime groups and persons and
also by people who are deemed to be a terrorist risk.
This is largely based on the model that was introduced
by the Liberal government in New South Wales,
although it is not completely the same. The bill inserts
new indictable offences to tackle drive-by shootings
and updates the offence of possession, carriage and use
of firearms in public places.
From memory it was in April of 2016 that the opposition
proposed that drive-by shootings be made a specific
offence. Here we are, a year and a half later, and finally
the government has come to the party and followed the
opposition’s lead on this policy. The bill also amends the
illicit firearm manufacturing offence to better capture
people who are in the process of manufacturing firearms
illegally. It also revises the definition of ‘trafficable
quantities of unregistered firearms’ from four firearms —
that is, more than three — to two or more. The bill also
makes some other amendments.
May I say at the outset that I am actually a licensed
firearms owner. I own firearms myself, so I understand
the necessity of obeying the law and doing everything
properly, particularly as a member of Parliament. With
regard to some of the concerns around the bill, I will
start with what the member for Yan Yean mentioned.
She mentioned VCAT.
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Conservation of Nature (IUCN), and 79 threatened
species that depend on this forest, including the
Leadbeater’s possum and the greater glider;

(3) notes that VicForests’ logging is a loss-making
operation that requires taxpayer subsidies to continue, as
shown in the VicForests 2016–17 annual report;
(4) notes that the creation of the great forest national park
will create at least 760 jobs, tourism opportunities,
protect biodiversity and support the viticultural and
horticultural industries in the Yarra Ranges.

Mr Hibbins — On a point of order, Speaker, in
regard to standing order 37, originally the Greens had
intended to substitute the matter of public importance
for a matter in favour of marriage equality; however,
neither the government nor the opposition supported
this move. I was just wondering if the Speaker, given
standing order 37 has rarely been used, could provide
some guidance to members as to how standing order 37
can actually be enacted.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Prahran
is correct. Standing order 37 does provide the
opportunity for a member proposing that an item listed
on the notice paper be called on in total or partial
substitution of a discussion of a matter of public
importance on a range of conditions. One of those is
obtaining the prior agreement of the leaders of the
government, opposition and third party, as the case may
be, and I understand that in this case that agreement has
not been reached. This is a matter that is in the hands of
the house. I am willing to discuss this matter with both
the Leader of the House and the manager of opposition
business to see if there is any appetite to change the
standing orders, but failing that this is a matter that
really can only be resolved by the house itself.

Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Great forest national park
The SPEAKER — Order! I have accepted a
statement from the member for Melbourne proposing
the following matter of public importance for
discussion:
That this house calls on the Andrews Labor government to
immediately create the great forest national park, and:
(1) condemns the Andrews government for its continued
logging of Victoria’s native forests, especially in the
Central Highlands and East Gippsland;
(2) notes that this logging is contributing to the destruction
of the mountain ash ecosystem, which has been listed as
critically endangered by the International Union for

Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (14:05) — This is the
first time that the Greens have proposed a matter of
public importance. We are only given the opportunity
to do so once in a term. Today I have put forward a
matter that is of great urgency to this state: the need to
end native forest logging in Victoria, to create the great
forest national park and to protect our forests in
Gippsland through the creation of the Emerald link. The
need to create this great forest national park is
incredibly, incredibly urgent, because if we keep
logging these forests in the Central Highlands and East
Gippsland, within just a year or two there will be no
high conservation value forests in these areas left at all.
And what an incredibly stark image that is. In just a few
years these forests could be completely gone,
completely wiped off the face of our planet simply
because this government allows the logging, the
slashing and the burning of these forests just to make
cheap paper. This needs to end now.
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We are incredibly lucky in Victoria. We have some of
the most precious and the most beautiful native habitat
in the world. Some of these forests are just a stone’s
throw away from Melbourne, and these forests are
made up of incredibly delicate ecosystems. Mountain
ash, members may not know, is the tallest flowering
plant on the planet. For Victoria’s precious animal
emblem, the Leadbeater’s possum, these forests are
their habitat. These gorgeous little creatures are
critically endangered because of habitat loss. They are
so tiny they can fit in the palm of your hand. There are
over 30 threatened species that inhabit these incredibly
precious forests.
I love these forests, and these forests are the reason I
got into politics in the first place. When I was a student
at university and new to Melbourne I went to a talk at
my university run by the local environment club, and
what I learned at that talk was absolutely shocking. I
learned that not only does the Victorian government
allow the logging of our threatened forests, but actually
the Victorian government pays for it. Our taxes pay for
the destruction of our native habitat. When I learned
this — that we actually pay for the pleasure of
destroying our forests — I was dumbfounded,
completely dumbfounded, and then I was completely
devastated. How could it be that a government actually
uses taxpayer money to prop up an industry that
destroys one of our most natural assets? It just simply
did not make sense to me. And how could a Labor
government do this? When I first learned about it, it
was a Labor government allowing this, and today it is a
Labor government allowing it still.
I first learned about this over 10 years ago, and since
then logging has continued at a rate of around seven
MCGs every single day. And after decades of this
logging we are just one or two years away from wiping
these precious forests off the face of our planet for
good. These are forests that we will never get back.
In 2015 a leaked briefing by Victoria’s Department of
Treasury and Finance revealed that this logging in
Victoria is making a loss of $5.5 million a year, and
earlier this year the Labor government bailed out the
failing Heyfield timber mill in East Gippsland for a
speculated $50 million. The timber mill was no longer
profitable and was going to close down, so Labor
stepped in and forked out tens of millions of our
taxpayer dollars to temporarily save a few jobs and
keep logging going. Labor says it did this to protect
workers, but this is an entirely unsustainable approach
in every sense of that word. Soon enough there will
simply be no forest left, and forestry workers will be
left in the lurch yet again.
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If this Labor government truly cared about jobs for
people, they would look at the reports that show there
are over 700 jobs that could be created through ceasing
logging, creating the great forest national park and
moving our logging to plantation forests, which is
much, much more sustainable. But instead of making
plans for this industry’s future, such as moving to the
plantations that we know are there — and more could
be there — and instead of creating a plan where
industry and workers could have certainty and where
they could thrive, the government clings to the past.
This is a ridiculous, ridiculous waste of public money.
In many cases this logging is not even legal by our own
laws. In September the Goongerah Environment Centre
and Friends of the Earth released a report alleging there
had been 27 cases of logging in East Gippsland and the
Central Highlands in only the past three years —
27 cases in just three years — that breached the
environmental code of practice. Even right now in
Gippsland the Kuark Forest is about to be logged by
VicForests even though it contains areas of old-growth
forest that are supposed to be protected by law. The
tireless warriors at Environmental Justice Australia and
the Goongerah Environment Centre and many other
incredible volunteers have tried to stop this logging,
and I believe today they have just won an injunction in
the Supreme Court that will put a stay on this logging.
Good on them for actually having to put their bodies on
the line to protect what this government will not.
We have a temporary stay on logging in this part of the
forest, but what about the rest of the forest that is about
to be logged? It should not be up to environmental
volunteers to actually stop this logging. It should not be
up to volunteer groups to keep saving the forest —
forest that the government should simply not be
destroying in the first place.
Labor has been squirming around this issue for years.
In the latest ironic twist it has been revealed that the
government is now spending $4.8 million for the
state-owned logging company, VicForests, to build
artificial hollows for possums while they continue to
log the possums’ habitat. Let me just say that again: the
Victorian government is paying the state-owned
logging company to save the same species, the
Leadbeater’s possum, that they are pushing to
extinction through their logging, which the government
also pays for. You just simply could not make this stuff
up; that is how ridiculous it is.
Labor have been the great pretenders on the
environment for years, but when it comes to logging —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Ms SANDELL — When it comes to logging, your
credibility is completely shot to shreds. The choice here
is obvious. We must end logging, we must create the
great forest national park and we must create the
emerald link to save our forests in Gippsland. The great
forest national park is not just about protecting the
environment. It will protect more than 500 000 hectares
of connected national park land from Kinglake to
Eildon, across Toolangi, Warburton, Healesville and
Marysville and all the way down to Mount Baw Baw.
It will protect our environment. It will help us to save
some of these species from extinction. But it is also a
place for people. The great forest national park will be a
place for families to picnic and adventurers to wander
around. It will be a place to camp under the stars and
for hikers to aim towards the horizon. But more than
that it will protect our precious drinking water. The
mountain ash forests east of Melbourne provide most of
Melbourne’s drinking water. The forest itself — the
trees — actually purify our air and purify our water.
Every tree that is cut down in these forests reduces
water flow into Melbourne’s catchments and dams.
Every tree that is cut down muddies the water that
comes out of our kitchen taps.
The great forest national park will also create
sustainable jobs — sustainable jobs in a booming
tourism industry and sustainable jobs in restoring the
damaged forest to mitigate the additional fire risks that
have been created by logging since the 1970s. That is
700 new jobs and more than $70 million we can bring
to the local economy, according to the great forest
national park working group. So if the Labor
government here in Victoria really wants to create jobs,
protect workers and show leadership, they have only
one option available to them — create the great forest
national park. The choice to create this national park is
one that is supported by environment groups, local
communities and people across Victoria. But if the
government are not interested in listening to the
scientists, environmentalists or the tourism operators
who want this park, I have a tip for them: maybe they
should listen to the voters.
There was recently a poll of voters across the electorate
of Northcote where, as people would know, there is
currently a by-election being fought out between the
Greens and Labor. There is still time to do something
about it, but there are only three weeks to the
by-election.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Government members will
come to order.

Wednesday, 1 November 2017

Ms SANDELL — The poll last month showed that
more than 81 per cent of people supported or strongly
supported the creation of the great forest national park.
The people of Northcote and the people of Victoria
know that if we do not act now to create the great forest
national park, we will soon have nothing left. If the
Labor government does not act now, they will soon be
replaced by the Greens, who will.
I grew up marvelling at the wonders of Victoria’s
environment. I want the future children of Victoria to
be able to grow up doing the same. I want my daughter
to grow up learning about the Leadbeater’s possum and
wandering in and wondering at the great forest national
park of Victoria. The only way that we can protect the
creatures, the trees, the animals, the ferns, the streams,
the rivers and the jobs of Victorians is to create the
great forest national park. These natural assets — these
trees, these animals, these ecosystems, these habitats —
have been here for centuries, and they should continue
to be here for centuries. But the only way to ensure that
these ecosystems will be here into the future is to end
this state-sanctioned destruction and create the great
forest national park.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (14:18) — I am
certainly pleased to speak on this matter of public
importance, and I do so being very proudly a Labor
member of this house. I am a Labor member of this
house not only because I care about the people of my
electorate and I know Labor is the party that listens to
and supports the people who need our support across
my electorate and across the state, but also because I
have a very strong and abiding concern about our
environment and I know that Labor is the party that has
acted when in government to address environmental
issues. I just want to provide an account of some of the
things that Labor has done to extend our national parks
system and to protect our environment, because back in
my teaching days, before I came into this house, I
reminded and educated my students that we in Australia
have a very sensitive environment that needs to be
respected and that we need to live in a sustainable way
in our environment, understand that environment and
act to ensure it is protected.
It is great to see that Labor has acted in so many ways
over many years, since it came to power in particular in
the 1980s under John Cain, to support the protection of
our environment. The major expansion of our park
system happened in the 1980s, including in East
Gippsland, the Alps and the Mallee. There was a
legislative prohibition on mineral exploration and
mining in national parks that came in in 1989 and then
a significant expansion of protected wilderness areas
also under the Cain-Kirner period of government.
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Since I came to this house in 1999, with Labor again
being elected at that time, we have continued to expand
our national park system. Some of the things that we
have done are we have expanded the box ironbark
protection areas and put them under a national park, the
Great Otway National Park; we have ceased cattle
grazing in our Alpine National Park; we have created
the Otway Forest Park; and I can go on, talking about
the Cobboboonee National Park, the Cobboboonee
Forest Park, the marine national park system — a first
for any government around this country in creating a
marine national park system — and the new river red
gum park system, which has been extended and
enhanced under this government.
We have looked at areas around this state that clearly
need to be recognised for their value. We have
expanded the national park system extensively. I
remember that early in my time in government Steve
Bracks listened to the people in my electorate in the
Daylesford area, and we looked at the Wombat State
Forest and other areas in my part of the state,
recognising that under the former Liberal government
they had been overharvested. Clearly they were
harvested to an unsustainable level, and so we took
great action to protect those areas, even though it meant
the loss of jobs in my region, and to reduce logging. In
fact we closed down the logging in many of these areas
to ensure that they were protected, because they had
been overharvested in a way that was not allowing
them to regrow properly.
At the same time we took action to protect old-growth
forest in other parts of the state. While there were many
protests from workers in some areas and some concerns
expressed, that is a challenge that we had to deal with.
In paying out some of the timber mills, at least Labor
made sure that we supported those workers with
training to get them back into work. We have taken
action to reduce harvesting in so many parts of the state
and to ensure that we are not overharvesting areas so
that these forests can grow on in sustainable ways.
Moving on to the issue of the park that the member for
Melbourne wants to talk about, the great forest national
park, the government has established the timber industry
task force. Under the timber industry task force we have
been listening to people across the electorates to ensure
that we are able to hear all sides of the argument. We
have not closed our minds to further action in regard to
that. It is a matter of working sensibly through a process
before declaring further national parks. The Labor Party
has worked very well over the years to commission work
to be done and to work through the issues so it does not
go off half-baked, and it has shown it has a determination
to protect our environment. I am a bit surprised that the
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member for Melbourne did not talk about the issue of the
Leadbeater’s possum, which has clearly come up in
looking at the issues of the great forest national park area.
Of course this government has commissioned extensive
work, and it has continued to build on previous work —
Ms Sandell interjected.
Mr HOWARD — I hear the member for
Melbourne’s retort about artificial nesting boxes. One
of the issues that has been pointed out in regard to the
Leadbeater’s possum, which clearly is endangered, is
that the 200-metre buffers that we have put in place
have helped the number of Leadbeater’s possums to
increase. But we know that there are a number of issues
that determine the success or otherwise of the attempt
to save the Leadbeater’s possum. One of the most
significant issues is bushfires. We are not in control of
whether bushfires happen. Why do we need to have
artificial hollows? It is not because of the logging that
has taken place, it is because of the 2009 fires.
Ms Sandell interjected.
Mr HOWARD — The member for Melbourne
seems to think that we should not go ahead with
having artificial hollows to replace those that were
destroyed. We know that when a bushfire goes
through an area the first trees that it is going to wipe
out are those hollow trees. The fire will get into the
hollow trees and burn them out. We know that we
need to take action in the short term, while we are
waiting for the forest to regrow, to try and provide
more hollows. So it is very sensible for workers to
produce artificial hollows to make up for those that
have been lost as a result of bushfires.
Ms Sandell interjected.
Mr HOWARD — It is not a ludicrous suggestion
at all; it is a very sound suggestion to try and find new
habitats for the Leadbeater’s possums and the many
other animals and birds that live in our forests which
require hollows but have lost so many of them through
the major bushfires that we have had, particularly
in 2009.
This government is listening to advice from scientists in
regard to what we can do about the Leadbeater’s
possum, and there are a range of actions that can be
taken. But of course we cannot control the incidence of
bushfires. There are a range of issues facing us in
regard to that matter, including climate change. We will
work as hard as we can to try and reduce the threat of
fire but, as we know, we cannot control it completely.
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There are many things that this government continues
to do. As I say, we continue to listen closely to a range
of perspectives on this issue, including from scientists,
and to work sensibly to address the issues involved.
When we hear from the Forest Industry Taskforce we
will be in a position to look at further national park
extensions.
Can I also say in regard to towns where logging takes
place that this government is concerned about what will
happen to workers in this industry. We know that in
some areas we can retrain them. In Daylesford we can
retrain them to go into the tourism industry and other
industries associated with it. There are other industries
that the workers formerly employed in timber mills
might be able to go into, but we know that in Heyfield
this has been a very difficult issue. As we know, the
government has purchased the Heyfield timber mill.
There is still timber available in the east of the state, so
the government will be in a position to meet some of
the needs of the Heyfield timber mill so that we can
keep that mill going and keep workers in employment. I
think that is a sound balance.
Clinton Tilley, the chief executive officer of the Hermal
Group which ran the Heyfield timber mill, was very
frustrated. He certainly had a lot to say about the Leader
of The Nationals. Mr Tilley claims that the Leader of
The Nationals provided assurances to him ahead of the
last election. I will not read them out, but I have seen
some of the quotes by Mr Tilley in regard to the
member for —
An honourable member — Murray Plains.
Mr HOWARD — Murray Plains now — I was
going to say Swan Hill, but I am a little behind the
times on that score. Clinton Tilley claims that he
believed he had very clear assurances from the member
for Murray Plains, the Leader of The Nationals, which
were not met, so he is very critical of The Nationals,
which he has stated in his commentary on this issue
over the years.
This government has tried get the balance right with
regard to supporting the people of Heyfield. We are
satisfied that there is timber available that can meet the
needs of that mill and that we can keep people
employed for some time to come. Clearly this is a
government that continues to work to support our
environment. It is a government that I am very proud to
be a member of because it continues to weigh up the
issues in regard to national parks. I read out a
significant list of national parks that have been created
by Labor governments in the past. We continue to look
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at opportunities to increase the number of national
parks into the future.
I want to make further comment in regard to other
works that this government has initiated. It is important
that we recognise that there are opportunities available
in any of the national parks that we have created and
any of the areas we have protected. I should have
mentioned earlier that I am very pleased that we have
proclaimed the Woowookarung Regional Park, which
is in my electorate, in this term of government. That is
something that many people in Ballarat are delighted
about. An area that under the former government was
likely to be carved up, perhaps for residential
development, has now been protected as a regional
park. It is a very large park to the east of Ballarat. It is
641 hectares.
I am very pleased that people in my electorate as well
as across the state know that Labor is the party that is
prepared to consider all issues that come to it in regard
to protecting our environment and our forests across the
state. We have been pleased to listen to communities
that come together to express their concerns and their
desires to see areas protected, such as the people in my
electorate who now see that the Woowookarung
Regional Park is going to be protected and will be there
for them into the future.
We recognise also the opportunity to build on tourism
in those areas. Ecotourism is an area that we have
strongly worked towards, whether that is through
creating more walking trails or supporting the
construction of more access points into our national
parks. Certainly that has happened extensively through
my electorate, through the Wombat State Forest areas
where we have the Eureka Trail. We have so many
other walking trails that this government has supported
the development of, including the Great Otway trail,
and I was pleased to be involved in some of the
discussions in regard to its development some time ago.
This government will continue to work with our
communities, to protect important areas of land and to
ensure that it is appreciated for years to come.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (14:33) — It is
very interesting to see that today we are debating this
matter of importance (MPI) that has been put up by the
member for Melbourne. One thing we do know is that
today is not actually about the national park; today is all
about the Northcote by-election. I think the most telling
point made by the member for Melbourne in her
contribution was when she alluded to the fact a poll that
was conducted in Northcote on the issues relating to the
great forest national park showed that 81 per cent of
people in that electorate see the great forest national
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park as being the most important issue. I do not want to
paraphrase, but I think that is what she was alluding to.
So today is all about waiting to see what Labor’s
response will be to the Greens position on the great forest
national park. I presume emails are already starting to go
out to those voters in Northcote to say that the Labor
Party is not going to be supporting the Greens position
on the great forest national park, and therefore the
Greens are using this as another exercise to wedge the
Labor Party in terms of the by-election that is coming up
in a couple of weeks. It is pretty plain to see that that is in
fact the exercise we are seeing today.
It will be very interesting to hear the contribution from
the next member of the government when they
contribute to this debate, to see whether or not they
support the position of the Greens in terms of the great
forest national park, because we know that that is what
this motion before the house is all about. It is all about
the by-election. It is all about whether or not the Greens
will be able to take the seat from the Labor Party, which
the Labor Party has been able to hand down from father
to son and from mother to daughter. They know very
well that for the first time they have a chance to win the
seat, and they want to use this as an opportunity to
wedge the government as another means by which they
can steal a seat from the Labor Party.
When we talk about the matter of public importance,
this is not actually about a matter of public importance
of significance to the state; it is a matter of public
importance about which political party is going to win a
by-election in the coming weeks, but I will put that
issue to one side for the moment.
In relation to the great forest national park, the member
has called on the government to immediately create it.
The MPI also makes reference to East Gippsland in
terms of logging within that community. What is being
proposed is a significant national park that will cover
the state of Victoria. In fact what is being proposed as a
great forest national park is an increase in the
conservation reserve from 183 542 hectares to
536 755 hectares, an increase of 353 213 hectares or
192 per cent. By any stretch that is a significant parcel
of land, and the Greens are now proposing that this
government act immediately to deal with it.
The party I represent has a proud record in terms of the
environment. We actually created the environment
portfolio, we created the Environment Protection
Authority Victoria, we created the green wedges and
we created national parks. But let me tell you one thing:
those opposite are going to be guided by what their
polling is showing them for the seat of Northcote. That
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is what they are interested in. They are going to be
doing polling tonight, once the texts and the emails go
out from the Greens about the position that Labor does
not support the great forest national park. This will
guide the government as to whether or not they cobble
together an announcement to try to shore up votes.
We have seen this in areas such as injecting rooms.
This is a government that was forever telling the
Victorian community that it did not support safe
injecting rooms. Funnily enough, all of a sudden there
is a significant backflip on this issue, and it just so
happens —
Ms Green — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member for Ferntree Gully is clearly straying from the
subject of the matter of public importance. Safe
injecting rooms bear no relationship at all to the great
forest national park, and I ask you, Speaker, to return
him to the content of the Greens matter of public
importance.
The SPEAKER — I do ask the member to come
back to the matter of public importance that is before
the house.
Mr WAKELING — Thank you very much,
Speaker. All I can say is that perhaps government
members are a little bit touchy on this issue.
The proposal that has been put forward by the member
for Melbourne in her MPI does not talk about what
impact this proposal will have on the community it
seeks to apply it to. The member in her MPI talks about
the community consultation with stakeholders that will
occur under this proposal. In fact in speaking to people
who have been involved in this process through my
shadow ministry role, they have said that they have
requested consultation with stakeholders on this issue
and that has not occurred. So the MPI from the member
for Melbourne, which proposes that this government
throws itself into simply creating the great forest
national park, denies the opportunity for people who
live in those communities to express their views.
I know there are many people within those
communities who do have a view and are concerned
about the proposal. There are local governments that
have a view on this issue, there are logging
communities that have a view on this issue, there are
people who live in the community and there are
businesses in the community who have a view. Yes,
there are obviously going to be people that may have
some views that the Greens have alluded to, but I think
the fundamental issue here is that the Greens are
proposing that the government implement a policy and
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affected people — communities, businesses and the
logging industry — are not going to be afforded an
opportunity to express their views on how it is going to
impact on them and their way of life.
There is nothing in the matter of public importance that
talks about what the cost will be to the Victorian
government in terms of the establishment of this park.
There is nothing that talks about what costs are going to
have to be borne by the Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) in terms of creating
this national park. Certainly documentation that has been
prepared by the proponents for a national park talks
about the funds that will be generated for the purposes of
future tourism opportunities, but if it becomes a national
park, by default it is going to rely on the state
government to administer it through staff at DELWP.
There is nothing in the matter of public importance that
talks about what that cost implication will be. In fact I
do not know if there is anything in the forward
estimates that will fund this park. So the Greens are
proposing the establishment of a park, and technically
there is no funding allocation in the forward estimates
for it to be delivered.
The other area of concern to many is in regard to
bushfire management. We know of the devastating
impacts of the 2009 fires and the impact they had on
communities. I know that the member for Eildon, who
will be speaking on this MPI, will certainly be alluding
to this in terms of its impact on her community.
Bushfire management and fuel reduction is something
of significant concern to Victorian communities but
particularly to communities for which this potential
national park will be of great concern.
There is nothing in this MPI in which the Greens have
indicated how they propose to deal with this issue. In
fact what we are seeing today is an MPI that is more
about politics in one seat and less about the
implementation of a policy position for the
establishment of a national park. Ultimately, if this
government seek to follow the Greens’ lead on this
issue, ultimately, if this government believe they need
to change their position on the great forest national park
to shore up their votes in Northcote, they are going to
have to explain to Victorians the process for which they
have denied local residents the opportunity to have their
say on this issue, given the fact that they themselves
know that they are going to be making a decision not
based on sound public policy but purely based on sheer
politics in the seat of Northcote.
I think this MPI should be seen for what it is. This is a
matter more about who is going to win this seat
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between the Greens and Labor. This is more about
brinkmanship than it is about public policy, and for that
reason this MPI should be treated for what it is.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (14:43) — Well, is it not
interesting? The member for Melbourne proposed and
made a big deal at the beginning of this matter of public
importance (MPI) about her opportunity to speak for
15 minutes on the first Greens matter of public
importance. She said it was the only time they would
have the opportunity. She was so motivated by the issue
of the great forest national park that she ran out of puff
with 1 minute 50 seconds to go. Just like the member
for Ferntree Gully, who could not make his 10 minutes
either, the member for Melbourne was so passionate
about the great forest national park, so full of anguish
and desire for future children and generations to enjoy
such a park, that she finished 1 minute 50 seconds
before her time.
Did she mention any of the communities that are
around this park? There was some sort of mention in
the matter of public importance. It said something
about the Yarra Ranges — that is a rather nice place
that some of us might have visited from the inner city
every now and again. They say, ‘I think I’ve heard of
it. I think I’ve drunk some wine from there’. I mean,
seriously!
There was no mention of the five local government
areas that were impacted by Australia’s worst
disaster — Black Saturday, not one mention of that. It
reeked of politics, and the only mention of community
was a slight mention of the jobs in Heyfield and the fact
that they were not really important, that they were jobs
of the past and those people could be thrown on the
scrap heap. In paragraph 4 we do have a mention of
jobs, but that was the only thing we heard, that maybe
there are some jobs in tourism.
There was nothing about the five local government
areas. It was not just the Yarra Ranges, member for
Melbourne, it was the whole Goulburn region, it was
the Shire of Mitchell, it was the Shire of Murrindindi, it
was the Shire of Nillumbik and the City of Whittlesea
that were impacted by this. It is those children and those
people living in that area who need our care and
concern, and who should be our first priority. There
was no concern from the member for Melbourne or any
on that side except around the time of the Black
Saturday fires. That is the only time I have heard any of
the Greens party members mention that.
And then when she talks about community she talks
about the community of Heyfield and how their jobs
are not important. And when she talked about what the
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community thinks, what the voters think, she
immediately segued into her favourite topic of the
moment, the Northcote by-election and the inner city,
because that is all the Greens party is ever about.
Well, not this Green, not this member for Yan Yean
Green, not the Green family — I had this name first. I
will always put community and the future of my local
community first. We will support their environment, we
will support their education, we will support their
health and wellbeing. We will not just play politics.
The voice she found was 1 minute 50 seconds short.
The only time the Greens find their voice to criticise a
government is when Labor is in government. Where
were they during those four years? They had members
in the other place; they did not have members in here.
They were voting with the coalition as they cut
regional communities’ jobs, as they cut funding to
schools, as they cut budgets to Parks Victoria and as
they cut health budgets.
But they say they care about the environment. Where
were they when the environment was totally
subsumed by agriculture and run by those
environmental vandals, the National Party? Did we
hear from the Greens? No, we only hear from the
Greens when they are attacking a Labor government
because that is all they are about. They are never about
governing. They are never about actually taking
responsibility and delivering an outcome. They say,
‘Let’s flick a switch. We’ll have a national park
tomorrow’. How will they support those
communities? Will they actually look at anything that
would occur in that area? They say, ‘No, we’ll just fly
a flag. We’ll have a banner. We’ll put something in
the window. We’ll sing Kumbaya. We’ll sing Give
Peace a Chance’.
But what about the kids of the Goulburn region? Did
we ever hear them speak up during those four years?
What did those in the other place do? The Greens in the
other chamber voted 70 to 80 per cent with the
environmental vandals, the National Party, who should
be their sworn enemies.
The Labor Party is the party who has created more
hectares of national park than any other government,
who legislated to protect green wedges, who established
in my community the Plenty Gorge Park, who banned
fracking, who is committed to the Victorian renewable
energy target and who is looking at green jobs, whereas
this lot are only talking about the past. Renewable
energy is what we are talking about. But what do this
lot on the other side and in the other chamber do? Most
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of the time they are still voting with their friends in the
coalition, the other side.
Those that think about voting for the Greens political
party should actually have a look at their record in this
Parliament. They vote with the environmental vandals
more often than not. Did they stand up for those
bushfire-affected communities during those four years
of coalition government? Did they stand up when
community transport was cut from the areas within the
great forest national park? I heard not a word. Did they
stand up for the cuts to secondary colleges? There were
so many businesses as well as homes that were lost
across those five municipalities. Did we hear the
Greens? Did they go up to those communities and say,
‘How are you? Why has Peter Ryan, the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development, closed the economic
centre?’, the economic centre that had been set up for
those people who had lost their businesses either in the
township of Kinglake or in their homes and had lost
their customers? Did the Greens go up there and talk to
them? Did they talk to them about rebuilding their
communities? Absolutely they did not.
And then the member for Melbourne has the temerity to
make glib comments and talk about the reason why
Leadbeater’s possum hollows have to be created when I
know that in the Plenty River catchment there was only
a very, very small stand of mountain ash trees left in the
Sherwin Ranges and in the Plenty River headwaters.
That was all that was left. I did not see any Greens party
people up there worrying about that. And then they try
and confect a nonsense that falls short of the 15 minutes
allocated to the member for Melbourne and try to say
that this artificial habitat is there because of logging. It
is not. It is there because of the worst natural disaster
that this country has ever seen.
If you are going to put forward a national park, you
actually do it in a well thought out way. You take your
community with you, like we have done, whether it was
the Kinglake National Park when it was established, the
Warrandyte State Park, the Plenty Gorge Park, the
Cobboboonee or the Woowookarung, the former
Canadian Regional Park. That is what you absolutely
do. And when you are pro-environment, you actually
stand up and you say, ‘How dare you, coalition
government, cut funding to weed management. How
dare you cut funds to our parks, to their visitor services
and to environmental works. How dare you cut funds
that assist in maintaining our waterways’.
But no, we never see that. They just sit quiet and doggo
whenever the coalition is in government, and then they
find their voices for only part of their speaking time.
‘Let’s not do the full allocation’. Even though she had
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been waiting four years, she said, to do this, she had
prepared a 10-minute speech and then went, ‘Oh,
goodness me, I’ve got to speak for 15’, and she spoke
really slowly and did not quite make it. People should
see the Greens for who they are; they are frauds.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (14:53) — It is a
pleasure to rise and join in the debate on the matter of
public importance relating to the member for
Melbourne’s call for a great forest national park, a
move that will decimate the timber industry in Victoria.
I start by saying that plantations are an important part of
our timber resource in Victoria, but they are certainly
not a replacement for our existing native timber
industry. Our plantations are not able to replace the type
and quality of timber we currently produce from our
native forests. Given it cannot come from plantation —
and I will get onto the reasons for that in a little
while — we ask where the timber is going to come
from. We heard the member for Melbourne in her
opening commentary stand up and completely bag the
native timber industry, but if we cannot get that
replacement-quality timber from plantations, her
contribution was void on where that will come from.
She also said that forests of this type will be wiped off
the face of the earth — off the face of the planet, I think
her comment was. Of the 7.8 million hectares of public
native forest in Victoria, 94 per cent of it is unavailable
or unsuitable for timber-harvesting operations. This is a
figure highlighted by the Victorian Auditor-General,
not the timber industry. Ninety-four per cent is
unavailable to the timber industry. It is difficult to see
us having forests wiped off the face of the planet.
On another point made by the member for Melbourne,
the Auditor-General also reported clearly that
VicForests receives no government subsidies.
VicForests last year reported, since its inception in
2004, an operating profit of $26.5 million, so I would
argue very strongly against the claim that it is costing
Victorian taxpayers.
With only 6 per cent available to the timber industry,
this shows that timber harvesting is permitted in a very
small part of Victoria’s total native forest area. To give
an example of what is harvested on an annual basis, in
2013–14 VicForests harvested 0.038 per cent of
Victoria’s native forests, and they have been similar
figures since then. Despite the very small amounts that
are harvested, the industry directly employs around
20 000 people and indirectly supports another 40 000 to
50 000 jobs, providing suitable timber for suburban,
rural and regional communities right across Victoria.
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Maintaining our native timber industry and halting the
constant attacks on it by the Greens and environmental
groups is very important for a number of reasons. As I
said earlier, plantation timber cannot provide the
appearance-grade timber that the marketplace demands,
and I will cite several sources that have come up with
that finding. Professor Rod Keenan from the school of
ecosystem and forest sciences at the University of
Melbourne has stated that:
Victoria’s current plantation crop is generally not the right
mix of species and has not been managed to produce products
for construction, flooring or joinery.
Moving to a plantation-only timber industry in Victoria has
been suggested as a way to transition out of native forest
harvesting. However, there are not enough plantations in
Victoria to produce the volume of timber required to meet
the … demand for … wood products.

