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VOLUNTARY ASSISTED DYING BILL 2017
Wednesday, 29 November 2017

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 29 November 2017
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
VOLUNTARYASSISTEDDYINGBILL2017

Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to
your ruling yesterday at about 6.55 p.m. on the closure
motion that I moved. I want to follow up on that
because standing order 155(2) says:
The Chair must put the question immediately without
amendment or debate unless he or she believes that:
(a) it is an abuse of the rules of the house; or
(b) it is a denial of the rights of the minority …

Given your explanation, I would contend that you did
not believe it was a denial of the rights of the minority
because you stated that you did not know whether any
Independents had their rights denied. Because you did
not know it, you could not have believed it. If you did
not believe it, then you should not have ruled that the
question not be put. I contend that if that is your ruling,
and I have read Rulings from the Chair —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General is
warned.
Mr Watt — Having read Rulings from the Chair,
there is nothing that confirms your ruling, even the fact
that Speaker Delzoppo accepted a closure motion after
37 minutes and two speakers on one occasion. He
allowed for the closure motion to be put even though
there had only been two speakers and only 37 minutes
had elapsed.
I moved that the question be put because the member
for Footscray was standing here for a few minutes
complaining about the fact that the debate was circular,
that we were going over the same things and that there
were no new points of debate being put. Given the fact
that none of the Independents bothered to come into the
chamber to debate this matter during the hours we were
debating it yesterday, it should have been clear that had
they wanted to debate it, they would have been in here.
I would simply contend that you could not have
believed that there was a denial of the rights of the
minority. You could not have believed that, and your
statements confirm that you did not believe that.
Therefore you should have actually allowed the
question to be put.
Ms Sheed — On the point of order, Speaker, I was
here for much of the debate but not all of it and not
when the closure motion was moved. I would say that
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as a minority, as an Independent, I have no-one able to
notify me when a vote is coming up. There are
moments and times when I need to be out of the house
to conduct business. I would say that this particular
ruling and this particular standing order actually does
support the notion of minorities at least being given the
opportunity to participate.
Now, no-one sent me a text. There was no way that I as
a minority had any opportunity to know that that matter
was being put. From a sense of fairness in terms of
being able to speak on a matter, I was in this house the
whole time during the debate, for the whole 25 hours. I
simply say that your ruling is the correct ruling,
Speaker, and I do propose to speak on the matter.
Mr Burgess — On the point of order, Speaker, it is
very clear from a reading of that section that when a
minority is being disadvantaged it is being disadvantaged
by the majority, not by other members of the house. On
this occasion it was not the majority that was trying to
disadvantage a minority, it was the house asking for the
question to be put, and you should have put it.
Mr Katos — On the point of order, Speaker, I think
the point that is being missed here is that this is a
conscience vote, so there is no minority or majority. How
can a minority be effectively oppressed by the majority if
there is a conscience vote? There is no minority. We are
all Independents when it comes to this vote, so we are all
entitled to speak, if you like. How can you have been
satisfied based on half a dozen members?
The SPEAKER — Order! I had been advised by
one party that they were seeking to have this matter,
the amendments of the Council, considered as a
conscience vote or a free vote but not other parties. I
took the view on this particular matter of a procedural
issue of whether the motion be put that it might well
be the position of some parties in this place that they
would vote as a party. It was not clear. I came into
this place —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not here to debate
my ruling with members of this place. My ruling
stands. As I said in the house yesterday, I contacted the
three Independents to see if they wished to contribute to
the debate. Two of those Independents indicated they
did not wish to take up that opportunity but one did.
Mr Watt — On a further point of order, Speaker, I
would ask that, given your ruling here is completely
different to previous rulings from the Chair, you actually
insert that ruling into the Rulings from the Chair.
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The SPEAKER — There is no point of order.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr Watt — On a separate point of order, Speaker,
given your current ruling, the point that was made by
the member for South Barwon and that you have
acknowledged that every member of the coalition, the
Liberals and Nationals, on this particular motion is
independent in and of themselves — we all have free
votes — I would ask whether you have consulted with
every member of the Liberals and Nationals to ask
them whether they want to speak on this motion. And I
would ask that you actually do that, because there are
members of the Liberals and Nationals who
independently will make a decision as to whether they
want to speak and how they want to vote on this bill.
Every member of the Liberals and Nationals is
independent when it comes to this particular bill, and I
would say that if you are going to consult with the
Independents, as you said you did, I would encourage
you to contact all 38 members of the Liberals and
Nationals to ask exactly the same question, because it
would be a denial of the rights of each and every
member of the Liberal and National parties for you not
to do that.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is a long-established
practice of this place that the decision as to whether to
put a closure motion is at the discretion of the Chair.
There is no point of order.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria:
1.

immediate financial compensation to be given to present
residents of Wantirna caravan park to cover costs of
moving their homes or for resettling without homes
elsewhere;

2.

provide financial compensation and legal protection for
residents of residential/tourist parks in the future through
revision of the Residential Tenancies Act 1997;

3.

recognise the critical role that residential/tourist parks
provide as affordable housing, and legislate accordingly.

By Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully)
(1669 signatures).

Safe Schools program
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house:
their concerns that the Andrews Labor government is
compelling all Victorian government secondary schools
to have to implement the Safe Schools program.
Furthermore, the petitioners are concerned that Victorian
parents will be prevented from deciding whether their
children should participate in the Safe Schools program.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call on the Andrews Labor government
to stop compelling all Victorian secondary schools to have to
implement the Safe Schools program. Furthermore, the
petitioners request that Victorian parents should be allowed to
determine if their children will participate in the Safe Schools
program.

By Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (9 signatures).

Mornington Peninsula planning

Wantirna Park caravan park
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of home owners of Wantirna caravan park,
203 Mountain Highway, Wantirna 3152 draws to the
attention of the house:
The Residential Tenancies Act 1997 does not require
residential/tourist park owners to pay compensation to
residents living in residential/tourist parks who face losing the
value of their homes due to park closure or redevelopment.
The residents of the Wantirna caravan park, many of whom
have resided at this location in excess of 25 years, have been
advised that a developer has purchased the land on which
their homes are located, and will be required to leave by
January 2018. There are an estimated 189 residents at the
Wantirna caravan park living in different accommodation
including those owning houses and owning caravan/annexes
and those renting cabins. A survey of residents identified
85 per cent are aged 61 and over; 83 per cent live alone; and
84 per cent are receiving a pension.
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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.

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;

3.

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

4.

implementing 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
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scheme, thereby providing a clear direction for
decision-making;

Results of 2016–17 Audits: Local government —
Ordered to be published

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.

Results of 2016–17 Audits: Public Hospitals — Ordered
to be published

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (1109 signatures).

Mickleham Road duplication

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following planning schemes:
Ararat — GC49
Baw Baw — GC49
Buloke — GC49

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
East Gippsland — GC49
The petition of certain citizens of Greenvale draws to the
attention of the house issues relating to the need to duplicate
Mickleham Road from Somerton Road to Craigieburn Road.
The current road does not meet the needs of the volume of
traffic utilising it and is a safety concern.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria begin the process of putting into place
the planning for and construction of the road.

Frankston — GC49
Gannawarra — GC49
Greater Bendigo — GC49
Greater Geelong — GC49
Macedon Ranges — GC49

By Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (317 signatures).

Melbourne — GC49

Tabled.

Monash — GC49

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

Moorabool — GC49
Northern Grampians — GC49
Port Phillip — GC49

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Ferntree Gully be considered next day
on motion of Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Forest Hill be considered next day on
motion of Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill).

ACCOUNTABILITY AND OVERSIGHT
COMMITTEE
Education, training and communications
initiatives of Victorian oversight agencies
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) presented report, together
with transcripts of evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report be published.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Acting Clerk:
Auditor-General:
ICT Disaster Recovery Planning — Ordered to be
published

Stonnington — GC49
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 16B
in relation to Kardinia Park Stadium Act 2016 — Event
management declaration for Kardinia Park events.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Fab Nobs Theatre
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (09:44) — Chicago is
one of the most fabulous and enduring musicals, and
seeing it performed by Fab Nobs Theatre reminded me
why. Not only were the songs expertly belted out by
performers like Nadia Gianinotti as Velma, Elise
Cavallo as Roxie, Sam Marzden as Billy, Jennie
Kellaway as Mamma Morton, Peter Garratt as Amos
and Stuart Bruce as Mary Sunshine, but the
choreography, musical direction, lighting, sound design
and overall vibe through expert direction of the show
were sensational. This music theatre company performs
in a small space in Bayswater but does so with the most
incredible enthusiasm and expertise. Thanks so such to
everyone for a brilliant night out, and congratulations to
Fab Nobs on your 15th brilliant season.
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Tabulam and Templer Homes for the Aged
Ms VICTORIA — Every year the Tabulam and
Templer Homes for the Aged put on a
Weihnachtsmarkt, or Christmas market, which reminds
us all that St Nicholas is not far away. Even without
snow it is easy to feel like we are in a little part of
Germany or Austria, with all the home-baked goods
and traditional crafts for sale. Well done to everyone
involved in such a lovely community event.

Sapwell family
Ms VICTORIA — Rebeccah Thomas lost the love
of her life very recently, leaving her with five young
children. Josh Sapwell was a valued member of the
communities of The Basin Football Club and The Basin
Primary School, and they decided they would lend the
young family a helping hand. Although the weather
was not kind until later in the day, the local people
made up for it in spades at a community day. A
seemingly never-ending live auction and raffle ensured
lots of funds were raised, and we all wish Bec and her
beautiful kids, known as the Saplings, a peaceful
Christmas together. Thanks to everyone who helped
make the day possible. You are all so gorgeous.

Bendigo West electorate emergency services
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (09:46) — I am
pleased to announce that Country Fire Authority (CFA)
and State Emergency Service (SES) volunteers across
Bendigo and Castlemaine are receiving a welcome
funding boost thanks to the Andrews Labor government.
I was really pleased to visit the Golden Square CFA
brigade to let them know they would receive $155 460 to
replace their 23-year-old salvage vehicle; $100 000 will
be given to the Bendigo SES towards the purchase of a
new medium rescue truck, which is a vehicle that needs
to be replaced every 10 years; the Fortuna Fire Brigades
Group, including Bendigo, Eaglehawk, Golden Square,
Huntly, Kangaroo Flat, Lockwood, Maiden Gully,
Marong and Strathfieldsaye, will receive $26 000 to
purchase a new field command vehicle; $4500 in
funding will also be provided to the Oscar 1 emergency
response team to purchase an underground mine
communication system; and the Marong SES will now
be able to purchase a new storm assistance trailer with
$28 453 being presented.
I was also really pleased to visit the Guildford CFA
brigade last week, where I announced that they would
receive $310 000 to purchase a new medium tanker,
replacing their 22-year-old vehicle. I was also pleased
to announce funding of $46 667 to the Castlemaine
CFA brigade for a new field command vehicle and
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$11 600 to the Campbells Creek CFA brigade for a new
car park and driveway. Emergency services volunteers
across the state shared $13 million in grants. I want to
say thank you and extend my congratulations to them
for the incredible job they do keeping our local
communities safe.

Whitfield District Primary School
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (09:47) — On
Friday I am looking forward to visiting Whitfield
District Primary School, a fantastic school in my
electorate. The school runs a car wash and cafe as a
social enterprise, and I am keen to hear about the great
things they have been achieving. The Whitty Workers
Car Wash and Cafe has been developed as part of the
Social Enterprise in Schools program in the north-east.
The students have researched a suitable business idea
and social cause they can support. With the closest car
wash more than 50 kilometres away, business is
booming at Whitfield.

Sarah Hawthorn
Mr McCURDY — My thoughts are with Cobram
resident Sarah Hawthorn and her family, as Sarah has
recently woken from a coma after contracting the flu.
After three months in intensive care she has woken and
is now in a stable condition. Sarah was in the late stages
of her pregnancy when she became critically ill, and her
son was delivered five weeks early while she was in a
coma. I hope mum and bub are doing well now and are
on the road to recovery.

Daniel Herrod
Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to Yarrawonga
youngster Daniel Herrod, who has been chosen as a
2018 Commonwealth Games baton bearer. The
13-year-old will carry the Queen’s baton for the Gold
Coast Commonwealth Games relay in Yarrawonga in
February. Daniel is involved in both sport and
community work in Yarrawonga and was nominated to
be a baton bearer mainly for his love of sport.

Country Fire Authority Mudgegonga brigade
Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to Mudgegonga
Country Fire Authority (CFA) volunteers who were
recently recognised for their years of service.
Twenty-three people were honoured with awards for
service ranging from five years to 70 years. One of the
two 70-year service medals was to Jim Carroll and the
other was a posthumous award to Tom Carroll, which
was presented to his widow Marie, who was also
recognised for 25 years of dedication. Five women
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received certificates of appreciation for the work they
did with the CFA in the era before pagers and mobile
phones. Julie Carroll, Bev Hicks, Sheila Carroll, the late
Ruth Blewett and Marie Carroll used to receive a party
line phone call —
The SPEAKER — The member’s time has expired.

Growing Suburbs Fund
Ms KAIROUZ (Minister for Local Government)
(09:49) — Last Friday I had the pleasure of announcing
funding from the Growing Suburbs Fund (GSF) for the
City of Melton for 2017–19. The Andrews Labor
government has spent two years putting people first in
the outer suburbs by spending $100 million on new
parks, pathways, community centres, child care,
sporting facilities, playgrounds and main streets. In this
time, Melton City Council has received over
$10.7 million to deliver nine projects.
I am very pleased that an additional $50 million
funding was allocated to the Growing Suburbs Fund in
the Victorian budget in May. As a local member in
Melbourne’s west I know how important the Growing
Suburbs Fund is for delivering vital infrastructure
projects to our growing communities. One important
project for my community has been the upgrade to the
Caroline Springs Leisure Centre, an $11.8 million
project which will see the leisure centre expanded.
Projects like this not only encourage a greater
participation in sport but encourage the community to
come together.
In this funding round I am proud that the Andrews
government has provided $8.1 million from the
Growing Suburbs Fund for eight projects in the City
of Melton. We have a strong partnership with Melton
City Council to deliver community infrastructure
projects that will help this growing community to
thrive. The most substantial contribution will be
$2 million towards the redevelopment of MacPherson
Park. With the GSF funding the City of Melton will be
able to transform this sporting precinct into a
multipurpose community hub with a new pavilion and
significant amenity upgrades. This funding will help
Melton City Council be responsive to growth and
change in their community and also provide vital
infrastructure for the people of Kororoit.

Vietnamese community
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (09:51) — I wish
to place on record the concern of many members of the
Vietnamese community in Australia at the abuse of
human rights and the religious oppression in Vietnam.
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The community has drawn to the attention of members
of the Victorian Parliament what is understood to be an
increasing level of abuse, in particular the jailing of
women in June and July this year, including Mrs Tran
Thi Nga; the status of priests Nguyen Dinh Thuc and
Dang Huu Nam, who are under monitoring; and the
indefinite detention of Mr Vuong Van Tha. There is
also concern about the jailing of prisoners of
conscience. More work needs to be done to ensure that
people have the right to freedom of religion and
freedom of expression in Vietnam so that they are not
subject to oppression.

Sandringham electorate planning
Mr THOMPSON — I also wish to place on record
today the concerns of Highett residents regarding the
overdevelopment of the Gas and Fuel land in Highett.
Sallyanne Tangney has articulately advocated a
perspective that a significant proportion of the Gas and
Fuel land is retained as community open space and also
that a significant proportion of that site is developed for
community parking for the Highett and Cheltenham
communities to meet unmet current need and projected
future need for the district.

Geelong electorate jobs
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major Events)
(09:52) — Last week it was exciting to hear the
Premier, along with Minister Dalidakis, announce that
the award-winning company LiveTiles will base its
regional operations in Geelong. This will create a
massive 500 new jobs in Geelong. The Andrews Labor
government played an active role in landing the deal
because we know that jobs are vital for our regions and
our towns.

Geelong Performing Arts Centre
redevelopment
Mr EREN — On Friday I also was able to join my
colleagues in the house the members for Geelong and
Bellarine along with Kane Constructions at the site of
the redevelopment of the Geelong Performing Arts
Centre. We were able to tour the start of demolition
works and also announce that Kane will be joining the
G21 Region Opportunities for Work (GROW)
initiative. GROW connects businesses to jobseekers in
areas of high unemployment rates. In signing up to the
program, Kane Constructions joins a wide range of
organisations and businesses working together to
reduce unemployment and tackle social and economic
disadvantage in the Geelong region.
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GMHBA Stadium, Geelong

Macedon electorate agricultural shows

Mr EREN — On Sunday I was lucky enough to
attend the Matildas versus China match at the iconic
GMHBA Stadium. The stadium was abuzz with the
pride of Australian women’s football as the Matildas
took on the mighty China, and they did us proud. I am
also proud to say the Victorian government has kicked
in $75 million to help increase the capacity of the
ground to 36 000 people and will be putting in an extra
$3.9 million to start planning the design of stage 5. That
means even more people will have their chance to be a
part of big soccer internationals like this. These are
examples from just last week of how our government is
helping to put the global spotlight on Geelong. We are
boosting tourism, local economies, jobs and
showcasing more of the best of everything Geelong has
to offer to the rest of the world.

Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (09:55) — It is show
time. Over the past few weekends I have had the great
pleasure of attending the Daylesford Show, the
Kyneton Show, the Riddells Creek Festival, the
Malmsbury Village Fayre and the Lancefield
Agricultural Show. These brilliant events, showcasing
everything our community has to offer, are run by
bands of volunteers who are passionate about their
community and keeping traditions like our agricultural
shows alive. Congratulations to the organising
committees, the sponsors and the volunteers who make
these wonderful community events possible.

Road infrastructure
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (09:54) — I am incredibly
pleased with the announcement last week by the Leader
of the Opposition that the Stud and Wellington roads
intersection in Rowville will be upgraded under the
Liberal-Nationals’ $5.3 billion plan to grade separate
55 of the busiest intersections in Melbourne and
Geelong. As part of the biggest congestion-busting
project in Victoria’s history, the Liberal-National
coalition have identified 35 intersections for grade
separation. A further 20 projects will be decided on
after community consultation. Replacing the traffic
lights at Stud and Wellington roads with a
grade-separated intersection will have a huge benefit
for Knox residents. It will make life easier for parents
taking their kids to school at St Simon the Apostle
Primary School, Heany Park Primary School, Rowville
Primary School and Rowville Secondary College;
drivers getting to work on the Monash and EastLink
freeways; and local residents doing their shopping at
Stud Park and Wellington Village shopping centres.
Labor’s failure to invest a cent in the Knox arterial road
network is taking its toll. Our outer eastern suburbs are
growing rapidly. Residents tell me traffic congestion
has never been worse. Labor’s shameful scrapping of
the much-needed east–west link put infrastructure
development on hold for four years and wasted
$1.3 billion. Making room for our growing population
is only possible with better roads, and this
announcement shows that only the Liberal-Nationals
have a plan to help outer eastern suburbs like Knox.

Karen O’Sullivan
Ms THOMAS — Congratulations to Karen
O’Sullivan on being the first woman elected as
president of the Kyneton Football Netball Club, in the
year the club celebrates its 150th anniversary. Your
leadership sends a strong message to women and girls
across regional Victoria that they too can aspire to be
sporting and community leaders.

Family violence
Ms THOMAS — Across Macedon organisations
and community groups are taking part in the United
Nations 16 Days of Activism Against Gender-based
Violence campaign and our own Victoria Against
Violence campaign to end family violence.
Congratulations to the Centre for Non-Violence, the
Zonta Club of Kyneton and the Macedon Ranges shire
for their social media campaigns and consistent work to
eliminate family violence.
I say thank you to the Trentham & Districts
Community Bank for hosting the Trentham Says No to
Family Violence event last week. Members of the
community heard from Sergeant Nathan Gardiner of
the Trentham police and Toni Gillett from Child and
Family Services Ballarat. We are in exceptionally good
hands with Nathan and Toni. My thanks and
congratulations go to Russell Hanson, Pauline Nolan
and Katie Caleo, who organised the event, and to each
of the organisations that have been involved with the
larger campaign across the Hepburn shire, including the
shire itself, as well as Daylesford District Community
Bank, Daylesford Girl Guides, Daylesford Uniting
Church, the Glenlyon Progress Association, Daylesford
Secondary College and Riding for the Disabled
Association Daylesford.
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Steve Hutchins
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) (09:56) — Today I pass
on my condolences to the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs, Xavier and the wider family for the passing of
former senator Steve Hutchins. Steve was a great
family man, and he battled his illness for many years. I
enjoyed talking to him, as a number of members did,
usually on a Thursday night when he would come to
pick the minister up. I admired how he stood up for and
represented the poor and underprivileged in our society.
I will miss Steve Hutchins.

Pride of Melton project
Mr NARDELLA — I want to thank the Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs, who was previously the Minister
for Local Government, and the current Minister for
Local Government for opening the Pride of Melton
project in Melton last Friday under the Growing
Suburbs Fund. This is about the revitalisation of the
township of Melton. The work that Melton council has
done to put this project together is just amazing. The
work by Kel Tori, Luke Shannon, Terri Johnston and
the team at Melton council, ably led by Mayor Bob
Turner, is just fantastic. I want to congratulate Robert
Taylor, the site manager from 2Construct, and Kate
Douglas, an architect from Outlines Landscape
Architecture, for their help with this as well. We have
got a lot more money coming, and I thank the minister.

Greg Purcell and Tony Smith
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (09:58) — I wish to
congratulate and acknowledge a local teacher and a
Country Fire Authority officer (CFA) who demonstrated
exceptional leadership and bravery in saving the life of
cyclist Kevin Law, who went into cardiac arrest in a
local Sunbury park. Greg Purcell and Tony Smith have
been recognised as community heroes by Ambulance
Victoria (AV) after they performed life-saving CPR with
the assistance of AV. I would like to take this
opportunity to personally congratulate paramedic Elise
Paton as well as Greg and Tony for their outstanding
work on this occasion and for their ongoing commitment
to our community as a teacher and a CFA station officer.
Greg and Tony, it is people like you that keep our
community safe, caring and compassionate.

Sunbury parkrun
Mr J. BULL — On another matter, how good was
the first Sunbury parkrun last Sunday? Over 300 people
turned up. There was a great atmosphere, plenty of
smiles and one really tough hill — I can personally
attest to that. A huge thankyou to all the volunteers who
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made it possible and in particular Natalie Harrison who
brought it all together.

Government achievements
Mr J. BULL — Three years ago the people of
Victoria voted for change. They voted for a positive plan,
for a government that promised to get things done and
for a government that was going to put them first. Three
years on and we are seeing the difference this positive
plan makes. Whether it is the level crossing removals,
the West Gate tunnel project, the CityLink Tulla
widening project, Melbourne Metro of course with those
five new stations named today, rebuilding TAFE,
resolving the ambulance crisis or giving every child the
opportunity to succeed no matter their background by
building the Education State, we will not stop, nor will
we waste a single day in office. On Saturday I was
doorknocking in my community and talking to voters
about important issues. I want to take the opportunity to
thank my staff and volunteers in the Sunbury community
for their support over the past three years.

Toni Domaschenz
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (10:00) — It was great to see
Toni Domaschenz, editor of the West Wimmera
Advocate, receive deserving honours at the recent
Victorian Country Press Association awards. Toni won
best community campaign in the under 2000 circulation
category for her support and coverage of the campaign to
bring people back to Edenhope to enjoy Lake Wallace,
and she won best feature, under 2000, for her coverage
of local football and netball — perhaps the least likely
award that Toni would have expected when she first took
on running the Advocate. Congratulations, Toni. You
should be extremely proud of your achievements and
your important contribution to the community.

Tarrington Laternenfest
Ms KEALY — Last Friday I attended the annual
Tarrington Laternenfest, a fabulous community event
following the German tradition of the Christmas lantern
festival. With a huge number of things to do and see,
great food on offer, including home-baked
streuselkuchen, and amazing haybale art created by
talented locals on show, this event truly had something
for the whole family. Congratulations to the
outstanding work of the committee, led by Colin Huf.
This small group put in a huge number of hours to
make this event such a great success, which was
enjoyed by huge crowds on the night. Thank you for
your important contribution to the community — it is
greatly appreciated.
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Western Victoria public transport
Ms KEALY — Access to passenger services in
western Victoria are so poor that it is quicker to fly
from Melbourne to Tokyo than take a bus from
Horsham to Warrnambool. Barrie Firth from Horsham
was amazed that it took over 10 hours for his recent bus
trip to Warrnambool, a destination only 229 kilometres
away by road. This highlights just how poor access to
passenger services is in western Victoria, particularly
when commuting between Horsham and Hamilton, and
Hamilton and Warrnambool. Country Victorians
deserve better access to passenger services. Under the
Andrews Labor government we have seen increased
services in Melbourne but cuts and longer travel times
in country Victoria.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member’s time
has expired.

Harvey ‘Dick’ Riley
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (10:01) — I
acknowledge the recent passing of Harvey Riley,
affectionately known as ‘Dick’, aged 93. Dick was a
life member of the ALP Geelong West branch. He was
a dedicated member for 60 years. Dick was a
community activist who cared about the disadvantaged
and working people and was a genuinely great bloke.
He was an organiser for the liquor trades union and
actively involved in the Geelong Trades Hall. Politics
and unionism played a significant role in Dick’s life.
His commitment to working-class people was widely
known throughout Geelong. Dick strongly believed in
the power of Labor governments and what they can
deliver for the community. He did whatever he could to
improve the lives of working people and those who
experienced disadvantage.
Dick has left a valuable legacy in Geelong. He and his
comrades set up the Geelong West pensioners
association in the 1970s, a place for pensioners to go
and get support and company. This continues today.
Dick’s advice was always along the lines of, ‘Pal,
always stand up for your mates, be honest, look after
your mates and above all be true to yourself’. Vale,
Dick Riley.

Geelong region events
Ms COUZENS — Geelong was buzzing over the
weekend, with multiple events and activities bringing
large numbers of people to the region. We had the
Geelong Revival Motoring Festival on the Geelong
waterfront, the Matildas versus China at Kardinia Park
and the Queenscliff Music Festival. These events boost
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Geelong’s economy, with hotels, restaurants and
businesses in demand.

Geelong West fire brigade
Ms COUZENS — I also had the pleasure to hand
over the keys to the new forward command vehicle for
the Geelong West fire brigade to Captain Shayne
Volpel during their community open day. The Geelong
West fire brigade provides a vital service to the
community —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member’s time
has expired.

Gippsland public transport
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (10:03) — The
pain endured by Gippsland V/Line travellers continues
unabated as the Metro Trains Melbourne system
continues to malfunction, causing massive delays for
Gippsland trains. Gippsland rail commuters have been
subjected to unprecedented inconvenience this year.
The construction works being undertaken with the level
crossing removals and sky rail have pushed
Gippslanders onto buses on many occasions. Then
throw into the mix the constant unexpected delays
within the Metro system caused by signal failures and
other incidents, and the life of a Gippsland train
traveller has been sheer hell.
Minister Allan talks about improvements to the
Gippsland line and extra rolling stock, but still nothing
is delivered to improve reliability. Now the minister has
virtually ruled out ever giving Gippslanders their own
dedicated line from Pakenham to Melbourne. This a
luxury that is enjoyed by other regional centres, but
Gippsland continues to be denied what should be
considered as a fair go.

Timber industry
Mr BLACKWOOD — A recent public meeting in
Noojee was held to discuss the proposed harvesting of
timber in coupes on the edge of the township by
VicForests. The meeting was overwhelmingly
supportive of VicForests and their plans to harvest and
regenerate areas of production forest. Baw Baw shire
councillor Michael Leaney spoke to the meeting and
explained how he had witnessed over the past 20 years
the coexistence of timber harvesting and tourism in the
area and the benefits to the economy that had been
provided. VicForests cannot afford to shelve plans to
harvest designated areas of production forest as the
industry continues to lose resources due to the Andrews
government’s failure to address the impact of managing
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threatened species on an individual basis rather than the
proven landscape management approach.

Level crossing removals
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (10:04) — A major
44-day construction blitz will fast-track the Hurstbridge
line upgrade, delivering a new track, a new Rosanna
station and two level crossing removals six months
earlier than planned. I was pleased to join the Minister
for Public Transport in Heidelberg to announce that
combining two rail closures previously scheduled for
January and May 2018 into one 44-day construction
blitz will mean less disruption and earlier benefits for
communities along the Hurstbridge line.
The major construction blitz will begin in mid-March
2018 and run until the end of April, part of which
coincides with the school holidays at the end of term 1,
when roads and public transport are quieter. At the end
of the construction blitz the brand-new Rosanna station
will be open to commuters, and trains and cars will be
safely separated for the very first time at Lower Plenty
Road in Rosanna and Grange Road in Alphington, with
those dangerous level crossings gone for good. As part
of the works a new tunnel is being excavated under
Darebin Street in Heidelberg that will be home to part
of the new section of duplicated track, also due to open
at the end of April. I was pleased to inspect those works
last Monday.
The two level crossings being removed are among
Melbourne’s worst, with boom gates down for more
than 40 minutes during the two-hour morning peak,
causing frustration and delays for around 43 000 drivers
every day. The project will support a massive 1000 jobs
during peak construction. In the lead-up to the major
construction blitz there will be shorter Hurstbridge line
closures over the weekend of 9 and 10 December and
from 18 to 23 January.
I want to thank the construction workers for their huge
efforts and neighbours and commuters for their
patience. As a Rosanna resident using the bus
replacement service on most days, I know that it will be
worth it for our community. In Ivanhoe it is high-vis
central: we are getting on with the job.

Eildon electorate agricultural shows
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (10:06) — November is
show season in rural Victoria. This year I have attended
shows at Whittlesea, Alexandra, Mansfield and Yea.
Pastoral and agricultural societies are an important part
of country life, providing an avenue to showcase
horsemanship, cattle, sheep, poultry, working dogs,
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arts, craft and produce. It is an enormous effort to
consistently put on an annual show, with many running
now for over a century. I congratulate each show
society and the dedicated volunteers for their role and
contribution to their town and to the agricultural sector.

Powelltown Sawmills
Ms McLEISH — Powelltown Sawmills won the
Victorian forestry industry’s community services award,
with the award being dedicated to the mill’s co-owner,
Carmel Fox, who passed away earlier this year. The
award was made due to the mill’s service to the industry
and local community. I want to congratulate the team,
led by Harold Fox. The team regularly runs tours of the
mill to educate groups of all sizes and ages about the
importance of the forest, fibre and wood products
industry, taking great care to explain each step of the
milling process. Harold regularly points out to visiting
groups the dense native forest growing in the hills around
the mill, which has been used as sustainable harvesting
for a long period of time.

Kangaroo Ground Pony Club
Ms McLEISH — Kangaroo Ground Pony Club
recently celebrated its 50th anniversary with an
exhibition of horsemanship and riding followed by an
outdoor dinner under fairy lights at the club. The level
of attendance shows the support for equestrian and
riding activities in the area. The club’s history was
outlined by the irrepressible Diana Bassett-Smith, a
founder of the club, along with a number of others,
including horse dentist Mark Burnell, who provided his
own very colourful insights into the club’s history.

Helen Zull
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (10:07) — I
rise to recognise the outstanding contribution Helen
Zull has made to the Coburg North Primary School
community and, by extension, our whole community
over a decade-long period as principal and over a career
dedicated to improving educational outcomes for
students. After 11 years as principal of Coburg North
Primary School, Helen is passing on the baton to the
next educational leader who will be charged with the
very important task of educating our next generation of
nurses, teachers, tradesmen, shop assistants, computer
programmers or whatever professions those children
choose to pursue.
Helen is leaving the school in a tremendous position.
She has led the school from strength to strength and has
seen its student population grow immensely under her
watch. Helen was instrumental in working alongside
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me and the school parent community to secure over
$6.7 million in funding from the Andrews Labor
government’s 2016–17 Victorian budget to modernise
the school’s facilities. She will leave the school with a
wonderful legacy. I am sure whoever takes Helen’s role
will ensure that the final version of the redevelopment
of Coburg North Primary School is something that
Helen will be proud of.
Helen has had a distinguished career in education. She
has a great depth of expertise, and many hundreds of
students and families, both in our community and
beyond, have been the beneficiaries of her profound
commitment to ensuring that students and staff are
assisted and supported in their educational endeavours.
I commend Helen on her achievements and wish her
the very best.

Burwood parliamentary bowls tournament
Mr WATT (Burwood) (10:09) — On Wednesday,
22 November, the seventh annual Burwood
parliamentary bowls tournament was held. Due to the
construction works at Parliament House, this year we
held the event at the Ashburton Bowls Club. I want to
thank the competing clubs: Ashburton Bowls Club,
Bennettswood Bowling Club, Burwood District Bowls
Club and the team from my office. Leading into this
year’s competition all clubs had won the shield twice,
with my office yet to win the chocolates. Although we
thought this year might be our year with our new secret
weapon, George, the home-ground advantage was
insurmountable, with Ashburton crowned the Burwood
district parliamentary bowls champions for 2017.
Congratulations to Ashburton. I thank all those involved,
and I hope to see you on our home ground in 2018.

Craig Family Centre
Mr WATT — On Sunday, 19 November, I attended
the 60th birthday celebration of the Craig Family
Centre. The Craig started its life as a result of a £2000
bequest from the niece of W. E. J. Craig, an early
Camberwell businessman. As a memorial to her uncle
she donated the money to Camberwell council to build
a children’s centre in Alamein. The centre has certainly
grown in the last 60 years, and I take some great delight
in knowing that I played a small part when I turned the
sod in 2014 for the construction of the new building.
The Craig plays an important role in the Ashburton
community, and I hope they get to play the role for
another 60 years and more.
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Lou Bougias
Mr WATT — I also want to acknowledge Lou
Bougias, otherwise known as Lou the taxi driver, for —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — The member’s time
has expired.

Selandra Community Hub
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) (10:10) — Recently it
was with great pleasure that I represented the Minister
for Local Government at the official opening of the
Selandra Community Hub thanks to a $2.5 million
grant from the Andrews Labor government. Located in
Clyde North within the neighbourhood activity centre
of the Selandra Rise housing estate, the community
centre will provide a new space for the community to
participate, grow and learn together. Labor’s funding
has contributed to the construction of the building that
includes environmentally sustainable design initiatives
to improve the performance of the building. This
includes strategic building placement and orientation
and the inclusion of a commercial kitchen, plus a range
of multipurpose spaces for activity programs,
consultations, meetings, community services and small
businesses.
The construction of this much-needed community
facility complements the newly delivered bus services
through the estate of Selandra Rise by the Andrews
Labor government. This funding has allowed us to
create a community centre that will be the ideal place to
bring the community together to socialise, learn and
grow in a safe and welcoming environment.

Casey Cardinia Foundation
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (10:11) — Yesterday I
attended the Casey Cardinia Foundation annual grants
presentation in Pakenham. For 15 years the foundation
has been the peak philanthropic organisation in our
local area and has allocated over $550 000 in grants to
community service providers and worthwhile causes.
This year over $67 000 was handed out to
15 organisations, including scout groups, men’s sheds
and Outlook Victoria, amongst others. The foundation
is well supported by key local businesses, including
Evergreen Turf and Aligned Leisure, who were also in
attendance and continually support our community. I
congratulate the hardworking and dedicated board of
directors led by incomparable chairman Mr Paul
Thomas. Well done to everybody.
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Diamond Valley sporting clubs
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (10:12) — I rise to
congratulate all the sporting clubs and recreation groups
across the Diamond Valley who have worked so hard to
attract funding from the latest Growing Suburbs Fund
round. The Diamond Creek Force Netball Association,
the Diamond Valley Basketball Association, the
Diamond Creek football and cricket clubs, the
Diamond Creek Women’s Football Club and the Creek
Trail Blazers, who are working towards getting the
Diamond Creek-to-Hurstbridge trail built, put in a great
effort. The member for Eltham and I could not have
achieved this result without them. They assisted us in
collecting signatures for petitions and getting the word
out in the community, and they also visited the
Parliament to meet the Minister for Local Government
firsthand. They pushed their causes through traditional
and social media. They did a lot of work.
I am proud of my communities in Yan Yean and
particularly my sporting and recreation clubs and
organisations. They truly are the lifeblood of our
community. Diamond Valley has one of the highest
rates of sports participation in Victoria and is home to
many sporting stars past, present and future, none less
than Kate Moloney, our own Diamond Creek
Australian Diamond.
Mr Eren interjected.
Ms GREEN — And I know the Minister for Sport
just loves her. She was there on Saturday to celebrate.
However, more important is the fact that local sporting
clubs keep residents active and healthy and provide a
community spirit that I do not believe is matched
anywhere else in Victoria. Special thanks and
shout-outs to Mark Goldspink, Helen Legg, Steve
McCabe and all their amazing teams on a great win for
Diamond Valley.

Road infrastructure
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (10:14) — I commend the
leader of the coalition in relation to his outstanding
announcement last week regarding the removal of
55 intersections across the city of Melbourne. It is
going to be a tremendous congestion-busting project
and will certainly affect the electorate of Forest Hill
with the intersection of Springvale Road and Burwood
Highway. Further north just out of my electorate, which
clearly affects constituents of Forest Hill, we have got
the corner of Springvale and Whitehorse roads. This
continues the good work that the previous coalition
government started when it was in government. It is an
outstanding program, which has been very well
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received by the constituents of the electorate of Forest
Hill, to try to alleviate the congestion that this
government is doing nothing about.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2016–17
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (10:15) — I want
to refer to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee and continue my contribution on how we
get a better collaboration between the different tiers of
government to deliver in the public interest. This has
been something that I have pursued in a number of
different contributions, and I think it is really relevant to
look at how we do this for social cohesion and for
national security. We have issues that we need to
address in the national interest —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Could the
member for Broadmeadows identify which report he is
speaking to, please?
Mr McGUIRE — It is the estimates committee, and
it is the contribution by the Minister for Industry and
Employment. It is 2017.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — I need the name of
the report.
Mr McGUIRE — It is the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee report. To be specific, I want to
refer to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee’s inquiry into the budget estimates
2016–17, particularly —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — As I was saying, in particular I
refer to the contribution of the Minister for Industry and
Employment, who referred to how working in a
coordinated fashion presents an opportunity to derive
strategic advantage from that collaboration. I want to
continue my contribution on this important matter and
address a series of different issues, particularly on what
we are doing within communities and how we actually
get the alignment right between the issues of national
security, which of course is one of the highest priorities,
if not the highest priority, and then how we address that
with social cohesion.
This is incredibly important for the community that I
represent, and I just want to say that we need to get, in
my view, a better balance between how we actually
look at what is happening within these communities
and how we need to address the issues. I can put it
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simply: Broadmeadows is an iconic flashpoint with the
defining national concerns of globalisation, the demise
of local manufacturing, population growth and
multiculturalism, new jobs and a fair go. These are the
critical issues that are now coming through. We have
had the latest report on social cohesion and that has
again addressed the issue that people do not feel they
are getting a fair go. So we have to be careful about
this; this is an incredibly important point.
I want to emphasise that one of the best investments we
can have is jobs. One of the propositions to get off
welfare is to have a job, and one of the best
propositions you can have to feel that you are part of
the community is to have a job. How we actually get
the alignment right so that you have the right
educational opportunities from preschool to
postgraduate, as we have done in the Hume Global
Learning Centre, and how we then get the alignment
right with the Australian government is incredibly
important. The City of Hume have said to me that they
are still struggling to deal with the different refugees
from the war in Iraq and the slaughter in Syria.
The issue is how we get the coordination right. You can
have a Prime Minister such as Tony Abbott who said,
‘We will take in Syrian refugees’. That was done with
the best of intent as a humanitarian exercise, but where
does that play out? It plays out in these communities.
This is why I have consistently argued that we need a
City Deal and a Smart Cities and Suburbs deal.
We also need to ask: what is the investment from the
Australian government and why are we not getting the
share we need, particularly in these areas that have been
defined as postcodes of disadvantage? We know where
inequality lives. It is established; we absolutely do
know. This goes to the heart of the political process.
They are safe Labor seats. Why does the coalition not
invest? We are running out of time on this.
Ms Asher interjected.
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Committee inquiry into electronic voting, which
reported in May 2017. Since the committee has tabled
its report we have received responses from the
Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) and indeed
from the government. In essence what the government
has said in response to the committee’s
recommendations is that it acknowledges that the
committee has asked for a more national approach on
the grounds of cost and that that is a sensible approach.
The government has said it wishes to refer this matter to
the Council of Australian Governments (COAG). As a
former minister, I know that sometimes COAG is very
useful in getting outcomes and sometimes it is not. I
would remind the government that this issue is
becoming time sensitive — I will outline why in a
moment — and I would urge the government to pursue
this fairly rapidly.
The major problem that we all face in this democracy in
Victoria and in Australia is that we now have a
significant failure of the postal system. The old postal
voting system is just about to collapse. It has collapsed
in relation to overseas voters, because people cannot get
their ballots back in time. Electoral commissioners
from right across the country, from WA to New South
Wales and elsewhere, gave evidence to the committee
that they thought the postal ballot system may last
another state election or federal election but that would
be just about all.
I turn to page 44 of our report. We can see that in 2015
for the New South Wales state election 5856 postal
votes were sent overseas but only 129 made it back to
the final count. We see here a systemic failure of the
postal ballot system for overseas voters.
The figures are similar in Victoria. I would refer
honourable members to page 127 of our report. On
information provided by the VEC we noted that:
… 18 926 postal votes were rejected from the final count at
the 2014 Victorian state election because they were received
after the … deadline —

Mr McGUIRE — I will take up the interjection. I
am happy to take the member for Brighton on a tour
around Broadmeadows, and we will have a look at the
plaques, because they are the key performance
indicators. I will show her the names on all the plaques.
They are all Labor —

for postal ballots, as required under the Electoral
Act 2002 —

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

It was similar for the 2010 Victorian state election. The
report states:

Electoral Matters Committee: electronic voting
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (10:20) — I wish to make
some comments in relation to the Electoral Matters

representing 5.69 per cent of all postal votes …

that were issued by the VEC.