That is in black and white. It also states that as a result
of us currently not being able to meet the demand,
Victoria and Australia are currently net importers of
timber products, and a component of these products that
are imported are from native forests. Despite the fact
they will not yield high quality sawlog, even if left to
grow for longer periods, plantation timber is not there
to replace any reductions in native timber. So if we
create more national parks to the detriment of our
timber industry, it is quite simple: if the timber is not in
plantations, we are simply driving up imports.
Now, when we refer to plantations being unable to
provide appearance-grade timber, I refer to a report that
was completed by Pöyry consultants. It found that
plantation timber is not a direct substitute for native
forest timber. It also found that if sawlogs were not
available, appearance-grade timber would be replaced by
imports — of course from countries with less
governance and less oversight than we have here in
Victoria. That report also stated that hardwood plantation
sawlogs do not have the same wood qualities as native
forest sawlogs, and that Victoria’s hardwood plantation
estate is based around blue gum, a species which is not
sought after for appearance-grade products.
So if we remove the ability to harvest appearance-grade
timber and it cannot come from plantations, Pöyry
came to the same conclusion: it will have to be replaced
by imports. It is perhaps best summarised by Tim
Johnston, the CEO of the Victorian Association of
Forestry Industries, who said that consumer demand for
certain products made it impossible to transition to an
entirely plantation-based timber industry. Mr Johnston
said that the plantation estate and the native forestry
estate were two separate and distinct resources. He said
it was not a case of either-or — we need both — and he
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is right. We need plantation and native timber in the
product mix to serve the market demand.
On top of the Pöyry report, I will move to a Deloitte
Access Economics report. Its study found that if native
timber harvesting ceased, substitutes for the native
timber harvesting — surprise, surprise! — will also be
imported. The reason given for this is because
plantation timber is suitable only for paper and
low-grade pallets, and therefore not a perfect substitute
for native timber.
Then we had a third report, from the Yarra Ranges
municipality, on this topic. It found, among other
things, that the level of employment created by the
proposed great forest national park is certainly
questionable. The cessation of timber harvesting in
association with the great forest national park would
likely see the closure of the timber industry and a net
loss of 264 jobs. The establishment of the great forest
national park would provide negligible value to that
already generated by existing parks. The creation of the
great forest national park may see limitations placed on
some existing recreational activities. So why would we
establish a new national park when others are overrun
with pests and feral species? Surely we should be
focusing on looking after our existing parks better
rather than creating new ones.
In summary, the creation of this national park that you
are proposing, member for Melbourne, will further
reduce the 6 per cent of resource available to the timber
industry and will drive up imports of appearance-grade
timber. Next thing you will be standing on the front steps
of Parliament saying we are killing the orangutan with
our imports, but that is what you are doing. You are
going to drive up imports with the creation of this park.
Time limits me from going into any great detail on the
Leadbeater’s possum situation — my views on this are
already well documented in Hansard — but I will touch
quickly on a couple of points. We are now up to nearly
2000 identified protected possums, and we have not
really looked all that hard for them outside the timber
harvesting areas. They are breeding in manufactured
hollows successfully, and this is part of the evidence
that is showing that we do not have to choose between
Leadbeater’s possums and the timber industry. It does
not have to be one or the other.
I mentioned earlier the Deloitte Access Economics
report. It had a study that showed that firefighting,
particularly in the Central Highlands area, would be
harder without the native timber industry, which
contributes to maintaining fire access roads. That
industry also provides machinery at the front line when
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fire breaks out. So we are advised fire is the biggest
threat to the Leadbeater’s possum — that is the advice
that we get — and we are looking at putting the timber
industry, which is a major part of our frontline defence
to fire, out of business by the creation of this park as
proposed by the Greens. Put two and two together on
that one.
I also want to quickly comment — I see the member for
Prahran has just walked into the chamber — that it was
earlier this year or late last year that the member for
Prahran came up to East Gippsland and gave some
commentary that was reported in the local paper, that
there was basically no discrepancy between the
viewpoints of city and country people. Well, member
for Prahran — ‘The divide is not really there’, I think
was your comment as reported in the media — if that is
right, please go down to the street corner at Orbost or
Heyfield and talk about this MPI that you have
proposed. Talk about what you want to do with the
great forest national park, and I dare say you will
probably get a pretty good insight into what divide
there is between your policies and the people in my
electorate who are employed in the timber industry and
who want to earn a decent, honest day’s salary, because
it is not in line with your thoughts and your processes.
My final comment is, plantations do present an
important part of our timber supply, but they should not
replace native forest harvesting.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (15:03) — It
gives me pleasure to rise on the Greens-moved matter
of public importance (MPI) by the member for
Melbourne. A matter of public importance has been put
forward, but let us call it out for what it is. This is the
first MPI they have put up, two weeks out from the
Northcote by-election. The member for Melbourne
herself acknowledged that Northcote is on the go. They
have had a bad poll. They are having a bit of a sook at
the moment. They are a bit concerned and have come in
with a very political MPI. Apparently the Animal
Justice Party is going the other way, and they have
come in swinging for the fences.
We will address some of the hypocrisy put forward by
the member for Melbourne, who made the baseless
claim that the Labor Party has done nothing at all on the
environment. It is a baseless claim. The member for
Melbourne, playing up to her constituency, knows that
that is absolute garbage, but when you are playing for
votes in the inner city, you have got to say what you
can to put it on a DL and give it a fair shake.
Ms Sandell interjected.
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Mr RICHARDSON — Good luck to you. It is going
to be a good contest. You will have a big contest out in
Melbourne, but let us stick to the facts of this matter.
What we have got today is Abbott economics coming
to the Victorian Greens. It was an extraordinary claim
before from the member for Melbourne to walk away
from employment, walk away from industry in our state
and say that these workers and their families are past
industries. If you extrapolate the claims from the
member for Melbourne, the member for Melbourne and
the member for Prahran would have been down
there — down at Toyota, down at Ford, down at
Holden — waving away those motors. They would
have been there with Joe Hockey, waving them away.
If we are saying that there is never a need for industry
assistance and to wave goodbye to industry, they are
waving goodbye to tens of thousands of jobs in our
state in various industries. It was an extraordinary
claim. It was a claim that if you came into the City of
Kingston or the City of Greater Dandenong, where
automotive workers have had to see their industry go,
and said that there is no place for the Victorian
government to provide industry assistance, it would be
considered absolutely extraordinary. The member for
Melbourne cherrypicks what issues she will stand up
on, and so does the member for Prahran.
You have to go back eight long years to the federal
Parliament of the Rudd and Gillard era. As the Greens
website proudly puts forward, the member for
Melbourne left the Department of Premier and Cabinet
for the Australian Youth Climate Coalition in 2009.
What happened in 2009? Well, the high and mighty
Greens political party abandoned the Carbon Pollution
Reduction Scheme. They voted against it, voted it down
and sided with the incoming Abbott opposition. They
walked away from one of the biggest market-based
mechanisms, quoting economics. They have gone full
circle, going back to Abbott economics now. They
walked away from one of the most significant
market-based reforms ever. They turned their backs on
it. They are the facts of the matter.
I have gone through Google, I have gone through
Wikipedia and had a bit of a look — I hit control and F.
How many times did the member for Melbourne stand
up and criticise her political party for walking away from
one of the biggest environmental reforms of our nation?
Mr Pearson — Let’s guess.
Mr RICHARDSON — Zero. She never got up and
criticised the Greens political party, never said, ‘My
mob, they got it wrong’. It was all Kevin Rudd’s fault,
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it was all Julia Gillard’s fault, it was someone else’s
fault — never taking responsibility. No wonder the
Victorian Greens are so concerned about the newly
minted Reason party, formerly the Sex Party. That is
because they are driving some of the policy outcomes
and actually bringing forward policy discussion. Not
being the ‘We want to’, ‘We would have done it better’,
‘We’re claiming credit for everything’.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr RICHARDSON — No, that is not the case at
all. They are very concerned about Fiona Patten in the
other place just storming ahead and claiming votes in
their patch. I would be concerned because you cannot
just be a ‘Me too’ movement. You cannot be a ‘Me too’
or ‘We thought of it first’ movement; you have got to
stand for something and have a bit more substance.
Of course the town of Heyfield is in a difficult position
at the moment and if it was up to the Greens political
party we would have industry after industry shut down.
This is the thing for the member for Melbourne and the
member for Prahran. When have you had to eyeball
workers in your communities and say, ‘Your industry
has gone. You don’t deserve a job anymore. You
shouldn’t have employment anymore. We don’t care
about how you’ll pay your mortgage; we don’t care’?
You can talk about transition all you want, you can talk
about the jobs of tomorrow. You stand there high and
mighty and you do not think about the ramifications for
those families. You cannot just say, ‘It’s all a
transition’, and walk away. You cannot do that. That is
not how you support Victorians and working families.
When you talk about Alcoa, when you talk about
Hazelwood, when you talk about Heyfield, when you
talk about these communities, it is not just to say, ‘Shut
them down; these are old industries’. You have to look
at all the ramifications. That is the important point here.
The member for Melbourne made the incredible claim
that the Labor Party has done nothing on the
environment. Maybe the member for Melbourne or the
member for Prahran were not doing their Google
searches but fracking — does fracking ring a bell at all
or some of the reforms for non-conventional gas? Or
was that their idea all along? They put that forward with
a grand policy and vision. Then again, there is our work
on the renewable energy target. Our work on climate
change policy as a state and as a government is what is
getting results for Victorians and that is supporting the
environment.
So I remind the member for Melbourne: if you are
going to come into this place and claim old industries,
think about the ramifications and what you are saying
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to those people. Think about the same messages you
put forward about old industries. The member for
Melbourne can talk about the 700 jobs. You have talked
about no assistance for industries — none. It is easy for
me to put this on a DL. When you extrapolate that out,
you are saying that we should never have been in the
auto industry; we should never have supported those
workers for many years. Effectively you are signing up
to Abbott and Hockey economics. You are saying there
should not be a partnership there and you are turning
your back on so many Victorian families.
What is the message? There was not one comment
from the member for Melbourne about what they would
say to those families struggling to pay their mortgages,
struggling to even have a town in existence — not one
message. There was no acknowledgement of the
pressure and issues they are facing. The former
Minister for Industry and Employment was on the front
lines talking to those families and just last week the
newly minted Minister for Industry and Employment
was down there with those workers, who are stressed
and concerned about their future, putting forward that a
Labor government supports working people. That is
what consistently separates our movement.
This is why the Greens political party is not a credible
alternative in Victoria. You have to talk about the issues
that affect working people in our state. You cannot turn
your back on people who rely on government. You
have got those opposite, the conservatives, who think
about small government and walking away and that
government does not have a place in people’s lives. The
Labor Party supports working people. This is why the
Greens are no credible alternative in Victoria until they
put forward some sort of consistent view of working
people, rather than just turning their back on working
people. That is the biggest flaw in what they put
forward here. Not once have they done that.
The member for Prahran might work on his notes as
he is coming up I think in last place to speak on the
MPI. Maybe he could talk about what he would put
forward for those working people — what is the plan,
what does the Greens political party stand for —
because that is what people care about. You might
have come in with an MPI here, and it is very nicely
political — this and that and the Labor Party is
terrible — but there is not one mention here about the
jobs that are affected, not one. That would have been a
balanced position to take. That would have had some
credibility as you are doorknocking and handing out
flyers in Northcote. People see through these politics,
they see through what you are putting forward,
because not once in this MPI have you said anything
about the workers that are being affected.
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Mr Pearson — What about the downstream jobs?
Mr RICHARDSON — That is exactly right, the
flow-on to businesses like Binq in my electorate — the
secondary industries and their concerns. That is what
needs to be the focus of this MPI. It should have been
about how we support Victorian working people,
absolutely. There is an environmental imperative here,
and that is why the task force was put together. These are
difficult issues. These policies are difficult to get right, to
make those decisions about how you balance
environmental outcomes with employment outcomes.
But we see through this MPI; we see what it is all about.
This is all about Northcote, this is all about a bad poll —
Mr Pearson — Bad numbers.
Mr RICHARDSON — Bad numbers for the
Greens because they will never stand up for working
people. That is the Labor Party. That is why we are the
oldest party in Australia, and that is why we will
continue to always fight for working people. Till the
day we die we will continue to fight for working
people. Those opposite are just pretenders.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (15:13) — It is not
with pleasure that I rise to speak on this matter of
public importance (MPI) but with serious concern
about exactly what the intent of this MPI moved by
the member for Melbourne is about. The creation of
the great forest national park will destroy the native
forest timber industry in Victoria, and that is the intent
of this proposal.
Having spent 30 years as a harvesting and haulage
contractor, I have extensive firsthand knowledge of the
practices, the impacts of and the regulations about
timber harvesting in our native forests. But rather than
draw on that experience in this debate and risk having
the Greens accuse me of a conflict of interest or bias, I
will refer to a position paper written by the Institute of
Foresters of Australia on the great forest national park
as the basis for my comments:
The Institute of Foresters of Australia (IFA) is the
professional body representing over 1000 members who are
forest scientists and managers operating in all aspects of
forest and natural resource management, including forest
conservation throughout Australia.

The Greens claim that the main reason for the proposed
park is to protect the Leadbeater’s possum, or at least
they are using the possum to tug at the heartstrings of
unwitting, mainly city-based supporters. Former federal
environment minister Greg Hunt listed the possum as
critically endangered, as we know, but that listing is
currently being reviewed by the federal Minister for the
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Environment and Energy, Josh Frydenberg. On that
process the Institute of Foresters of Australia says:
The Threatened Species Scientific Committee (TSSC)
assessment of the conservation status of Leadbeater’s possum
is flawed …
Since May 2015, when the Leadbeater’s possum was listed as
‘critically endangered’, there has been a major research effort
into better understanding its population and habitat. As well,
some highly innovative and successful habitat creation
methods have —

been —
developed and implemented, and forest management
practices have been adapted to ensure that timber harvesting
doesn’t impact on this species.
Around 70 per cent of the region’s mountain ash forest that is
already ideal or potential Leadbeater’s possum habitat is
already reserved in three national parks, closed water supply
catchments, and various state forest reserves where timber
harvesting is excluded.
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Saturday’ fires killed the largest remaining areas of
old-growth forests (in Melbourne’s water catchments).
There has been no harvesting of ‘old-growth’ forest in the
Central Highlands forests for around 30 years …

despite what the Greens say.
Some ecological studies show that a diverse forest with a
mosaic of different age classes (produced by a cycle of
harvesting and regeneration) interspersed with unharvested
forests, supports a greater range of biodiversity than
‘locked-up’ forests.
By closing the timber industry, the creation of the GFNP
would result in the loss of firefighting expertise of a skilled
forestry workforce.
With the onset of a hotter and drier climate, there is a risk of
more large bushfires and thus more severe damage to
biodiversity.

When it comes to plantations the Institute of Foresters
of Australia says:

Leadbeater’s possum is thriving in the current mix of land
tenures. This includes in logging regrowth as young as 10–
20 years, and fire regrowth only seven years old.

The creation of a GFNP would lock up most of the region’s
timber resource, resulting in the decimation of much of the
region’s high-value timber industry.

In 2014, its population was estimated at up to
11 000 individuals. A new survey methodology, introduced in
early 2015, led to the confirmed discovery of 354 new
possum colonies in the 18 months to September 2016 and
556 possum colonies by February 2017.

Our timber needs have to come from somewhere.

Now it is up to 649 colonies and 20 000 individual
animals. The institute continues:
The pre-harvest detection and full protection of all known
possum colony sites in state forest wood production zones
ensures that timber harvesting has no impact on its current
population.
Since 2014, active conservation management, jointly funded
and facilitated by VicForests and DELWP, has been
successfully supplementing Leadbeater’s possum habitat. As
of late 2016, 51 per cent of 72 artificially created hollows
were occupied by the possum, while 53 per cent of 493 nest
boxes were showing signs of occupancy. This innovation is
even more significant when considering hollows take about
200 years to develop in trees and bushfires may limit
attainment of these ages.

The current practice of managing the Leadbeater’s
possum via an individual species program has got to be
reverted to a landscape-wide management approach.
That is the only way to make sure that the possum and
the industry can survive. I believe we can have both the
possum and the industry. In terms of biodiversity the
Institute of Foresters of Australia says:
Claims that past timber harvesting is primarily responsible for
the lack of old-growth forest in the region are not evidence
based. The lack of old-growth forest is overwhelmingly due
to bushfires (… in 1926 and 1939) which, in combination,
killed some 75–80 per cent of the forest. The 2009 ‘Black

The member for Gippsland East touched on this. The
paper goes on:
If the GFNP was created, the ongoing demand for
high-quality hardwood timber would drive substantially
increased imports of tropical rainforest timbers from the
Asia-Pacific region. Ecological and socially sustainable forest
management in many of these Asia-Pacific countries still has
a long way to go to meet Australian forest management and
harvesting standards.

In relation to plantations it is my view and that of the
Institute of Foresters of Australia that:
A future long-term timber supply strategy needs to be
considered on a landscape scale. This includes business
models for the co-production of existing timber resources on
private land and establishing new plantations on suitable
private land.

But as the member for East Gippsland said, the quality of
the plantation that is currently in the ground will not
replace the quality that we derive from native forests, and
the size of the existing plantation estate is nowhere near
enough to support the closure of the native forest
industry and still be able to supply current local demand.
In terms of tourism, the Yarra Ranges shire
commissioned a report into the economic and social
impacts of the great forest national park. That report said
unequivocally that the impact of the closure of the timber
industry would not be mitigated, in their view, in the
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foreseeable future by the tourism industry. That is also
backed up by the institute of foresters when they say:
The native forest timber industry in the Central Highlands
region generates $573 million of economic activity/year …
The closure of this industry as a result of the creation of a
huge new national park would be a socio-economic disaster
for the Gippsland community …

where 2117 workers, including 1100 in the already
disadvantaged Latrobe Valley region, would be
impacted.
The claim that this socio-economic loss would be recouped
by increased forest-based ecotourism is not supported by
relevant evidence. A recent report commissioned by
‘environment groups’ based its findings of a supposed
tourism boom on experiences in the Grampians and Mallee
where national parks were established 40 years ago and there
was no prior timber industry. In far more pertinent and recent
examples, such as the Otways and the Murray Valley forests,
there is no evidence that new national parks have generated
sufficient jobs to replace those lost by closing the former
forest and timber industries.