At the 2010 Victorian state election, 17 138 electors or
5.75 per cent of all postal votes were rejected because they
were received after the postal voting deadline.
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Again the VEC gave evidence to the committee that
they think there are potentially about
108 000 Victorians out of the country who are voters.
The VEC is only getting votes back from just over 9 per
cent of those voters. We have a situation where the
postal voting system is now much more costly than it
was previously. It is much slower. The interstate and
international booths are very, very expensive to run —
we received evidence on that — and of course not all
overseas travellers are close to a voting booth.
Whilst at the moment the postal vote system is working
for people who are general postal voters and who are in
the country, we have before us a system whereby
because of the changes to mail collection, the postal
voting system is already failing our overseas voters, let
alone our interstate voters. I will tell of one instance just
by way of personal experience: somebody sent me a
postcard from the USA recently, and I saw that person
after they returned from their two-week vacation in
advance of the postcard actually arriving in my
letterbox. I am sure honourable members have had
those experiences.
Whilst I am pleased that the government wants to take
up this matter, I would also refer to the VEC’s
response, which clearly indicates — and the committee
is aware of this — that if the government wants to make
changes prior to the 2018 election, or even to the
election after that, amendments to the Electoral Act will
be required to actually look at a wider application of
electronic voting along the lines of New South Wales.
So my message to the government is that whilst I
appreciate them taking up the recommendation, there is
an urgency in this and they need to get moving.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2017–18
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (10:25) — I am
delighted to make a contribution on the report on the
2017–18 budget estimates from October of this year. I
want to return to an issue I have previously canvassed
in this place, and it relates to the way in which a
dividend which was granted by the Transport Accident
Commission (TAC) was treated from accounting
standards perspective. I am going to quote the letter that
was written by the Auditor-General, which is in
appendix 2 under ‘Revenue’ of the report. Bear in mind
that this was money that was repatriated to the general
government sector as the sole shareholder of the
Transport Accident Commission, but it did not appear
as a dividend. It did not appear as a dividend in the
budget papers because it did not comply with
accounting standards. The Auditor-General states:
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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 Auditor-General goes on to state:
FRD 119A, paragraph 9.1 provides that where there is
insufficient contributed capital the balance must be
recognised as an expense. The accumulated losses meant that
there was no operating surplus which could be converted into
contributed capital.

The reason I raise this is that it leads to a broader
question. Clearly accounting standards that are being
used by the public sector at the moment have been
private sector accounting standards modified and
adopted for the public sector, and that work is done
through the Australian Accounting Standards Board. It
leads to the question: are they the best standards we can
be using?
The international public sector accounting standards
have been developed by the International Public Sector
Accounting Standards Board, and these have been
deployed quite successfully to date in New Zealand. In
New Zealand they have got tiers 1, 2, 3 and 4 for the
public sector and the private sector, and they have
different levels of disclosure based upon the entity. It
does lead to a broader question: should we have less
disclosure for smaller public sector entities? I think that
is a really important question we should contemplate and
think about. For example, the Department of Premier and
Cabinet is not a particularly large inner-agency
department. Should the Department of Premier and
Cabinet be required every year to produce detailed
financial statements for that department or could they be
consolidated as part of the broader budget process? The
member for Forest Hill says absolutely they should. I am
not necessarily sure whether they should.
If you speak with the Australian Accounting Standards
Board, they are posing the question as to whether you
should have less disclosure for smaller entities. My point
is that I am not an accountant nor am I an auditor, but I
am the chair of the Public Accounts And Estimates
Committee. What I would say to the member for Forest
Hill is that I think there is a conversation to be had
involving the government of the day, the opposition and
the crossbench to look at this issue. If we are looking at
more efficient use of public sector resources, if you are a
small statutory authority, it does not make a lot of sense
for you to be spending thousands of dollars a year —
tens of thousands of dollars a year or hundreds of
thousands of dollars a year — in compliance costs in
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preparing your annual report in terms of preparing a
balance sheet, a cash flow statement and a profit and
loss. It does not make sense that you should be using
accounting standards which are really designed for the
private sector and that have been modified for the public
sector or that you should be using specific public sector
accounting standards to do that.
In New Zealand they recognise that you have the
absence of a profit driver where you have got public
sector entities providing services at no charge or at less
than cost. This does not happen in the private sector.
You would not do this in the private sector because you
would go broke, but we do this on a regular basis in the
public sector. Should we be looking at adopting
international public sector accounting standards? This is
something I do not think I am going to get around to in
my capacity as the chair of the Public Accounts And
Estimates Committee — you never know — but I do
think it warrants further exploration and examination
and I think it is important that the Parliament considers
this at some point in time in the future.

Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills
Committee: community energy projects
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (10:30) — I rise to speak on
the report entitled Inquiry into Community Energy
Projects, dated September 2017. Everyone is worried
about their power bills, and they have growing concerns
around blackouts. The two are interrelated, and both
were raised in evidence heard during our inquiry.
Talking about power bills, they are rising and it is
causing real hardship. The recent announcement by the
government with the retailers only really affects a small
number of consumers who had not taken advantage of
those on-time discounts.
We need, though, when looking at what this means for
householders, to understand the break-up of energy use
in a home. Surprisingly, appliances are 24 per cent of
your energy use, water heating is 23 per cent, heating
and cooling is 20 per cent, refrigeration is 12 per cent,
lighting is 11 per cent, cooking is 5 per cent and
stand-by power is 5 per cent. The two big changes in
recent times are the amount being used by
appliances — we really love our widgets, it appears —
and also the rise in stand-by power.
I think what people do need to consider when they are
purchasing replacement appliances is the energy
efficiency rating on those appliances. That is extremely
important. Similarly with lighting, LED is the new
generation in lighting, but remembering lighting is only
11 per cent of a household’s use, it can make a small
difference. We have got of course more price rises
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coming in January. Energy efficiency really is the
low-hanging fruit, but it is a gradual fix.
There are concerns about blackouts. Blackouts are, to
many people, inconvenient, annoying, frustrating and
sometimes costly. There are several other
non-parliamentary descriptors for when we have a
blackout that we are not able to use. In the fresh fruit
industry this can be disastrous because it can affect the
quality, it can mean loss of shelf life and it can even
result in complete loss of the fruit. Particularly after all
the costs of producing that fruit, by the time you have it
where it is at risk to a blackout — that is, it is in a cool
room — you have spent your money growing it,
picking it and packing it and you would probably have
already had discussions with the customer.
I was at a meeting in Robinvale recently where
stand-by diesel generation is in fact being installed by
some of the large table grape growers in that area. In
some instances they have been able to actually get a
discount from their insurance companies on spoilage,
which has helped offset the cost of that diesel
generation. However, it is a new area for many of those
growers because they have never before had to factor in
the possible loss of their income due to a power failure.
In Australia we are a high-quality, high-cost producer
supplying distant markets who are prepared to pay for
our produce. The cold chain just simply has to be
perfect, and that is from the moment it is picked and
taken to the pack house to when it is put in a container
and sent overseas. Every step of the way energy
security is absolutely vital. Although diesel generation
is expensive, it is being actively considered by fruit
growers as an unfortunate and yet necessary expense.
Again, that is complicating that value chain that I talked
about as being high quality, high cost. If you have to
have diesel generation to protect your crop in the cool
room, then you have added another cost to that chain in
a competitive market, and those markets are distant. If
you do have your fruit in any way damaged in that cold
chain and it does not meet the quality standards, our
reputation will be damaged. Australia and Victoria
must have an energy system that meets our needs at a
cost that everyone can afford. Not to do so affects our
competitiveness and puts our standard of living at risk.

Family and Community Development
Committee: services for people with autism
spectrum disorder
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (10:34) — Deputy
Speaker, it is a pleasure to rise and speak on a
committee that is very close to your heart, the Family
and Community Development Committee, and its
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report on the inquiry into autism spectrum disorder.
You were of course the chair of the committee at that
stage. As a former teacher in special developmental
schools, I was very interested in this inquiry and where
it would go. I am very happy to say that I learned a hell
of a lot in this inquiry. One of the most pertinent issues
that I think we came across was the stereotyping
imposed upon individuals diagnosed with autism
spectrum disorder (ASD) by the neurotypical
community and how these stereotypes are being broken
down through education and some very progressive
movements within the ASD sector.
I would like to take the opportunity today to provide a
reflection that I think the report can provide us with that
might clarify a current issue, and that is the issue of Don
Burke linking, and I quote, ‘self-diagnosed Asperger’s
syndrome’ to his alleged behaviour. Let me steer clear of
any allegations, but I would like to provide some
dialogue regarding what I learned through this inquiry
and how it is contrary to Mr Burke’s self-diagnosis and
what I would call scapegoating. I am actually stunned
that Asperger’s could be linked to these allegations of
quite terrible behaviour.
I did learn during this inquiry that autism spectrum
disorder and Asperger’s syndrome were seen
previously as separate subtypes of autism but were
rolled into a single diagnosis in 2013. The syndrome is
generally considered to be on the high-functioning end
of the spectrum, and affected children and adults have
difficulty with social interactions and exhibit a range of
interests or repetitive behaviours. It is true that the
syndrome often remains undiagnosed until a child
becomes an adult and experiences challenges in the
workplace or in their personal lives. The diagnosis
tends to centre primarily on difficulties with social
interactions and can be extremely complex and
extremely drawn out.
I venture to say that if Mr Burke was confident enough
to come out in public with his self-diagnosis, which I
have never, ever heard of before, perhaps he should see
a specialist and proper diagnostic tools could be used,
because this is something that you definitely cannot
diagnose accurately by yourself. To follow on from that
point, the following behaviours are often associated —
however, they are seldom all present in an individual
and they vary widely — with Asperger’s syndrome:
limited or inappropriate social interaction skills; robotic
or repetitive speech; challenges with non-verbal
communication, and that includes gestures, facial
expressions et cetera, but coupled with average or
above average verbal skills; a tendency to discuss self
rather than others; an inability to understand social or
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emotional issues or non-literal phrases; and lack of eye
contact et cetera.
You will notice that not one of these symptoms that
specialists use to diagnose Asperger’s articulate any
predilection to bully people or a need to propose
unwanted sexual advances at all. It is quite the opposite
in fact. There is a reason for this, because clearly people
diagnosed with the syndrome are not known for this
behaviour. Not one of these symptoms comes close to
being able to be used as an excuse for the behaviours
that Mr Burke is alleged to have committed. It is quite
the opposite.
I would say that if Mr Burke came out and said he was
a self-diagnosed sociopath, that might actually explain
the behaviours a little better. Of course the symptoms of
sociopathy include misbehaviour, antisocial behaviour,
aggression, impulsivity and lack of restraint, and I think
that that might be a more appropriate scapegoat for the
issues he finds himself embroiled in. Regardless, a
scapegoat is by its very nature just an excuse. I would
invite Mr Burke to actually read the committee’s report
into ASD services and, once informed, I would invite
him to write a blanket apology to the autism spectrum
disorder community for what I believe is an exceptional
case of stereotyping a whole community to cover
terribly bad behaviour.
Mr Burke probably does not realise that this community
has battled over the years with the stereotypes put on
them by neurotypical communities. It is only now that
we are breaking out of those stereotypes and finding the
gifts that these people have and the contributions they
can make to our community, whether it be in a
workplace or in our social lives. I think Mr Burke really
needs to apologise.

Accountability and Oversight Committee:
education, training and communications
initiatives of Victorian oversight agencies
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (10:39) — I am very
pleased to rise today to speak on the fourth report in the
58th Parliament of the Accountability and Oversight
Committee. That report is entitled Inquiry into
Education, Training and Communications Initiatives of
Victorian Oversight Agencies. I was very privileged
earlier today to table that report in this place.
The report is a result of the inquiry undertaken by the
Accountability and Oversight Committee into the
education, training and communications initiatives of
the three agencies that the committee oversees — the
Freedom of Information Commissioner, now the Office
of the Victorian Information Commissioner; the
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Victorian Ombudsman; and the Victorian Inspectorate.
The report examines how education, training and
communications activities of the oversight agencies can
best be strengthened to improve understanding of their
functions and processes both within the Victorian
public service and in the community more broadly. As
part of the work undertaken in relation to the inquiry,
the committee received evidence and submissions from
the oversight agencies, local councils and government
departments. It received a total of 23 submissions. The
committee also held public hearings, of which there
were two, and undertook study tours to Queensland,
New South Wales and New Zealand.
The committee’s inquiry found that more needs to be
done to better articulate the role and work of the
oversight agencies and how these agencies can best
work in the interests of all Victorians. In terms of the
structure of the report, chapter 1 is the introduction,
chapter 2 looks at the Office of the Victorian
Information Commissioner, chapter 3 deals with the
Victorian Ombudsman, chapter 4 looks at the Victorian
Inspectorate, chapter 5 looks at the Australian and
international comparisons that were undertaken as part
of the work, as I said, and chapter 6 looks at the
obstacles and opportunities. That was an interesting
chapter, particularly because it outlines for readers the
obstacles we see there now and the opportunities to
counter them and further enhance this particular area in
terms of education, training and communications. The
committee made 17 recommendations in the report, and
they can be found on pages xvi and xvii.
I just want to touch on a couple of the
recommendations that the committee has made. One of
those is that the Victorian Ombudsman be provided
with a statutory education and training function and
specifically engage with young people in disadvantaged
groups through its community education and
awareness-raising activities. This recommendation
went to the heart of the evidence that the committee
received in relation to some of the users, if you like, of
the Ombudsman’s services and some of the people that
were seeking to avail themselves of the process in
relation to the Victorian Ombudsman. These people did
not understand fully the role of the Ombudsman and the
reasons why the Ombudsman could or could not deal
with their particular circumstance.
The committee also recommended that the Victorian
information commissioner publish freedom of
information review decisions online, and again we saw
that as a value-add in terms of the role of the Victorian
information commissioner, particularly for the broader
Victorian community so that they could be better
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informed in relation to the process and the approach
that that office is taking.
The committee also recommended that the Victorian
Inspectorate review its website and include a series of
case notes to provide guidance on matters of frequent
complaints. Again this is about trying to cut off issues
earlier, if you like, so that a member of the public or an
agency can find out whether the particular oversight
body is going to be the appropriate pathway for them to
pursue in trying to solve their issue.
We also recommended that the Victorian government
promote options for greater support of the public,
including legal and counselling-based services for
people who remain dissatisfied with the final decision
of the oversight agencies and in particular where they
have exhausted all available review options, because
that was an area of frustration to many Victorians.
In conclusion, as the chair of the Accountability and
Oversight Committee, I want to thank, firstly, my
fellow committee members for their contributions and
secondly, and very importantly, the staff who have
worked so hard for the committee and particularly in
relation to this report. I think it is another good report
from the committee, I think it should be of interest to
members and I commend the report to members.
Statements interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (10:44) — Order! I
acknowledge a former member for Doncaster,
Mr Victor Perton, in the gallery.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Statements resumed.

Family and Community Development
Committee: services for people with autism
spectrum disorder
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (10:44) (By leave) — I
take this opportunity to rise to speak on the final report
of the inquiry into services for people with autism
spectrum disorder (ASD) that was tabled in this place
on 22 June this year. I would like to congratulate the
members of the committee for the work they have
done. It is a very substantial report and a very detailed
report, and it covers many, many issues. But the one
that I would like to focus on today relates to the impact
in regional and rural areas, which attention was
specifically given to.
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Among the important and insightful outcomes detailed
in the report the committee found that there really was
a lack of understanding and knowledge in the school
sector of ASD and that, notwithstanding recent efforts
of government, mainstream schools are really finding
it very difficult to provide a model that does include
those children. As a result of that, many of these
children are homeschooled.
Recommendation 4 deals with the school years, and I
particularly refer to recommendation 4.9 because a key
recommendation of the report was that autism schools
should be established in regional Victoria. There are, I
understand, about five specific autism schools in
metropolitan Melbourne, but if a school were to be
established, for instance, in Shepparton, it would be the
first state school of its kind in regional Victoria, and I
would really urge the government to consider
Shepparton as an ideal location for our first autism
school in regional Victoria.
Shepparton is home to a significant number of young
people who suffer from ASD, and there are high levels
of disadvantage in our community. To date the best
efforts of educators have not resulted in there being
sufficient services for those young people, and I think
that was a clear message from so many people who
made submissions to the inquiry. Given the
government’s stated interest in the wholesale overhaul
of education in Shepparton as a result of what has been
a steeply declining situation for many years and its
intention to focus primarily on the secondary school
years, again this issue of how we deal with young
people with ASD is very much on our agenda.
In the budget this year the Victorian state government
provided $1 million for us to work on a Shepparton
education plan, and a strategic advisory committee has
been established and is due to report to the government
by the end of the year. During this time we have looked
at a number of models for schools for our region. We
are looking very much at a model that is very similar to
the Dandenong model, where a number of schools
merged and came together and there are schools within
schools, with approximately 300 children in each
school. This is a model that may well suit Shepparton.
Whether it be on one campus or two is yet to be
decided and of course is a matter for the minister.
It was an interesting exercise to go and visit a number
of the schools throughout Victoria, including
Dandenong; Templestowe College, which has quite a
different teaching model where independent learning is
encouraged; and of course the Bendigo Senior
Secondary College, and senior secondary colleges have
been adopted throughout the region.
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We want to incorporate services for young people with
ASD, but how do we do it? Clearly this is a matter for
experts to assist us in as we go through the planning for
the education plan. Should it be a school within a
school? Should it be a separate school? How do you
deal with the different needs of children like this in
terms of curriculum if they are in a shared classroom in
that inclusive model? I think it is really time to crunch
the knowledge about what the best learning
environment is for these young people.
We are lucky enough in our region to have the Dookie
school, which is part of Mansfield Autism Statewide
Services, but that is a private school and an expensive
school, and many parents in our region are not able to
access it. But it does provide a model of sorts for the sort
of education that can be provided to young people, and it
does show that if they get the right education and the
right support, then they can become productive members
of our community, educated and ready to join in.
Many of the children are being homeschooled, some are
disengaged and many do not attend school at all, and
they are struggling with the system. I hope the minister,
in looking at what our Shepparton education plan will
look like, will consider the possibilities of these services
at early childhood, primary and secondary levels as part
of the Shepparton education plan.

VOLUNTARY ASSISTED DYING BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to amendments
further considered.
Debate resumed from 28 November; motion of
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health):
That the amendments be agreed to.

Council’s amendments:
1.

Clause 3, page 6, after line 4, insert—
“mental illness has the same meaning as in the
Mental Health Act 2014;”.

2.

Clause 3, page 7, after line 3 insert—
“psychiatrist means a person who is registered
under the Health Practitioner Regulation
National Law as a medical practitioner in the
speciality of psychiatry (other than as a
student);”.

3.

Clause 9, line 9, omit “be”.

4.

Clause 9, line 10, before “an” insert “be”.
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Clause 9, line 12, omit all words and expressions on this
line and insert—
“(ii) be ordinarily resident in Victoria; and
(iii) at the time of making a first request, have
been ordinarily resident in Victoria for at least
12 months; and”.

6.

Clause 9, line 22, omit “12 months” and insert
“6 months”.

7.

Clause 9, page 16, after line 4 insert—

sets out the specialist registered medical
practitioner’s determination.
()

If the co-ordinating medical practitioner refers
the person to a specialist registered medical
practitioner under subsection (4), the
co-ordinating medical practitioner must adopt
the determination of the specialist registered
medical practitioner in respect of the matter in
relation to which the person was referred.”.

10. Clause 19, line 31 omit “process.” and insert “process;”.
11. Clause 19, after line 31 insert—
“( ) Despite subsection (1)(d)(iii), if the person is
diagnosed with a disease, illness or medical
condition that is neurodegenerative, that
disease, illness or medical condition must be
expected to cause death within weeks or
months, not exceeding 12 months.”.
8.

9.

Clause 18, lines 19 to 22, omit “the co-ordinating
medical practitioner must refer the person to a registered
health practitioner who has appropriate skills and
training” and insert “for example, due to a past or
current mental illness of the person, the co-ordinating
medical practitioner must refer the person to a registered
health practitioner who has appropriate skills and
training, such as a psychiatrist in the case of mental
illness”.
Clause 18, page 21, after line 7, insert—
“( ) If the co-ordinating medical practitioner is
able to determine that the person has a
disease, illness or medical condition that is
neurodegenerative in accordance with section
9(4) that—

“( ) that if the person is receiving ongoing health
services from a registered medical practitioner
other than the co-ordinating medical
practitioner, the person is encouraged to
inform the registered medical practitioner of
the person’s request to access voluntary
assisted dying.”.
12. Clause 19, page 21, before line 32 insert—
“( ) In addition to the matters of which the
co-ordinating medical practitioner must
inform the person under subsection (1), the
co-ordinating medical practitioner must, if the
person consents, take all reasonable steps to
fully explain to a member of the family of the
person—
(a) all relevant clinical guidelines; and
(b) a plan in respect of the
self-administration of a voluntary
assisted dying substance for the purpose
of causing death.”.

(a) will cause death; and
(b) is expected to cause death between 6 and
12 months—
the co-ordinating medical practitioner
must refer the person to a specialist
registered medical practitioner who has
appropriate skills and training in that
particular disease, illness or medical
condition that is neurodegenerative,
whether or not the co-ordinating medical
practitioner had also made a referral
under subsection (2).
()

The specialist registered medical practitioner
referred to in subsection (4) must—
(a) determine whether the person has a
disease, illness or medical condition that
is neurodegenerative that—
(i)

will cause death; and

(ii) is expected to cause death between
6 and 12 months; and
(b) provide a clinical report to the
co-ordinating medical practitioner that

13. Clause 27, lines 22 to 24, omit “the consulting medical
practitioner must refer the person to a registered health
practitioner who has appropriate skills and training” and
insert “, for example, due to a past or current mental
illness of the person, the consulting medical practitioner
must refer the person to a registered health practitioner
who has appropriate skills and training, such as a
psychiatrist in the case of mental illness”.
14. Clause 28, line 34 omit “process.” and insert “process;”.
15. Clause 28, after line 34 insert—
“( ) that if the person is receiving ongoing health
services from a registered medical practitioner
other than the co-ordinating medical
practitioner, the person is encouraged to
inform the registered medical practitioner of
the person’s request to access voluntary
assisted dying.”.
16. Clause 39, line 30 omit “one month” and insert
“15 days”.
17. Clause 45, line 19 omit “one month” and insert
“15 days”.
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18. Heading to clause 67, after “Registrar” insert “and
Coroner”.
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“AA Board to provide information to the
contact person after the notification of the
person’s death

19. Clause 67, after line 34 insert—
“( ) A registered medical practitioner who was
responsible for a person’s medical care
immediately before death, or who examines
the body of a deceased person after death and
reasonably believes or knows the person was
the subject of a voluntary assisted dying
permit must notify the Coroner of—
(a) the registered medical practitioner’s
reasonable belief or knowledge that the
person—
(i)

was the subject of a voluntary
assisted dying permit and the
voluntary assisted dying substance
specified in the permit was not
self-administered by the person or
administered to the person; or

(ii) was the subject of a
self-administration permit and
accessed voluntary assisted dying
by self-administering the voluntary
assisted dying substance specified
in the permit; or
(iii) was the subject of a practitioner
administration permit and accessed
voluntary assisted dying by being
administered the voluntary assisted
dying substance specified in the
permit; and
(b) the disease, illness or medical condition
that was the grounds for the person to
access voluntary assisted dying.”.
20. Clause 68, after line 9 insert—
“( ) was or was not ordinarily resident in Victoria
for at least 12 months at the time of making a
first request; or”.
21. Clause 68, after line 17 insert—
“( ) was or was not ordinarily resident in Victoria
for at least 12 months at the time of making a
first request; or”.
22. Clause 72, after line 34 insert—

The Board must within 7 days of being
notified by the Registrar of the registration of
a person’s death in accordance with section
40A of the Births, Deaths and Marriages
Registration Act 1996 provide information
to the contact person for the person that—
(a) sets out the requirement under section
45(c) to return any unused or remaining
voluntary assisted dying substance to a
pharmacist at the dispensing pharmacy;
and
(b) outlines the support services available to
assist the contact person with the
performance of the requirement referred
to in paragraph (a).”.
25. Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 115—
“A Board to record, retain and make public
statistical information
(1) The Board must record and retain statistical
information about—
(a) persons who have been issued with a
voluntary assisted dying permit; and
(b) persons who have died after being
administered or self-administering a
voluntary assisted dying substance in
accordance with this Act.
(2) The following statistical information must be
recorded and retained in respect of the
persons referred to in subsection (1)—
(a) the disease, illness or medical condition
of the person that met the requirements
of the eligibility criteria; and
(b) if the person has died after being
administered or self-administering a
voluntary assisted dying substance in
accordance with this Act—the age of the
person at the date of the person’s death.
(3) The Board must make the statistical
information recorded and retained publicly
available in a de-identified form on an
Internet site maintained by the Board.”.

“( ) a person was ordinarily resident in Victoria
for at least 12 months at the time of making a
first request; or

26. Clause 117, line 12 omit “records the cause of” and
insert “records— ”.

()

27. Clause 117, lines 13 to 15, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert—

a person was not ordinarily resident in
Victoria for at least 12 months at the time of
making a first request; or”.

23. Clause 89, line 26 omit “one month” and insert
“15 days”.
24. Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 105—

“(a) the cause of death as the disease, illness or
medical condition that was the grounds for a
person to access voluntary assisted dying; and

VOLUNTARY ASSISTED DYING BILL 2017
4086

ASSEMBLY
(b) in the case that the Registrar is notified in
accordance with section 67(1)(a)(ii) or (iii),
that—
(i)

the person was the subject of a voluntary
assisted dying permit, and accessed
voluntary assisted dying by
self-administering, or being
administered by the person’s
co-ordinating medical practitioner the
voluntary assisted dying substance
specified in the permit; and
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inform the registered medical practitioner of
the person’s request to access voluntary
assisted dying.
To the best of my knowledge the person informed
the relevant registered medical practitioner of the
person’s request to access voluntary assisted
dying—
☐ Yes
☐ No
If No, why not?

(ii) voluntary assisted dying was the manner
of death.”.
28. Clause 119, after line 11 insert—
Note
1.

2.

Section 14 includes a power for a coroner to
investigate whether or not a death is a
reportable death. If the death of a person is or
may be due to the self-administration or
administration of a voluntary assisted dying
substance within the meaning of the
Voluntary Assisted Dying Act 2017 other
than in accordance with that Act, the coroner
could investigate the death under section 14.
Section 52(1) provides for a coroner to hold
an inquest into any death that the coroner is
investigating.”.

29. Schedule 1, Form 1, page 97, line 24, after “Victoria”
insert “and was ordinarily resident in Victoria for at least
12 months at the time of making a first request”.

[Specify reasons]”.
34. Schedule 1, Form 1, page 98, after line 32 insert—
“I have, with the consent of the person, taken all
reasonable steps to fully explain to a member of the
family of the person, all relevant clinical
guidelines; and a plan in respect of the
self-administration of a voluntary assisted dying
substance for the purpose of causing death.”.
35. Schedule 1, Form 2, page 102, line 18, after “Victoria”
insert “and was ordinarily resident in Victoria for at least
12 months at the time of making a first request”.
36. Schedule 1, Form 2, page 102, line 26 omit “12 months”
and insert “6 months or, in the case of a disease, illness
or medical condition that is neurodegenerative, not
exceeding 12 months”.
37. Schedule 1, Form 2, page 103, line 27 omit “process.”
and insert “process;”.
38. Schedule 1, Form 2, page 103, after line 27 insert—

30. Schedule 1, Form 1, page 97, line 32 omit “12 months”
and insert “6 months or, in the case of a disease, illness
or medical condition that is neurodegenerative, not
exceeding 12 months”.
31. Schedule 1, Form 1, page 98, after line 17 insert—
“Was a referral required for a specialist opinion in
relation to whether the person’s disease, illness or
medical condition was a disease, illness or medical
condition that is neurodegenerative that would
cause death and was expected to cause death
between 6 and 12 months?
☐ Yes
☐ No

“(g) that if the person is receiving ongoing health
services from a registered medical practitioner
other than the co-ordinating medical
practitioner, the person is encouraged to
inform the registered medical practitioner of
the person’s request to access voluntary
assisted dying.
To the best of my knowledge the person informed
the relevant registered medical practitioner of the
person’s request to access voluntary assisted
dying—
☐ Yes
☐ No
If No, why not?

If a referral was required, provide details of the referral
and attach a clinical report from that specialist.”.
32. Schedule 1, Form 1, page 98, line 32 omit “process.”
and insert “process;”.
33. Schedule 1, Form 1, page 98, after line 32 insert—
“(g) that if the person is receiving ongoing health
services from a registered medical practitioner
other than the co-ordinating medical
practitioner, the person is encouraged to

[Specify reasons]”.
39. Schedule 1, Form 4, page 111, line 25 omit “one month”
and insert “15 days”.

and Mr CLARK’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘amendments’ be omitted with the
view of inserting in their place the words ‘be deferred
indefinitely’.
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Ms THOMSON (Footscray) (10:50) —
Unfortunately as I was rudely interrupted yesterday I
now only have a couple of minutes to talk about the
reasons why I am opposed to the amendment moved
by the member for Box Hill and to support the motion
before this house with the amendments contained
therein.
This is just a feeble attempt by the member for Box
Hill — no, it is not a feeble attempt; it is a dangerous
path to tread — when we have had over 100 hours of
debate on this legislation and where amendments were
put in good faith by the government to address the
concerns of members in the other place who, for other
reasons, would support this bill. Those amendments
saw the legislation passed in the other house and have
come back with the expectation that there will be a vote
on this bill this week.
Also I do want to say something about the tone of the
debate. While I believe the tone of the debate in this
place has been very respectful, I cannot say the same for
all those members in the other place. I did spend quite a
few hours listening to the debate and in the gallery of the
Legislative Council listening to the debate, and I have to
say the interjections from a particular member who was
opposed to this bill, accusing those in support of the bill
of being Nazis and talking about death chambers, was
totally inappropriate and something that I found
personally offensive, not to mention references to the
Honourable Gavin Jennings, who stood on his feet for
over 30 hours in committee, suggesting that he should be
the one who first avails himself of this legislation. This is
not appropriate and it diminishes the value of the debate
that came from those for whom this is a really serious
issue and who are opposed to this legislation. It
diminishes their position. I urge all members to let us
have a vote on this legislation. Let us once and for all
give Victorians what they want.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (10:52) — I am pleased to
have an opportunity just to say a few words in relation
to the amendments that have come down from the
upper house. The debate in this place was clearly very
long and protracted. Indeed in the early stages I had
some draft amendments drawn up, but following the
apparent further amendments that the member for Box
Hill was proposing I was satisfied that I did not need to
go with those because my concerns were covered. But
looking at a brief outline of the amendments that did
come through in the upper house, I can say that I feel
quite comfortable with all of them and many of them
were ones that we debated at length here.
The shortening of the time from 12 months to six
months to access voluntary assisted dying (VAD) is
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something that is acceptable, given that there is an
exception for people who may be suffering from, for
instance, motor neurone disease or something which
might make them subsequently incapable of being able
to access voluntary assisted dying.
The fact that the bill now requires that you be a resident
of Victoria for 12 months will, I think, provide some
comfort to those people who thought that we might
become a state where people just came very
temporarily to access the provisions of this sort of bill.
Victoria has taken the lead on this issue effectively, and
if other states have the need for such a bill, they should
similarly do it. I do not think anyone wants Victoria to
become the destination for VAD, so this amendment
will really address that quite clearly.
There are some other clarifications ensuring that
anyone with a mental illness does go to a psychiatrist
for an appropriate assessment, and including the
patient’s general practitioner or usual treating
practitioner. At least letting that doctor know what is
happening is, I think, useful and could provide some
comfort in some circumstances. It may be that, on the
other hand, there are treating doctors who simply would
not want to be a part of the process. It is not a
requirement, but it is just a notification that has
provided some comfort to people who were concerned
about that.
I think it is a good thing that the coroner’s office, in
addition to the registrar, will be notified of the
circumstances of a VAD death. Overall, I have to say I
do not support the reasoned amendment and I do
support the amendments that have come down. I was
very disappointed during the debate in this place that
there was no opportunity really to get up any
amendments. We see that often in terms of legislation
in this place, and I think the fact that the upper house
has had the ability to debate it at great length and
achieve amendments is a credit to the democracy we
have and to the fact that we have an upper house that
has the capacity to do that.
I initially had some concerns about the fact that this was
a bill that would be there for a very small number of
people — for a minority — but during the course of all
my discussions with people I have certainly come to the
view that, while only a small number of people may
access it, a great many people will be comforted by the
fact that this is something that will be available to them.
There will be many people who will feel comforted that
they can take this option, that they have a choice in
relation to the time of their death, and I have heard that
from quite a few people during meetings and
discussions I have had with them.
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Are we doing the right thing? This is something that we
will never know, but I think in a sense we have
discussed it, we have debated it and we have heard
every side of the argument. The level of comfort that
now resides in this place I think indicates that our
community is ready for it. Certainly I have heard from
many people who are opposed to it, particularly from
groups, but from individuals who have had life
experiences that have impacted them directly there has
been very much a clear message that they want choice
and they want other people in their lives to have choice.
On that basis I support the amendments.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has moved
that the amendments made by the Legislative Council
to the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017 be agreed to.
The member for Box Hill has moved an amendment to
this motion. He has proposed to omit all the words after
‘amendments’ with the view of inserting in their place
the words ‘be deferred indefinitely’.
The house will divide on the question that the words
proposed to be omitted stand part of the question.
Those who support the member for Box Hill’s
amendment should vote no.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 46
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Asher, Ms
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms (Teller)
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

Languiller, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Morris, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Paynter, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Sheed, Ms
Spence, Ms (Teller)
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Thorpe, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 37
Angus, Mr
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Carbines, Mr
Clark, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Pesutto, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
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Crisp, Mr (Teller)
Dixon, Mr
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Kairouz, Ms
Katos, Mr (Teller)
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Merlino, Mr

Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Amendment defeated.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
North-east link
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:10) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Yesterday in question time you said that residents will
thank you for building the north-east link through
Yallambie. In the gallery today sit a number of
Anthony Carbines’s constituents, residents of
Yallambie —
The SPEAKER — Order! Correct titles please,
Leader of the Opposition.
Mr GUY — In the gallery today sit a number of the
member for Ivanhoe’s constituents, residents of
Yallambie. They all face losing their family homes
under your plans. Minister, could you please look them
in the eye and tell them why they should thank you now
you are threatening to take their family homes away
from them?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:10) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition
for his question. As I indicated yesterday, in relation to
those homes we require for the north-east link,
obviously we will be case managing each individual
carefully and appropriately. As I indicated at the time,
we very much believe we need to deal with the
congestion in the north-east. I have noted that the
Leader of the Opposition has had a half-baked idea that
he may support the north-east link but he will also do
the east–west link.
Let us be very clear: we make no apology for dealing
with the issues that are there in the north-east. We know
it is very difficult for people in these circumstances
because we are building on brownfield sites, but let me
make it very clear: these projects are difficult and it is
difficult for the people involved, but we will
appropriately compensate people, we will do it with
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dignity and we will certainly not use people as a
two-bob stunt like the Leader of the Opposition has.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:12) — My
supplementary question is obviously to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. I find it astounding that the
minister thinks that people losing their homes is a stunt.
Mr T. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — The member for Kew is warned.
Mr GUY — Receiving a notice of potential
acquisition, Minister, leaves people in limbo. Their
home is devalued, there is no ability to sell, there is no
capacity to renovate or to upgrade. Yesterday you said
that until the business case is completed there will be no
final decision made on whether people’s homes will be
acquired or not. Minister, how long do these people
have to wait? How long do the hundreds of other
Yallambie, Rosanna and McLeod residents have to live
with this uncertainty? When will they definitively know
whether you are taking their homes or not?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:13) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition
for his question again. This is very difficult for
people — I do not have any doubt. This is incredibly
difficult. But we as a government have made a
commitment that we will deal with the issues the
community needs dealt with, and that is the congestion
in the north-east. We will individually case manage
each family that may be affected. As I indicated
yesterday, our assessments are very conservative so that
we are identifying all those that may be potentially —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question was not about case managing
families who are about to lose their homes; it was
about giving them a time as to when they are going to
know with certainty if they are going to keep their
homes or not.
The SPEAKER — I ask the minister to come back
to answering the question.
Mr DONNELLAN — As I indicated yesterday, we
will be working both on the reference design and the
business case. We will be working with the community
extensively, and we will ensure that those people are
notified and that they are case managed so that the
options are provided to them.
Questions and statements interrupted.
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DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER (11:14) — Order! Before calling
the Premier on a ministers statement, I acknowledge in
the gallery the presence of two former members of the
other place, Mr Ron Best and Mr Peter Hall, and also
one from this place, Mr Victor Perton.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.