There is no genuine scientific evidence that supports the
creation of a great forest national park. The push from
the Greens, in particular the misinformation, the
emotional rhetoric and the selective use of questionable
data, is typical of the propaganda that has become their
hallmark. Sadly the Andrews Labor government
continues to play politics with an industry that it should
be supporting — an industry that has been used by
successive Labor governments as a political football.
No consideration is given to the impact this is having
on hardworking families going about their legitimate
occupation producing product that is embraced by the
vast majority of Australians and products that are in
huge demand overseas.
The Greens continue to attack and undermine access to
our natural resources. The Andrews government claim
to support workers but are very quick to sell them out
when their political future is threatened. In doing so
they are empowering a minority green movement. They
are giving the radical Greens a say in policy that
inevitably inflicts enormous pain on country Victorians.
The people of Gippsland are sick of it. The closure of
Hazelwood affected 800 direct jobs and 4000 indirect.
The introduction of a great forest national park would
affect 2000 direct jobs and 6000 indirect. That is
12 800 Gippsland jobs thrown on the scrap heap. The
Premier is not concerned about the possum; he is only
concerned about himself, because he could fix this
problem.
The Greens, including the two gumnut fairies to my
left, are a joke and pose the biggest threat to the
economic, social and moral fabric of our society, and
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sadly the Premier and the Victorian Labor Party are in
bed with them.
Mr Hibbins — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I take offence at that comment, and I ask the member to
withdraw.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — I am
not clear that the member referenced a particular
member, but if the member for Prahran has taken
offence, I will ask the member for Narracan to
withdraw. My understanding is there has been no direct
reference to an individual. The member for Prahran has
claimed offence, so I ask the member for Narracan to
withdraw.
Mr BLACKWOOD — I withdraw.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (15:24) — I rise to
speak on the matter of public importance (MPI), and I
do so because I would like to congratulate both the
member for Melbourne and the member for Prahran in
the first instance because today is a personal best for
both. In nearly three years in this place neither have
spent 1½ hours in the chamber for a period of time, and
neither have spent this length of time together in the
chamber, so in both cases it is a personal best.
Congratulations. Well done. Welcome to hard work.
In preparing for this matter of public importance I was
reflecting upon a book I read.
Ms Sandell interjected.
Mr PEARSON — It will be a history lesson. You
might learn something, member for Melbourne. It is a
book written by Robert Catley and Bruce McFarlane in
1974. It is called From Tweedledum to Tweedledee: The
New Labor Government in Australia, a Critique of its
Social Model. What Catley and McFarlane argue is that
there was no difference between the McMahon and
Whitlam governments. They were both the same; they
were both as bad as each other. When you read this
matter of public importance that the member for
Melbourne has prepared, there is no recognition of the
fact that this is the most progressive government this
state has ever seen. The member for Melbourne in
crafting this matter of public importance could have
covered any number of topics or issues. The member for
Melbourne could have changed or made a variation to
the tone and turned around and said, ‘Maybe let’s attack
the federal government because they have not invested in
housing’. She did not do that. She could have turned
around and said, ‘Look, the Labor government should be
congratulated for being the most progressive
government, but it could do a couple more things’.
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No, there is never anything like that at all. Instead what
we have here, as the member for Melbourne indicated
early on in her very short contribution, is all about one
thing: this is all about the Northcote by-election. It has
got nothing to do with anything else. What we know
with both the member for Melbourne and the member
for Prahran is that their true enemy is the Australian
Labor Party. They loathe the Labor Party. They will
always, at the first chance they get, attack the Labor
Party. This is not some sort of coalition like that which
exists opposite. It is often said about the
Liberal-National parties that they will kiss in public and
punch in private. Where the Greens are concerned and
the Labor Party is concerned, it is just a fists up, boots
and all affair. They treat the Labor Party with contempt,
and I think in terms of this MPI today, they treat
working people with contempt.
I have listened to this debate with great interest. The
member for Melbourne has consistently talked about at
least 760 jobs. I note that the member indicates that at
paragraph 4 of her MPI. My question to the member for
Melbourne in relation to this specific statistic is: is she
suggesting that every worker who currently works in
logging will be in that 760? Is the member for
Melbourne suggesting that the skills that you acquire by
working in logging will be transferable to protecting
biodiversity, to tourism and to viticultural and
horticultural industries? If that is the case, I would be
really curious to see the evidence. Is the member for
Melbourne indicating that if you create this great forest
national park, you will create at least 760 jobs
overnight, or not? These are important issues.

Wednesday, 1 November 2017

communities, yet there is no thought or consideration
given to supporting the workers in these industries.
There is none. There is just this blanket statement:
‘You could be out of a job, but I’m sure that you’ll be
one of the lucky 760. Off you go. You’ll be fine’. I
think it shows a real callousness from the Greens and
a lack of concern for workers and regional
communities.
If you look at the trend of industry development at the
moment, you see that we are increasingly transitioning
to becoming a highly educated, highly value-added and
highly skilled workforce. With a lot of loggers — and
the member for Narracan is probably better placed to
comment on this than me — you are probably not
necessarily looking at people who have got readily
transferable skills. You might not be looking at people
who can easily transition to another industry, yet here
we have the member for Melbourne saying, ‘Look,
that’s fine. I’m sure you will be fine. I’m sure you can
lose your job tomorrow as a logger and be picked up as
one of the 760 and you’ll be fine’. There is no
recognition in terms of industry support. Again, having
sat here and listened to the member for Melbourne’s
contributions throughout the 58th Parliament, I know
that the member has constantly talked about Hazelwood
power plant and about the need to shut down
Hazelwood. When Hazelwood was open and operating,
the member gave no thought or consideration, at least
in her contributions in this place, to supporting those
workers and to transitioning those workers. There was
never, ever any thought or consideration about that.
Ms Sandell interjected.

I note that the member for Melbourne has in her
contributions to various debates talked about being a
new parent. I agree with the member for Melbourne
that when you become a parent it does change your
views and you do look at the world in a very different
way. Certainly in my case when I became a parent and
my wife had taken time out of the workforce, it
became very clear to me that I had a mortgage to
service, I had to pay for my children’s food and for
my children’s clothing. I had to pay for a whole range
of activities while my partner took time out from the
workforce to help raise our children. That certainly
gives you a different perspective, because all of a
sudden you cannot run and hide. If it all gets too hard,
there is nowhere to run. You have got to service the
mortgage, you have got to feed your children and you
have got to clothe your children.

Mr PEARSON — The member for Melbourne
interjects and says that she had some sort of transition
plan. I do not recall the member for Melbourne ever
getting up here talking about Australia’s dirtiest power
station and talking about protecting the workers.
Comrade, you are not workers’ friend number one. You
do not care about working people, and that is what this
whole matter of public importance demonstrates, yet
again. This is all about seeing it through the prism of
Northcote. It is all about making sure that the Greens
can win Northcote in the by-election. They are happy to
put to the sword these regional communities without
any thought or any consideration about the impact that
it is going to have on these communities. They just
simply do not care. They do not care about the impact
that this is going to have on workers.

In relation to this MPI we are talking about massive
changes which, if you introduced this tomorrow
without any industry support package and without any
transition package, would have a huge impact on these

The member for Melbourne in one of her earlier
contributions, or it might have even been in an
interjection, indicated that Labor in power in Victoria
has got a very poor record when it comes to the
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environment. Nothing could be further from the truth. If
you talk about the great legacy of Joan Kirner with
Landcare and the role that Joan played in banning
mining in national parks, if you look at the role that
Steve Bracks played when he was Premier in creating
the Great Otway National Park and if you look at the
introduction of the Victorian renewable energy target
scheme in the mid-2000s, these were initiatives that the
Labor Party championed in government.
As Robert Caro, the great biographer of Lyndon Baines
Johnson, says, power reveals. When Labor is in power,
these are the things that we do. We make sure that we
make the necessary changes and meet the requirements
to protect the environment, and we make changes that
we are all proud of. We will not be — well, I am not
prepared to be — lectured to by those opposite, who
have never run a thing in their lives. All they do is sit on
the sidelines and sledge, and they attack the Labor Party
at every opportunity because that is all they are interested
in doing. They are not interested in supporting a
progressive administration, the most progressive
administration in the country. They just do not care.
I understand this is all just seen through the prism of the
Northcote by-election. It is all about the cut and thrust
of politics, and that is what it is. When we sign up for
public life and enter this chamber, this is what we sign
up for. But it will be shown in due course that the
Premier of this state will be seen in the same way as the
great Labor heroes like Whitlam, like Curtin, like
Hawke and like Keating. The member for Melbourne
and the member for Prahran will be nothing more than
a sad footnote in the annals of the history of the state
Parliament. They will be forgotten like Robert Catley
and Bruce McFarlane, people who did not know what
they were talking about, who did not appreciate what
was before them and who denigrated and attacked an
institution like the Australian Labor Party, which has
delivered progressive government and has got a proud
environmental record to stand on.
We are in the business of ideas and of producing
progressive policies and good, strong environmental
policies which balance the needs and requirements of
supporting regional communities. Those opposite, and
particularly the members for Melbourne and Prahran,
just do not get it. They just do not care. There has never
been a blue-collar job they did not want to be thrown on
the scrap heap. That has been their form. This has just
been a display in rank, base politics. I am delighted to
belong to the most progressive Labor government this
state has seen.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (15:34) — Boy, do I smell a
by-election. Nothing could be more certain judging by
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the introduction of this matter of public importance
(MPI) by the member for Melbourne. The Greens are in
a very desperate bid to try to get over the line in
Northcote ahead of Labor, and so they have put this one
before the house. Those on the government benches have
said, ‘Well, there must be poor polling for the Greens,
and they have gone out and popped this one up’.
The by-election is very quickly approaching, and the
Greens are certainly up against it because Labor are
pork-barrelling their way forward in the electorate of
Northcote. We have had an immediate $2 million
investment for stage 1 of upgrades to Bell Primary
School, followed by a detailed master plan of the entire
school; a $5 million upgrade at Thornbury High
School; and $3.16 million for Northcote Primary
School. This last one is the most interesting one
because there was an announcement made on
15 September, but the Minister for Education only
several days beforehand had refused a plea for cash
from the school council president, so there is a bit of a
backflip there. But, as I said, I smell a by-election. It
does not stop there of course. There have been a
number of other small grants given out in the area, so
the pressure is on.
This is all very relevant to the debate because it sets the
context around the introduction of this MPI. I, like
many others, will note that it is the first MPI that has
been put forward by the Greens, and disappointingly
their lead speaker was unable to speak for her full
15 minutes on an area that she is so passionate about.
The member for Melbourne made it very clear that the
establishment of a great forest national park is all about
stopping the timber industry and stopping the
sustainable forestry operations that we have here in
Victoria. This has been very well put to the chamber by
the member for Narracan and in a very strong
contribution by the member for Gippsland East as well.
There seems to be a belief that has been peddled
incorrectly that this is there for the greater good and that
ecotourism will thrive under a great forest national
park. I believe that people are being quite misled in this
area, because ecotourism can exist in the current
environment.
We have horseriding operations, for example, that will
not be able to operate in a national park, but also the
Yarra Ranges Shire Council for several years now have
had on the table the establishment of the Warburton
mountain bike hub. It is a shovel-ready project, and in
fact the coalition made a commitment of about
$3.75 million to assist with the establishment of the
Warburton mountain bike hub prior to the last election.
Disappointingly the current government has ignored
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their pleas. The minister has said that he supports it in
principle, but the interface council funding that could be
used here for shovel-ready projects has been directed
elsewhere, certainly to the establishment of a park in
Olinda in the electorate of Monbulk and also something
at Lilydale Lake.
These certainly were not as high a priority as the
Warburton mountain bike hub, because this Warburton
mountain bike hub is actually a great ecotourism
opportunity down in that area. It would be set with a
backdrop of the beautiful township of Warburton, and it
is proposed that there would be 100 kilometres of
mountain bike track. Warburton is at the end of the rail
trail, and it would make Warburton such a key tourism
destination for families. Mum and the kids might want
to ride on the rail trail. It tends to be the men who are a
little bit more into the mountain biking, but not
exclusively, so Mum might be the one wanting to pop
up and do a big workout in the hills. This mountain
bike project is expected to generate 120 000 day visits
and 10 000 overnight stays, with 170 ongoing jobs and
25 of those during construction.
The Yarra Ranges shire are not sitting there saying,
‘We need a great forest national park before our
tourism project can go ahead — our job-creating
tourism project, an economic driver for the Yarra
Ranges and certainly for Warburton’. This does not rely
on the creation of a national park. This can go ahead
right now. It is a myth that is being generated and
perpetuated that ecotourism cannot exist at the same
time. I suggest they have a look at what has happened
down in the Otways, because what is happening now
could have happened previously as well.
With that myth blown, I want to draw attention to our
current national parks, which are overrun by invasive
species — plants and animals. I have said in this
chamber before that we have enormous blackberry
bushes that are just out of control. We have feral cats,
we have wild dogs —
An honourable member — Have you found the big
cat yet?
Ms McLEISH — I believe the big cat has been
spotted down that way somewhere as well. There is so
much that we need to do to manage our current national
parks that the creation of another one, when we have so
many problems, does not make sense.
I want to turn my attention also to the Leadbeater’s
possum. Once programs were put in place to start
looking for the possums, let me tell you, they started to
find them. I am very proud that under the coalition
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government we put the process in place because of
threats to the possum. A colony that was established at
Lake Mountain was taken by feral cats, and that was
really disappointing, but since then the news has been
much better for the Leadbeater’s possum. The current
figures show that 649 colonies have been detected and
some 20 000 possums. This is an animal that was near
extinction, so this is very good news. The word on the
street is that these figures are quite accurate.
The government reported that at 30 September 2016,
354 new possum colonies had been located since the
program commenced in July 2014 — that program
was about works in state forests — with 158 found
through surveys conducted by the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning, 21 through
VicForests preharvest surveys, 79 from reports by
members of the community and 12 through Project
Possum, which is a partnership between Parks
Victoria, Zoos Victoria and the Friends of
Leadbeater’s Possum. There were 84 colonies found
in national parks — one from a report by a member of
the community and 83 through Project Possum. When
people are out there looking for the possums, they are
finding them. It is absolutely essential to understand it
is a small area of state forest and national park that has
been investigated for this possum.
One of the things I found quite exciting is that
Leadbeater’s possums have been found in artificially
created hollows and they have been found in
new-growth forests. We have heard for such a long
time that they need old-growth forests and they need
old-growth trees, and that it is the trees that are
particularly important. But they are now living in
many areas of new-growth forests, areas that have
been burnt out previously by bushfires. Many of them
have jumped ship. They might have a preference for
old hollows, but they are certainly feeding on the
new-growth forests that are there. I have also heard
reports from those in my electorate that not only are
they being found in forests and national parks, but a
couple went outside to their chook house one morning
and there was a Leadbeater’s possum clinging onto the
side of that chook house. They are being found
everywhere they are being looked for at the moment.
I also want to comment on plantation forests. People
need to remember that plantation forests become habitat
too. We have seen this with the blue gums down in the
south-west of the state, where koalas have taken up
residence. If we look at the reports on studies that have
been done in New South Wales, for example, of the
habitats that occur in plantation forests, it would be
disappointing if the Greens think that you are not going
to get native animals living in them, because where
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there are trees, they will move. Whether those trees are
newly planted or regenerated from bushfires, they will
move.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (15:44) — I rise
to speak on the matter of public importance (MPI)
submitted by the member for Melbourne. I believe I am
an environmentalist. I have been involved in campaigns
and protests to protect our flora and fauna, but I am also
a trade unionist who believes in humanity and the rights
of working people — the right to work and the right to
a decent standard of living. I do not believe that these
two issues are mutually exclusive. The problem with
this MPI is what lies behind it. It is political
opportunism at its worst.
I can sit in Reservoir and demand that the great forest
national park be established immediately, just like the
member for Melbourne can, sitting in, say, Kensington,
or the member for Prahran can while walking down
Chapel Street, but what are we giving up? What do we
lose in supporting this park? We make no sacrifice at all
and expect others to give up their way of life, their
livelihood, their future security and, in some cases, the
only thing that they have ever known. I am not for a
moment saying that things should not change, that
people need not change or adapt, but I believe that
people are just as important as our native animals and our
native forests. This MPI says nothing at all about people.
Does the member for Melbourne think that in this
debate people are irrelevant, unimportant or a necessary
evil? It is disappointing that people are being ignored
by the Greens party in this debate. As a trade unionist
with the Australian Manufacturing Workers’ Union and
at Trades Hall later, we had these hard conversations
with members in the Latrobe Valley and elsewhere. We
discussed the threat of climate change and the impact of
the petrochemical industry, and in later times we held
forums sponsored by the Gippsland Trades and Labour
Council. There were no climate change sceptics in
those meetings. There was no-one who did not
understand that things will change and that it is
important to preserve the environment. But it is all
about how that change takes place.
The Labor Party at the last election promised to
establish a task force to look at logging, particularly in
the east of Victoria, which is where the great forest
national park is being proposed. That commitment was
to bring the parties together to try to work our way
through it and come up with some solutions. This has
been ongoing, and all interested parties have been
involved. There have been the unions there representing
workers in the area, and there have been organisations
such as the Wilderness Society, the Australian

3621

Conservation Foundation and the Victorian National
Parks Association. They have all been working together
with goodwill to try to reach an understanding and a
way forward — negotiating, debating, discussing, day
in, day out. But where have the Greens party been
while this hard work is being done? What has been
their contribution, other than an hour or two to write up
and prepare this MPI on the chance that one day,
maybe, there will be a great forest national park and
they can claim victory for it?
We cannot compromise when it comes to saving the
Leadbeater’s possum or any native wildlife, plants or
trees that are threatened with extinction. We cannot
compromise on ensuring we do everything to preserve
our world and nurture and protect our environment for
our children and the generations to come. But we must
also ensure that we protect our people, ensure their
resilience and provide future security. What do we do
with the workers and their families that rely on the jobs
at Australian Paper? Should they make all the
sacrifices? How will they support their families if the
$90 000-a-year job that they have disappears overnight?
Will the Greens party send around a hat and give them
a few handouts or maybe collect some second-hand
clothes to distribute to those in need? These
communities are small but proud, and their jobs are
generational — mothers, daughters, fathers, sons and
grandchildren, all working in this industry and in those
factories and workplaces. Youth unemployment is high.
These issues are missing from the MPI.
I am most definitely not saying that these are the only
issues to be addressed and that these are the only real
problems that have to be worked through or dealt with
in some way. But the issue of people and their concerns
cannot be dismissed or ignored, as this MPI seems to
do. There are three sides to the debate in this chamber
today. We have the Greens with their MPI that seems to
forget about people. Then, on the other side, there is the
opposition, The Nationals and the Liberal Party, that
seem to want all forests to be basically destroyed and
demolished in the name of industry. They shed
crocodile tears about the workers that they supposedly
stick up for. We know that it is not true. The Nationals
and the Liberal Party do not care about working people.
A good example of this is of course their silence on or
their support for the cuts in penalty rates that would
affect these very same people that they are talking
about when they complain about this MPI. The workers
at places such as Australian Paper are shift workers,
they work weekends, and into the future those penalty
rates are threatened.
The Labor Party is not taking the extreme position of
The Nationals and the Liberal Party, who say that there
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ought to be no preservation or consideration of the
environment. At the other extreme are the Greens, who
say there should be no consideration of people. The
Labor Party’s commitment is to try to work through
these issues and find a solution that will not necessarily
be supported or be completely 100 per cent of what any
one group wants, but will be something that can allow
the coexistence of human beings and the environment
in that eastern Victoria area.
In terms of the Labor Party’s commitment to the
environment, I believe there are many things that we
have done to support and promote the environment,
even in just the short time of the last three years that we
have been in government. We have already legislated to
reinstate the ban on cattle grazing in the High Country.
We have already started to protect national parks from
overdevelopment by legislating out 99-year leases. We
have delivered Victoria’s first biodiversity plan in
20 years, Protecting Victoria’s Environment —
Biodiversity 2037. We have also begun a review of
native vegetation guidelines and, as I mentioned earlier,
we have established the Forest Industry Taskforce.
I look at places like Heyfield as a good example of
where on the one hand we have The Nationals and the
Liberal Party saying that more of our beautiful native
forests should be logged in the name of more profits for
the owners of the Heyfield timber mill. On the other
side we have the Greens, who are saying, ‘Close the
whole place down and forget about everybody who
works there’. The Labor Party has come to a solution
by working with all parties affected by the Heyfield
sawmill to allow workers to continue to work there and
have some future as well as trying to ensure that our
great forests are protected and that the amount of
logging is sustainable.
It is disappointing to know that in this MPI the Greens
party spend all their time attacking the Labor
government rather than The Nationals and Liberal Party
that really do not care about forests at all. It is the Labor
Party that is trying to work out solutions so that people
can continue to have a livelihood as well as ensuring
that our native flora and fauna have a future and are
well protected into the next generations.
It is disappointing but not surprising that this MPI
comes on the eve of the Northcote by-election. It is
political opportunism rather than an interest in coming
up with solutions to take into account both the human
stories and the needs of our environment.
In one of his speeches yesterday I think the member for
Essendon quoted a Greek philosopher. I would like to
quote another philosopher, Karl Marx. He coined the
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phrase ‘armchair philosopher’. The view of an armchair
philosopher is that of one who sits in their chair,
completely removed, uninterested in solutions, not
lifting a finger to solve any problems, but sitting back
and saying how the world should be rather than being
an active participant in trying to come up with solutions
that help society go forward rather than blocking it
forevermore.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (15:54) — I rise to support
the creation of the great forest national park, which is
discussed in this matter of public importance. This
really is, I think, one of the most exciting policy
proposals in Victoria — to end logging in our native
forests and create the great forest national park. There
are so many benefits to this proposal to have a national
park on Melbourne’s doorstep for tourism, for
sustainable industries, to transition the native forest
logging industry to plantations and other industries, to
improve our water quality and in fact increase water in
our water supply, to tackle the effects of climate change
and that massive carbon sink that we know protected
native forests would be, to protect our native animals,
including our faunal emblem, the Leadbeater’s possum,
and of course to reduce the risk of fire through that
natural firebreak of rainforests.
I also want to take some time to respond to some of the
points raised by other members in their speeches. I will
first respond to the member for Yan Yean. It was a bit
off topic, but the member for Yan Yean in her
contribution accused the Greens of being absent during
Black Saturday. At the time a member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region was in the gallery. She is a
member who represents that area, a member who was a
local government councillor for many years, including
at the time of the Black Saturday fires, a member who
was out in her community at the time of the Black
Saturday fires, a member who spent thousands of hours
supporting her community after the Black Saturday
fires. The Greens did not just visit those communities.
The Greens are part of those communities. The member
for Yan Yean I am sure can make some time after this
debate to go and apologise to that member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region and apologise to the Greens for
such an outrageous accusation.
The member for Mordialloc and other members raised
the matter of jobs — and rightly so, because this is
important. We have always been very clear in this
regard, that in ending native forest logging and creating
the great forest national park, we need a transition plan
for timber workers. We need to transition to plantations
and we need to invest in those other industries that will
support those communities. I remember voting on some
legislation to close down the commercial fishing
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industry in Port Phillip Bay. This government has a
record of closing down industries. I understand there
was a transition package. It is doable; it can happen.
The reality is that the situation faced by the Heyfield
mill workers and those communities is not the fault of
the Leadbeater’s possum, and it is not the fault of the
environmentalists; it is the fault of successive
governments in failing in that transition plan. If you
have not had the courage in those previous terms of
government or in this term of government to put in
place that transition plan to plantations, then you are
responsible for the current situation faced by those
workers at Heyfield.
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people who have engaged with that task force in good
faith. All we have seen so far — this is my
understanding — is a statement to say that the status quo
cannot continue, but in actual fact the status quo has
continued. Stop using the task force as political cover
and get on with creating the great forest national park.
A lot has been made about the Northcote by-election —
that this is all about the Northcote by-election. I can
assure the member for Ferntree Gully that it is not only
in Northcote, but a poll of the residents of Prahran
supports the great forest national park. And do not worry,
I will be sending out an email to those people as well
about their opposition to the great forest national park.

Guess what? The Greens have been to Heyfield; we
have been to that plant. We do go and speak to those
communities, and we do go and speak to those workers.
We have been to the factory. Other members know that
part of our support for the great forest national park is
our support for a transition plan for those affected
workers, a transition to plantations and a transition to
sustainable industries. Those workers and those
communities will be much better off.

I think that probably detracts from the fact that it is the
people in those communities who are supporting the
great forest national park. There are people in those
communities who are pushing for the great forest
national park. That is a fact. The suggestion from the
member for Gippsland East that it is us versus them,
inner city versus rural, is completely false. In fact the
Greens were down there just recently, talking to voters
affected by logging in their communities.

The member for Gippsland East suggested that
plantations could not supply the necessary timber, yet
the industry’s own statistics and figures show that
92 per cent of what is produced is paper, woodchips
and sawdust; only 4 per cent is appearance-grade
timber. These are industry figures. So to suggest that
plantations cannot be used to replace native forest
logging is completely untrue.