Ministers statements: Metro Tunnel
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:14) — I am
delighted to rise to update the house on the biggest
public transport project since the city loop and on some
measures perhaps the biggest public transport system
our state has ever seen: the Metro Tunnel project,
opposed by those opposite, who did not lift a finger for
four long years.
Mr Pesutto interjected.
The SPEAKER — The member for Hawthorn is
warned.
Mr ANDREWS — We are getting on and
delivering that turn up and go public transport system, a
world-class public transport system for a world-class
city and state. We are not sitting around doing nothing,
occupying the office and doing little more, but are
instead getting on and delivering the projects that are
critically important to our state’s future.
There are something like 7000 jobs created because of
this project and of course today marked an opportunity
for us to make important decisions on the names of
those five brand-new underground stations. They are
brand-new spaces created because we are delivering
this project, something talked about by many,
something that probably should have happened decades
ago, but it is being delivered by our government.
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — The member for Malvern — the
record can reflect that he and his mates over there
opposed this project.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — They opposed this project, the
do-nothing brigade: four years when they did nothing —
or nothing good — and they have learned nothing. Well,
the Anzac, Town Hall, State Library, Parkville and North
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Melbourne stations will be delivered as part of this
biggest ever public transport project, with thousands of
jobs, more trains more often — getting things done, as
opposed to just making noise.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Hawthorn and the member for Malvern to cease
shouting across the chamber. They are warned.

North-east link
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (11:16) — My question
is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The
government has modified its original design for the
north-east link along Bulleen Road, changing it from an
elevated structure to a long tunnel in order to save some
school sporting fields. Minister, can you inform the
house and the residents from Yallambie here today why
you are prepared to modify your plans to save school
sporting fields but are not prepared to do anything to
save their family homes?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:17) — I thank the member for his question.
As the member would be aware —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Hawthorn and
the member for Warrandyte are warned.
Mr DONNELLAN — as we indicated yesterday,
we will quietly but surely develop the business case and
also the reference design. While we are developing that
reference design there may be variations along the way.
In terms of what we will and will not do, we have put
out a design at the moment to give people an indication
of those who may be affected by the project to ensure
that we go out and identify all those people who may be
potentially affected so we can ensure that we can
engage with them properly. But let me be very clear: I
certainly will not be purchasing houses for dud projects.
I certainly will not be purchasing houses for projects
that do not work and I certainly will not be leaving the
north-east with trucks in its streets for 20 years.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the question to the roads minister was very
clear: why is he prepared to modify his plan to save
school sporting fields but is not prepared to modify his
plans to save family homes? He has not given any
response to that direct question, and I ask you to bring
him back to answering it.
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The SPEAKER — The minister’s answer was
responsive, although he did stray towards the end of
that answer. The minister to come back to answering
the question. The minister has concluded his answer.
Supplementary question
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (11:19) — Minister, do
you have any intention of modifying your plan for the
north-east link, with either a cut and cover up
Greensborough Road or a longer tunnel to Watsonia,
so that the families of Kay Court, Yallambie, and
many others surrounding them can remain in their
family homes?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The Attorney-General is
warned.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:19) — As we indicated very clearly
yesterday, we will slowly but surely be working through
the business case and we will slowly be working to
actually get the reference design. As I have indicated, we
will work with the community. There will be extensive
community consultation so we get this project right and
so we ensure that we do not go to the public with a
project that loses 55 cents for every dollar spent.

Ministers statements: inclusive education
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (11:20) —
On Monday I was delighted to join the Premier, the
minister for Early Childhood Education and the
member for Mordialloc at the Yarrabah School. At the
same time the member for Bendigo West was at
Kalianna School in Bendigo to announce a $61 million
package of inclusive education initiatives — additional
funding, new money, to support 90 000 students with
disabilities or additional needs.
Over the last several months the Premier has been
conducting a series of roundtables across Victoria with
parents of students with disabilities. This package is a
direct response to the issues parents raised with the
Premier and includes $12 million to purchase
specialised equipment such as braille translation
software, ebook and e-text readers, and talking and
accessibility software; $6.5 million for scholarships,
including 145 postgraduate scholarships in special
education and 60 masters of education in applied
behaviour analysis; $7.5 million to ensure all
government schools are taking an inclusive approach to
students at every level; and training of maternal and
child health nurses and 5000 early childhood educators,
which is particularly important for early identification.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 29 November 2017

ASSEMBLY

Critically we are making it easier for parents and carers
of children with a disability to re-enter the workforce,
increase their working hours or get some respite with
$7.5 million to develop and run after-school-hours care
and school holiday demonstration programs. This is a
federal government responsibility, but Malcolm
Turnbull is turning his back on parents of children with
disabilities, so whether it is in Canberra or whether it is
in Victoria, those opposite, the Liberal Party, cut
education and turn their backs on kids with additional
needs. Only Labor will invest in inclusive education.

North-east link
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:22) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Greensborough childcare centre on Greensborough
Road provides child care for 200 Macleod and Rosanna
families. They have 30 employees and have invested
heavily in the quality of their centre. Minister, it is
almost impossible to get into child care in Banyule. If
this centre has to close due to the effects of the
north-east link plans, many families will have nowhere
to go. With long-term enrolment open, these
200 families and 30 staff need to know what their
future is. Minister, exactly how long do they have to
wait for you to tell them if their children have a
childcare centre to go to or not?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members on my right
will come to order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
and the member for Ringwood will come to order.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:23) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition
for his question. As he would be well aware, you
cannot actually get to the childcare centre if you have
15 000 trucks still on the street, if you do not get the
9000 cars off Rosanna Road, if you do not get the
20 000 to 30 000 cars off Greensborough Road. So let
us be very clear: we will work with childcare centres,
we will work with the businesses to find those other
opportunities to ensure those services are available. But
let me be very clear: if the Leader of the Opposition
does not support the north-east link, he should make it
very clear and tell his community — the community of
Manningham — who support route A, that he does not
support their wishes.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance again. It is a straightforward question to the
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roads minister about the childcare centre on
Greensborough Road that the minister has not once
addressed in response to the question about when they
are going to know if they have to shut their doors or not.
I ask you to direct him back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER — The minister has been
responsive to the question. The minister has concluded
his answer.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:24) — Just
up Greensborough Road from Greensborough childcare
centre is the very large Strathalan aged-care facility, a
local institution since 1945 that is home to hundreds of
elderly residents. Minister, under your plans these
aged-care residents, some in their 90s, may now be
forced out of their homes. Minister, given you can alter
your road plans to accommodate school sporting fields,
why won’t you alter your road plans to save the homes
of some of our oldest and finest Australians?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:25) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition
for his question, but they are a little bit simple on that
side. Let us make it very clear: as we indicated, with
those service providers we will work closely to find
alternatives so those services are available. Let us be
very clear: we certainly will not be selling state-owned
nursing homes like that lot actually did; we will
actually be ensuring those services are available for
those communities. One thing we will not be doing is
providing fear and scaring the community into ensuring
this project is not done. Let us be very clear: one thing I
will not do is put fear into the community like the
Leader of the Opposition, whose only answer to
everything is fear and scaremongering.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Hawthorn and
the member for Kew will cease shouting across the
chamber.

Ministers statements: health services
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (11:26) — I
rise to update the house on new information about our
elective surgery results that are being delivered. I am
very pleased to report the elective surgery waitlist for
2016–17 has now had its final reconciliation and is in
fact significantly better than previously reported. The
latest data shows that at the end of the 2016–17
financial year our elective surgery waitlist was the
lowest ever on record. This of course comes on top of
the year before, which was the lowest ever on record.
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We are incredibly proud of our health services, which
have been working so extraordinarily hard to deliver
these wonderful results. As many would be aware in
this house, we have had one of the toughest flu seasons
on record. We have seen unprecedented demands on
our health services. The acuity, that is the sickness
level, of those who are attending continues to be a great
challenge, and of course in the last quarter we had an
almost 20 per cent increase in presentations to our
health services of people with respiratory problems. I
want to use this opportunity to express my deep
appreciation to so many people who have worked so
tirelessly in our health system throughout this flu
season that has been so incredibly challenging.
I am also pleased to report that the median time to
treatment for patients for elective surgery is 28 days,
which is a really significant improvement. It was of
course 42 days under the previous government. All of
this comes because of our significant investment and
our support for our health workforce — a $1.67 billion
investment that our government has made. It is a
combination of investment, reform and supporting our
workforce. What Victorians know is they cannot risk
things like commissions of audit and ‘sustainable
government initiatives’. We know they resulted in
billion-dollar cuts to our health system. We have got
more work to do, and we are going to keep on doing it.

Hazelwood power station
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (11:28) — My question is
to the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change. Minister, you have previously stated that the
decision to keep Hazelwood fully operating was
disgraceful, yet with the closure of Hazelwood power
station we have seen massive impacts on the Morwell
electorate and the Victorian community, including the
necessity to consider the installation of
100 1-megawatt diesel-powered generators at the old
Morwell power station site to secure energy supply for
Victoria over the summer period. This is in addition to
the fact that Victoria is now regularly importing
electricity from Tasmania, South Australia and New
South Wales whilst also having the highest wholesale
price for electricity generation of all these states.
Minister, now that Hazelwood has closed and
subsequently we have seen people lose their jobs, prices
increase substantially and supply under threat, do you
still stand by your statement that the decision to keep
Hazelwood fully operating was disgraceful?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (11:29) — I thank
the member for Morwell for his question. I have been
very clear about this for a long time. The fact is that a
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decision was made by the owners of Hazelwood that it
was time and that they would close the power station. It
was very much privatised — as were all the other
generators in the valley — by previous Liberal
governments. That is the outcome when the state no
longer has control of power stations — decisions are
taken out of the hands of government. That is what
happened with Hazelwood. I am really pleased to say,
though, that the market operator has reported that they
have more than compensated for the loss of Hazelwood
in terms of generation capacity with 2000 megawatts of
additional supply for this coming summer. This will
give confidence to the community that we will have
more than adequate supplies to meet all of our needs for
the coming summer.
Mr Northe — On a point of order, Speaker, in terms
of relevance, the question I asked the minister was
whether she still stood by her statement that keeping
Hazelwood fully operating was disgraceful. I do not
believe she has addressed the particular question that
was asked, and I ask you to bring her back to answering
the question.
The SPEAKER — The minister has been relevant
to the question but has not yet answered the question.
The minister to answer the question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I have already answered the
question in my comments. The fact is, I do not deal
with hypotheticals.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Burwood will
leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour. Members
will need to cease shouting across the chamber.
Honourable member for Burwood withdrew from
chamber.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I do not think it is the role of
a minister to deal with hypotheticals when the station is
actually closed down by its owners.
Supplementary question
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (11:31) — Minister, does
your government have a policy that would support the
construction of a new high-efficiency, low-emission
coal-fired power station in the Latrobe Valley that
would enhance energy security, provide jobs and lower
electricity costs — yes or no?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (11:31) — I thank
the member for Morwell for his supplementary
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question. Our policy is very clear: the cheapest form of
new energy generation to be built in terms of
affordability for all consumers in Victoria is renewable
energy. It is the cleanest, and it is the only form of
energy that is actually bankable — any finance. That is
the answer to the question.
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investment is almost double, at $9.6 billion, of those
opposite. The always crabby Leader of the Opposition
quipped recently that we should take the politics out of
infrastructure. Well, we know he is good at dining on
lobster but he has been floundering as a leader.
Honourable members interjecting.

Ministers statements: economy
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (11:32) — I rise to update
the house on the strength of the Victorian economy.
Recent state accounts data shows that in the 2016–17
financial year Victoria had the highest gross state
product growth of all the states, well above anything
achieved under the previous government, which
watched Victoria go backwards. Today’s growth means
one simple thing: jobs — 266 000 since this
government took office and almost three times more
than those opposite managed in four slow years.
Every job, every project this government delivers
reminds those opposite of four years of sloth and
indolence. Our jobs growth is the highest it has been in
more than a quarter of a century, but it does not happen
on its own. Our approach is simple: invest in
Victorians, invest in local jobs, create opportunities
and, importantly, do what you say you will do, get on
with it — and no dodgy side letters along the way.
We have helped thousands of Victorians purchase their
first home, we are upgrading and opening schools right
cross Victoria and we are doing all this despite the efforts
of those opposite. They opposed Back to Work —
The SPEAKER — The member for Malvern is
warned.
Mr PALLAS — They opposed our tax cuts, and
now they are resorting to stunts to stop crucial pieces of
housing and public transport projects get underway. It
is shameful behaviour — the Liberals forming a teal
coalition with the Greens, restricting development in
public transport —
Mr Pesutto — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is accusing us of stunts over major projects.
We have people from the member for Ivanhoe’s
electorate in the gallery today and you call them stunts.
They are just stunts to you.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn will resume his seat. The Treasurer to
continue with his ministers statement.
Mr PALLAS — Thank you, Speaker. On this side
of the house we are investing in the infrastructure and
services that Victorians need, and our infrastructure

The SPEAKER — I would ask the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, from his position of leadership in this
place, to set a better example.

North-east link
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (11:35) — I was
pointing out that he was out of time. My question is to
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The City of
Boroondara’s freedom of information request to seek
government modelling of traffic volume and impacts on
congestion from your north-east link option A was
refused, with access denied to all documents held by
the government and by the authority. Minister, why are
you blocking access to this information? What
information in this traffic modelling is so sensitive that
you refuse to tell impacted local councils and residents
just how bad traffic projections actually are?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:35) — I thank the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition for his question. Obviously these matters
are assessed by the authorised officer, the FOI officer,
in the department of transport, and they actually make
these assessments. But I can tell you there are going to
be massive reductions on roads across the north-east.
There is no doubt about that. Whether it is on
Fitzsimons Lane, we are looking at reductions of
11 000. Whether it is on Rosanna Road, we are looking
at reductions of about 9000. This is unobtrusive —
15 000 trucks across the north-east in terms of
reductions. This is a very positive outcome for the
north-east.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, the
primary question from the Deputy Leader of the Liberal
Party was around releasing traffic modelling. If the
minister is prepared to refer to it in Parliament, maybe
he is prepared to release it all.
The SPEAKER — There is no point of order.
Mr DONNELLAN — As the deputy leader would
be aware, these decisions are independently taken. Let
us be very, very clear: we allow that independence to be
exercised. Unlike Don Coulson and the dirty, dirty
pornos that he used to perpetrate around the Premier’s
office, we want someone who is independent and will
do it properly.
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Supplementary question
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (11:37) — Minister, can
you confirm that this traffic modelling data actually
shows that after the north-east link is completed, the
number of city-bound vehicles on the Eastern Freeway
will almost double within five years?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:37) — No, you are wrong.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order. The member for Warrandyte has been warned
already. I ask members to cease shouting across the
chamber. I ask for the assistance of leaders on both
sides of the table to set an example for the house.

Ministers statements: north-east link
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:38) — Keep him calm. He needs a little
chill pill, that one. Old big boy is going off over there.
He needs to be calmed down, but I know what we are
going off on this side about, and that is the great
project, the north-east link — building that missing link
that is so required, taking trucks and cars around the
city, not driving hundreds of thousands of more cars
into the city. We know those people that come in on the
Eastern Freeway are looking forward to the six extra
lanes to eliminate some of the great bottlenecks around
Bulleen Road and the like. We know there will be no
increase in cars —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The members for Ferntree Gully
and Lowan will stop shouting across the chamber.
Mr DONNELLAN — There is no increase in cars
heading to the city. We know that people will very
much thank us for the 5 kilometre-long tunnel at
Bulleen, because we will give back local roads in the
north-east to those people who use them every day,
unlike the Leader of the Opposition, who has not
committed himself to dealing with the issues in the
north-east.
We know this road will deliver 30-minute travel time
savings between the north and the south. If you are in
Frankston and you want to get to Altona, you will get
there very quickly. Whether it is Fitzsimons Lane for
the member for Eltham, who wants the number of cars
reduced there — 11 000 — or whether it is Rosanna
Road, and we know the Resolve Rosanna Road people
are very angry with what the Leader of the Opposition
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is proposing, which is absolutely nothing, we will very
much be known as the freedom fighters of the
north-east because we are giving roads back to local
people to use each day. We know that the people of
Manningham made it very, very clear —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired. We will move to constituency questions.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Mornington electorate
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (11:41) — (13 716) My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Particularly I am referring to grass cutting and
maintenance on arterial roads. The Nepean Highway
traverses my electorate from north to south. From the
northern-most point in Mount Eliza to the southern-most
point in Mount Martha the roadside grass is totally out of
control. It is more than a metre high —
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker — and I
apologise to the member for Mornington for
interrupting his constituency question; it is not a matter
regarding him — I would ask that you investigate the
behaviour of the Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Warrandyte as he —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to come
to order. Straight after constituency questions the
business of the house will be a very important bill. I
know that members want to be in the house through
constituency questions and then for the consideration of
the next item, notwithstanding that members can vote in
divisions if they are removed from the house. I ask
members to cease shouting across the chamber and
behaving in this manner. I will remove members in
large numbers from the chamber if members cannot
behave. The Leader of the House is entitled to raise a
point of order in silence.
Ms Allan — I am not wanting to introduce a matter
of debate but simply asking that you investigate and
review the incident that just occurred as members left
the chamber. There was an observation by people on
our side of the chamber that the Leader of the
Opposition and the member for Warrandyte and their
behaviour as they followed the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety as he left the chamber —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ferntree
Gully will leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour. I
have asked members to stop shouting across the
chamber.
Honourable member for Ferntree Gully withdrew
from chamber.
Ms Allan — I am very prepared to acknowledge
that I made an error and that it was indeed the Premier
that the Leader of the Opposition —
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over something that did not happen as a stunt and to
cover up for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
and the offensive things that he was saying. This is the
kettle calling the pot black. The Minister for Roads and
Road Safety was extremely offensive in the comments
he was making as he was leaving the despatch box. I
think this is just a stunt from the manager of
government business to cover up —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham!

An honourable member interjected.
Ms Allan — My error in identifying the member of
the government does not excuse the behaviour that
was witnessed as the Premier was leaving the
chamber. I am happy to correct that. I am simply
asking that you review what happened as the Premier
left the chamber. I appreciate there are matters that we
debate in this place that cause passion and cause
people to express themselves in a particular way, but
this is also our workplace, and we all have a right to
feel safe in this workplace.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook!
Ms Allan — The behaviour of those opposite
continues to underscore the point I am seeking to make,
which is simply asking you to review the behaviour that
happened as the Leader of the Opposition left the
chamber. I simply ask that you review that and come
back to the house.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing will leave the chamber
for the period of 1 hour
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
withdrew from chamber.
Mr Walsh — On the point of order, Speaker, I ask
you not to accept the point of order but to rule out of
order the point of order that the manager of government
business has made. I think the manager of government
business protesteth too loud.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Eltham!
Mr Walsh — You can shout all you like, I don’t
care. The manager of government business is protesting

Mr Walsh — This is just a stunt from the Leader of
the House to cover up for her Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, who is actually the perpetrator in this
particular case. I ask you to rule the point of order out
of order.
The SPEAKER — I am not in a position to rule on
the behaviour of members on the way in or out of the
chamber. If a member takes offence at behaviour or
words spoken in this place, it is up to them to raise it with
the Chair immediately in this place. If the Premier had
raised an issue with me, I would have been happy to
consider that matter. I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr MORRIS — As I was saying, the roadside
grass on Nepean Highway in my electorate is totally out
of control. It is more than a metre high, a metre and a
half in some places. That of course has a twofold
impact: firstly, and most significantly, an impact on
safety; and secondly, the place looks very messy as
well. It has got to such a desperate point in terms of
safety that residents are taking out their mowers and
cutting the grass themselves. My question is: what is
the frequency of grass cutting on Nepean Highway in
Mount Eliza, Mornington and Mount Martha? When
was it last cut, and when will it be next cut?

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (11:47) — (13 717) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Emergency
Services. What information can the minister provide as
to the rollout of emergency medical response (EMR) to
Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigades in the Yuroke
electorate, including any information the minister is
aware of where EMR has made a substantial difference
in saving the lives of local Yuroke residents? On
20 September this year integrated Country Fire
Authority brigades across district 14 commenced
supporting Ambulance Victoria at priority zero EMR
calls. This includes two brigades from the Yuroke
community, the Craigieburn CFA and the Greenvale
CFA. The EMR program has been extremely
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successful across metropolitan Melbourne for many
years, saving countless lives. As such, I look forward to
hearing from the minister about the positive impact this
program is having in the Yuroke community.

Gippsland South electorate
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (11:47) —
(13 718) My question is to the Minister for Industry and
Employment. What services and funding are available
from the state government for the 52 workers who will
lose their jobs at Leongatha’s Murray Goulburn plant?
The minister will be aware of the job cuts announced
last week, including a further five at Maffra and
elsewhere in the state. The Leongatha cuts come on top
of 12 tanker driver and logistics jobs lost recently and
will be a blow to the Leongatha and South Gippsland
economy. I am optimistic about the medium to
long-term future of the dairy industry, but in the
immediate term these workers will need support. I also
call on the Labor government to support the local
region through this difficult time. There is frustration in
South Gippsland that millions of dollars are pouring
into the Latrobe Valley but little is being offered
anywhere else in Gippsland. The government could be
funding projects like stage 2 of Korumburra Secondary
College, an upgrade of the South Gippsland Highway,
better public transport and revitalisation of the
Leongatha and Korumburra CBDs.

Ivanhoe electorate
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (11:48) — (13 719) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Police, and
the information I seek is on the progress of the
installation of fixed safety cameras at the intersection of
Banyule Road and Rosanna Road. This fixed safety
camera site was approved by the independent site
selection committee in writing to me in about September,
after a significant lobbying effort on my part and from
the local community, the Resolve Rosanna Road Group
and others. We are very keen given that intersection is
used by people to the west of Rosanna Road to get to
Banyule Primary School. It is a very busy thoroughfare.
It is a dangerous intersection, and we know that action to
get those speed and safety red-light cameras installed
will affect driver behaviour and will have a positive
effect on safety in the local community. It is another
indication of the work that we are doing to make safety
improvements on Rosanna Road, and I look forward to
hearing further on the matter.

Hastings electorate
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (11:49) — (13 720) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
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I am seeking information on behalf of the Tyabb
Railway Station Primary School community on what
assistance the Andrews government is able to provide
for the building of a school hall. Currently Tyabb
Railway Station Primary School has no school hall for
its 120 students to use for assembly or to play indoor
sport during the heat of summer or the depths of
winter. The school completely lacks the large covered
area a modern school needs and is expected to have. A
hall would provide the school with a multi-use
educational and recreational facility for use in a whole
range of areas such as sporting and meeting facilities
for the various needs of pupils, parents, families and
the local community. Tyabb Railway Station Primary
School is rightfully very proud of its outstanding
culture which promotes personal, social and academic
development and its emphasis on developing positive
and respectful relationships between all members of
the school fraternity.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (11:50) —
(13 721) My constituency question is to the Minister for
Local Government. Is a feasibility study into a
Moreland global learning centre to cater for the
residents of Fawkner and Glenroy being undertaken?
Both suburbs are growing multicultural communities
where lifelong learning for skills and jobs is vital. This
global learning village model can be harnessed and
connected to the original in Broadmeadows in a
hub-and-spokes model. The one in Broadmeadows was
launched in 2003 to address generational deficits in
infrastructure and education. Lifelong learning through
this centre now ranges from digital preschool reading to
postgraduate degrees in one building in
Broadmeadows. The model has been replicated in
numerous communities and nominated for a Metropolis
Award. The next iteration in Craigieburn won an
international community award for its library, and the
Sunbury global learning centre, I am delighted to say, is
well on the way, and I am sure it will be much
appreciated by the residents.

Eildon electorate
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (11:51) — (13 722) My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety, and it follows an adjournment matter I raised
with him in May this year. At the time I had asked for
improvements to the dangerous intersection of the
Maroondah and Goulburn Valley highways in
Alexandra so that the risk of accident is reduced and
safety for all in the town is improved. I was advised at
the time that VicRoads had commenced working with
key stakeholders to determine the appropriate
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treatment for this intersection and would consult with
the local community and industry in the coming
months. I am informed by many people in the
community that there has been no evidence of any
work being done or any consultation. So my question
to the minister is: can you outline exactly what
consultation you have done with stakeholders and,
importantly, with the local community?

Sunbury electorate
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (11:52) — (13 723) My
question is for the Minister for Local Government.
What is the latest information on the most recent round
of applications from Hume City Council to the
Andrews Labor government’s Growing Suburbs Fund?
This is a crucial fund for my growing electorate and a
fund that has provided significant improvements to my
local community in the time that we have been in
government. It is a fund that has been used to partner on
a number of projects with Hume City Council, like the
Sunbury global learning centre, which was mentioned
just previously by the member for Broadmeadows; the
Sunbury Lawn Tennis Club pavilion upgrade; the
Sunbury warmwater pool; and the Boardman Reserve
upgrade. I ask the minister: what is the latest
information on applications to this fund?

Sandringham electorate
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (11:53) —
(13 724) My constituency question is directed to the
Minister for Public Transport. My question is: will the
minister support the use of the Gas and Fuel land near
Highett station as an area which might cater for
increased parking capacity for Frankston line rail users
for the next 100 years by setting aside an area of that
land for multideck car parking?

Williamstown electorate
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (11:53) — (13 725)
My question is for the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change. Williamstown beach is just one of
two beaches on the western side of Melbourne between
the CBD and Geelong; therefore it is extremely popular
for swimming and recreational use during the warmer
months. With summer now on our doorstep, is the
minister able to detail any new initiatives that will be
available to my constituents to provide advice on the
water quality before they take their family to
Williamstown beach over the summer months?
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Council’s amendments
Debate resumed.
Motion agreed to.

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT AND
CONSTITUTION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Financial
Management and Constitution Acts Amendment Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Financial Management and Constitution
Acts Amendment Bill 2017, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Financial Management Act 1994 (the FM
act) and the Constitution Act 1975 (the constitution) to:
1

provide that the public account, consolidated fund
and the trust fund, which were provided for under
the FM act will be maintained under the
constitution; and

2

reform financial management processes under the
FM act in various ways including to provide for the
funding of departments and the application of
appropriations from the consolidated fund, require
statements and reports prepared under the FM act
to comply with accounting standards, and provide
for the accountability of senior officers of
government departments and bodies.

The bill also makes consequential amendments to the Project
Development and Construction Management Act 1994,
Public Administration Act 2004, and the Victorian Industry
Participation Policy Act 2003.
Human rights issues
The bill does not raise any human rights protected under the
charter. I therefore consider that this bill is compatible with
the charter.
Robin Scott, MP
Minister for Finance

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT AND CONSTITUTION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2017
4098

ASSEMBLY

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
Since coming to office, the government has committed to a
broad agenda of public sector reform, including financial
management. Included in this has been a public commitment
to reform the Financial Management Act 1994, or FMA, as it
is generally called.
Significant changes have taken place in the financial
operations of government since the original passage of the
FMA. In 1994 the Victorian public sector was smaller, less
complex and its financial management was in turn less
sophisticated. The budgeting and financial management
environment was input and cash-based, rather than output and
accrual-based.
In the more than 20 years since then, new technology has
significantly changed financial management operations and
reporting. Performance management and risk-based
approaches have gained prominence.
Victorian financial management reforms over the past
20 years have been aimed at making the public sector more
flexible, efficient, transparent and responsive to government
direction. These reforms, while necessary and useful, have
been piecemeal, with new concepts and additional
requirements being retrofitted into the existing structure of the
FMA and other legislation.
The consequence has been legislation that, while it still works
reasonably well, has weaknesses which become more evident
over time.
Accountability in the legislative framework needs to be
strengthened. There needs to be more explicit financial
management accountabilities for key agency officers, more
accountability for departments and agencies to pursue
whole-of-government financial objectives, stronger
accountability for relationships between portfolio departments
and their portfolio agencies, and more consistent requirements
for ministerial involvement in resource management.
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the current provisions of divisions 1 and 2 of part V of the
Constitution Act.
The principal mechanisms for management and control of
public finances will be in new provisions in the Constitution
Act, instead of the FMA.
These mechanisms are the public account, which is the state’s
primary bank account; the consolidated fund, which is the
state’s primary record of receipt of money and of drawings on
it under legislation; and the trust accounts in the trust fund.
In doing this, the bill also removes some historically
interesting, but in practical terms obsolete, provisions of the
Constitution Act.
The bill also makes much needed amendments to the FMA.
It provides a broader definition of what constitutes a public
body, which will bring in Corporations Act companies that
are wholly owned by the state or, if not wholly owned, that
carry out public functions under legislation.
The legislation will ensure that departments’ expenses,
liabilities and obligations are to be paid when they fall due.
Provisions relating to money received from other
governments under agreements will be consolidated, with a
standing appropriation to access that money.
A working account will be established for each department in
the trust fund to receive applied appropriations from the
consolidated fund and to enable departments to meet their
expenses, liabilities and obligations.
At the same time, transitional provisions will be made,
particularly regarding the provision of appropriation authority
for previously incurred, but unfunded, departmental liabilities.
Financial reporting will be streamlined without reducing
transparency, with the removal of requirements to publish a
budget update if a pre-election budget update has been
published in the preceding three months, and to enable the
September quarterly financial report to be published with the
budget update.
The bill provides a clear legislative basis for applying
appropriations, and for reducing applied appropriations when a
department has not earned revenue or not incurred expenses.

To fill operational gaps, the legislation needs better coverage
of the principles of sound financial management, of
procurement, of trust accounts, indemnities, and financial
management provisions of the Constitution Act 1975.

Some provisions are consolidated, including those for
advancing money from the public account and repaying it,
those governing supplementation for public service wage and
salary increases, and those that enable public account
investments and borrowings to be offset.

The legislation needs to be clear and consistent to improve the
operation of resource management and appropriations, the
drawing and use of public funds, and when departmental
budgets are supplemented.

State entities and their directors or officers will be required to
seek VMIA or commercial insurance before requesting that
the Treasurer provide an indemnity.

The legislative framework should be simplified to reduce the
amount of detailed, prescriptive and complex provisions that
apply inconsistently, and to make the legislation more
comprehensible, cohesive and efficient.

Accountability will be strengthened, with the FMA
establishing the primary responsibilities and accountabilities
of responsible bodies, accountable officers, and chief finance
officers of departments and public bodies.

Turning to the specific provisions of the bill:

Finally, the bill renames the Victorian Government
Purchasing board as the Victorian Government Procurement
board, and updates the board’s powers, functions and

In the first significant overhaul of the state’s constitutional
financial management provisions since 1855, the bill replaces
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responsibilities to reflect the modern procurement
environment.

of freedom of movement (by way of powers of officers
to stop and detain vehicles);

The bill has been the subject of extensive consultation within
government, including with the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office, the Victorian Government Solicitor’s Office, the
solicitor-general, and the office of the Governor, to ensure
that the proposals were desirable and practicable.

of privacy (by way of powers of officers to enter dairy
premises and conduct searches);

This bill will deliver financial legislation that supports a
modern approach to Victoria’s public sector financial
management.

not to be compelled to testify against oneself or confess
guilt (by way of the power of officers to require
information from persons on dairy premises).

I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MORRIS
(Mornington).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 13 December.

PRIMARY INDUSTRIES LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Primary
Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill is an omnibus bill that makes minor amendments to a
number of acts relating to primary industries.
Human rights issues
Extension of coverage of the Dairy Act 2000
Clause 5 of the bill substitutes a new definition of dairy farm
and milk into the Dairy Act 2000. The effect of this amendment
is to extend coverage of the Dairy Act, which currently only
regulates the production for sale or profit of cow, goat, sheep or
buffalo milk, to apply to the production for sale or profit of all
animal milk including camel, horse and donkey milk.
Currently, production of milk that does not come under these
definitions is regulated under the Food Act 1984.
The main effect of this amendment is that certain milk
processors who are not currently subject to the Dairy Act will
now be subject to the responsibilities and obligations relating
to the licensing regime for the dairy industry and the
provisions for dairy food safety, including the compliance and
enforcement powers of authorised officers under the Dairy
Act. This includes being subject to the general powers of
authorised officers under part 5 of the Dairy Act, which are
relevant to the following charter rights:

of property (by way of powers of officers to seize certain
items and destroy dairy food); and

In terms of considering the practical effects on human rights of
these amendments, it is important to note that milk processors
who will be affected by this expanded coverage of the Dairy
Act are already subject to similar compliance and enforcement
powers under the Food Act 1984. This includes being subject to
similar enforcement powers by authorised officers under
part IV of the Food Act, which include powers of entry and
inspection, and powers to stop and detain vehicles, seize
property, destroy seized food, and require provision of certain
information. The purpose of the amendment is to better ensure
dairy food safety by ensuring that the appropriate regulator with
the necessary expertise is responsible for regulating all milk
production and processing in the state, and carrying out
enforcement measures necessary to ensure public safety of milk
products. The amendment will also facilitate camel milk
producers to gain export certification as the commonwealth
government already has an arrangement with Victoria to accept
food safety audits undertaken under the Dairy Act for the
purposes of export certification.
Accordingly, while this amendment will result in new persons
being subject to various powers under the Dairy Act that
affect human rights, in my view it will not result in the
imposition of any new limitations on human rights due to
such persons already being subject to similar regulatory
powers under the Food Act.
However, should an alternative view be taken that the
enforcement provisions in the Dairy Act are more onerous
than the Food Act, it is my view that these existing
enforcement powers in the Dairy Act are compatible with the
charter. I note that it is common for Parliament to provide
regulatory authorities with broad powers to enter industry
premises to monitor compliance with a regulatory scheme on
the basis that such powers should not be broader than
necessary to allow authorised officers to carry out their duties.
The entry and search powers in the Dairy Act are limited to
dairy premises or vehicles used to transport dairy food, and
are limited to being exercised at a reasonable time and for the
purpose of the administration of the Dairy Act. The powers
are exercisable in relation to persons on dairy premises or in
charge of a dairy transportation vehicle, meaning they affect
persons who have chosen to participate in a regulated industry
and adopt roles to which certain obligations and
responsibilities attach. Seizure and disposal of property
provisions in the act are limited to confined circumstances
that are clearly set out in the act, and subject to a number of
procedural safeguards regarding dealing with, returning or
destroying seized items. Finally, the requirement to answer
questions put to a person by an authorised officer is subject to
a right to refuse a question on the grounds of
self-incrimination.
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Amending reverse onus defence in the Fisheries Act 1995
Clause 14 of the bill amends the defence in section 53(3) of
the act for consistency with broader reforms to complicity
provisions in other Victorian legislation that are designed to
simplify a complex area of law and remove confusing
distinctions and inconsistencies.
Section 53 of the Fisheries Act 1995 provides for an offence
of failing to comply with licence or permit conditions, and
deems that a holder of a fisheries licence or permit commits
the offence if another person fails to comply with a condition
on the holder’s behalf. Section 53(2) provides that this
deeming provision does not apply if the holder of the licence
or permit can prove the following matters:
that, at the time the offence was committed, there was in
force a written agreement in which the person who was
acting on behalf of the holder agreed to comply with all
relevant conditions and requirements of the Dairy Act
and the regulations; and
that the holder did everything reasonably practicable to
ensure that the person would comply with the relevant
condition; and
that the holder did not in any way aid, abet, counsel or
procure the person to fail to comply with the relevant
condition.
Clause 14 of the bill substitutes the final element of the
defence (i.e. ‘the holder did not in any way aid, abet, counsel,
or procure’) with the words ‘the holder did not in any way
assist, encourage or direct the person to fail to comply with
the condition’.
In my view, this amendment (which changes the terminology
in relation to the law of complicity) does not materially alter
the existing reverse onus on an accused to prove the available
defence, however, I discuss this offence provision’s overall
compatibility with the charter given the committee’s interest
in such provisions and the fact that this provision has not
previously been discussed in a statement of compatibility.
Section 53 of the Fisheries Act makes a licence-holder liable
for the actions of persons who act on the licence-holder’s
behalf. Section 53(2) provides the licence holder with a
defence if he or she can establish certain matters. The section
shifts the normal burden of proof on to an accused to prove
certain matters in order to avoid liability for the actions of
another person. This is relevant to section 25(1) of the charter
that provides that a person who is charged with a criminal
offence has the right to be presumed innocent until proved
guilty according to law.
While the imposition of a legal burden on an accused will
limit an accused’s right to the presumption of innocence, I
consider that the limit is reasonably justified under s 7(2) of
the charter.
The offence in question applies only to holders of a fishery
licence or permit, persons who have voluntarily applied for
permission to operate in a specified role within a regulated
fisheries industry. The grant of a fishery licence or permit is
subject to special responsibilities, obligations and conditions,
which are stated clearly in the Fisheries Act, regulations and
any specific licence conditions. This includes a holder assuming
responsibility for the actions of persons who act on their behalf.
This deeming provision is necessary to ensure accountability of
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holders to the duties and obligations imposed on them by the
scheme, which are designed to protect and conserve fisheries
resources for the greater public interest.
This responsibility is subject to the exception that a holder
will not be held liable for the compliance failures of others if
they can prove that they undertook the necessary due
diligence (implementing a written agreement to, and doing
everything reasonably practicable to, ensure the other
person’s compliance with conditions) and were not complicit
in the other person’s failure to comply with conditions.
Accordingly, in undertaking a role as a licence or permit
holder and engaging other persons to act on their behalf, a
holder accepts that they will be subject to this responsibility
under the scheme and be expected to demonstrate compliance
with this responsibility. The matters required to be proven are
within the knowledge of the holder, who is best placed to lead
this evidence. Conversely, it would be very difficult for the
prosecution to prove these matters in the negative. Due
diligence can be practically demonstrated by producing the
required written agreement and detailing the reasonable steps
taken to ensure compliance with conditions. The third
element of the defence requires the accused to prove that they
did not assist, encourage or direct the person to fail to comply
with the condition. This can be established by reference to the
individual circumstances of a case, which, on the balance of
probabilities, prove that an accused was not involved in the
commission of the offence.
In my view, a less restrictive measure (such as imposing only
an evidential onus on an accused to establish the exception)
would not be appropriate in light of the strong public interest
in ensuring that holders comply with their responsibilities
under the scheme, are accountable for the actions of persons
acting on their behalf, and, in order to escape liability for any
compliance failure of persons acting on their behalf, be
expected to demonstrate to a legal standard that they have
taken all measures required by the act to discharge this
responsibility.
Powers of entry and inspection and forfeiture or return of
things seized or retained in the Fisheries Act 1995
Clause 23 of the bill will require persons to produce on
demand any fish or fishing equipment in that person’s
possession for inspection by an authorised officer. This is
relevant to the right to privacy in s 13 of the charter, which
provides that a person has the right not to have his or her
privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. In my view,
this amendment does not limit this right, as it does not
increase the extent of the existing interference with privacy
provided under the Fisheries Act.
An authorised officer or police officer, under s 102 of the
Fisheries Act, has the power to enter upon any land, protected
water or premises for the purpose of inspecting or searching
for any fishing equipment or fish, in order to ascertain
whether or not the provisions of the Fisheries Act, the
regulations or a fisheries notice are being observed. I note my
earlier observation that Parliament commonly provides
regulatory authorities with broad powers to monitor
compliance with a regulatory scheme on the basis that such
powers should not be broader than necessary to allow
authorised officers to carry out their duties. This power of
search and inspection is considered necessary to enforce the
scheme, as it is not possible to determine compliance with
fish minimum or maximum size limits or bag limits without
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officers physically inspecting the fish. The power cannot be
exercised to enter and search a dwelling house.
Clause 23 provides for a new tool to facilitate the conduct of
these inspections by allowing officers to require a person to
produce such items in their possession for inspection. There
are occasions, for example, when exercising powers in
relation to boats, when it is safer to ask someone to produce
fish or equipment for inspection rather than to, for example,
board a vessel and search for such items. As officers already
have the power to search fishing equipment or fish in this
scenario, the power to require persons to produce such items
for inspection will not constitute any additional interference
with privacy.
I also note for completeness that, by way of section 111(e) of
the Fisheries Act, the requirement to produce fish and fishing
equipment to an officer is subject to a right to refuse to
comply on the grounds of self-incrimination. Accordingly, I
am satisfied that clause 23 is compatible with the charter.
The Hon. Jacinta Allan, MP
Minister for Public Transport