I would suggest that it seems to be the season for this
government to implement Greens policies. We have
seen reform on donations laws, we have seen better
rights for renters, we have seen a ban on plastic bags
and we have seen a supervised injecting room. There is
still time to stop delaying and get on and create the
great forest national park. It will bring more jobs, which
is better for local economies. It will protect the
ecosystem from collapse, increase our water supply,
increase our water quality, save the Leadbeater’s
possum and other native animals from extinction,
reduce carbon emissions, protect our climate and
reduce the risk of bushfires. It is for all these reasons.

The other issue that has been raised is fire. If I heard
correctly, there was a suggestion that the logging
industry is at the front line of fire protection. Here are
the facts. A protected rainforest is a natural firebreak,
and a natural firebreak can reduce the impact of fires.
Those are the facts, and the idea that somehow logging
is a natural firebreak is simply untrue; in fact the
opposite is true.
A lot has been made by government members of the task
force. This was, I think, the policy that the government
took to the last election. I do not remember that they had
much of an environment policy at the last election —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — If the member for Essendon will
just wait, the Liberal-Nationals coalition did have a
policy of no new national parks, so I guess no policy is
better than a bad policy. This task force, which has been
going for three years, has been exposed for what it really
is — political cover for not taking the right decision to
create the great forest national park. I really feel for those

You have to ask why it has not been done, and the
answer is that neither the government nor the
opposition are acting in the public interest. They are not
acting for the public good; as usual they are acting in
favour of vested interests. They are acting in favour of
the logging industry, not in favour of the local
communities who would benefit so much, not in favour
of those workers who need a long-term plan for their
futures and certainly not in favour of the environment.
This task force has been exposed as a process that is
providing political cover. This government is relying on
citizens to do the job for them and identify those
protected species that need protecting. This government
needs to do their job. They need to do the job that is
required, create the great forest national park and stick
up for those communities.
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FIREARMS AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (16:04) — I will
continue my contribution on the bill from just before
the lunchbreak. The firearm prohibition orders that are
issued under the bill are for a 10-year period for adults
and a five-year period for children between the ages of
14 and 17 years. The chief commissioner or his or her
delegate can only make these orders if it is genuinely in
the public interest to do so. The person who is issued
the firearm prohibition order has the right for it to be
reviewed at VCAT when the order is made and at the
halfway mark of the order.
As I was asking before the lunchbreak, is VCAT really
the right place to handle this? VCAT generally deals
with civil and planning matters. Does it have the
expertise when it comes to criminal law and firearms
law to handle these issues? I think a more appropriate
place would be perhaps either the Magistrates Court or
a court of some sort, but not VCAT, as I honestly do
not believe it has the expertise. We will have to await
the outcome of the bill and where we go from here.
I will put some of the concerns of the Combined
Firearms Council of Victoria on the record, but the main
concern is that the focus of the bill needs to be on
criminals and criminal activities and for there to be no
unintended consequences for law-abiding firearms
owners, whether it is intentional or unintentional, but
more unintentionally in the bill. That is something that is
of great importance. The Combined Firearms Council of
Victoria has contacted me with a number of concerns
about the bill, and I will put some of those on the record
on its behalf. If there are members of the government
who could perhaps put the combined firearms council
and other stakeholders at ease and allay some of their
concerns, that would be greatly appreciated.
As I said, these are their concerns; I am just putting
them on the record. They are worried about the
delegation of power down to a superintendent level.
They believe, in the absence of specific guidance from
Parliament, that this could open up the scheme to abuse.
Again, these are the concerns of the Combined
Firearms Council of Victoria. The bill denies access to
the firearms appeals committee. It provides an avenue
of appeal through VCAT; however, this is limited and
removes the tribunal’s power to stay an order. That is
an issue they have put on the record. It prohibits a
person subject to an order from visiting a gun shop, a
gun club or another place where a firearm is stored. As
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an example of that, if a person has to report to a police
station, firearms are stored at a police station, so if you
look at the letter of the law here, they could actually be
in breach of their order for attending a police station,
whether it is a bail condition or some condition that
says they have to attend a police station. I would like
some clarity on that given on their behalf.
The same sort of thing would apply to visiting a family
member. You might have a relative who owns a
firearm. The firearm is locked away securely. The
relative is a licensed owner of a firearm; their firearm is
registered and locked away properly. You might go and
visit your brother or your sister or your uncle or a
parent and they have a gun in the house. You might be
the subject of that order, but are you technically in
breach of that order if you enter those premises, even if
you do not have a key and cannot access those
firearms? If those sorts of concerns could be allayed
and we can know the government’s response to them, it
would certainly be appreciated.
There is also the question of some of the objects being
used to potentially manufacture a firearm. For example,
they might have a lathe in the back shed. Does that
mean that they could potentially manufacture a firearm?
If they are subject to that order, even if that is not their
reason for having the lathe in the back shed, where does
that put them?
The other thing I would just like to talk about in this bill
is the notice of received instruction, particularly around
pistol shooting. This has been increased, so you can go
13 times now, but if you go more than 13 times, you
would be breaching this and actually become a
prohibited person under this bill. It is an increase, which
has been welcomed, but 13 times is not a lot of times,
particularly for junior pistol shooters who are learning
to shoot. If someone has a bit of ability and perhaps is
looking at competing at a higher level — say, at the
Commonwealth Games or Olympic Games even —
13 times is not a lot of times to visit a pistol range. Is
there an example where there could be exemptions for
those sorts of situations? It would be unfair I think,
particularly to somebody like that who is learning to
shoot. Thirteen times is not a lot of times to visit the
pistol range in that circumstance.
Another example is that politicians often get invited to
shoots, whether it be pistol or otherwise. I have
certainly been invited to a few where there has been
shotgun shooting. With a pistol, for example, if have
been a member in this place for quite a few terms and
you attend 13 shoots in succession and went to your
14th, would that make you a prohibited person? This is
over a lifetime; it is not over a period of time. If you do
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not have a pistol licence, it is 13 occasions over your
entire life. If you go on a 14th occasion, you are going
to get yourself into a bit of trouble. Again, I have been
talking about unintended consequences, particularly in
junior sport shooting when they are learning to shoot
and they have no licence. That could create an issue. I
have put those concerns on the record. As I said, if
government members could allay these concerns, that
would be appreciated.
One other thing that the member for Eildon touched
on in regard to firearms, particularly in country areas,
was about the storage of firearms and the thefts that
have been taking place recently. That has certainly
happened in the Geelong region. There was a report in
the Geelong Advertiser on 1 June this year entitled
‘Fears bikies stealing Geelong and Surf Coast
farmers’ guns after details leaked’. That information
got into the wrong hands, and there has been a spate of
burglaries. A farmer, Ross Matthews, at Modewarre
had $30 000 worth of guns stolen. If we could get an
answer to what the government is doing to combat
that situation, it would be greatly appreciated. Other
than that, the opposition is not opposing the bill. If
those concerns I have put on the record can be allayed,
it would be appreciated.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (16:12) — I am greatly
pleased to have the opportunity to speak on the
Firearms Amendment Bill 2017. We on this side of
the house are committed to giving Victoria Police the
powers and the resources they need to fight crime.
Unlike those on the other side of the house we know
crime is a complex problem that requires complex
solutions. If you listen to those over there, you would
think that the crime rate simply increased overnight on
29 November 2014, when the Andrews Labor
government took office. Of course nothing could be
further from the truth. We do know in fact, and we
have heard this afternoon from a number of speakers
on this side of the house, that the crime rate was
steadily increasing in the term of the previous
government. Rather than tackle it head-on, they did
nothing. Well, that is not entirely accurate. We do
know that there were significant cuts in a number of
sectors, particularly in TAFE, which of course denied
young people the opportunity they desperately
deserved and the opportunities to upskill and then get
a job and do those things that we know contribute to a
better and stronger Victoria.
I wanted to briefly take this opportunity to have a look
at the Barry Kennedy article published on 28 June 2017
in the Sunbury Leader which refers to Sunbury bucking
the rise in crime and ‘Crime Statistics Agency figures
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revealing a 12.8 per cent drop for the year to March’.
The article states:
Sunbury will welcome two new police trainees, while two
more and an extra sergeant are due in September.

I certainly know that the work done by Victoria Police
is greatly appreciated in my community and
appreciated by the communities right throughout my
electorate. I take this opportunity to thank the
hardworking men and women of Victoria Police, a
couple of whom I bumped into this morning whilst
getting a coffee. I thank them for their support and their
hard work within the community.
Of course, by example they need to be supported by the
government, and I am incredibly pleased that this
legislation is before the house, enabling Victoria Police
to have the opportunity to curb the —
Mr McCurdy — Acting Speaker, I draw your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr J. BULL — It is wonderful to see so many
members have come to my contribution. As I was saying
previously, the investment that has been made by the
Andrews Labor government is a significant one. The
government’s record $2 billion through the Community
Safety Statement in 2017 made major commitments,
those being 2729 additional police over four years on top
of attrition, including 415 specialist family violence
officers, of course the 100 new protective services
officers to boost mobile patrols and safety at train
stations and transport hubs, a dedicated 24-hour police
assistance line for non-emergency calls and a reporting
website so Victorians can contact police when and where
they need to — a very important service.
On top of that there is the $63.2 million to modernise
and expand the Victoria Police air wing with three new
helicopters and one fixed-wing aircraft, the replacement
of ten police stations right across the state, and
42 additional youth resource officers and Aboriginal
community liaison officers. We always know, though,
that the work of government never ends, and this bill is
a fine example of the Community Safety Statement,
which has seen significant reform and, most
importantly, significant investment — real money for
police and an investment in community safety.
What we were told was that there could be more done
to reduce the harm caused by illegal firearm use, and
this of course brings about the bill that is before the
house this afternoon. I wanted to very briefly refer to an
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article by John Silvester in the Saturday Age of
30 September 2017, in which he writes:
Just the other day, Victorian police minister Lisa Neville
dropped a press release headed ‘New laws to target illegal
guns, organised crime and drive-by shootings’.
In the release the minister channelled Clint Eastwood … ‘Let
this be a warning to organised crime figures and those that
associate with organised crime figures — we are coming for
you.’

The article goes on:
… make no mistake, the Firearms Amendment Bill 2017 is a
game changer.

We know that this bill will make a real difference to the
safety of Victorians.
I am very pleased to note that specifically the bill
introduces a firearms prohibition order (FPO) scheme
into the Firearms Act 1996 for police to protectively
address the risk to public safety from the possession and
use of firearms by organised crime groups and persons
rated a terrorist risk by police. This is a scheme that has
been successful in New South Wales and a scheme that I
think will be just as successful in Victoria.
The bill inserts a new indictable offence into the
Firearms Act to tackle drive-by shootings, and updates
an offence for possession, carriage and use of firearms
in public places. I do not need to go into detail around
the danger that is caused by drive-by shootings and the
risks associated with those practices. I am very
pleased to see this provision in this act, and it is
something that I fully support.
The bill goes on to amend the illicit firearm
manufacturing offence to better capture preparatory
steps in the manufacturing process, reducing the
definition of trafficable quantities in unregistered
firearms from four firearms to two or more. We know
that the bill also makes a number of amendments to
improve the operation of the firearms licensing and
regulation system. There are a range of provisions
contained in this bill.
I note deputy commissioner Shane Patton has said this
legislation is groundbreaking and perhaps the most
important piece of legislation introduced for a number
of years to improve community safety. This of course
comes on top of those significant investments that I
spoke about earlier. They are investments that are
making a genuine difference to community safety right
across the state, community safety in my area of
Sunbury and community safety in the areas of each and
every member of this house.
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We know that the police will have significant search
powers that can be exercised at any time. The right of
review by VCAT has safeguards to protect police and
of course intelligence. Those persons subject to an FPO
will have a further review right at the halfway point of
an order, and we know that there is a role — I will not
go into detail, given the time — for the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission in oversight.
The government has been absolutely clear that it is not
and never has been the intention for these orders to
inhibit the lawful activities of legitimate firearm users,
and that has been discussed this afternoon. Those
include sporting shooters, farmers and those that do the
right thing with firearms. That is incredibly important
and certainly something that the government is acutely
aware of.
I would like to take this opportunity to commend the
Minister for Police for her hard work, her dedication
and her commitment to the safety of the people of
Victoria. This is a minister who knows her stuff and a
minister who has the leadership to make serious reform
and, most importantly, to work closely with cabinet,
with the Premier and with the Treasurer to make serious
investment with Victoria Police. This bill, as noted by
John Silvester, is entirely a game changer. It is
something that I think the people of Victoria will very
warmly receive, and I commend the bill to the house.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (16:22) — I am
delighted to rise and make a contribution on the
Firearms Amendment Bill 2017. There is a lot that has
been said on this already, but I certainly want to add my
contribution. As you would be aware, we are not
opposing this bill at this stage, but certainly I would like
to flag that we might be seeking some clarification
between the houses on a few of the issues that have
been raised.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Firearms Act
1996 to introduce a firearms prohibition order scheme
for police to address the risks to public safety from the
possession and use of firearms by organised crime
groups and individuals rated as a terrorist risk by police.
This scheme is based on the New South Wales model.
The bill also inserts a new indictable offence to tackle
drive-by shootings and updates the offence for
possession, carriage and use of firearms in a public place,
which is another good step forward. It amends the illicit
firearms manufacturing offence to better capture early
steps in the manufacturing process. At the same time it
revises the definition of trafficable quantities of
unregistered firearms, from four firearms down to two. I
think that is a significant step forward. The bill also
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makes amendments to improve the operation of the
firearms licensing and regulation system.
The bill will introduce the firearms prohibition order
into the Firearms Act. Some of the features include that
the Chief Commissioner of Police will be able to make
an order against individuals only if it is in the public
interest to prohibit their access to firearms.
I will draw on an example that I came across recently,
just over the river in Albury in New South Wales. A
chap by the name of David Dunstan, a farmer, had an
ice-affected person come to his place at 3 o’clock in the
morning. Mr Dunstan got an unloaded gun out of his
safe and I would not say he brandished the gun, but he
held the gun. Finally when the police came and the
whole deal got sorted out, Mr Dunstan had his guns
withdrawn, and his wife had her guns withdrawn,
because he was deemed a risk for having used a gun to
threaten someone. Clearly he was not using it to protect
himself at 3 o’clock in the morning with an ice-affected
person coming at him. It was obviously what he felt
comfortable with at the time.
I suppose what I am coming to with that is that with
any of these changes that we make, we have to make
sure that we do not have unintended consequences,
which happens sometimes. At this stage of the bill,
before it moves to the other house, there are
opportunities to make some appropriate changes.
Other provisions of the bill include that police will have
search powers over the life of the order, which is
10 years for adults and five years for children aged
14 years or older. That is obviously for when somebody
is in this position. Serious offences will apply if the
person to whom the order applies acquires or possesses
a firearm or a firearm-related item, such as a silencer or
a homemade cartridge ammunition holder. There are
areas there that I think are significant and will certainly
assist in this process.
A person issued with an order will have a right of
review to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal when the order is first made, and a further
review right at the halfway mark of the order. I question
whether VCAT is the right place for this to occur. I
think we may have to look at that in the future.
The bill provides for a three-tiered oversight and
assurance system that has been developed, which
includes reports to Parliament by the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission; standing
monitoring and reporting powers for IBAC; and a
review of a sufficient sample of case files to assess the
information relied on when making an order.
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A new indictable offence will prohibit shooting at
premises and vehicles — obviously that is the drive-by
shooting component of it. And the offence for
possession and use of firearms in certain places will be
updated, with the maximum penalty significantly
increased. That is another significant step forward.
To put it into perspective, the Firearms Act 1996
contains measures to restrict access to firearms with
respect to individuals who are not fit and proper or who
fall within a prohibited person category. However, the
prohibited person scheme only applies after the event —
a retrospective measure is probably not ideal in this
situation — so it only relies on a person’s criminal
convictions or court orders and licensing decisions if a
person applies for a licence. That is probably more
retrospective than proactively looking forward.
The proposed scheme and the new offences will
further strengthen Victoria Police’s response to illicit
firearms and will proactively address the risks to
public safety from the possession and use of firearms
by organised crime groups and people rated as a
terrorist risk by police.
The Liberal-Nationals, as we know, have strong law
and order policies, and we certainly support tough gun
laws. When I say that, that is for those who are a risk to
the community. We do not want this to have
unintended consequences, as I said, for registered and
legitimate gun owners, so we have to protect their rights
at the same time.
We recognise that in Victoria criminals and illegal
firearms remain a significant threat to community safety.
The opposition will continue to work cooperatively and
proactively to ensure that we have the necessary
legislative powers to deal with illegal firearms.
I have a couple of areas of concern. The government
has been slow to address the issue of drive-by
shootings. I understand it is now about 18 months since
the opposition announced its policy. Some say it is
better late than never, but at the same time I think the
community has been calling for this for a long time —
for the government to get tougher on some of these
laws — so I am pleased to see those changes beginning
to hit the floor now.
There are also concerns among some stakeholders
regarding the amendments to the definitions ‘populous
place’ and ‘public place’ in the context of carrying
firearms.
There are also concerns about clause 14, ‘Review of a
decision to cancel a licence’, and the apparent
replacement of a part of the role of the Firearms
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Appeals Committee with VCAT. I wonder whether
VCAT is the ideal place for this to be dealt with.
Of course we do not want terrorists or people with
mental health concerns in charge of firearms, but at the
end of the day we also want to protect those who are
legitimate gun owners. At the same time, we need to
have the right checks and balances so that there is a
right of reply for those who may be unfairly targeted.
We have seen how our laws and systems over the years
can be used by an unhappy spouse, for example, or a
family member to strip a recreational hunter of their
rights if they are accused of this, that or whatever might
be the case. This is a concern. We just do not want to
find that allegations like this can actually put somebody
into this position. It is then very difficult for them to
have themselves removed from this list. The majority of
stakeholders are generally supportive of the bill’s
provisions. We need to ensure that a right-of-reply or
appeals process is in place.
The coalition does not want to water down any
opportunity to be tough on crime, including gun laws,
certainly for terrorists, but we need to protect the rights
of legitimate registered gun owners and users. This is
designed for illegal gun users, terrorists and criminals.
Again I mention the unintended consequences: we want
to be sure that they will not flow on to our recreational
hunters and people who are legitimate gun users. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (16:31) — The
Firearms Amendment Bill 2017 highlights the
Victorian government’s commitment to community
safety, and it builds on existing legislative measures to
help reduce illicit access to and use of firearms. The bill
will introduce complementary police powers and tools,
including firearm prohibition orders (FPOs) and new
and updated offences for Victoria Police to proactively
and quickly disrupt serious criminal activity associated
with the illegal use of firearms.
This is important for a whole series of reasons and for
community safety and protection. The context is
crucial, so I will reference the Community Safety
Statement 2017, which outlines the Andrews
government’s commitment to give Victoria Police the
powers and resources it needs to keep Victoria safe.
Illegal firearm use causes significant harm in our
communities, and Victoria Police told the Victorian
government that operationally the current tools that
exist to address firearms-related offending are no longer
sufficient to prevent emerging kinds of firearm crime.
So this is part of the evolution that is evidence-based
and how the government is responding to the issues as
they emerge.
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To support Victoria Police in their efforts to crack
down on firearm crimes we have the firearms
prohibition orders. They will be used in scenarios
where no other appropriate mechanism exists to prevent
a person from obtaining a firearm, but sufficient
intelligence exists to indicate that it is contrary to the
public interest for that person to possess a firearm. Why
is this increasingly important right now? The reason is
that the risk of the illicit use of firearms by organised
crime groups, network defenders and people who are
rated as a terrorist risk by police clearly threatens our
safety and also statistics from both Victoria Police and
the independent Crime Statistics Agency show an
increase in firearm-related violence with what is
colloquially called ‘drive-by’ shootings and non-fatal
shootings, which are often linked to organised crime.
That is the proposition. Drive-by shootings in Victoria
have risen from 27 non-fatal shootings in 2014, to 67 in
2016 and already 47 to date this year.
The fundamental purpose of the Firearms Act 1996 is to
ensure that the possession, carriage, use, acquisition and
disposal of firearms are regulated in order to ensure
public safety and peace. The Firearms Act provides the
Chief Commissioner of Police with mechanisms to meet
this purpose through a system of licensing and regulating
firearms as well as a prohibited person regime.
These are the key issues that the Victorian government
confronts and this is another part of the suite of reforms
that have been brought in to address public safety and
reduce harm in the community and keep Victorians safe.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — I hear some interjection. I want
to go to that. For the first time an agreement and shared
agenda between the Victorian government and the
police to detect, disrupt and prevent crime has been
established. I want to acknowledge the Minister for
Police for all the work that has taken to deliver and now
implement. There are new laws from a whole range of
different aspects from banning cash for scrap, road
safety laws expanding, protective services officers’
powers growing, the role of the police custody officers,
drug reform and the introduction of laws for firearm
prohibition orders. This is regarded as a game changer
when it comes to tackling serious and organised crime.
There is new capability around mobile technology,
body-worn cameras, even a new air wing, and new
specialists in the public order response team, in the
special operations group and in the critical incident
response team. For the first time in six years the crime
rate has stabilised and has now begun to go down. This
is one of the key propositions that has been addressed,
and this is what is going on.
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An honourable member interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — I am hearing some interjections
from the other side again. Let us just go to the fact of
the matter, which is that under the former coalition’s
time in government crime went up 16 quarters in a row,
so every three months the crime stats were released
under the Liberals and they confirmed rises across all
types of crime.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — I hate to address an issue of
opinion with the stated facts as presented to me. Let us
actually just make sure that these reforms are in place
and work in the public interest. That is what the
government and the Minister for Police have been
implementing. I think the opposition should follow the
facts of the matter and be arguing in that context. This
is what has been going on under the Andrews
government to actually address these issues.
I want to use this opportunity to respond to some of the
claims that have been raised and the questions that have
been asked by the opposition. One of the key questions
was: sometimes a person, particularly a junior who has
three unlicensed shoots, can exhaust the number of
unlicensed training shoots — by way of explanation,
that is for sporting shooters — before their licence
application is finalised; is there a way the licence
process can be sped up? That was a question put by the
opposition. The response, as I am informed, is that
Victoria Police process applications as quickly as
possible, but there are necessary checks that have to be
run to ensure the suitability of a person. This is the case
even with junior shooters. By and large the junior
applications are not so complex but Victoria Police, as a
responsive regulator, will continue to promote greater
efficiency in the administration of firearms regulations.
I think that is a commonsense approach. Yes, we would
like to be more efficient but we have got to actually get
the checks validated and verified. So that is the critical
point there.
Another proposition was: under the exemptions for the
firearms in public places offence, would a person be
able to walk down the Melbourne CBD with a loaded
firearm? The response, as I am informed, is that the
intention is that the status quo is maintained, so police
and armed security guards would be able to walk down
the Melbourne CBD with loaded firearms, which they
can do now. The exemptions only apply if a person
holds a firearms licence and the possession, carrying or
use of the firearm is in accordance with the firearms
licence and any other authority that applies to the use,
possession and carriage of the firearm. For example, if
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someone has a firearms licence for hunting, the
carriage, use or possession of the firearm has to be for
that purpose and subject to the other authorities that
regulate hunting in Victoria. That is the response as
provided to me.
Another question was: is VCAT the appropriate review
body for FPOs? Again, to address this question raised
by the opposition, I have been advised that it is not
unusual for VCAT to deal with sensitive, confidential
or intelligence information across the broad range of
application types. VCAT was consulted on the bill and
was comfortable taking on the new jurisdiction, as I am
advised. Handling such information as police
intelligence arises in private security licensing reviews
and appeals from the Firearms Appeals Committee, so
VCAT does have background and knowledge of
firearms issues. Some of these firearms licensing
reviews have involved serious criminality and accessing
the applicants links with organised crime. VCAT should
be able to continue to deal with these matters. The
VCAT reviews will likely deal with the character of the
person and the information relied on when making the
order, not the technical workings of the firearm. Dealing
with issues of character and probity is well-established
within VCAT.
This is another reform and another initiative as part of
the Andrews Labor government’s suite of policies to
make the community safer, and I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) (16:40) — It is my
pleasure to rise in support of the Firearms Amendment
Bill 2017. Australia thankfully enjoys a relatively low
rate of gun violence, especially compared to other
places in the world. The reason for this is that both state
and federal governments have taken gun control and
firearms management very seriously, especially
following the Port Arthur massacre. It seems we are
regularly given reason to reflect on the value of our gun
laws, most recently following the mass shooting in Las
Vegas, which once again has raised the issue of gun
control in the United States. I would like to think that
Australia presents a very strong case study in successful
gun control and firearm management. That is not to say
we cannot improve, and I will get to that. I think it is
fair to say that most, if not all, Australian governments
see firearms management as an important part of
ensuring community safety. The bill before the house
today is another chapter in the broader story of firearm
management, and it supports this government’s
Community Safety Statement.
Despite our generally low rates of gun violence,
statistics from Victoria Police and the independent
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Crime Statistics Agency show an increase in
firearm-related violence, particularly in drive-by
shootings and non-fatal shootings, which are often
linked to organised crime. As the previous speaker
outlined, drive-by shootings in Victoria have risen from
27 non-fatal shootings in 2014 to 67 in 2016, and I
believe this year we are already up to 47. We also know
that there has been an increase in the rate of aggravated
burglary using firearms and the possession of firearms
or ammunition in contravention of the Firearms Act
1996. This is obviously a significant issue that the
Andrews government is seeking to address and address
comprehensively.
It should also be noted here that the previous
government significantly underinvested in police, and I
think we are feeling the impact of that in our
community today. This underinvestment bites, and I
think we are feeling that. But thankfully we now have a
government in power that is addressing this
underinvestment. Meanwhile, those opposite, as we
heard by the heckling in the chamber earlier,
commentate and ignore their own failings that saw
them booted from office in 2014. They really have not
learned their lesson at all.
We have already seen significant work in addressing
the issues I have outlined. We have seen action to
support the Victoria Police response to firearm-related
crime, including funding for two new illicit firearms
trade and armed crime teams. Back in 2015 we also
saw the introduction of new laws to get illegal firearms
off the streets, and this included lowering the threshold
for trafficking firearms from 10 guns to three,
tightening the meaning of ‘possession of a firearm’ to
make it easier for police to prove possession,
introducing a new offence of illegally manufacturing
firearms and increasing the maximum sentence for theft
of firearms from 10 to 15 years.
Perhaps most notable is the $2 billion investment this
government made in the provision of over
3000 additional police, which is particularly significant
given the former government’s failure to fund frontline
police officers at all — a failure they deny but is fact.
We challenge them to counter that fact, and they cannot
often give us a reasonable or valid explanation.
The bill before us today introduces a firearm
prohibition order — an FPO — and this scheme
effectively allows police to proactively address the risks
to public safety from the possession and use of firearms
by organised crime groups and other high-risk
individuals. The bill also introduces new indictable
offences that will tackle drive-by shootings, and the
offence of possession, carriage and use of firearms in
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public places will be updated. This meets a
commitment made in the Community Safety Statement I
referred to earlier.
Further, the illicit firearm manufacturing offence in the
Firearms Act will be amended to better capture
preparatory steps in the manufacturing process. The
definition of ‘trafficable quantities of unregistered
firearms’ will be reduced from four firearms to two or
more firearms. I note that the bill also makes a number
of amendments to improve the operation of the firearms
licensing and regulation system.
The development of firearm prohibition orders has been
informed by experience in New South Wales, which
also has an FPO scheme in place. Regard has also been
had to the New South Wales Ombudsman’s review of
the New South Wales search powers, which was
released last year, and our scheme draws on many of
the recommendations that were outlined in that review.
I should also note that many states are planning to
introduce an FPO regime, and consideration of an FPO
scheme forms part of the activities agreed by all
jurisdictions under the National Organised Crime
Response Plan.
To return to the New South Wales experience, New
South Wales police advise that shooting incidents
across New South Wales decreased by 45 per cent
between 2011 and 2016. They advise that FPOs have
been successfully issued in relation to counterterrorism
investigations, outlaw motorcycle gangs and other
high-risk individuals. It is also important to note,
however, that FPOs should not be looked at in isolation,
as they form part of a suite of initiatives and tools that
target these problematic cohorts that we have outlined.
In terms of how the FPO scheme will operate, FPOs
will apply before the event so that police can quickly
and proactively disrupt dynamic and intricate criminal
activity where there is sufficient intelligence that
particular persons should not have access to firearms.
The criteria for making an FPO are quite broad, and this
is deliberate so that the Chief Commissioner of Police
has operational flexibility to quickly respond to serious
criminality. As such, the chief commissioner will be
able to make an order for an FPO if they are satisfied
that it is in the public interest because of the criminal
history of an individual, the behaviour of an individual
or the people with whom the individual associates or
because the individual may pose a threat or risk to
public safety based on information known to the chief
commissioner. In short, this effectively means that the
chief commissioner is making a judgement that it is not
in the public interest for a particular individual to have
access to firearms.
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It should be noted that these orders will be primarily
targeted at organised crime groups and persons of
interest in counterterrorism cases. It is not expected that
Victoria Police would gratuitously target law-abiding
firearm owners — that is, people who do not have a
criminal history, who have not exhibited concerning
behaviours or who do not pose a threat to public safety.
These people that other speakers have alluded to —
those responsible licensed gun owners — should not be
concerned by these laws.
In terms of the effect of one of these orders, it will
mean that police will have warrantless search powers
over the life of the order — that is, 10 years for adults
and five years for children aged 14 years or older.
Serious offences will apply to prohibit the possession,
use, carriage or acquisition of firearms or
firearms-related offences by a person who is subject to
an FPO. These offences come with a maximum 10-year
imprisonment penalty. Another impact is that
attendance at firearm-related premises, such as shooting
ranges or firearms storage facilities, will be restricted,
and a breach of this also comes with a maximum
12-month imprisonment penalty. It is worth noting here
that Victoria Police have voiced concern about
high-risk persons attending paintball locations to
undertake tactical firearms training. As a result of these
concerns, paintball venues have been included within
the definition of ‘prohibited premises’.
Finally, after a person is served with an order, they will
have the opportunity to surrender their firearm or
related possession — ammunition, for example, or a
silencer or any other form of firearm accessory — and a
failure to do so also comes with a very significant
penalty. If an FPO is made against a person who holds
a firearm licence, permit or approval, these
authorisations are automatically cancelled, as you
would expect.
As you would expect, the scheme will be subject to
oversight. Others have spoken about the role of VCAT,
so I will not discuss that here, but I will note that an
FPO subject will have the right to seek a merits review
of the decision as well as a fresh review at the halfway
mark of the order. We know that IBAC will have a
three-tiered, ongoing auditing and oversight role, with a
report on the operation of the scheme to be tabled in
Parliament every two years and a review of a sufficient
sample of case files relied upon when making an FPO.
IBAC will also have a standing power to review and
report on the operation of the scheme at any time.
In addition to this, the chief commissioner will be
required to report annually on activity under the
scheme, which will cover off on information like the
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number of FPOs that have been issued during the
relevant period. The scheme will have a legislative
enshrined operation of 10 years. It will then be up to
Parliament to determine if the FPO scheme should
continue, and I think that is more than appropriate.
I do not think anybody in this place could object to the
notion that firearm ownership and possession need to be
actively monitored and regulated, and all of us in this
place appreciate the community safety benefits of gun
regulation, especially when it comes to organised crime
groups and counterterrorism or potential terrorist threats.
The measures outlined in the bill before us will
strengthen this system, but will also give it flexibility and
enable it to be proactive. I cannot emphasise enough how
important it is that we work to prevent crime and not just
deal with it on the back end when the damage is already
done. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (16:50) — It is
a pleasure to rise this afternoon to speak on the
Firearms Amendment Bill 2017. I will begin by
concurring with the member for Dandenong. Our seats
do abut, actually, and we are well aware of many of the
concerns about safety in our community. I would like to
say that I agree with her that we live in a relatively safe
community where firearms are not as readily available
as they are in other countries. I grew up in a community
where I took for granted my safety. I used to walk
home from the train at night after working and I
allowed my kids to go out and play on the streets. It has
become, I know, a big concern of people that our streets
and communities are not as safe.
I hark back to that day when we heard the news of Port
Arthur. It was unbelievable that that could happen in
Australia. I think it was actually a defining moment for
us as a nation. I do commend the then Prime Minister
for standing up and saying, ‘We can’t allow this to ever
happen again’, and ‘We must make sure that there are
restrictions placed on the availability of firearms’. After
that announcement there was an enormous clean-up,
should we say? People, through the amnesty — it was a
paid amnesty, as I recall — sent their firearms back,
because most Australians did not want to have firearms
easily available in our community and for them to get
into the hands of the wrong people.
I would also like to put on the record, given I have been
given this opportunity to speak unexpectedly, that out
of that awful event at Port Arthur came the
establishment of the Alannah and Madeline
Foundation. They do extraordinary work in raising the
issue of violence, especially as it was played out on
innocent families and young children at Port Arthur, but
also in our homes, in our communities and in our
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school settings as well. They do an amazing job of
raising these issues at the Alannah and Madeline
Foundation. I know that they are well aware that when
they raise issues about gun ownership, even in letting
people in the community know that these sorts of laws
are coming into the Parliament, they get inundated by
people saying, ‘This is not true. Gun ownership is our
right. Gun ownership is something that is not very
widespread, and I deserve and have the right to own a
gun’. Well, you know, people do have certain rights,
but they do not have the right to own certain types of
firearms and these firearms should not be readily
available to the community.
As we have seen and as the statistics show — and the
Crime Statistics Agency Victoria reports this — there
has been an increase in the number of drive-by shootings
in our community. People have had access to firearms
that we do not want them to have access to, or there are
certain people we do not want to have access to them. I
know the Crime Statistics Agency data shows that
aggravated burglary using firearms increased by 30 per
cent over the three years to 2015–16 and possessing
firearms or ammunition in contravention of the Firearms
Act 1996 increased by 44 per cent over the same period.
Of significant concern to Victoria Police is the level of
non-fatal drive-by shootings in recent years relating to
organised crime groups as well as evidence from
counterterrorism operations of at-risk persons seeking
firearms. Drive-by shootings have risen from
27 non-fatal shootings in 2014 to 67 in 2016, and already
47 to date in 2017. So they are cause for concern. This
legislation is very much needed to make sure firearms do
not get into the hands of the wrong people.
I see in an article from the Herald Sun headed ‘Gangs
warned’ it says:
Hundreds of bikie gang members, terrorism suspects and
Middle Eastern crime figures face new gun prohibitions under
proposed laws.