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
The bill will repeal the Broiler Chicken Industry Act 1978
and make amendments to a number of acts to improve
efficiency workability, administration and enforcement.
Broiler Chicken Industry Act 1978 repeal
The bill will repeal the Broiler Chicken Industry Act 1978.
Victoria is the only state whose broiler industry collective
bargaining legislation has not been repealed, and the Broiler
Industry Negotiation Committee established under the act has
not been in place for over 15 years.
This act was originally conceived to counter the imbalance in
market power between individual broiler farmers and large
vertically integrated processing companies. However, over
time, the industry has transitioned to collective bargaining
arrangements under authorisation by the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC).
The ACCC authorisations allow current and future broiler
farmers to collectively bargain with a processor to which they
provide services. Most recently, on 16 June 2016, the ACCC
granted authorisation for Victorian broiler farmers to
collectively bargain with processors for the next 10 years.
Amendments to the Catchment and Land Protection
Act 1994
Under provisions of the Catchment and Land Protection Act
1994, the relevant secretary exercises responsibility in relation
to a number of the noxious weeds and pest animals. This
includes serving landowners with a land management notice
where the secretary is satisfied there has been a failure to
comply with relevant provisions of the act or measures need
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to be taken by the landowner to meet their obligations. In
practice, these powers are delegated to Agriculture Victoria
within the Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources (DEDJTR).
The secretary may do anything necessary to carry out a land
management notice if the secretary believes on reasonable
grounds that the notice has not been complied with, and
may then recover expenses necessarily incurred in carrying
out this work.
Currently DEDJTR expends significant time and effort to
recover outstanding debt through civil proceedings. These
proposed changes will enable costs to be recovered during
the sentencing phase of criminal proceedings for offences
for non-compliance, resulting in more direct and efficient
cost recovery.
Amendments to the Dairy Act 2000
The Dairy Act 2000 provides for Victoria’s specialist dairy
regulator, Dairy Food Safety Victoria, to license and have
regulatory oversight for the production and processing of
dairy products. Currently the act only applies to the
production and processing of dairy from cows, sheep, goats
and buffalo. Regulation of the processing of milk from other
animals is undertaken by local governments.
A number of businesses have shown interest in establishing a
camel milk industry in Victoria. Camel milk businesses that
are already operating are being regulated by local government
but have expressed an interest in being regulated by Victoria’s
specialist dairy regulator.
Amendments to the Dairy Act will bring the regulation of
camel milk production under Dairy Food Safety Victoria.
This will ensure a more fit-for-purpose regulatory model for
these producers and facilitate future access to export markets.
Amendments to the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981
Part 4A of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act
1981 provides an authority scheme for the cultivation and
processing of low-THC cannabis (industrial hemp) for
non-therapeutic purposes. The authority scheme is
administered by DEDJTR. Industrial hemp is grown in
Victoria mainly for the production of fibre and hemp seed.
The bill introduces a delegation power for the secretary of the
department to delegate some or all of his or her powers under
part 4A to suitable departmental officials.
The bill also expands the definition of a serious offence, to
include indictable offences involving assault or a serious
offence committed in another jurisdiction. This amendment
would make persons who have committed such offences
ineligible for an authority.
Amendments to the Fisheries Act 1995
Speaker, I now turn to the provisions of the bill as they relate
to Fisheries Act 1995.
The Andrews’ government acknowledges the importance of
fishing in Victoria and the significant contribution it makes to
our economy and jobs. We are committed to careful
management of this precious resource and are proud to note
that we have invested over $46 million into fishing under the
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government’s Target One Million initiative; the largest
allocation of funds to fisheries in 30 years.
We are committed to getting more people fishing more often
by encouraging participation in what is a great pastime and
outdoor activity.
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The bill will introduce changes requiring the GMA to act
consistently with any agreed governance framework. This
modern governance arrangement, that was also embedded into
legislation for the new Victorian Fisheries Authority, clarifies
accountabilities and reinforces a collaborative approach.

This bill provides an opportunity to amend the Fisheries Act
to deal with a number of emerging fisheries issues that are
hindering compliance efforts, to provide appropriate sanctions
to deter illegal activity, and to make a number of technical
amendments to remedy administrative inefficiencies and
improve existing processes.

To resolve legal uncertainty as to what enforcement activities
officers authorised under the Game Management Authority
Act 2014 can undertake, the bill amends the definition of
‘authorised officer’ in the Conservation, Forests and Lands
Act 1987, Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and Firearms
Act 1996, and ‘litter enforcement officer’ in the Environment
Protection Act 1970.

In total, 22 fisheries-related changes are proposed to ensure the
Fisheries Act remains an effective and relevant management
tool. Key changes I draw your attention to include:

This clearly allows authorised officer to enforce associated
offences with hunting when in the field.
Amendments to the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994

allowing early surrender of netting entitlements by
eligible Port Phillip Bay commercial fishers, which will
allow any of the eight commercial fishers who are
legally entitled to continue using nets until 2022 to
voluntarily cease netting prior to that date, in exchange
for early payment of compensation. This will help fast
track removal of netting from the bay, consistent with
the Target One Million commitment;
transferring the powers and functions of the fisheries
Licensing Appeals Tribunal to VCAT, creating
administrative efficiencies and ensuring commercial
fishing licence appeals are consistent with other
licensing processes throughout the state; and
amending the Conservation Forests and Lands Act 1987
to enable a tiered system of infringement penalties that
better reflect the circumstances of particular offences
relevant to undersized fish, breaches of bag limits and
noxious aquatic species.
A large number of minor technical and administrative
amendments to the Fisheries Act are also being made,
including an option to include harvest strategies in fishery
management plans. Harvest strategies can be used to set and
adjust levels of harvest from a fishery. They help ensure our
fisheries are sustainable. They also provide management
certainty by defining what happens when a fish stock reaches
predetermined levels. However, this does not mean
recreational fishing will be managed by quotas. Recreational
fishing will continue to be managed by tools such as closed
seasons, bag and size limits.
Amendments to the Game Management Authority
Act 2014
The bill updates the act for consistency with recent changes to
Public Administration Act 2004.
It also makes a number of amendments to clarify and
streamline operation of the GMA board. This includes:
explicitly stating that the GMA deputy chair can fill the chair
position during a vacancy; clarifying that, following the
resignation of a director from the GMA board, the position
may be filled for up to three years, regardless of the remaining
term of the departing director’s position; and introducing a set
of guiding principles to provide the GMA board with a clear
set of objectives and a framework within which decisions
should be made that balance a range of competing interests.

This bill makes a number of amendments to the Livestock
Disease Control Act 1994. The restriction on spending from
the Cattle Compensation Fund and the Sheep and Goat
Compensation Fund are being removed to enable the capital
in these funds (rather than only the interest earned on capital)
to be spent on projects and programs benefiting the respective
industries.
The power of inspectors to issue infringement notices is being
extended to the offence of failing to provide specified
information when sending samples to laboratories for disease
testing and offences relating to vendor declarations. These
additional enforcement options for inspectors will assist in
earlier disease detection and improved livestock disease
traceability.
Minor changes are also proposed to processes relating to the
quarantine and treatment of livestock during disease
outbreaks. Inspectors will have increased discretion as to the
measures imposed on the owners of diseased livestock. This
will increase response capability and boost the effectiveness
of managing animal disease events.
Amendments to the Melbourne Market Authority
Act 1977
Amendments to the Melbourne Market Authority Act 1977
are proposed to address governance limitations and
administrative burdens for the Melbourne Market Authority,
and reflect the current operating environment.
The definition of ‘market land’ will be updated to reflect the
relocation of the market from West Melbourne to Epping.
Currently the act requires the Authority to meet on a monthly
basis regardless of need and seek my approval for expenditure
exceeding $250 000. These requirements create unnecessary
burden on the Authority and DEDJTR staff and are
inconsistent with best practice governance arrangements.
Proposed amendments provide greater autonomy to the
Melbourne Market Authority board by allowing it to
determine its own meeting frequency, and raising the
threshold for ministerial approval on expenditure to $750 000.
This figure is consistent with the maximum amount
prescribed for other DEDJTR executives.
Various administrative updates are also proposed. These
include inserting ‘flowers’ into the market’s title, applying
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gender-neutral language and removing references to repealed
legislation.
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of the board and will support increased community awareness
and expectations regarding animal welfare and the veterinary
profession.

Amendments to the Meat Industry Act 1993
Amendments to the Wildlife Act 1975
The Meat Industry Act 1993 sets up a licensing system that
enables the adoption of national food safety standards for the
hygienic production and processing of meat for human
consumption and for pet food. The act does not currently
provide for the slaughter and processing of meat to be
undertaken in vehicles, even where these activities can be
undertaken in compliance with national food safety standards.

The bill amends the Wildlife Act 1975 to include the offence
of hunting, taking or destroying game during an open season
as a relevant offence in relation to which a controlled
operation may be conducted. This will enable the GMA to
undertake a key regulatory function.
I commend the bill to the house.

Consolidation in the meat processing sector has led to a
significant decrease in abattoir numbers across Victoria and
has created barriers to small producers gaining access to
abattoir services. Small producers are increasingly calling for
a regulatory framework that supports the operation of micro
or mobile abattoirs to facilitate small-scale processing in
accessible locations.
More broadly, mobile businesses are a growing trend but are
not supported by the existing legislative framework for the
meat industry. Amendments to the Meat Industry Act 1993
have been made in recognition of the industry development
opportunity that mobile operators provide for producers and
butchers across Victoria.
Amendments to the Meat Industry Act 1993 are also being
made to support the government’s implementation of the
Sustainable Action Hunting Plan. Hunters have been calling
for the removal of barriers that prevent the use of game
harvest, including the processing of meat for the hunter’s
personal consumption. These amendments will ensure that the
processing of wild deer that is not intended for sale is not
captured by the licensing requirements of the act.
Amendments to the Plant Biosecurity Act 2010
Amendments to the Plant Biosecurity Act 2010 will provide
additional support for the potato and viticulture industries in
controlling two insect pests known as grape phylloxera and
potato cyst nematode.
The bill provides for a definition to be revised to specify
certain grape products to enable these products to be
effectively regulated; a modified definition for an assurance
certificate to align with certification offences; and a regulation
making power to specify treatments or conditions for the
entry of grape and potato host plant material into Victoria. It
also provides an inspector to have the option to issue a written
direction in a declared control area for pest or disease control
and clarifies the general procedure for taking plant samples to
reflect current inspection and survey procedures.
Amendments to the Veterinary Practice Act 1997
The Veterinary Practice Act 1997 is also being amended,
improving the functionality of the Veterinary Practitioners’
Registration board of Victoria to hear cases of unprofessional
conduct. The amendments provide further discretion to the
board to appoint legal practitioners to sit on a hearing panel,
and make minor changes to the procedures of hearings
conducted by the board. The maximum penalty for serious
professional misconduct is increased to bring it into line with
other professional standards bodies and interstate veterinary
registration boards, and a provision for the issuing of
infringement notices for minor offences is inserted. The
changes will result in more effective and efficient functioning

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WALSH
(Murray Plains).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 13 December.

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT
(PUPPY FARMS AND PET SHOPS)
BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 12 October 2016; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Government amendments circulated by Ms ALLAN
(Minister for Public Transport) under standing
orders.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (12:00) — I rise to
speak on the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy
Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016. It is interesting that we
are now nearly at the end of 2017 and we are finally
debating this bill. This bill was actually introduced into
the Assembly on 11 October 2016. What I find rather
challenging for all the tens of thousands of dog owners
across Victoria is that this bill has been sitting around
now for over 12 months with a lot of people very, very
unhappy with the original bill, and with 24 hours notice
there are 30 pages of amendments.
I just think it is very poor form on behalf of the
government, particularly on behalf of the Minister for
Agriculture and the department, that we have a bill
before the house that has been sitting around now for
well over 12 months. There was an upper house
parliamentary inquiry into this bill that effectively
said — amongst other things, which I will come back
to — that the bill should be withdrawn and a whole
new process started because the legislation was that
flawed. As those who have been in this place for very
long would know, you cannot fix bad legislation by
amending it. You actually have to start again to get the
legislation correct, and what we are finding today, with
24 hours notice, is that we have got 30 pages of
amendments to an already very, very poor bill.
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One of the core faults with the bill right at the start was
that the second-reading speech, at the time it was
delivered, said that this legislation was effectively only
going to affect 90 dog owners around Victoria. As it
has turned out, it is affecting thousands and thousands
of dog owners around Victoria. The opposition to this
bill has been relentless over the last 12 months or so,
and I am surprised that the government has not
accepted the recommendations of the upper house to
actually scrap the bill and start again with a genuine
community consultation process rather than bring in
30 pages of amendments at the last minute to what is
already a very, very poor bill.
After the bill was introduced in October 2016 — and,
as I said, there was huge opposition to the bill and the
impacts it was going to have just on mum-and-dad dog
owners — the upper house Standing Committee on
Economy and Infrastructure self-referenced an inquiry
into this bill. It took evidence, held meetings and finally
reported on 6 December. I was going to spend some of
my time today actually talking about that particular
report. If you actually read the ‘Chair’s foreword’ for a
start — the committee was very ably chaired by the
member in the other place Josh Morris — in one
paragraph he writes:
There are many other issues that were raised with the
committee that are discussed in the body of the report, one of
the most significant of which was the lack of scientific
evidence for the 10 fertile female limit on breeders.

I think that is where a lot of the opposition to this
current legislation, even as amended, shows that having
an arbitrary number around the number of breeding
females in any legislation is just that: it is an arbitrary
number and does not deliver any further enhancement
of animal welfare outcomes. Recommendation 7 of the
report said:
That the government abandon the 10 fertile female limit
proposed in the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy
Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016.

And then there was substantial evidence to back that up
from the people who actually presented to the
committee. The general points that were recorded in
that report were:
No clear scientific reason has been established to reduce the
number of fertile female dogs in breeding establishments to 10
No correlation between the number of dogs in an
establishment and the health and welfare of those dogs
If implemented, the bill will lead to a reduction in the supply
of pet dogs in Victoria and in particular, popular crossbred
family-friendly dogs

Wednesday, 29 November 2017

The bill may lead to a significant reduction in the supply of
livestock working dogs in Victoria and may have
consequences for farmers and the agriculture industry
If implemented, the bill may lead to an increase in the cost of
pet and livestock working dogs in Victoria.

In the overview it also talked about local government’s
role in this:
Enforcing this legislation would be overly burdensome for
local government as the responsible authority
Local government will require additional funding to facilitate
enforcement.

Further, the report said:
Enforcement of existing regulations and codes of practice
should be sufficient to ensure —

welfare outcomes. There is nothing in this bill and there
is nothing that the government has done since this
whole process started that is about ensuring better
animal welfare outcomes. This is all about a political
fix for a political problem that the minister found
herself in after the last election. It is not about actually
delivering better animal welfare outcomes at all.
As you go through the report, it keeps talking about the
fact that the 10 fertile female limit should be replaced
rather than having that arbitrary number. Local
government has obviously a huge involvement in the
management of dogs here in Victoria. In the
submissions from councils:
In answers to questions on notice taken at a committee
hearing councils have expressed frustration regarding the
doubling of the payment to the Treasurer from $10 to $20
for each domestic animal business registration. The MAV
believes that given the need for them to achieve full cost
recovery for domestic animal management duties this
additional revenue for the state will be another cost to
breeders.
A significant concern expressed by the Wellington Shire
Council is that dog breeding will in fact become more
difficult to monitor with dog breeders ‘going underground’
rather than paying extra fees.
Increasing annual registration fees is not without risk. One
possible negative outcome of the proposed amendments and
increased fees is the likelihood that some dog breeders will go
underground. If that was to occur, we would quickly lose the
ability to effectively monitor their activities.

Banksia Park Puppies is probably the pre-eminent
breeding establishment in Victoria and probably
Australia, if not the world, and I have personally been
down to Banksia Park Puppies. They do a fantastic job
and actually spend a lot of resources and a lot of time
employing employees, employing students after
school and employing people with disabilities to come
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and actually play with and socialise all the dogs that
they have.
They do a fantastic job at Banksia Park in making sure
that the dogs are really cared for. The thing that I found
most interesting when I went there was the fact that,
after a dog has five litters, they are rehomed. They said
to me that the work they put in in the first six months of
the dog’s life to socialise it is so critical to how those
dogs are rehomed after they have had their five litters.
They do that work and they do it outstandingly. This
legislation is going to put these people out of business,
a business that employs something like 30 people just
out of Sale. It has a wages bill of nearly $1 million, and
they are going to be out of business because of this
legislation. It is most likely that they are going to be
forced to go interstate to breed dogs to send back here
to Victoria, and that will increase the cost of pups to
someone who wants to have a pup.
The Pet Industry Association of Australia commented to
the committee that the current code of practice in
Victoria is one of the strongest ones in the country, if not
in many countries. If it has not been enforced, it is
because the RSPCA is under-resourced and councils are
under-resourced, so there is a need to put money into the
enforcement side of things no matter what goes through.
If it is not enforced, it is irrelevant. It does not change a
thing. Enforcement for us is a key word in everything
that is going forward. The legislation that is before us
today does not deliver on those sorts of things at all.
The Australian Veterinary Association made a
submission to the committee, and their comment was
that if the code of practice was being adhered to now
we would have no problem. Councils just do not have
the resources to monitor and enforce the code of
practice now. The only thing that this legislation is
going to do with the cap is drive out professionals. You
are going to get more and more micro backyard
breeders who are going to be harder to detect. The word
‘microbreeder’ is actually mentioned in the
amendments as one of the definitions of breeding
categories. Although the comment about microbreeders
was not aimed at that, because at that time they did not
know that there was going to be a term for
microbreeders, it is the whole point of this legislation. It
is not going to deliver better animal welfare outcomes.
It will force more red tape onto the people who already
do the right thing, but it is not going to solve the issue
of unregistered breeders and underground trade,
particularly in pups.
If you look at the number of dogs that are registered in
Victoria and if you go to local government reports
about dog registrations, something like 40 per cent of
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dogs in most local government areas are not registered.
Those sorts of people will not be picked up by this
legislation, and there is no way of picking them up over
that time. If you think about Dogs Victoria members,
they are now going to have four different lots of
registration to do. They have to register with the
Australian National Kennel Council for their breed
society, and they are then going to have to register with
local government. They are going to have to register
their microchip number with their microchip provider,
which is usually a private operator, and they are now
going to have to register with the pet exchange register
as well. That is four lots of red tape that legal breeders
are going to have to comply with, but an illegal
breeder — some of the 40 to 50 per cent of dogs that
are not registered — are going to go about their
business as they currently are. They are going to sell
their dogs in the underground networks, they are not
going to be on a pet register and they are not going to
have to go through all this hassle over that time.
Recommendation 3 of the upper house report said that a
new enforcement and compliance strategy needs to be
developed alongside the new bill that details the roles of
the RSPCA and local councils in these areas. That has
not been done as part of this legislation. If you are
going to deliver an animal welfare outcome, the first
thing you should do is make sure you are enforcing the
existing regulations rather than dreaming up new red
tape for those businesses.
What you are likely to find is that with the dates
stipulated for these changes commercial operations are
going to close in Victoria, and they are going to have to
shut down by 2020. They are going to have to phase
down their numbers of dogs by 2020.
Recommendation 5 of the report says that a longer time
frame for transition to the new bill should be
implemented to allow local councils sufficient time to
manage the transition appropriately. You are going to
find these commercial operations are going to have to
shut down quickly, and they are going to have to find
some way to rehome all their dogs, which is going to be
a challenge for them. Again the time frames are very,
very short. Why did the government not adopt the
recommendation of this report, withdraw the
legislation, go back and have a proper community and
industry consultation process? I would have thought
that for something that is as complex as this and as
controversial as this it would have been a very good
idea to include an exposure draft in the process. It could
have gone out so that industry and the community
could see how it would actually affect them rather than
moving 30 pages of amendments to this legislation at
the last minute.
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What you find, particularly for Dogs Victoria members,
for which there is some exemption for applicable
organisation status, is that the reporting framework in
this legislation does not marry up with how Dogs
Victoria work as far as compliance with their
membership. If someone is taken off the register, as I
understand it, they have to report to the department
within seven days. Dogs Victoria have an appeal
process. Yes, they may take someone off the register,
but that person or that business has seven days in which
to appeal that process. If they do appeal, Dogs Victoria
under their code have 21 days to form an appeal panel
and then there have to be appeal hearings about whether
those people should or should not be taken off the
register. Because there has effectively been no
consultation on how this legislation has been drafted,
you find that Dogs Victoria’s rules for their own
membership, which is about compliance, do not marry
up with this legislation, which puts them in a rather
difficult situation when it comes to how they are going
to manage this whole process.
I would like to spend a bit of time on the 10 female dog
limit. Currently, as this report says, dog breeding
businesses in Victoria range in size from three to 300
fertile female dogs. As discussed, it says in the bill that
to improve animal welfare the number of fertile female
dogs is to be reduced to 10. To many of those consulted
by the committee, this appears to be an arbitrary
number and is a major point of contention in the bill. I
think that is probably the understatement of the whole
report. As I said, the minister in her second-reading
speech said:
According to the scientific literature, large-scale, commercial,
dog breeding establishments, can fail to provide sufficient
socialisation and enrichment to ensure the mental wellbeing
of their breeding dogs. These dogs suffer from behavioural
problems, poor socialisation and bonding with humans.