I think nobody would have much problem with that.
The article goes on to quote the Minister for Police as
saying — and I want people to understand this:
This is not targeted to our legal, registered gun owners, our
farmers who use them for pest management or sporting
shooters.
This is about targeting people who we don’t want to have
carrying guns.

That is certainly the case, and I think there would be
universal acceptance of that in our community. The fact
is, though, as we have seen with the recent amnesty,
there are still a lot of firearms out there. I am very
pleased to see, reading a recent press release, that:
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In the first two months of the national firearms amnesty,
2150 firearms have been surrendered in Victoria.

Frankly, I am glad they are out of the cupboards, out of
the barns, out of the homes and somewhere safe now. It
goes on:
This is on top of a number of bladed weapons, imitation
firearms and ammunition which have also been surrendered.

Superintendent Paul Millett of the licensing and
regulation division said:
Let me be clear — this is more than 2000 firearms that would
otherwise be at greater risk of ending up in the wrong hands.

In my own area of the southern region I notice — and
I am not going to be a shrinking violet about this —
that I represent an area where there have been a
number of Australian Federal Police raids, and a
number of terrorist suspects have been arrested. We
have had some cause for concern about exactly this
issue of firearms ending up in the wrong hands. I
notice that during the amnesty 236 firearms have been
surrendered so far in the southern region, which does
cover a very big region from Prahran to the
Mornington Peninsula, and I have got to say that is
good news for our local community.
I am well aware that some people have raised the issue
of sporting clubs and shooting ranges and that this may
be a restriction on the rights of people who really enjoy
having a good shootout at the sporting range or do in
fact keep a gun for farming purposes or sporting
experiences. In fact not so very long ago I had the real
pleasure of meeting the young girl who had won a gold
medal at the last Olympics. She told a fantastic story
about how she had grown up with guns in the house.
Her father had coached her, her father had shown her
how to use a gun and she found that she had a natural
inclination to get involved in the sport. She was really a
terrific young person and a great role model for aspiring
athletes and indeed aspiring young people across the
board. It always strikes me as a bit strange that some
people are interested in this sport, but I know that when
my children were at school one of the things they did,
when they were doing some electives, was actually
some clay shooting. They really did enjoy it, so I
understand that a lot of people out there actually enjoy
gun sport.
The bill also makes a number of amendments to
improve the operation of the firearms licensing and
regulation system. It updates the exemption for
advertising the sale of firearms to enable approved
clubs to advertise in online publications; aligns between
adults and children the number of attendances at
shooting ranges without a licence, providing that an
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unlicensed person can receive a maximum of
13 instructions in pistol shooting over their entire
lifetime; and importantly, as I have suggested, by
transitioning from a junior to an adult firearms licence
by allowing a junior licence to continue to operate after
an individual turns 18 until a decision on their adult
application is made.
These are all sensible changes to the law. In fact, they
are more than sensible; they are exactly what the
community is asking for. We cannot, given our recent
history in making sure that firearms are not readily
available, walk away from the fact that there have been
a number of very upsetting experiences with drive-by
shootings. We may have to make sure with these laws
that our police force have the resources and that we
provide them with the laws to ensure that our
community, the Victorian community, can go to bed at
night, walk the streets, go to work, go to school and
know that they are going to be safe. I commend the bill
to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms ALLAN
(Minister for Public Transport).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

FIREARMS AMENDMENT
(ADVERTISING) BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Received from Council.
Read first time on motion of Mr CLARK (Box Hill).
Leave refused for bill to be read a second time
immediately.
Ordered that second reading be made order of the
day for next day.

COMPENSATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 18 October; motion of
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance).
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (17:02) — I am pleased
to rise to make what I anticipate will be some relatively
brief comments about the Compensation Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. While there are two substantive
matters that are affected by the bill, it is pretty
straightforward. I think there are only eight clauses in
the entire bill. Essentially the first impact it has is to

3633

amend the Transport Accident Act 1986, and the
second effect is to amend the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013, also
known as the WIRC act. In the case of the Transport
Accident Commission (TAC) act the bill effectively
abolishes the application of the excess, and with regard
to their WIRC act it amends some provisions relating to
apprentice jockeys. Beyond that, the impact is very
minimal, so I will speak briefly to those, and then I
want to talk about the broader issue of the resourcing of
the Transport Accident Commission.
I should say first of all that the opposition was briefed
last week, and I appreciate the briefing and the
opportunity to discuss with the affected agencies the
issue. I can also indicate at this point in proceedings
that the opposition will not be opposing the bill.
With regard to the changes to the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013, the bill
inserts new provisions that will in effect make the
workers compensation arrangements for licensed
jockeys and for apprentice jockeys comparable. There
is a discrepancy at the moment with regard to the
coverage of apprentice jockeys where, under most
circumstances, they are covered by the trainers. But
the proposal here is to change those provisions so that
the arrangements for jockeys and for apprentice
jockeys are uniform. Apprentice jockeys will be
deemed to be employed by Racing Victoria while at
specific locations and undertaking particular
activities — that essentially means if they are engaged
in riding work at an approved facility and/or riding to
and from an approved facility.
There is, I understand, a little concern amongst the
trainers — the member for Gippsland East will have
more to say on this — that riding work undertaken in
other locations is not to be covered. For example, if
horses are being ridden on the beach in the course of
the training activity, the apprentices would not, under
those circumstances, be covered by Racing Victoria.
But the key issue with regard to this bill is that under
most circumstances, whether moving to or away from
approved facilities or actually engaged in riding work at
approved facilities, the apprentices are covered.
The second aspect of this bill relates to amendments to
part 2 of the Transport Accident Act 1986. Again, they
are relatively straightforward — effectively they
abolish the current excess arrangements. I think these
are reasonable proposals. The intent, as I understand it,
is to improve the client experience. In the context of the
briefing, we were advised that, while previously it took
up to two weeks for a claim to be accepted, under the
current service standards it is down to two days. By
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maintaining the excess, there is, as was originally
intended, a disincentive created, but the difficulty with
that disincentive is that it becomes then an impediment
to early treatment. Because people need to put money
out in order to recover it, they do not necessarily get the
attention they need in a timely fashion, as is desirable.
As I understand it, the intent of these amendments is to
seek a speedy resolution for the client, both in a health
sense and in terms of the claim.
There is of course a cost, which we are led to believe is
relatively modest, of $6 million. It is a lot of money, but
in the context of claims of in excess of $1.2 billion it is
probably a relatively small amount of money.
My concern is with regard to the health of the
organisation overall, and in particular the impact that
the constant taking of dividends by the government has
on the Transport Accident Commission (TAC). If you
look at the commission’s last three annual reports, you
will see that while the bottom line for the 2016–17
financial year is much improved, essentially that is
from a change in value of assets in a positive sense of
more than $1 billion. If you go to last year’s report,
there were accrued losses. Indeed when we were going
through the estimates process earlier this year, there
was quite an interesting discussion, depending on your
interests I guess, around the impacts of —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Some seek excitement, and
accounting standards excite some of us. It was in
particular around the review and potential amendment
of the accounting standard that applied to insurance
organisations. That was the initial discussion because,
when the budget was brought down we, being the
opposition, had a look to see what was happening in
terms of dividends from the TAC — they are a matter
of perennial interest — and there were not any there.
Given that the figure proposed over the forward
estimates last year was in excess of $1.3 billion, I think
we all thought it was reasonable that those amounts
were probably somewhere else in the budget. It turned
out they were, but it was not as the secretary of the
department initially believed might be the case — that
it was because of a change in accounting standards.
As we in fact established, it was because there were
some issues with taking dividends from a corporation
that was not only not making any money, but at that
point had accrued losses. Despite assurances from both
the Treasurer and the Minister for Finance over the last
three estimates that it was very healthy financially and
there were no problems, the reality is the government
could not this year take dividends from the TAC
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because, had they called them dividends, they would
have breached the accounting standards.
The most recent report of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee carries a copy of a letter from the
Auditor-General. He says in part that:
The budget treatment through to 2019–20 is based on a
precedent established during the 2015–16 audit of the TAC,
whereby a repayment of capital of $78 million — requested
by the Treasurer in accordance with section 29A of the
Transport Accident Act 1986 — was recognised in their
Comprehensive Income Statement as an expense … This
repayment was in addition to interim and final dividend
payments disclosed in their Statement of Changes in Equity.
The particular financial circumstances that led to this
treatment were that the TAC had:

and this is the important point —
already incurred a current year loss before the capital
repayment was taken into account
carried forward accumulated deficits from the previous
year which were increased by the current year loss —

so there was a cumulative effect —
no contributed capital or other equity from which to
draw.

As I mentioned, this year the books look a whole lot
better, thanks to a $1000 million move in terms of the
valuation of investment funds, but that did not stop the
Treasurer taking another $29.5 million out of the TAC
prior to 30 June, again by way of a capital return.
As the secretary of the department advised the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee at his second
appearance with the Minister for Finance towards the
end of the estimates hearings, and again this is
contained in the committee’s report tabled yesterday,
the TAC is expected to pay grants — they are now
called grants, not dividends — of $505 million in the
current financial year, $431 million in 2018–19,
$563 million in 2019–20 and $252 million in 2020–21.
From memory, that is a significant increase — some
hundreds of millions of dollars more than for the
current year in the forward estimates — than was
anticipated last year.
I reiterate my concern that enormous sums of money
are being shifted out of the TAC in order to prop up the
bottom line of the budget. I do not think there is any
doubt about that — half a billion dollars or more in this
financial year alone when we have a corporation that
had for a number of years sustained losses.
As I mentioned, it has had a much better year this year,
but essentially it is investment income, not operating
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income. There is a real risk that if you strip out that
one-year profit and they have a bad year this year in
terms of their investments, the organisation could be in
serious trouble. But in the context of this bill, the advice
that was given to the opposition was that the forecast
cost would be $6.5 million in terms of removing the
excess, on the basis of $1.2 million in payouts.
It will be interesting to see whether that is exactly the
way it works out. If that is the cost and that is the
proportion — and I believe those figures to be
accurate — then it seems to me to be a reasonable
policy step to take if it results in improving the
circumstances for TAC clients and if it results
ultimately in improving the medical outcomes for those
clients. On that basis, the opposition will not be
opposing the bill.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (17:16) — I am
delighted to make a contribution on the Compensation
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. I did listen with
great interest to the member for Mornington’s
contribution because I, too, recall the robust but
respectful exchange that occurred between the member
for Mornington, in his capacity as deputy chair of the
committee, and the Minister for Finance on what I
believe was our last day of hearings at estimates this
year. While I take on board the comments made by the
member in his contribution, I think it is worth making a
couple of observations. One is in quoting the report that
was prepared by the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, the committee does state on page 66 that:
The committee understands that while the TAC has enough
cash to make a payment to the state, this cannot be classified
under the accounting rules as a dividend due to accumulated
losses on the entity’s balance sheet over recent years.

As the member for Mornington points out, in
appendix 2, under revenue, there is a letter from the
Auditor-General that was incorporated. I raise this from
the point of view of saying that, yes, it is the right of the
government to seek a dividend be paid and returned as
a capital repatriation because we are the shareholder. I
note the member for Mornington’s point about the
accumulated losses. I suppose what I would say is that
there are significant cash reserves that would warrant
that capital repatriation and that obviously we need to
be compliant with accounting standards, which is why
it is treated as a grant rather than a dividend.
I do not think the member for Mornington is suggesting
that there are concerns about the financial viability of
the Transport Accident Commission (TAC). I think
there is recognition that the TAC is a well-run
organisation. Yes, there have been accumulated losses
in recent years, which preclude the capital repatriation
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from being treated as a dividend, so instead we will
treat it as a grant. I do not think the member for
Mornington in his contribution is suggesting that there
are concerns about the financial viability of the TAC,
but I do appreciate the contribution that he is making.
I did not have a great appreciation of accounting
standards before I became chair of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee. I have learned to love
accounting standards — I am prepared to concede that
and confess that to the house. But we had a really good
discussion. It demonstrates the fact that being able to
read the budget papers and understand the way in
which these issues are treated is a really important skill
for members to have. When you come to this place and
you have that level of knowledge, it is a really
important skill to have when you look at a budget. You
owe it to yourself as a member and you it owe to the
institution of the Parliament to be able to dissect budget
papers and try and understand why the executive makes
the decisions that it does.
With that, I will come to the bill itself. In preparing for
this contribution I am indebted to an article I found
called ‘The facts and figures on jockey fatalities in
Australia’ by Gretchen Kijak, which was published on
8 January 2015. The article talks about the fact that
from the 1840s to 2015, 873 jockeys lost their lives and
that a licensed jockey fell on average once in every 240
rides, and that one-third of those falls resulted in injury.
These are licensed jockeys, so these are jockeys that are
no longer apprentices. You would expect that for
apprentice jockeys, because their skill levels may not be
as high, you would have probably a greater rate of
injuries. The article also said that 620 falls resulted in a
death. It talks about Brad Rawiller who, in 2014, had
1055 starts. On the basis of that analysis, there is a
25 per cent likelihood that he would have a fall in any
given year.
It is worth using those figures as context to understand
the fact that being a jockey is a very dangerous
occupation. Racehorses weigh on average between 470
and 515 kilograms. Some of the larger horses can
weigh up to 570 kilograms. If a jockey weighs about
50 kilos, you are talking about a figure that is 10 times
the jockey’s weight. If you think about that sort of
weight falling on a jockey, you get an appreciation
fairly quickly of the sort of damage that can be
sustained by people in this occupation.
We owe it to jockeys to make sure they are able to
operate in a safe environment. It is particularly
important when you think of the time of year which is
approaching us. Obviously this weekend we have the
Melbourne Cup Carnival. I was with the Minister for

COMPENSATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
3636

ASSEMBLY

Racing at Flemington on Monday. The suburb of
Flemington is in the state electorate of Essendon, but
the racecourse itself is in the state electorate of
Melbourne. I note that in the minister’s media release
he indicated that last year the Melbourne Cup Carnival
generated $427.1 million in economic activity and
employed almost 20 000 staff and contractors. Visitors
spent $38.3 million on accommodation, while
$44.3 million was spent on retail and fashion. This is a
significant industry.
I think that when you look at the racing industry you
see that the jockeys play a really important role, but in
the food chain they are the proletariat of the industry.
They are probably not particularly well paid for the
work they do, yet the work they do plays a pivotal role
in terms of this sport that many of us will enjoy over the
coming days.
That is just in terms of what happens at Flemington. I
think when we broaden that out and look at the impact
that races have at country racetracks, it is significant. I
think the Sale Cup was held on Sunday.
Mr T. Bull interjected.
Mr PEARSON — Thank you, member for
Gippsland East. It was on Sunday. I think there was —
Mr T. Bull interjected.
Mr PEARSON — I am very pleased that the
member for Gippsland East backed a winner. I think
there were about 3000 people at the track on Sunday.
For a city like Sale, having 3000 people attend the cup
is huge. I think we all know that the Geelong Cup is
similarly a very large race meeting for Geelong, as are
the various other regional cups.
So you are looking at a major industry that creates an
enormous amount of employment opportunities and
enormous amounts of wealth and affluence that is often
localised and concentrated over a period of time. When
you have got that level of economic activity and the
level of wealth that is created, it is important that we
have a bill like this come before the house to clear up
that anomaly between licensed jockeys and apprentice
jockeys, to make sure that apprentice jockeys are
covered by Racing Victoria in the event that they are
injured at their workplace. As we have seen over the
years, it is vitally important that workers have the
ability to go to work and come home safely and that
they are appropriately covered by an appropriate
workers compensation scheme.
I also note that the bill makes some further amendments
in relation to the medical excess, which currently sits at
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$651 and is indexed each financial year to the consumer
price index. This is about trying to make it a lot easier
for people who have been injured and are clients of the
TAC to be able to get the help and care they need as
quickly as they can and to make sure they experience
the best quality of care they can have as a result of
having been injured and being clients of the TAC.
I appreciate that the bill is not particularly controversial,
and I appreciate the fact that the opposition has
indicated its support for it. A bill like this is really
important, to make sure we give apprentice jockeys the
support they need to do their job and the protection of a
uniform scheme. Addressing some of these anomalies
is really important because it will make the scheme
operate more efficiently and far more effectively than
has clearly been the case. The reality is that being a
jockey is a very dangerous occupation, and we need to
make sure that these jockeys get the proper care and
assistance they need, given the fact there is a high
chance that they will be injured. It is a very good bill
and I appreciate that the opposition is supporting it. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (17:26) — I rise to
make a relatively short contribution on the
Compensation Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 and
to reinforce our not oppose position to the bill.
I will just pick up on what the member for Essendon
said. He made some comments in relation to the
importance of country racing, and I certainly endorse
those comments. It is very much the lifeblood of a lot of
our country communities. He did refer to a jockey, but I
think he might have got the name wrong: Brad Rawiller
is his name. Brad is actually a good Richmond
supporter, so I know him pretty well, which I know the
member for Sandringham would be happy with. He is
one of our leading jockeys around the country.
In my contribution today as the shadow racing
minister I wish to focus on the element of the bill that
relates to apprentice jockeys. In this regard the bill
amends the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 2013 to provide workers
compensation arrangements for apprentice jockeys. As
was touched on by our lead speaker, the member for
Mornington, currently the legislation does treat
apprentice jockeys differently to licensed jockeys. The
major difference is that if an apprentice jockey is
injured in the course of work while performing track
work or training duties, it is the trainer to whom they
are indentured who is deemed to be their employer
and is therefore responsible for costs. However, if a
licensed jockey — a senior jockey like Brad
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Rawiller — is injured under the same circumstances,
Racing Victoria is deemed to be their employer.

place, Racing Victoria is deemed to be the employer of
apprentice jockeys, as it is with fully licensed jockeys.

It is true that this has led to a bit of confusion in the
thoroughbred ranks, and at times it has led to
considerable costs to trainers, some of which our smaller
trainers have found hard to absorb. You can understand
that where a trainer with a relatively small team of horses
does the right thing and takes on an apprentice jockey,
doing a good turn and looking after an up-and-coming
youngster in the industry, who then unfortunately
sustained an injury, and those costs fall on that relatively
small training operator, it is very, very difficult for them
to absorb those costs. In some cases I know that it has
acted as a deterrent to smaller-scale trainers taking that
step and actually taking on an apprentice jockey. This
bill provides that apprentice jockeys will now be deemed
to be employed by Racing Victoria if they are injured
while performing training work.

In relation to compensation for any injuries sustained,
the bill confirms that any prize money received by
licensed jockeys and apprentice jockeys is taken into
account for the purposes of determining their
entitlements. I think that is a fair recognition. Some of
our jockeys are driving around in Maseratis and riding
group 1 winners over the Spring Racing Carnival. I do
not think it is quite fair to compare them to country
jockeys who may be getting two or three rides at a
non-TAB meeting a few weeks of the year.

There has been a little bit of confusion in reading the
bill in relation to the terminology used. Where it talks
about where apprentices are covered, it says that
apprentice jockeys will be covered:
(i)

at a training venue occupied by a club registered in
accordance with the Rules of Racing; or

(ii) at a training venue occupied by a trainer licensed under
the Rules of Racing.

That is pretty clear-cut. But in the explanatory
memorandum it says that an apprentice will be covered
only ‘in relation to ride work undertaken at specified
training facilities’. The second-reading speech says that:
… apprentice jockeys are only deemed to be employed by
Racing Victoria in relation to training work undertaken at
recognised training facilities.

So there is a bit of different terminology there. The
reason I raise that is because if we were to use the
terminology in the second-reading speech that says
‘recognised training facilities’, I would have thought
that, for instance, the beach at Warrnambool, where we
have hundreds of horses worked every week, would be
deemed to be within the industry as a very, very
well-recognised training facility. But I am advised that
under this legislation those apprentice jockeys will not
be covered at Warrnambool.
Despite this I guess little point of confusion — that the
Victorian Jockeys Association (VJA) also found
slightly confusing — the bill does improve the system;
there is no doubt about that, and hence our not oppose
position. It does ease the burden for trainers in relation
to taking on apprentices, and it means that in cases at
registered venues where trials and track work take

The Victorian Jockeys Association is supportive of this
legislation, but I understand it will welcome some
clarification around what is deemed to be a recognised
training facility and where this applies. In mentioning
the VJA, I wish to congratulate Matthew Hyland on his
relatively recent appointment as CEO earlier this year. I
make the comment that in Matthew the VJA certainly
has a CEO with strong racing knowledge and
understanding of all aspects of this great industry.
As we are midway through the Spring Racing Carnival,
I take the opportunity to acknowledge that it is Bendigo
Cup Day today and that we will then head to
Flemington for Derby Day, followed by the Melbourne
Cup, Oaks Day and then Stakes Day before we head off
to Sandown. We have already been through Caulfield
and Moonee Valley for the Cox Plate.
I certainly wish all jockeys, whether apprentice or
senior, a very safe conclusion to the spring carnival and
the period following. It is a profession that involves an
enormous amount of courage as well as an enormous
amount of dedication. It is such an important part of
this great industry. If we do not have jockeys, we do not
have thoroughbred racing. Thoroughbred racing both
here in Victoria and nationwide is an industry that we
should be extremely proud of; it does provide enormous
economic benefits for our state and our country. It is a
terrific industry, and I welcome these changes that
provide a greater level of security for trainers who are
taking on apprentices. I conclude by restating that we
are not opposing this bill.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (17:33) — It gives
me great pleasure to speak on the Compensation
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. I am pleased that
the opposition have said they will not be opposing the
bill. I am very proud of the bill. It may seem like a bit
of a dry bill, but it really does follow a proud Labor
legacy of workers rights. This is a bill that principally
does two things: the first is that it amends the
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act
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2013, and the second is that it amends the Transport
Accident Act 1986. It is interesting to note that both
these regimes — the workers compensation regime and
the transport accident regime — were established by
Labor governments. The workers compensation
scheme was established in 1985 by John Cain, and in
what was a very productive government — like the
Andrews government — in 1986, a year after, the
transport accident compensation scheme was
established by a Labor government.
You can imagine the thousands of lives that have been
improved by those two regimes existing. There have
been thousands of Victorians and their families who
have been victims of traffic accidents or who have
suffered workplace injury or death. These are profound
changes to the rights of Victorians and the rights of
workers, and this is yet another step in that regard. I am
extremely proud of it.
In terms of some of the detail, the bill makes
amendments, as I said, to the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013. As other
speakers have indicated, it specifies that apprentice
jockeys are deemed to be employees of Racing Victoria
if they are injured while performing training at work, at
accredited training facilities or at accredited rides or
trials. So it brings that into line for jockeys. It confirms
that Racing Victoria is the only deemed employer of
licensed jockeys and apprentice jockeys, and it clarifies
that winnings received by licensed jockeys and
apprentice jockeys are considered remuneration for the
purpose of the bill and for the purpose of working out
compensation.
The second thing, and the thing that I am going to
spend a bit more time on in my contribution, is the
amendments to the Transport Accident Act 1986. This
bill seeks to remove the requirement for Transport
Accident Commission (TAC) clients to pay a medical
excess before the TAC is liable to pay for the
reasonable costs of medical services. This change will
apply to all transport accidents that occur on or after the
date of the royal assent of this bill. It fits the
government’s aspiration of a fairer and more
sustainable workers compensation scheme.
On that point, I might make a couple of quick
observations about the focus of those on the other side
of the chamber, particularly the member for
Mornington in his contribution, which was very, very
articulate and intelligent but was 99 per cent focused on
the financial elements of this bill. Of course they are
important, and of course he is a member of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee, as am I, but it is
quite interesting when you see the value sets that drive
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different sides of this Parliament. While of course
finances are important and we are a government that is
acutely aware of financial strength in terms of
delivering for the people of Victoria in terms of budget
surpluses, in terms of lower debt and in terms of higher
employment and economic growth, it is a testament to
this government and the people on this side that our
main focus, once we have delivered the economic
security, is actually bettering people lives. That is why I
have chosen to spend more time on that aspect of this
bill rather than dissecting the annual report of the
Transport Accident Commission, which is in safe
hands.
There are Transport Accident Commission changes that
apply here. I am looking at the website of the TAC, and
it has a whole page devoted to explaining to people
who have just been injured, or to their families or
advocates, the complications of how you work out
whether you fit under the medical excess mechanism or
you do not. It says:
The medical excess does not apply to everyone.

That is a good start. It goes on:
You can use the medical excess tool and chart below to find
out if the excess applies to you.

It goes on to say in the chart:
If you were admitted to hospital as an impatient …

and it explains whether you are eligible then. Also in
the chart:
If you did not go to hospital, or if you were not admitted to
hospital as an inpatient …

and then it has another few paragraphs explaining that.
Then it says:
If you had a family member involved in the same accident …

and it explains what the definition of a family member
is.
It is complicated, it is unnecessary and it is unjust. It is
unjust because when the excess was instituted, it started
at about $300. With the indexation tool available in the
legislation, it is now $651. If you are injured in a traffic
accident or you are a victim of a traffic accident, you
have to stump up for the first $651. Some families and
wage earners do not make $651 in a fortnight to pay for
their daily living expenses. You have to stump up for
chiropractic, dental and a whole bunch of other medical
services that are not in the hospital setting, which is the
case in many of these examples of people who have been
injured in transport accidents — and for what purpose?
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For the purpose of providing what was originally thought
to be a sustainable future for the TAC. Well, the TAC
has a sustainable future, and this government has decided
it is time to give back to the community and those who
have been injured some of that dividend in a different
way by getting rid of the compulsory excess.
The government’s estimation is that this will be about a
$6.5 million annual cost, based on the expected
additional claims lodged, and they are expected to be
around the 4500 mark. That is based on a similar model
in New South Wales. That is $6.5 million to effectively
provide significant relief to people who are
disadvantaged currently accessing those medical
services they need and paying for them or, worse still,
not accessing them because they cannot afford them.
Their injury can often get worse. I have had personal
experience in my family where that exact case has
happened, where family members have chosen not to
go for the seventh and eighth and ninth chiropractor
treatment because they cannot afford it. The injury that
they sustained lives with them longer, and sometimes it
is harder to restore their full-body health because they
took too long to seek remedial and medical
intervention.
I am really proud of this. At first glance it seems like a
boring and pretty perfunctory piece of legislation, but it
is fundamentally important in improving people’s lives
for what is really a relatively small amount of money in
the TAC mix but even smaller in the Victorian budget
as a whole — $6.5 million to improve thousands and
thousands of lives. As I said, we are expected to have
8232 claims per annum, where the TAC would pay the
amount usually included within the medical excess, and
that is how the $6.5 million figure has been worked out.
That is 8232 claims, that is perhaps 8232 individuals or
less individuals with multiple claims. Nonetheless it is
absolutely helpful for them and their families.
Before I conclude I just want to commend the work of
the TAC. It is an outstanding organisation, but some
people may have the view that it is difficult to get
money out of the TAC. I have heard that in my office,
but fundamentally I have heard very positive things
about the TAC. It is the only insurer in Australia that
requires an excess, effectively, to be paid by injured
transport victims who were not at fault. It is a system
that we are continuing to better for the people that are
its beneficiaries, and that is effectively, in the full
course of its history, all Victorians.
I am proud of the fact that it does good work in terms of
promoting safe driving, working with Victoria Police
and a range of other statutory agencies to mitigate lives
lost on Victorian roads and to promote a whole bunch
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of different initiatives from safe driving programs in
schools to other things. It can do this. It can measure its
outcomes, but it could also be more generous in the
way it treats victims, and this bill does exactly that by
off-loading some of the cost pressures those victims
currently face. I commend the minister. I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (17:43) — I am
pleased to join the debate on the Compensation
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 to make a few brief
remarks. When I first entered this place, I sat next to the
then member for Eltham, Wayne Phillips. He had
injured his eye in an accident involving the changing of
a car tyre where it exploded in his face, and he lost the
sight in one eye. He was the beneficiary of
compensation payments for an accident. In that
particular case it related more to the workers
compensation area than transport accident
compensation, but it was important to him at that stage
of his life journey.
I also note for the record that Mr Phillips was one of the
first Indigenous Australians elected to the Victorian
Parliament. In his career now, where he is continuing to
serve in local government, he has served on six
occasions as a local government mayor, so beyond
Spring Street he has continued to represent the
community. I also note that in terms of his Indigenous
heritage, he comes from the same part of Australia as
Stan Grant and Evonne Goolagong, although I do not
think he plays tennis as well as Ms Goolagong, a great
tennis player who won Wimbledon and a number of
other tournaments. He has been a good raconteur in the
Stan Grant-style in this arena.
In terms of the bill before the house, the purposes are to
amend the Transport Accident Act 1986 to remove the
medical excess payable by a person who is injured as a
result of a transport accident and also to amend the
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act
2013 to make further provision in relation to jockeys
and apprentice jockeys.
A bill of this nature dealing with those who ride horses
is timely in the wake of the 100th anniversary of the
Battle of Beersheba. The person that led the charge on
Beersheba was Harry Chauvel, who rode horses for
most of his life — 150 miles to boarding school,
18 miles on a daily basis — and in his later teenage
years rode as a jockey in many picnic races in southern
Queensland and northern New South Wales. There was
a high level of riding accomplishment. In the
Sandringham electorate along Mentone Beach to
Mordialloc there was an area of horse training serving
the former racecourse in Mentone, and there were many
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people with racing backgrounds within the
Sandringham electorate.
The bill provides some certainty in terms of enabling
apprentice jockeys to be deemed to be employed by
Racing Victoria at specific locations whilst undertaking
particular activities. Responsibility will remain with the
trainers at other locations, for example, at beaches —
that is an important distinction that needs to be kept in
mind — where workplace safety remains an important
ongoing issue.
The opposition does not oppose the legislation. It is of
the understanding that it will result in improved
services, including a speedier response for TAC claims.
It is noted that the changes to the legislation, more
specifically the changes to the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013, are
supported by the Victorian Jockeys Association.
I would like to make another comment in relation to
accident compensation as it involves transport accident
legislation and its precursor, the Motor Accident Board.
I have been corresponding for some years with a person
who lost his parents in 1985 as a result of a motor
vehicle collision. He says:
At 19 I was confronted with coronial inquests and other
things that I would never wish a teenager to have to deal with,
from attending inquest to identifying their belongings and
visiting the holding compound to identify the car or what was
left of it. And continuously visiting the site of the crash on
numerous occasions just to be sure that it was false and it
didn’t happen.

He has suffered from post-traumatic stress disorder and
depression for many years, as I am advised, and it was
only when he consulted a psychiatrist in 2011 that he
sought treatment. He has sought, in the context of his
life journey of not having great stability of purpose,
further training as a result of the loss of his parents. I
understand that he has not been able to exercise his
rights to compensation within a statutory period, so he
has had no entitlement to compensation.
Representations have been made to government
departments and other statutory authorities to see what
way forward there may be. This particular person,
Mr Dyson, seeks closure to these circumstances.
I note for the parliamentary record that where
someone’s life has been significantly and adversely
affected through no fault of their own, and where there
are compensation pathways that may exist today, in
Mr Dyson’s case his rights had not been exercised. In
his own life journey he has not had the levels of support
that might otherwise be available today. It is a matter of
major concern to him. It is important that he be able to
put the matter behind him and move forward in a wise
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way to make the most of the rest of his life. He has
asked that this matter be placed on the parliamentary
record so that what has happened to him does not
happen to other people.
Improved levels of awareness, legal representation,
support from legal services from time to time and
no-win, no-fee services provided by some firms have
enabled some people to advance their legal rights.
When you see how it has worked in the case of
someone that did not have their rights advanced, there
is a more deleterious outcome.
In relation to wider matters, the opposition does not
oppose the legislation. It does occur in the context of
dealing with important industry matters. It is worth
noting at this time of year that the racing industry is
important to the Victorian economy. It does make a
contribution in overall terms. There has been a
rationalisation of country racing over the years, and the
Spring Racing Carnival plays the role of providing a
good industry base, enabling the tourist occupancy
levels within Melbourne to be at a maximum. The
racing carnival also supports hospitality within the
overall calendar of the City of Melbourne. It is
important for employment, not only for those that are
more directly related to the industry, but also to those
who support the visitors who travel to Melbourne
following the AFL final season. The Spring Racing
Carnival occurs between the AFL season and the
Australian Open, one of the world’s great sporting
events, judging by the number of visitors to Melbourne
and the duration of the event itself.
It is important that the racing industry be protected in a
way that continues its viability so that it can support
people who participate in it. We need to support
jockeys and apprentice jockeys in ways that do not
represent a massive impost on the state budget. We also
need to note the importance of ensuring that the dollars
of taxpayers money that are raised are wisely spent.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (17:52) — I am pleased
to rise to speak on the Compensation Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. Given the time of the year, I
thought that I would focus my contribution on the
changes in this bill that relate to jockeys and, if I have
time, discuss some of the changes that relate to the
Transport Accident Commission (TAC).
What we have, which I am very pleased to see, is a bill
that improves the process and protection for Victorians
who do ride work. The bill does this by making a
number of changes to improve the certainty of workers
compensation coverage for apprentice jockeys.
Currently the deemed employer of an apprentice jockey
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varies depending on the circumstances in which a
workplace accident occurs. Of course this can lead to
disputes and delays in having compensation claims
lodged and accepted. The Andrews Labor government
is clarifying responsibility so that injured apprentice
jockeys can concentrate on recovery and getting back in
the saddle.
The bill also confirms that winnings received by
jockeys and apprentice jockeys are considered
remuneration for the purposes of WorkSafe. This
ensures that compensation payments are fair and in
keeping with what injured jockeys and apprentices have
previously earned.
The bill also clarifies that Racing Victoria is the deemed
employer for jockeys and apprentices for training work
undertaken at recognised training facilities. This will
minimise disputes and benefit all parties in the
compensation process in the unfortunate event that an
accident occurs — unfortunate, but unfortunately all too
common, I might say. These changes are consistent with
our commitment to facilitating speedy resolution of
workplace accident claims. The bill also clarifies that the
provisions only relate to licensed jockeys and
apprentices. This removes confusion for other
contractors in the racing industry.
As I alluded to at the beginning, we are in the midst of
Victoria’s famous Spring Racing Carnival. In fact we
are on the cusp of one of the most exciting weeks of the
year. I know that many members of this house will be
looking forward to attending some of the races
scheduled during Cup week. Of course I hope that you
will find some time to attend the Kyneton Cup, which
conveniently falls on the Wednesday between the
Melbourne Cup and Oaks Day, so there is no reason not
to have a very full week of racing come next week.
We have already had some extraordinary highlights at
the Spring Racing Carnival, including Winx on the
weekend, another amazing run — three Cox Plate wins,
22 wins in a row. Quite extraordinary, I might say, just
amazing. It reminds me of sporting events that I have
had the good fortune to attend. I had the good fortune to
see, with my mother and daughter, Makybe Diva win
three Melbourne Cups in a row at Flemington. It is an
extraordinary week. It is full of fun, fashion and food.
Up at Kyneton, thanks to an injection of funding and
support from the Andrews Labor government, we are
going to have even more activities on offer, including
free activities for children and a shuttle bus from the
station to the racecourse. I do encourage members to
attend the Kyneton Cup, but back to the serious
business of this bill. I do want us to pause for a moment
and reflect that, behind all of the fun and all of the
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frivolity, we need to remember that racing is an
extremely dangerous business. I do want to take a
moment to spare a thought for all those jockeys who
put their lives on the line every time they hop on a
horse.
My grandfather was both a dairy and beef cattle farmer,
but he was also a bush jockey in his day and I recall as
a very small child my grandfather reciting one of his
much-loved Banjo Paterson poems to me. I am not
going to read it to you, as much as I am sure you would
like me to, but members may know the poem Only a
Jockey. I did want to just read the prologue to this poem
that inspired Banjo Paterson to write this very affecting
and moving ballad. The prologue says:
Richard Bennison, a jockey, aged 14, while riding William
Tell in his training, was thrown and killed. The horse is
luckily uninjured.

That is the way in which a poor jockey boy’s death was
reported. And I am very sad to say that since
horseriding began in this country more than
800 jockeys have lost their lives racing for our pleasure.
So, as I said, I think we do need to pause and remember
that. To that end, I commend the National Jockeys
Trust that established a statue in 2005 at Caulfield
Racecourse in memory of all those jockeys who have
lost their lives. As I said, the toll currently sits, as I
understand it, at 886. These are very sobering statistics
behind, as I have described it previously, the fun and
the frivolity of horseracing in this country.
This is an important bill because it does clarify the
employer for apprentice jockeys and makes sure that
they are suitably covered. Horseracing is a dangerous
business. I might say that horse and track work and the
equine industry of course is very important to my own
electorate. There are a number of local trainers and
many people involved in this industry, many people
who ride both for business and pleasure, and I am sure
that they will, as I do, welcome this important change.
On to the changes as they relate to the Transport
Accident Commission (TAC). Again this is a very
important amendment that we are seeing. Essentially
what the bill is doing is improving the compensation
process for vulnerable Victorians injured on the road
and we are doing that by removing the medical excess.
That should assist in reducing the delays and
administrative burden experienced by clients as they
recover from injury on our roads.
I have some more sobering statistics. Last year,
239 people were killed on our roads and so far this
year 198 have been killed. According to information
on the TAC’s website, every 2 hours someone in

COMPENSATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
3642

ASSEMBLY

Victoria is either killed or hospitalised as a result of a
road accident. So making sure that we have the right
accident compensation scheme in place is
extremely important.
I am also pleased to see that the Transport Accident
Commission is investing in making our roads safer.
Certainly I was very pleased to attend with the member
for Sunbury and the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
an announcement about the Melbourne–Lancefield Road
in my electorate where the Transport Accident
Commission has committed $20 million to fix that road.
It is at the moment one of the 20 most dangerous roads in
the state. That is not good enough and, as I said, I am
very pleased that the TAC is taking this decisive action
to fix the road and to make it safe. These safety
improvements include widening the centre median
outside local townships, placing rumble strips along the
full length of the road, installing flexible safety barriers
along the centre line and roadside to reduce the
likelihood of run-off-road and head-on crashes, replacing
the intersection of the Gisborne–Kilmore roads with a
roundabout to slow down traffic, constructing five new
overtaking lanes, and widening and sealing the road
shoulder to reduce run-off-road crashes.
It is incumbent on all of us in this place to do what we
can to support the implementation of policy, programs
and legislation in this place that will drive down our
road toll. We are on the mission Towards Zero. Any
life lost on the roads is one too many. Similarly, the life
of one jockey lost is one too many. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (18:06) — It is a
pleasure to rise and speak in support of the
Compensation Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 and
to follow the member for Macedon and of course
compliment the member on her wonderful racing club
in Kyneton. I think it is probably one of the most
spectacular country courses in Victoria, but I suspect
any country member in this place would probably make
the same claim about their course. But certainly the
member for Macedon actually understands the value of
country racing to her community, as others would.
I want to start my contribution this evening by talking
just briefly about the Transport Accident Act 1986 and
the changes being made. It is good to see the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety in the house tonight. Of
course here in Victoria across successive governments
and across many decades we have absolutely prided
ourselves on our world-leading leadership in road
safety, whether that be through the introduction of
seatbelts, random roadside breath testing or drug
testing, and the investment in roads or driver education.
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There is no doubt that Victoria has always been a leader
and will maintain that leadership role regardless of the
colour of the government in charge of the state at the
time. It has been one of the features of our political
system that major parties have always been very
committed to safety on our roads, indeed driving down
deaths on our roads and of course driving down serious
trauma from accidents.
That is where the Transport Accident Act is really
critical. What this bill does is improve its operations
and benefits through the Transport Accident
Commission (TAC) in relation to the compensation
scheme by removing the requirement for TAC clients
to pay a $651 medical excess. As I understand it, at this
point, unless a TAC client meets certain criteria — and
an example might be an overnight stay in hospital —
through an injury suffered on our roads, they must in
fact pay $651 excess for their medical treatment
themselves before the TAC can start to pay for medical
services. What this bill allows and what the action of
the government intends is for the removal of that
medical excess to give greater certainty about who pays
for a TAC client’s medical treatment.
I understand this is quite a modest change in terms of
the TAC’s bottom line costs — somewhere in the order
of about $6 million for the next financial year — but
importantly it will provide those that have been affected
by a road accident of any kind in this set of
circumstances an opportunity to essentially get their
lives back on track and remove what has been identified
as a gap, if you like, in our current scheme around this
medical excess arrangement.
That is the Transport Accident Act component of this
particular bill. The other component that many
members have spoken about is the amendments being
made to the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 2013 to ensure apprentice jockeys
are treated more fairly.
I think we all concede that apprentices in any
workplace are probably the most vulnerable workers
because they are usually young, they are usually
inexperienced and, sadly, from time to time they are
open to exploitation — although that is only in the
minority of cases. For many it is their first opportunity
to work. They are learning the job, and they are
learning about safe workplaces. So we have great
responsibility as a community in relation to apprentices,
and that is obviously no different in the racing industry,
where workplaces are quite interesting and very
dynamic. As other members have referenced in their
contributions, they can be very dangerous workplaces,
based on deaths of jockeys in the past.

COMPENSATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Wednesday, 1 November 2017

ASSEMBLY

This bill improves certainty for apprentice jockeys
doing so-called ride work. Really what it does is clarify
in many ways who is deemed an employer. There can
be some confusion around this particular area. This bill
has generated support in terms of tying up any
misunderstanding in relation to who is the deemed
employer and how you can avoid disputes and delays in
terms of processing compensation claims for those
apprentices who may be in a situation where they are
having to access workers compensation.
It also importantly confirms that the winnings received
by apprentice jockeys are considered remuneration for
the purposes of WorkSafe Victoria. Of course this is
very important in terms of making assessments about
payments and around what is deemed to be earnings. I
think that is really critical in relation to another advance
that has been made through this particular bill. It also
clarifies that Racing Victoria is the deemed employer of
jockeys and apprentices for training work undertaken at
recognised training facilities.
I think what this bill will do is provide real clarity and
real benefit for a group of workers — as I have
indicated, apprentices — who may in circumstances
before now have been vulnerable to accidents
happening in their workplace, which is a very dynamic
workplace, and delays and disputes in relation to their
being able to access fair compensation in the
unfortunate situation where they are injured on the job.
Beyond that I will make a few comments in relation to
the broader issue of workplace safety, because if you
set aside the TAC changes, at its heart this is really a
bill about workplace safety. Acting Speaker
Dimopoulos, when you had an opportunity to speak,
you spoke about our very proud record on the Labor
side in relation to workers compensation, which goes
back many Labor governments.
In fact I would argue that most of the more substantial
changes and improvements to workplace safety and
workplace compensation arrangements have been made
by Labor governments. If anyone wants to
underestimate the importance of this potentially as a
political issue, they need go back no further than
pre-1999, when the then Kennett government withdrew
common-law entitlements for people injured in the
workplace. That of course put thousands of workers out
on the street, led very strongly by their unions, to make
it a political issue. I think one of the first acts of the new
Bracks government was to restore common-law claims
for workers in situations where they had suffered
serious injuries in the workplace.
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That is why the issue of workers compensation and the
prevention of accidents in the workplace will always be
part of Labor’s DNA, particularly when we are in
government but also when we are in opposition, in
order to protect what is a very important entitlement
and right for workers. In fact I remember from my days
in the trade union movement that when you talked to
workers in their workplace, the most important issue
was always workplace safety and the prevention of
injuries. The best workplaces were the ones where there
were great partnerships between employers, workers
and contractors to ensure that wherever possible
accidents and injuries could be prevented.
This draws me to the last part of my contribution, and
that is to speak briefly about the WorkSafe Victoria
Annual Report 2017, because there is some really
good news in it. I think that goes to the work that has
been done over a long period of time to move to a
prevention-led approach to safety in the workplace
here in Victoria. There is a key statistic in this annual
report that I want to reference. It makes it clear that
during the five-year period up to 2017 there has been a
22 per cent reduction in claims per million hours
worked. This is the largest reduction on record, and it
is particularly significant as it comes at a time when
the number of hours worked in Victoria is actually
growing. That is a key statistic that I think everyone
can be proud of, because we know workplace safety is
a community issue.
There is more work to be done when it comes to the
issue of mental health, where we are seeing an increase
in the more serious claims, but I note the annual report
indicates that WorkSafe is looking at a program to run
out across the board which will address this. With those
words I congratulate the Minister for Finance for
introducing the bill, and I commend the bill to the house.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (18:12) — I also
rise to speak in support of the Compensation
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. This bill amends
two pieces of legislation, so it has two purposes. Firstly,
I will talk about the amendment to the Transport
Accident Act 1986, which is the amendment that
waives the excess payment that those who are injured in
a motor vehicle accident are currently required to pay in
particular circumstances.
To me this is a really good example of the Labor
government not only supporting everyday people in
the case of injury but also removing red tape. There is
a whole lot of detail around the requirements
regarding when this excess payment of $651 is
required and when it is not. If you end up having an
overnight stay in hospital, you are not required to pay
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it, but in other circumstances you are. It is very
confusing. When someone has just had a motor
vehicle accident that requires medical attention, I am
sure the last thing they need to be worrying about is
who pays. I understand that they not only have to pay
this excess but also have to then provide receipts to
the Transport Accident Commission to prove that they
have actually paid the required amount of excess
before they can get reimbursement or payment for any
further medical treatment.
This bill has two purposes. It makes things much
easier for those who sustain an injury through a
vehicle accident. It also takes the burden off those
who can probably least afford it in terms of having to
pay the excess. We understand from some of the
research and evidence that concerned this amendment
that there were people that did not take up the proper
medical treatment they should have because they were
deterred because they just could not afford the excess
payment, because of course $615 is a lot of money. In
some cases it could be a week’s wage, and that is a lot
when you need to worry about your family, about putting
food on the table and about all the other cost-of-living
expenses that people have. We would hope — and the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety will be doing his
very best to make sure that people are not involved in
accidents on the road — that in the event of an accident
people are looked after and do not have to be paying this
sort of excess.
Again, I think this is a really good example. It is a small
issue in the scheme of things. Yes, there is still the
$6 million cost, but it is something that really does affect
people’s lives if they are in this situation, and it is really
something that only Labor governments look at doing. In
the previous Liberal-Nationals government, from 2010 to
2014, I cannot actually remember there being a piece of
legislation that looked at circumstances like this to give
working people a bit of support. In fact I think the only
legislative change, as I recall — and I could be
corrected — was around the workers compensation
legislation, and that was really just about raising the
excess to pay for other things, so it was not really
anything that actually improved any sort of service or
support for working people or everyday Victorians.
The second part of this bill is the amendment to the
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act
2013. This again, in the scheme of things, is another
small, very simple legislative change, but it will have a
big impact on those that are affected by it. At the
moment, while jockeys are employed for the purposes
of riding and Racing Victoria employs jockeys as far as
workers compensation goes, the situation for apprentice
jockeys is that they are not currently covered by Racing
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Victoria if they are injured. It seems that there have
been issues where apprentice jockeys have been
considered independent contractors and were not
covered, even though we know that their wages or
retainers are normally very, very small.
Jockeys have not been covered by workers
compensation, or there have been difficulties
determining who the actual employer is. Perhaps they
work for a number of different trainers, and therefore it
is difficult to ascertain which is the responsible entity in
the event — and you hope there is not one — of an
injury. However, this legislation makes sure that
apprentice jockeys are covered and that Racing Victoria
is deemed to be the employer for the purposes of
workers compensation and no doubt for all facets of
health and safety legislation.
Another really important aspect of this bill is that it also
includes prize money. For a jockey that rides and
receives prize money for doing a good job and riding a
winning horse, prize money will be incorporated into
their remuneration for the purposes of their workers
compensation payment. We know that in situations
where a person is injured there can be an argument
about what their actual weekly or regular wage is, and
obviously in this case with jockeys there have been
disputes in the past about whether prize money is
constituted as income or just an additional payment,
and of course in terms of jockeys this would probably
make up a very large proportion of their income if they
are riding the winning horse. That of course should be
part of the calculation for any workers compensation
payments that they may receive.
This is a piece of legislation that I believe only a Labor
government would look at. These are issues that have
been raised before. There has been some consultation
with the union that covers jockeys — the Australian
Workers Union. I commend them for having
discussions with the Minister for Finance and his
ministry to alert them to these issues and for working
with them to make sure that while in government Labor
can contribute to making people’s lives just that little
bit easier and that little bit better as we go along. Of
course, as I said, this is not huge, earth-shattering
legislation but is just about making things a little bit
better, a little bit easier and a little bit more streamlined
for those who either get injuries through motor vehicle
accidents or who may be injured as a result of a
workplace accident.
Labor governments have a very strong and long history
when it comes to workers compensation and health and
safety in the workplace. In 1985, I think it was, the
Labor government at the time introduced what was
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probably the most advanced, progressive legislation to
cover workplaces in the world, not just in Australia.
There have been a number of jurisdictions that have
taken notice of that legislation. It included working
people representatives as part of the consultation
process so that they could have a say in the health and
safety regulations for where they worked. The other
component of that created a better workers
compensation system so that people did not have to
wait to go to court for six or 10 years after their injury
while trying to scrape by without any income at all and
waiting for a very disputative, litigious action to
determine whether or not the employer was at fault and
what sort of compensation they should receive.

accident in those hours as we raced to the Alfred to
check on Brian and to make sure he was okay. I can only
think of the stress that is placed on the individual but
then also the family as they try to care for and support
their loved ones. You then think about the excess
medical expense that you have got to incur, as well as
dealing with everything else — getting on the phone and
interacting with family, getting on the phone to the
hospital and getting there, making sure you are okay —
and the fact that just because you have not had an
overnight stay, you have got to pay that medical excess. I
just think this is good policy and it makes sense to make
that change. Forty-five per cent of people fall in that
category, which is already a stressful situation.

The system that was introduced provided for weekly
wages for workers in a no-fault system, where of course
further damages could be claimed as a result of
negligence. This made a system that was fairer, so
people were not waiting months and years in order to
get some sort of payment but were instead able to
receive weekly payments with the ability to dispute
decisions within a reasonable time frame on the side of
both the employer and the employee. This legislation is
good Labor legislation helping people in their lives. It is
great to stand up here in support of this bill.

Whether you have had a very serious accident or
whether it is minor, your confidence is shaken up, you
are not sure of yourself and you are worried about the
ramifications going forward. You are already worried
about car insurance and everything else and the effect
that might have on your family or on your livelihood.
People talked about it being minor; it is not minor on
the scale of a serious accident or a serious event like
that for someone to confront. I think it makes great
policy sense, and I am so proud that we are doing these
commonsense things that will have a huge impact on
people who are confronted with that circumstance.

Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (18:22) — It is a
pleasure to rise on the Compensation Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017 and add some brief remarks to
the bill. I think a number of members have talked about
the impact of this bill, and I will be covering off on the
changes to the Transport Accident Act 1986 and the
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation
Act 2013.
Something that has stuck with me is the changes that
will be made to the medical expenses excess. In my
family recently my father-in-law had a serious accident
while out on his bike, a traumatic incident where he
was hit by an oncoming car on the Kallista road in the
Dandenongs. It was probably the first major interaction
our family has had with an accident like that. A car was
coming the other way on the wrong side of the road;
my father-in-law was on his bike and was collected. He
was rushed off to the Alfred, and it was a significantly
stressful occasion for us and our family as we wondered
in those hours whether he was all right and about the
severity of his injury and what the next steps were.
I could only imagine going through the Transport
Accident Commission (TAC) process, and the TAC
were extraordinary. What a fantastic system we have and
how lucky we are in Victoria to have a no-fault scheme
where, no matter what, we support people in those
difficult times. There was a lot of uncertainty after that

The other important part of this bill is the changes that
relate to apprentice jockeys. I had occasion to have a
look at the real stress and burden that is placed on
apprentice jockeys when they go about their business.
A Herald Sun article by Matt Stewart from 16 June
2016, headlined ‘Apprentice jockeys running on empty
as they contend with torturous schedules’, talks about a
terrible accident that occurred with Mitch Aitken, an
18-year-old P-plater who had a serious accident and
was in a coma. It talked about the burdens on
apprentice jockeys trying to make ends meet and trying
to get their first crack, and I think the member for
Williamstown summed it up perfectly. They are a
vulnerable category of people trying to get by, and with
the pressures they are under to succeed and excel they
are vulnerable and there are chances for them to be
taken advantage of — not by everyone, but they are a
more vulnerable class as they are trying to, like any
apprentice, find their feet, prove themselves and get
into their industry.
The Mansfield-based apprentice Mitch Aitken had one
day in Werribee and then was in Pakenham the next
night. He then hopped in his car, stopped at a mate’s
place halfway to Mansfield and then had a serious
accident that rendered him in a coma. That is a bit of a
WorkCover issue but also a TAC interaction that shows
the burden on apprentice jockeys. When I think about
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how successful the industry is and the amount of revenue
that is going to be raised, it is fantastic for our state. The
Spring Racing Carnival is an absolutely exceptional
time, with over 300 000 racegoers flocking to
Flemington and the economic output generating
$427 million in economic activity. Surely we can support
some of the more vulnerable people in the industry who
are trying to make ends meet. And if they have occasion
to be injured in the workplace, prioritising their care and
their support I think is exceptional.
It is a long time coming. I want to place on the record
our appreciation in engaging with the Australian
Workers Union (AWU), and yet again this is another
issue where they are leading the charge for vulnerable
workers. They have done it before in other industries
just within my electorate.
Mr Donnellan interjected.
Mr RICHARDSON — Absolutely. Hawkey was
there for the jockeys, as the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety points out. Again the AWU are at the
forefront supporting workers. They did it in my patch
with Fletcher Insulation. They are doing it again across
the board. At Esso down the highway, once again they
are leading —
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yards, just as Mitch Aitken was trying to make his mark
in the industry until he had his serious accident a year
ago. Every one of those jockeys has been in that
position, and I think it is a logical change to make.
In rounding out and summing up my contribution,
obviously the changes to the TAC are quite significant
for many people who experience accidents throughout
the year. I see that it is a saving to Victorians of
$6 million. That might seem like a small amount, but in
times of accident and need it is absolutely critical in
removing the uncertainty and pressure on people.
Other parts of the jockey bill which are really important
are deeming Racing Victoria the employer of
apprentice jockeys, with that support coming through,
and also looking at the winnings and earnings being
taken into account, because that is a large part of the
remuneration for jockeys.
It is a very important bill. Some people have put
forward that they are minor changes, but for people
who experience those challenges and difficult times and
for them to be able to pay the bills, pay their mortgages
and make ends meet, these are important reforms to
support working people and some of the more
vulnerable in our community.

Mr RICHARDSON — At Alcoa they were on the
front foot in Portland. They are a great union supporting
working people again. The federal government might
have occasion to go and visit them every now and then
and get some of their politically motivated activities
happening. This is a union motivated by protecting
workers and getting the outcomes. Those opposite
might not like some of the work of the AWU, but this is
just another example of them supporting working
people and putting them first. They have supported the
jockeys in the racing industry, and I think it is
absolutely commendable.

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (18:30) — I take pleasure
in joining the debate on the Compensation Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. As other members before me
have said, it is only ever Labor governments that make
positive changes to our workers compensation schemes
and to the Transport Accident Commission, because we
care about what happens to vulnerable people when
they have been injured, whether at work or on the road.
I get really cross with those opposite and their constant
diatribe around the trade union movement, the labour
movement and Labor law firms. There is a good reason
why trade unions exist, and that is to defend their
members and to look after them when they are at their
most vulnerable.

When we think about the dangers in horseracing and
the injuries that happen across the board, and linking
that in with some of the industry accidents that happen
across workers compensation as well, it is just
extraordinary to see the figures over the last five years
on worksites, where we have lost 115 people. That is
just extraordinary. I think of people’s lives being torn
apart by preventable deaths and then the many
thousands of injuries that happen in workplaces. Given
the dangers in horseracing and the industry, we must
support the apprentices. Every big racing identity or
jockey now going through the spring carnival has had
their start as an apprentice and has done these hard

The bill makes amendments for a small group of
workers, apprentice jockeys. It is great that it is the
Spring Racing Carnival and we are all thinking about
the exciting tips that we might have. It is also great for
those of us who are interested in the millinery, the
fashion and the food and everything else that goes
along with that. But I really like the horse races in
addition to everything else. We have had quite a bit of
pleasure out of a horse that we own called Knowable. I
think we own the nostril and maybe a bit of the mane.
Knowable won a group 3 race at Flemington in
January, won in Geelong and was placed in two other
meets in Melbourne, although it has not met with a lot

An honourable member — Alcoa.
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of success since. But it has always astounded me,
whenever I have watched Knowable or other horses
that I have been connected with in racing, how amazing
it is that more jockeys are not injured in the course of
the dangerous work that they do.
I really want to commend the Australian Workers
Union (AWU), Australia’s oldest union and the union
that I am proud to say I am a member of. My son, who
works in the road construction industry, is also a
member. It is the AWU that brought to the attention of
the government that there was a need for winnings to be
taken into account when determining apprentice
jockeys’ pre-injury earnings. As others have said, it is
quite likely that that could be the largest component of
an apprentice jockey’s earnings if they have been off
work for a length of time with some of the injuries that
can occur. I had dealings with the Australian Jockeys
Association when I was the opposition spokesperson on
disability in the preceding term of government — I was
doing some work with them in the disability sector to
try to improve helmets and improve the outcomes and
survivability for jockeys, and saw that firsthand.
The changes in this bill specify that apprentice jockeys
are deemed to be employed by Racing Victoria if they
are injured while performing training work. Currently
apprentice jockeys are deemed to be employed by the
trainers they are apprenticed to in these circumstances.
The changes will align the deeming provisions for
apprentice jockeys with those that apply to licensed
jockeys, and they confirm that Racing Victoria is the
only deemed employer of licensed jockeys and
apprentice jockeys, which is consistent with current
operational practice and case law.
It confirms that Racing Victoria is the deemed
employer of licensed jockeys and apprenticed jockeys
in relation to riding in an official trial and that this is
also consistent with current operational practice and the
Victorian Rules of Racing. It also clarifies that Racing
Victoria is the only deemed employer of licensed and
apprentice jockeys in relation to training work
undertaken at recognised training facilities. As I
mentioned earlier, it confirms that winnings received by
licensed jockeys and apprentice jockeys are considered
remuneration for the purposes of the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Act 2013.
The bill before the house also makes some amendments
in relation to the Transport Accident Act 1986. These
changes, when announced a couple of weeks ago, did
get quite a bit of media — and quite welcome media. I
know that the member for Mordialloc spoke before
about when his father-in-law was injured in a road
accident while on a bicycle not too long ago. I think
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that almost every family is touched somehow by either
the road toll or road injury. It is always a stressful time,
not just having the difficulty of an impact on their
property or maybe having lost their motor vehicle;
sometimes people have been very close to losing their
lives. For individuals that have been injured or have had
to assist family members that have been injured it has
always seemed to me to be a difficult thing that before
benefits could be received there was an excess payment
of $651 — before the TAC was liable to pay for
non-hospital medical treatment. I think removing that
requirement will really assist people who have been
injured in transport accidents.
One of the people that I have had dealings with most
recently who was injured in a transport accident is a
really lovely woman called Wilma Hawthorne-Smith,
who is no longer a constituent of mine but lives just
outside the electorate in Strathewen. She was injured in
a road accident on the Heidelberg-Kinglake Road near
the corner of the Cottles Bridge-Strathewen Road and
was very, very lucky to have escaped with her life. The
car flipped, and as Wilma rightly pointed out, if the
Diamond Creek had been in flood, she could very well
have drowned in addition to the broken bones and soft
tissue injuries she received.
While I am on my feet I do want to pay tribute to
Wilma because, while needing to spend time
recuperating and recovering from her own injuries, she
was quite relentless in campaigning to have barriers
installed along that dangerous section of road. She just
thought that if an experienced driver like her was
injured — it was a poor safety situation with the
condition of the road and no barriers there, and she
really had this at the forefront of her mind — what
could the result have been for a younger, less
experienced driver than herself or, as I said, had the
Diamond Creek been in flood? Wilma campaigned
through VicRoads. She came to see me and said,
‘Look, really, what can we do about this?’. I am really
pleased to see the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
at the table and that VicRoads has responded to Wilma
Hawthorne-Smith’s overtures saying that those barriers
needed to be installed. I believe I might have raised
them in an adjournment matter for you, Minister, so I
want to thank you firsthand.
It was great to catch up with Wilma and her daughters
Brooke and Alannah on the weekend. We are all
together in a choir that is going to be in a documentary
about the story of The Blacksmiths Tree that has been
installed as a memorial to those terrible Black Saturday
fires. It was such a fantastic thing to see Wilma and her
family on Sunday fit and healthy. They lived through
that terrible disaster, and Wilma has lived through this
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shocking car accident, and I am sure that a generous
person like her would be saying, ‘Well, yes, I had to
pay that excess, but now anyone who is injured in the
future will not have to pay that excess.
I reflect on what those opposite have done when they
have been in government. I particularly recall the
period of the Kennett government, during which
workers compensation and transport accident benefits
were really gutted. Many of the employees who worked
in those areas were cut from the workforce and were
not available to support people at their most vulnerable.
That is one of the things that defines us versus them in
that we will stand up for the most vulnerable. I think it
is quite instructive to see that there have been almost no
speakers on this Compensation Legislation Amendment
Bill 2017 from the other side. The silence of those
opposite speaks volumes about their priorities. We will
always stand up for those who need us most in their
hour of need, and I commend the bill to the house
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr R. SMITH
(Warrandyte).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

VICTORIAN DATA SHARING BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 18 October; motion of
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation).
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) (18:41) — I rise to
lead the coalition on the Victorian Data Sharing Bill
2017. I will go through aspects of the bill. The purpose
of the bill is to improve arrangements for the sharing
and use of public sector data across the public sector,
and it seeks to codify protections for the sharing of
identifiable data. The bill establishes the office of the
chief data officer to achieve this, and that particular
position is employed by the secretary of the department
responsible for administering the bill. The chief data
officer will be responsible for conducting data
integration and data analytics work to inform
government policymaking, service planning design and
other related functions.
Part 3 of the bill sets out the bureaucratic mechanism by
which the chief data officer may make a formal request
to bureaucrats in other agencies for the release of
certain datasets for sharing within the public sector.
Part 4 sets out the circumstances and bureaucratic
process under which the identifiable data may be
disclosed across public sector agencies. Part 5 of the
bill sets out the offences which may apply if a person
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accesses, uses or discloses data or information obtained
under this legislation other than in accordance with the
said legislation.
The coalition will not be opposing this bill. The main
reason for that is that the policy direction is already
happening. It was initially set forward under the
Brumby government. Although it did release data,
access to data was quite restrictive, it was quite
fragmented and indeed it was quite costly. The coalition
government on Thursday, 30 August 2012 — so five
years ago — went down this policy direction. I quote
from a press release from the former Assistant
Treasurer and Minister for Technology, Gordon
Rich-Phillips in the other place, who said at the time:
Each year the Victorian coalition government invests millions
of dollars in producing and acquiring high-quality data about
our state …
Giving recurrent and reliable access to this data is a
long-overdue stimulus that Victorian businesses and the
community will be able to finally harness in developing
innovative applications that create new services or improve
existing ones.
These new, comprehensive policies place Victoria at the head
of the pack in Australia on mandating access to state
government data.
In driving the release of usable, high-quality data, these new
policies will stimulate significant innovation and economic
activity, creating a platform on which to develop new
technologies, new services and ultimately new jobs.

If the words of this press release have not been lifted in
their actuality, the spirit of them has certainly been
lifted and put into the minister’s second-reading speech.
In July 2013 coalition spokesman and the then Minister
for Technology, Gordon Rich-Phillips, said that the
policy had moved ahead from August 2012 and that
more than 400 datasets had been made available,
inter-agency and to the public. In September 2013 the
announcement was that the policy direction was
continuing. In fact at that stage 1000 datasets had been
made available, and Mr Rich-Phillips said at the time:
Providing more open access to government data will help
drive innovation, create new business opportunities and also
enable the development of new technologies, new products
and new services.

Finally, in March 2014 the policy direction had led to
more than 1300 datasets being made available through
the data.vic.gov.au website, which describes itself as
follows:
The Victorian Government Data Directory … is a ‘portal’ —
a specialised website that helps you find the datasets and data
tools that exist on other government websites and can then
take you directly to those websites.
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It says that data.vic.gov.au is ‘an easy-to-use directory
and a powerful search engine’.
The problem with this particular piece of legislation is
that while we support the sharing of data across
agencies — indeed we agree entirely with the
government that using this data and spreading it around
the various agencies and departments of government
will help in decision-making processes, that is certainly
without question — the unfortunate part about this is it
that there is no real policy direction about continuing to
release this data to the community.
We had a number of conversations. Indeed, as a former
Minister for Environment and Climate Change, I know
that the former Department of Environment and
Primary Industries had a lot of datasets that they made
available to the public through this website and indeed
across agencies. I remember having a number of
conversations with the then Assistant Treasurer,
Gordon Rich-Phillips. We talked extensively about the
value that that data could have for the public more
broadly.
It is a shame that this bill does not go that one step
further and actually talk about releasing data to the
public. If we are going to legislate the free data sharing
of the data that is kept by agencies and departments
right across government, then we should be talking
about legislating to make that available to the broader
community so that they can use it to enhance their
businesses and in doing so make the economy stronger.
In addition to data sharing, it is worth mentioning
because the data sharing position that we took was part
of a broader ICT package, which was released in 2014
under the title of Victorian Government ICT Strategy —
2014–2015. The reason that particular policy was put in
place was because the Auditor-General had found that
the previous Labor government had had a disastrous
run when it came to introducing new IT into their
policy process. Myki, of course, has been nothing but a
millstone around the neck of the Labor Party since
Peter Batchelor signed that particular contract. Myki is
synonymous with government failure. Most of the
community, whilst they might use myki every day,
would also understand the failures of it. Certainly it has
been a very, very difficult integration.
We can also talk about the failed ultranet program. An
article in the Age of 27 January titled ‘IBAC finds the
disastrous ultranet program for schools was a “corrupt”
shambles’ said:
The ultranet project promised to deliver an online platform
that connected teachers, parents and students, but was plagued
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by technical issues and rarely used after its rollout by the
former state Labor government in 2010.

A year earlier the Herald Sun, under the headline
‘Education department’s white elephant ultranet got
$1.4 m party’, also describes the project as blowing its
budget. It said the ultranet was to cost $71 million but
blew out to $180 million. At the IBAC hearings it was
found that in fact that project had blown out further,
with costs to be as high as $240 million. Of course that
did not stop the former Labor government from having,
as I said, that $1.4 million promotional party for this
white elephant system. They are the sorts of projects
that the former Labor government have been
responsible for.
I also mention a project rolled out under the
responsibility of the former Minister for Health and the
now Premier, who also oversaw an IT implementation
that was a complete and utter failure, with the Age
reporting on 22 October 2008 that:
A new report has attacked the slow progress and vague
budget of a $360 million overhaul of Victoria’s hospital
computer systems, raising fresh doubts over the state
government’s ability to handle major projects.
A parliamentary committee found there was no clear time line
or funding for about a third of the HealthSMART project. Its
report queried whether hospitals would ever get clinical
systems intended to reduce medical errors, reduce the number
and cost of pathology and radiology tests, and reduce delays
in patient discharge.

The system was described as the Victorian health
system’s myki and there was widespread dissatisfaction
with health boards across the state. It was also reported
that HealthSMART was never fully accepted or
implemented by the public health sector, and the
Auditor-General and the Ombudsman both gave
scathing reviews to the Premier’s bungled project.
It shows us that Labor has a lot of trouble introducing
IT projects into its administration, and the reason for
the Victorian Government ICT Strategy was as a direct
result of the Auditor-General’s probe into the Labor
government’s implementation of IT. If I can come back
to the issue of data sharing, again I will quote from this
document because, as I said, the exact words are not
necessarily in the minister’s second-reading speech, but
certainly the spirit of it is. In this strategy the former
Minister for Technology and Assistant Treasurer,
Gordon Rich-Phillips, said:
Government is an information-based enterprise and
improving the way we manage and analyse data is central to
improving service delivery and policy outcomes.
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The potential to unlock the value in government-held datasets
is immense, and gaining momentum. The appropriate sharing
of government data — internally —

as I said before, this is not in the government’s policy
approach, but it should be —
and with citizens and businesses … should lead to
transformative improvements in the delivery of services.

Yes, we are completely supportive of what the
government is doing, but as I said, it just does not go far
enough. Later in the same strategy it talks about driving
more value from government data. Again I say that you
will drive more value from the immense amount of data
that the government holds within the decision-making
process that the government goes through, and it is very
important that this is made available to businesses right
across the state, because we want to see the economy
grow, we want to make sure that they are doing
innovative things and we want to make sure that those
businesses can use that public data to enhance their
businesses and ensure they have investment and further
job opportunities.
It is interesting to note in the strategy that there is a time
line for a whole range of different actions that were
necessary for the implementation of the ICT strategy.
Action 78 on page 21 says that there should be in the
time line an opportunity to:
Implement a process to formalise the sharing of government
ICT expertise more readily between departments and
agencies …

and that is precisely what this piece of legislation does.
It formalises that process. Interestingly with the
department that was working with us at the time, and
with the work of the former technology minister,
Gordon Rich-Phillips, that time line said that the
formalisation would be implemented in November
2015. One has to ask the question: why in November
2017 are we only just seeing it now? There were clear
processes in place to make sure that this was up and
running, that the legislation was in place and that the
process was formalised two years ago, so why has it
taken two further years for this to happen?
The government has a pathological desire not to credit
the former coalition government with anything, so we
often see projects scrapped or delayed. The Minister for
Roads and Road Safety is at the table, and he well
understands that the clearways on Punt Road, for
instance, were ready to go when the Labor government
took office in 2014. Why that was delayed for two
years I will never know, but that was a mere
inconvenience for the many, many commuters in the
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Hoddle Street and Punt Road gridlock that was
promised to be fixed, but that is another story.
But for some, while that is a mere inconvenience, the
government’s desire to tear down or ignore the
coalition government’s policies can also lead, frankly,
to some disastrous outcomes, such as the tearing up of
the east–west link contract, which Victorians were
promised would not cost a cent to do. Over $1.2 billion
later we find that playing politics with any sort of
policy can really have disastrous consequences and a
huge impact on Victorians, particularly when we are
talking about that sort of money.
In this instance it is not an enormous impact to delay
the introduction of this legislation by two years, but it
does seem strange. If the government think that data
sharing across agencies is such a good idea, why would
they not continue the program that was already in place
and well underway when they took office, instead of
waiting or delaying it by two years? It seems quite odd.
The Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation, who moved the second reading of
the bill, said:
This government is committed to a renewed focus on reform
and innovation to improve the lives of Victorians.

She went on to say:
Data is fundamental to delivering better services and
outcomes for Victorians … By enabling it to be shared and
used, we can harness its true value — generating insights that
help us make the most informed policy decisions and design
the most effective services.
This bill is part of this government’s commitment to using
data better to deliver exceptional outcomes …

It is interesting that the government is only now
considering delivering good outcomes for Victorians,
only just now, three years into the Parliament term —
Ms Victoria — That will not happen.
Mr R. SMITH — Certainly that is true, as the
member for Bayswater says, that will not happen
because those on this side of the house, and Victorians
more broadly, understand that the government is keen
to do a lot of things, but delivering good outcomes for
Victorians is perhaps not one of them.
These matters were in train before, in fact in a more
diverse form. As I said before, not only sharing data
across agencies and departments, but also across the
broader community, so it is confusing as to why the
government would wait so long. This bill actually
diminishes what is already in train, because once you
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mandate certain actions by the departments, then we
may actually see them not doing the broader things that
they have been doing, certainly under our government
and I guess in more recent times.
This bill actually removes the practice of data sharing
into the broader public sphere, and I am not sure what
the data.vic.gov.au website may look like as we go
forward. I guess it should not be a surprise that the
government is reluctant to share data with the broader
public. We see the contempt with which they dismiss
freedom of information requests with a litany of
unreasonable refusals, lengthy delays and we are often
seeing those issues prevail.
Just going on to the clauses that talk to the chief data
officer. Maybe one of the government members in their
contribution can explain something to me which I find a
little curious, and that was the advertisement for the
chief data officer, who I understand will be responsible
to the Department of Premier and Cabinet. The
application is to the Department of Health and Human
Services (DHHS). I am not sure whether that is because
there will be a chief data officer in every department,
which the legislation certainly does not speak to, but it
does seem curious that the application for the chief data
officer is going through DHHS.
The website of the Victorian Centre for Data Insights
also shows a little bit of arrogance that, I guess, is
common to this government. The website talks about
the installation of Victoria’s first chief data officer. It is
quite arrogant to put this up before the legislation has
even passed both houses of Parliament — to spruik that
it will happen perhaps shows the arrogance that
Victorians are used to seeing from this government.
Certainly there is an issue there about proper process.
Clause 14 of the bill talks about some of the protections
around privacy. We did have in this state a privacy and
data protection commissioner. He clearly fell foul of the
government when he fronted up against the Premier
when the Premier demanded everyone’s mobile
phones, showing very clearly to Victorians how little he
trusted his own cabinet. I would ask the minister at the
table, the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, whether
he willingly handed over his phone to the Premier’s
witch-hunt of an audit. I would suggest that he did not,
because the privacy and data protection commissioner
stepped in and made sure that did not happen, and that
certainly led to his demise.
I think we have seen, particularly with the Country Fire
Authority issues, that anybody who does stand up to the
Premier tends to find themselves without a job. That is
certainly an issue, and we will look with interest to see
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if these new arrangements do protect privacy in the way
that the former privacy commissioner, David Watts, did
protect our privacy and the public’s. I suspect that
members of cabinet would have been very pleased by
his intervention because I am not so sure that the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, or indeed other
ministers that are in the house at the moment, would
have been happy to pass their phones over. We would
not always want to see the texts that are sent between
ministers when they are in their internal wars. It would
have been quite an interesting exercise to have seen
those texts and the information on those phones, but I
guess we never will.
In wrapping up can I just say that we do question the
commitment to an effective ICT framework. The Labor
government, as I have said, has had many difficulties
with implementing IT projects. There are some areas of
concern, but they are not strong enough to have us
oppose the bill. We will certainly let the bill go through,
and certainly people will have their contributions to
make as we go forward.
I would be very interested if Labor members could tell us
through the process, through this debate, why there was
an additional two-year delay. Because there was a time
line in place to install this particular process, to formalise
this process, in November 2015, I am not sure why we
are seeing this legislation in November 2017. Perhaps
Labor members could tell us why there was the delay.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Bayswater wine cellar site
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (19:00) — (13 413)
I rise to ask the Minister for Planning to take urgent
steps to protect the heritage Bayswater wine cellars
building from imminent destruction. Anyone who has
driven along Scoresby Road, Bayswater Road or
Mountain Highway more than a couple of times over
the last 120 years will have noticed the old white
character-filled wooden building standing at the
intersection of these roads. It is a local icon. It was built
in 1897 and is thought to be Knox’s oldest surviving
shop. It is also believed to have held Victoria’s longest
liquor licence, only expiring a year or so ago after the
death of the owner.
It was used as a boarding house and as the headquarters
for the Dodd family bus service before becoming the
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Bayswater wine cellars. It is on the National Trust’s
Victorian heritage database as having ‘local historical
significance’ because of its association with the wine
industry in Lilydale in the early 1900s. However, only a
simple permit would be required for it to be demolished.
Given the abysmal track record of Knox city councillors
when it comes to preventing inappropriate development,
locals fear the permit is a given.
The property is currently being advertised for auction,
and that will take place tomorrow — Thursday,
2 November. Given its prime location and
4800-square-metre site size, much of which is vacant, it
will attract significant interest, almost inevitably, from
developers. A historical group simply would never be
able to afford land like this. Locals do not seem to mind
the site being appropriately developed, provided that the
heritage cottage is saved and repurposed. To date
247 people have voted in an online survey, of whom
92.7 per cent want it saved. A Facebook post I put up
about the topic has received 155 shares, 67 174 views,
188 comments and 136 likes. The community, young
and older, are making it very well-known that the site is
important to them.
In the busy, vibrant and increasingly developed suburb
of Bayswater, the old Bayswater wine cellars building
takes us back to another era. It reminds us of what
Melbourne and its suburbs once were. It is an important
link to the past. Minister, the people in my electorate
are concerned that we are going to get another set of
ugly boxes on that site. We are not like your seat of
Richmond, nor should we be. However, both of our
seats have something in common: an overwhelming
obligation to preserve important historic buildings. So
again, I ask the Minister for Planning to take immediate
steps to protect the heritage Bayswater wine cellars
building from destruction.

Barker Trailers
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (19:03) — (13 414) The
matter I wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister
for Industry and Employment, and the action I seek is
that the minister join me on a visit to Barker Trailers in
Woodend to see how this business is growing and to
understand the opportunities and challenges that
Barker’s faces. A family-owned business of more than
40 years, Barker Trailers produces between 400 and
500 trailers a year. It has distinguished itself in the
market because of its excellent reputation in building
custom-made commercial trailers for a broad range of
industries and customers from around the country.
Barker’s currently employs around 200 people across
two sites at Maryborough and Woodend. Having
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recently visited the Woodend site, I can tell you that
this is a company that respects and invests in their staff.
Over a quarter of their staff have been employed by
Barker Trailers for more than 10 years, while 22 staff
are currently undergoing apprenticeship training.
Barker trailers are made with 100 per cent Aussie steel,
and the business is a great example of a thriving
manufacturer in our region that is driving local
employment. Speaking to CEO Simon Meadows, it is
clear that Barker Trailers see opportunities in utilising
its steel fabrication equipment and skills.
The Andrews Labor government has been a great
champion for regional businesses, and Barker Trailers,
like 4000 other businesses across regional Victoria, is
already feeling relief from the reduction in payroll tax
that took effect in July 2017. This is a government that
wants businesses such as Barker Trailers to not just
survive but thrive, and it is to this end that I look
forward to introducing this great local business to
the minister.

Murray-Darling Basin agreement
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (19:04) — (13 415) My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Water, and the action I seek is for the minister to lobby
her federal colleagues and insist that they support
Victoria’s interests in the ongoing implementation of the
Murray-Darling Basin plan. This week Victorian
Nationals Senator Bridget McKenzie fired questions at
the Murray-Darling Basin Authority and federal water
bureaucrats during the Senate estimates, standing up for
the interests of Victorian irrigators who are facing
sustained attacks from environmental lobbyists such as
the Wentworth Group. Despite Senator McKenzie’s
advocacy, Victoria’s Labor senators remain absolutely
silent on issues involving the Murray-Darling Basin plan.
In fact the voting record of Victoria’s Labor senators
speaks volumes about where they sit on these issues.
Extraordinarily in 2013 senators Kim Carr, Gavin
Marshall and Jacinta Collins voted against amendments
to the Water Amendment (Water for the Environment
Special Account) Bill 2012, moved by The Nationals,
which would have removed from the plan the ability for
the 450 gigalitres of upwater to be recovered through
commonwealth buybacks and changed any water
recovery from a concrete target of 450 gigalitres to up
to 450 gigalitres. In speaking to the amendment
Barnaby Joyce highlighted the dire consequences
further buybacks would have on Victoria, reflecting
that we should be striving to achieve environmental
objectives through infrastructure upgrades and
environmental works and measures.
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It is difficult to see how a Victorian senator of any
political persuasion could disagree with that, but
senators Carr, Marshall and Collins did and voted
against those amendments and against the interests of
Victoria. Our senators are there to represent Victoria in
its entirety, but for Labor’s senators party politics come
before the interests of Victoria’s basin communities.

Plan, which will see $356 million invested in this area as
a result of the 2016–17 budget. This work is making a
real difference and of course saving lives. I ask the
minister to join me in meeting Tori and discussing ways
we can support her in this very important advocacy.

I am concerned that Minister Neville seems unable or
unwilling to garner even an ounce of support from her
federal counterparts. She pays lip service to the
concerns of our irrigators and northern Victorian
communities, but her voice is very lonely in the Labor
Party both here in Victoria and federally. The Liberals
and Nationals stand up for Victoria’s irrigation
communities because they are the communities we
represent and live in. Victoria’s Labor senators need to
draw on a bit of agrarian spirit to muster the courage to
do their job in representing all Victorians.

Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) (19:08) —
(13 417) My adjournment matter tonight is for the
Minister for Education. The action that I seek is for the
minister to reverse the Andrews Labor government’s
cancellation of the rebuild project for the middle and
senior campus of Mount Waverley Secondary College.
In March 2012 I had the great pleasure of visiting
Mount Waverley Secondary College junior campus
with the then Minister for Education, the member for
Nepean, to open the completed and hard-worked
project of the junior campus rebuild, an investment of
$10.5 million, which was overseen and completed by
the previous Liberal-Nationals government. It was a
wonderful day where we saw the fruits of that labour —
new classrooms, a new library, canteen and
administration facilities and a refurbishment of the arts,
music, textiles, home economics, drama, science and
technology facilities — almost a complete rebuild from
the ground up.

I call on Minister Neville to rally her federal Labor
counterparts to support the fair and equitable
implementation of the basin plan. This means no further
buybacks from Victoria and no recovery of water
towards the 450 gigalitres of upwater unless it can be
done with neutral or beneficial socio-economic impacts
on the communities the water is coming from.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Member for Euroa,
could you just repeat the action you are asking of the
minister?
Ms RYAN — The action I seek is for the minister to
lobby her federal colleagues and insist they support
Victoria’s interest in the ongoing implementation of the
basin plan.

Minds Matter

Mount Waverley Secondary College

A lot of work was put into that project. A lot of work
was put into ensuring that it was not only done within
budget but done to exceptional standards. Of course
once that was completed we commenced planning for
the middle and senior campus rebuild, because we on
this side of the house understand that education and
learning do not just stop at junior school; they need to
continue on to middle and senior school. We
recognised that need, and in government we signed off
on a full rebuild of the middle and senior campus.

Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (19:07) — (13 416) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Mental Health,
and the action I seek is for the minister to meet with me
and young Sunbury resident Tori Luke, who recently
wrote to me in her advocacy for improved local mental
health. I ask the minister to visit my electorate and
discuss with Tori her concerns and her advocacy on this
important issue. In writing to me recently Tori asked for
my support for a local event that she is hosting called
Minds Matter. This is an event that aims to create
awareness around local youth mental health, and it is a
very important issue for my community.

Mr GIDLEY — It is just so disappointing that those
opposite in the government are laughing at Mount
Waverley Secondary College. I will put that on the
record. I am very proud of that school and the students
there, and it is such a shame that the Labor government
is laughing at it. Is it any wonder that this government
then has cancelled that middle and senior campus
rebuild? Unfortunately the Andrews Labor government
has. There is just no excuse for dumping this project, no
excuse whatsoever.

I want to take this opportunity to commend the Minister
for Mental Health on his commitment and his tireless
work in the mental health space, specifically the
implementation of Victoria’s 10-Year Mental Health

It is not funny that prior to the 2014 election the then
shadow education minister and the Labor candidate for
Mount Waverley went out to the Mount Waverley
Secondary College senior and middle school campus,

Honourable members interjecting.

ADJOURNMENT
3654

ASSEMBLY

and of course they had the photos, they posed for the
cameras and they said, ‘We’ll listen to the needs’, but
three years into this term of government the project has
not gone anywhere. I say that is just so disappointing,
not only to hear the laughing at Mount Waverley
Secondary College from the government but also the
decision of this government not to rebuild the middle
and senior campus.
As I said, the junior campus has been rebuilt. It has
provided a very good model for education, but the
middle and senior campus also needs to be rebuilt.
Indeed the previous government signed off on and
committed to ensuring that the middle and senior
campus would be rebuilt. It was cancelled by this
government, and tonight I again call on the government
to reinstate that project.

Moorabbin Primary School
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (19:12) — (13 418) My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Education, and the action I seek from the minister is
that he ensure that Moorabbin Primary School is
provided with $100 000 out of the School Pride and
Sports Fund for the rebuild of a playground. The
current playground at Moorabbin Primary School has
been deemed unsafe, and it needs to be replaced. This is
a matter that was brought to my attention by a group of
parents from the school who attended a morning tea
that I held in Hampton East. The school has some
drawings of and plans for the new playground. They
require $100 000 to get the job done, and my request is
that the minister provide those funds.

Melbourne electorate planning
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (19:12) — (13 419)
Today I stand here to ask the Minister for Planning to
significantly reform our planning system to take back
control of our city from developers. I am asking him to
put the planning back into planning. Melbourne is a
great city. We have so much to be proud of — our arts
and culture, our heritage buildings, our parks, our
schools, our universities and our sports facilities — but
one of the things that people bring up with me time and
time again is how this government and previous
governments have ceded so much control of our
planning system to big developers. They have ceded
control about what our city looks like and how our city
is built.
Instead of planning for how buildings can actually
foster community connection and healthy, fulfilling
lifestyles, successive governments have simply sold off
large parcels of land to private developers whose only
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incentive is to build whatever gets them the biggest
profit in the shortest period of time. This often results in
poor-quality skyscrapers or apartment buildings that
simply do not fit with the buildings or the communities
around them. Sometimes these buildings even put
people’s lives at risk, as we have seen with the
flammable cladding issue in my electorate recently and
in other electorates, where developers simply pass the
buck on fixing up these dangerous buildings and
governments seem to let them.
Docklands was an experiment in the privatisation of
urban planning. It is a great spot — it is on the water,
and it is close to the city — but instead of planning a
world-class community there, the government just let
developers have control over large parcels of land. That
community worked really hard to make Docklands a
really vibrant place to live, but the council, and that
means ratepayers, had to step in and retrofit Docklands
with parks, a library and the community facilities that
should have been built there from the start. And yet
Docklands still does not even have a school. It took a
campaign from the community and the Greens to even
get a commitment for a primary school, and we still
have no commitment for a secondary school.
Bad planning changes the face of Melbourne, and we
cannot recover for decades — if we can recover at all. I
hoped that we could expect more from this Labor
government, but we still see decisions to demolish
heritage buildings, our parkland constantly under threat,
poor-quality skyscrapers still given approval and 80 per
cent of our public housing land about to be sold off. We
must reform this broken planning system. We must cut
ties between developers and the politicians who are
happy to accept donations. We must go back to the
drawing board and elect governments who actually plan
our cities not just sell off parcels of land to developers.
We must have stricter controls when it comes to
heritage buildings and stricter controls about what can
be built and where. And developers must pay their fair
share of tax to fund community facilities. Enough is
enough; people are really sick of bad planning right
across Melbourne, and it is time that we did something
about it.

Rosanna Road safety initiatives
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (19:15) — (13 420) My
adjournment item is for the Minister for Police, and
the action I seek is for the installation of a fixed road
safety camera at the intersection of Rosanna Road and
Banyule Road as approved by Victoria Police’s fixed
camera site selection committee on 1 September 2017.
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I would like to draw attention to a letter I received
from Victoria Police Superintendent Donald Downes,
chair of the fixed camera site selection committee, on
18 September 2017. That was in response to my letter
of 25 July 2017 requesting installation of fixed safety
cameras on Rosanna Road at the Lower Plenty Road
and Banyule Road intersection. I was pleased to be
informed by Victoria Police on 18 September that they
had approved road safety cameras at that intersection
of Rosanna Road and Banyule Road. This intersection
is used very frequently by families in my electorate to
get their children to and from Banyule Primary
School, a great primary school in the middle of my
electorate with very significant enrolments and a
school for which in this year’s budget we approved
$1 million for master planning.
In relation to road safety I want to acknowledge the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety, who has
contributed some $850 000 for road safety
improvements on Rosanna Road between Lower Plenty
Road and Burgundy Street. Those works have now
been completed based on safety audits from VicRoads,
but what has been critical is the identification through
this independent fixed camera site selection committee,
which has approved and recommended to the
government — certainly from lobbying and work from
Resolve Rosanna Road residents group, who act to
prioritise safety improvements along the Rosanna Road
corridor and from lobbying on my part — that the
intersection of Rosanna Road and Banyule Road,
Rosanna, should have those safety cameras installed.
We want to see the installation of those as soon as
possible. It is a very difficult intersection, not only for
pedestrians but particularly for those travelling north–
south and those seeking to turn right into Banyule
Road. Sitting there at those intersections we need to not
only obey the road rules but drive behaviour and hold
drivers accountable, particularly those passing through
who are not local residents and do not show the respect
that they should in the local community. These fixed
road safety cameras are critical. It has been approved by
an expert, independent committee, and it is now for our
government to get the installation done. I look forward
to hearing from the minister. I am thankful for her
advocacy and lobbying to also make sure that this has
been secured. I know together we will get this
implemented to save lives and protect our community.

Vermont Primary School
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (19:18) — (13 421) I raise
a matter of importance for the attention of the Minister
for Education. The action I seek is for the minister to
provide funding for Vermont Primary School to
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enable the school to rebuild its central administration
and classroom wings and rectify various other facility
deficiencies.
I have previously brought the significant facility needs
of Vermont Primary School to the attention of the
minister both in this place and directly via letters. I also
called on the minister to meet with me and the school
principal to discuss the school’s facilities in an
adjournment debate in this place on 21 October 2015.
Sadly, this has not happened. Vermont Primary School
is one of the growing schools in my electorate of Forest
Hill. The school provides a quality education to its
students, which is reflected in the ongoing demand for
places at the school each year.
I was out at the school again early this week and, whilst
catching up with the principal, was advised of the latest
in a long list of facility issues facing the school, namely
another termite infestation in one of the school buildings.
Ongoing concerns regarding the numerous deficiencies
in the school’s buildings have previously been brought
to the attention of the education department, but in
many cases not satisfactorily addressed. Prior to the last
state election the then coalition state government
committed if re-elected to fund $4.5 million for a
substantial upgrade of Vermont Primary School.
I call on the minister to provide the necessary funding
to enable Vermont Primary School to rebuild its main
wings and address the other significant facility issues
at the school. I look forward to hearing from the
Minister for Education with favourable consideration
of this request.

Glenroy Bowls Club
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (19:20) —
(13 422) I appreciate the opportunity to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Sport. The action I
seek is that the minister support the Glenroy Bowls
Club’s application for funding from the Victorian
government’s Community Sports Infrastructure Fund.
The application for funding is for the installation of a
synthetic bowling green. Currently the Glenroy Bowls
Club has three standard grass bowling greens. As the
minister would be aware, grass bowling greens take great
resources, both dollars and time, to maintain. Further, as
well as having surface anomalies, grass greens cannot be
played on around the clock like a synthetic bowling
green can be. The installation of a synthetic bowling
green would greatly increase both participation and
access and would allow the bowling green to be used by
members of the community all year round.
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The Glenroy Bowls Club, one of the oldest and largest
bowls clubs in Melbourne, is a wonderful community
organisation within the district of Pascoe Vale and has a
rich and proud history. The club currently has a very
healthy membership of approximately 190 men and
women who compete in a number of metropolitan
pennant competitions. The club also runs a number of
social activities to engage its current members as well as
encourage new members. For all of these reasons, I call
on the minister to support the club’s application for
funding for the installation of a synthetic bowling green.

Responses
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) (19:21) — The
member for Bayswater raised a matter for the Minister
for Planning regarding the protection of Bayswater
Wine Cellars. The member for Macedon raised a matter
for the Minister for Industry and Employment
regarding a visit to Barker Trailers in Woodend. The
member for Euroa raised a matter for the Minister for
Water, I think asking her to lobby the federal opposition
in regard to the basin plan. I will pass that on. I would
have thought lobbying the government would be more
valuable, but anyway, there you go! The member for
Sunbury raised a matter for —
Ms Ryan interjected.
Mr PAKULA — Apparently it is the opposition’s
fault that New South Wales is stealing water. The
member for Sunbury raised a matter for the Minister for
Mental Health, seeking that he meet with him and a
young Sunbury resident. The member for Mount
Waverley raised a matter for the Minister for Education
regarding Mount Waverley Secondary College. The
member for Bentleigh —
Mr Gidley interjected.
Mr PAKULA — There appears to be an interjection
from the member for Mount Waverley with regard to
what I understand to have been an unfunded project
which he now claims was cancelled — difficult to do.
The member for Bentleigh raised a matter for the
Minister for Education regarding funding for the
Moorabbin Primary School playground. The member
for Melbourne raised a matter for the Minister for
Planning, seeking that there be planning. The member
for Ivanhoe raised a matter for the Minister for Police,
seeking the installation of fixed road cameras at
Rosanna Road and Banyule Road. I thought I had heard
enough from the member for Forest Hill last week. The
member for Forest Hill raised a matter for the Minister
for Education regarding funding for Vermont Primary
School. He did it very politely, and I give him credit for
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that. The member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter for
the Minister for Sport, seeking funding for the Glenroy
Bowls Club. I will pass them all on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
now stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.24 p.m.