But that was not the evidence that was presented to the
committee. The minister also said that the advice was
based on advice from the RSPCA. The RSPCA actually
gave evidence at the hearings that said that that was not
the case, that it is an arbitrary number and there is no
scientific evidence to back that up. The RSPCA
suggested that to the committee. I think it is fair to say
that there is no evidence to show that the number of
fertile female animals has a significant bearing on the
welfare outcome. What really matters is the manner in
which you care for those animals and how you look
after their psychological, physical and social wellbeing.
That is the nub of this whole debate.
This legislation uses some arbitrary numbers. There is
an existing code that most of industry is saying is the
toughest code in Australia, if not in most of the
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countries in the world. It should be about making sure
that code is enforced rather than putting arbitrary
numbers in this legislation. I think the minister was
rather mischievous in saying that it was based on advice
from the RSPCA, when the RSPCA CEO, Liz Walker,
appeared at the committee hearings and said that was
not the case and that there was no evidence to prove
that the 10 limit had any particular meaning.
The Australian Veterinary Association, in their
evidence to the committee, said poor animal welfare in
regard to breeding can happen whether you have one
fertile female or many fertile females in a particular
business. Animal welfare is not dictated by the number
of dogs a person has; it is more dictated by the attitude
of the animal owner or the people in charge of looking
after those animals. It is about making sure that the
code is enforced, rather than having a particular number
in a particular place.
Dr Doug Black, a registered veterinarian with 38 years
experience, said:
Certainly the first thing that I have an issue with is definitely
that maximum of 10 breeding females. I just see that as I have
just heard that it has really been a figure that has been plucked
out of the sky. To me it makes no sense that someone
breeding nine animals is more likely to comply with animal
welfare conditions than someone breeding 11.

Dr Rohan Hart said something similar:
… I would like to just point out that a review in New South
Wales —

this was a parliamentary review in New South
Wales —
came to the conclusion that the number 10 had no basis or
impact on management on a property, so in other words
management can be good or bad and is not controlled by any
number, let alone the number 10.

Local opposition also had some comments about the
whole particular legislation. There are a number of
findings in the report that indicate that a reduction in
breeding to 10 female dogs has no link to improved
welfare in animal breeding, that enforcement should be
standard based on things such as physical, social and
psychological factors rather than numbers and that the
government should abandon the 10 fertile female limit
as proposed in the legislation, as I have already talked
about. The report notes in conclusion that in August
2015 the Joint Select Committee on Companion
Animal Breeding Practices in New South Wales found:
… no evidence that the number of animals kept by breeders is
in itself a factor which determines welfare outcomes of
breeding animals.

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT (PUPPY FARMS AND PET SHOPS) BILL 2016
Wednesday, 29 November 2017

ASSEMBLY

There has been no argument, other than those based on
ideology, that the numbers in this particular piece of
legislation will have any outcome on animal welfare.
The other issue that has been canvassed quite widely is
the availability of puppies and the increased costs. Matt
Hams, who is the owner of Banksia, in his transcript of
evidence said:
Victoria is one of the largest purchasers of puppies in the
country. The demand is high in Victoria, so we certainly
anticipate that there will be a flood of dogs coming in from
New South Wales, which is currently under-regulated or there
is no enforceable code up there or they do not have a
licensing system at least.

If you compare New South Wales with Victoria,
Victoria has, as a lot of people have said, one of the
strictest codes anywhere in the world as far as how
these particular breeding establishments are managed.
New South Wales does not, but what this legislation is
going to do is force those breeders to move interstate
and send their dogs to Victoria. I do not see how that
necessarily delivers a better animal welfare outcome
over time.
Mark Fraser, the chief executive officer of the Pet
Industry Association of Australia, in his transcript of
evidence said:
If this proposal were to go through, the demand for particular
breeds of dogs will continue, but supply will significantly
drop, and this will have several of its own adverse
consequences, including increasing the cost of buying a
puppy, leading to reduced pet ownership. We will see
unwanted effects on the social, mental and physical wellbeing
of Victorians, as the health values of owning a pet are well
documented. It will push the breeding and sale of dogs further
underground. There would be an increase in the purchase of
puppies from interstate and a huge increase in the sale of
puppies online, already impossible to regulate.
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government to the RSPCA was more than the current
government is allocating to them. The RSPCA were
dudded by $1 million in the change of government
process. I find it intriguing that they did not say
anything at the time, but obviously they felt that it was
not in their best interests to say anything about that if
they wanted to continue to get government funding. So
the previous code did make sure that establishments
were closed down.
I know that in the case of Banksia Park they said, ‘We
are happy to comply with this, but it will cost more
money’, and they are spending that money to make sure
they have the staff to comply with the current code.
What Matt was saying is that the cost of a pup is going
to double in the next five to eight years. We all know
the benefits of owning a pet. Acting Speaker, your
government has just announced legislation enabling
people who are renters to have a pet. I find it interesting
that on the one hand, for the seat of Northcote and the
by-election, we have got legislation to make sure that
people who are renters can have a pet, but now we have
got legislation saying that the cost of that pet is going to
double — if you can actually find someone breeding.
There seems to be a bit of a double standard in this
particular debate over that particular issue.
Many stakeholders raised concerns that given the decline
in the number of reputable domestic and commercial
breeders, the bill may result in an increase in illegal
puppy farms to capitalise on the increase in the price of
puppies. The Pet Industry Association stated:
What we will have is the puppy farms that are already out
there hiding under the blankets proliferate, and it will make
things even harder. It would be impossible for animal welfare
standards to rise. It would be impossible to regulate the
amount of unknown breeders out there.

I think that is the other issue — how to actually regulate
something when you are taking away the rules that are
there at the particular time. Matt Hams in his evidence
went on to say:

Banksia Park talked about those same issues. Someone
who is legal and who is high profile will comply with
whatever particular rules are there, but there will be an
increase in the black market trade. Dogs Victoria said:

We anticipate the cost at least doubling in the next five to
eight years. We have already seen dramatic increases in price
over the last five years with the introduction of the other code
and with people getting out of the market, as well as with an
increase in demand.

Unregistered backyard breeders, who for the most part do not
meet existing regulations and rules, such as microchipping
and vaccination laws, will continue to operate under the radar.

As I understand it, when the code was introduced under
the previous government here there were some
high-profile cases of puppy farms being closed down,
as they should have been, as was intended under that
code and as additional resources also at that time were
made available to the RSPCA. They were then actually
able to enforce that code more. I note with interest that
the money that was allocated by the previous

One of the things that has been raised around the dog
limit is making sure a breeding establishment actually
has sufficient genetic diversity to ensure they can
maintain the quality of their dogs. Dr Rohan Hart said:
So my concern for the dog population is if we force pure
breeding because they are close to the only dogs available,
that we actually make weaker the genetic stock of the dog
population, rather than encouraging —

crossbreeds.
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He continued:
All the designer crossbred dogs are actually really good
genetically for the dog population.

Some of these breeders — like Banksia, who do breed
crossbreeds because that is what people want,
particularly those dogs that do not shed hair — will be
forced out of business or we will have to go interstate to
buy those particular dogs. I cannot see anything in this
legislation that delivers increased animal welfare
outcomes. As I said, it is just a political fix for a
political problem for the minister. I have already
spoken about it, but if you actually put additional
resources into enforcing the current code we would
deliver a far better animal welfare outcome into the
future. That was reinforced by quite a few of the people
who gave evidence to the committee.
In conclusion the committee believes that this
legislation should be withdrawn and should go out to a
genuine community consultation, and that new
legislation should be introduced. To achieve that I
would like to circulate a reasoned amendment that goes
to that particular effect. In line with what the upper
house committee recommended, and the government
chose not to do, I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words:
‘(a) this house refuses to read this bill a second time
until a thorough, transparent public consultation
phase is conducted; and
(b) this bill be withdrawn and redrafted, following the
consultation phase, into a form which —
(i)

is based on animal welfare assessments and
outcomes and not arbitrary animal number
limits; and

(ii) improves regulation for sale of puppies and
kittens without creating risk of pet black
markets or restricting an individual’s ability to
acquire an affordable family pet of choice.’

If the government would do that, both houses could
work together to achieve a good outcome for pet
ownership in Victoria, from both an animal welfare
point of view and being able to access an affordable
family pet cheaply.
I can see what this bill delivers for the minister in the
sense that it does solve a political problem where there
was a commitment to clamp down on illegal puppy
farms here in Victoria. If you want to clamp down on
illegal puppy farms here in Victoria, the best way to do
that is to provide the resources to both the department
and the RSPCA to make sure that the current code can
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be enforced, because as has been said in the evidence to
the committee, as has been said by industry and as has
been said by most of the stakeholders, the current code
that is there to manage breeding establishments is
definitely the strictest in Australia, if not one of the
strictest in the world, and that is what should be
enforced. Actually putting arbitrary numbers on these
businesses does not necessarily deliver a better animal
welfare outcome.
One of the key things from a commercial breeder’s
point of view is that microbreeders, which are those
who have one to two female dogs, are not required
under this bill to register as a domestic animal business
or meet the code of practice at all. There can be poor
animal welfare outcomes for dogs that are owned in an
establishment with one or two females. Establishments
with three to 10 female dogs do have to register if they
are not part of Dogs Victoria. I have already talked
about the challenges that Dogs Victoria will have in
enforcing their own regulations, given they are not
marrying up time wise with this.
I would like to finish off by speaking about businesses
with between 11 and 50 female dogs. They will have to
meet a higher standard that is not yet determined. These
businesses have an uncertainty about what is going to be
required of them by the chief vet and the minister for
their continuing to operate into the future. They will then
get a licence for one year. At the end of that one year
they can then get a licence for three years. That is not
certainty if you are running a business like that in which
you have a large number of employees and a big capital
investment. If I was a banker here in Victoria and one of
those businesses came to me seeking finance, I would
say ‘What’s your certainty about operating in the
future?’. They would have to look at me, if they were
telling the truth, and say, ‘Well, we actually operate at
the discretion of the chief vet and the minister’. I would
google to research the history of this debate and see that
there is a huge amount of uncertainty because the current
minister is about politics, not about outcomes. So as a
banker I would be very worried about lending the
money. Then I would ask, ‘If you do get it, how long
have you got it for?’. They would reply, ‘I’ve only got it
for the first 12 months, and then I may get it for three
years after that’.
There is absolutely no certainty in this legislation for
those larger breeding establishments. I think the
minister has a very clear agenda that she is going to
squeeze them out of business one way or the other. If
there are approvals, they will not get money to operate
their business. This is a double-edged sword for those
businesses. They will not survive this legislation and
this minister, because she has a political agenda to
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make sure they are gone, even though there is this
possible opportunity for them to run in the future. We
ask the government to support the reasoned
amendment.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (12:30) — I am
very pleased today to speak on the Domestic Animals
Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016
and the associated amendments and to speak in
opposition to the reasoned amendment that has just
been moved by the Leader of The Nationals. This
government certainly does have a very clear agenda, as
the Leader of The Nationals just said, and it is an
agenda to crack down on puppy farms. It is an agenda
that we took to the 2014 election and it is an agenda for
which we well and truly received an electoral mandate.
From seats in Melbourne to seats in the country, people
overwhelmingly told us that they believe that for
industries that involve animals the welfare of those
animals should be a top priority, and that they totally
support our commitment to crack down on puppy
farms. Anybody who is involved with animals, be it in
farming, be it in racing or be it in food production —
whatever the industry is — knows that industry works
best when the welfare of the animals is a top priority.
Yes, this government has a proactive agenda to
improve animal welfare outcomes in Victoria, and this
bill is absolutely a part of it.
This bill and its amendments respond in detail to the
widespread accounts and evidence of dogs and cats that
have been living in abhorrent and cruel conditions in
many factory farms across Victoria that have been left
unchecked for decades. One striking example of this
animal cruelty was evident in the case at Pyramid Hill.
This puppy farm, which operated in north-west
Victoria, had raked in over $700 000 in puppy sales
while subjecting 235 dogs in their care to amongst the
most extreme instances of animal cruelty that have ever
occurred in the state of Victoria.
To quote the Herald Sun:
Poodles, spaniels and other designer breeds were living in
their own excrement, their hair matted with faeces, with some
too terrified to be touched by people and others battling a
range of health problems.

I have met two of the dogs from Pyramid Hill. They
were fostered, probably are now adopted, by a
constituent of mine in Pascoe Vale, Terriann Seath.
Rosie I met prior to the 2014 election. Rosie was a
cavalier cross. I am not exactly sure what she was
crossed with, but she was certainly a cavalier cross. The
frightened state Rosie was in when she approached
people or when people approached Rosie was really
saddening. When you nursed Rosie, she shook and

4109

shook. She could not actually sit on a lap in the way
that a cavalier puppy would normally.
Just yesterday Terriann sent me a photo of Rosie and
Nellie, which also came from Pyramid Hill and which
came to Terriann slightly later, running around on the
beach. There was also another photo of them having
their Christmas photo taken, probably for Terriann’s
annual Christmas card. These dogs are now living in
the appropriate domestic situation that they should
always have been in. You can see the growth in those
two dogs from the situation that they endured at
Pyramid Hill to where they are now in Terriann’s care.
There are many other examples from Pyramid Hill and
other places where foster carers and adopters have
taken on these dogs and given them the domestic life
that those domestic animals should have had. You can
really see the damage that these types of institutions or
places cause to these animals and you can absolutely
see the need to crack down on puppy farms.
I also have two rescued King Charles Cavaliers that have
come from other puppy farms across Victoria. One is
Kelly, which, like Rosie, is still very, very scared of a lot
of people, a year into our care. Bridie is desperate for
affection. As a domestic animal that is what she
expected, that is what she was bred for, but that is not
what she received at the puppy farm that she was in.
This bill is certainly very personal for a lot of people
involved in caring for these animals when they are
rescued from these types of situations. This debate
cannot go on without acknowledging one individual
dog named Oscar. Oscar brought the reality of puppy
farm abuse and harm to the knowledge of all Victorians
and has been at the forefront of people’s minds in the
drive for legislative change in animal welfare. To quote
Oscar’s Law:
For six years, Oscar has lived as a stud dog. His entire
universe has been a tiny, filthy cage. No walks in the park, no
sunlight, he’s never even see the sky …

That sentiment is really what led to the movement that
many of us know as Oscar’s Law, a widely advocated
and supported campaign to close down puppy
factories, to institute better council policing and,
importantly, to stop the sale of farm dogs in pet shops.
If I could also just acknowledge here the pivotal work
of people such as Deb Tranter, who have been highly
influential in the introduction and progression of this
bill through Parliament and who have worked with the
government quite closely in terms of developing the
amendments to the bill that will ensure that the bill
achieves its original intention.
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The Leader of The Nationals referred to the limitations
on the number of dogs within the bill as being arbitrary.
This is absolutely not the case. Dogs and cats, as well
as other domestic animals, are moving from these farms
into a domestic situation. It is an impossible task for
dogs that have been domesticated over time to be put in
these puppy farms, in a non-domestic situation, and
then to be asked to become domestic pets. Humans
have domesticated cats and dogs and humans have a
responsibility to ensure that dogs and cats are raised in
domestic situations, or as close to them as possible.
With the domestication of dogs comes an increase in
their dependence on humans and therefore the
responsibility on dog owners to provide those animals
with care and the socialisation that they need to live
happy and healthy lives. The amendments to this bill
absolutely go to ensuring that the original intention of
the bill is maintained while ensuring that where there is
an exception for up to 50 dogs to be in a particular
establishment the domestic situation can be replicated
within the establishment and that the dogs will still get
the domestic type of care that they need to then go on
and live in a domestic setting.
In recent times dogs in puppy farm operations have
not been provided with even the most basic survival
necessities, let alone been skilled or socialised to go
into family care. They have too often become
breeding machines, a cog in the wheel of a production
line which serves to profit a selection of heartless
puppy farm operators at times and profiteers. That is
not to say that all people who raise dogs for sale are
coming from that perspective, but we have seen
overwhelming evidence that there are many dogs that
come from those kinds of situations.
This government has a demonstrable commitment to
animal welfare and is proactive about it. We know that
our community wants our animals to be treated well.
We understand that people want to know that their
favourite furry friend comes from a reputable
establishment and not from a puppy farm or the like. So
in the lead-up to the 2014 election the then opposition,
the now government, was unequivocal. We promised to
close down puppy farms, and that is exactly what this
legislation and these subsequent amendments will do.
It should be said — and I think the Leader of The
Nationals called this into question — that undoubtedly
there has been broad consultation since the bill was first
introduced. Some of that consultation has been with
groups such as the RSPCA and other animal welfare
groups such as Oscar’s Law. It has also been with
organisations such as veterinary organisations, rescue
organisations and breeding operators. Like the Leader
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of The Nationals, I too went to Banksia Park just to see
how their system operates. Certainly Minister Pulford,
her staff and other people in her department have
consulted widely. I would like to just pick up on the
point that the Leader of The Nationals made in relation
to the consultation with Dogs Victoria. More than
11 times in the past year the government has consulted
with Dogs Victoria and four of those have been by the
minister herself. I do not think anyone can question the
minister’s absolute commitment to ensuring that this
legislation goes to the very heart of protecting domestic
animals in our state.
I thank everyone for their considered input, and
certainly those I met with personally. I thank them for
taking the time to show me around their properties and
to give me their views and perspective on the
legislation. I would like to assure all those stakeholders
that what we have here before us today is a bill and a
set of amendments that reflect that the government has
tried as far as possible to take into consideration all the
views that were put to us without compromising the
original intention of this bill, which is the stamping out
of this cruel and illegal puppy farming. What we want
to see is that dogs, cats and other domestic animals are
treated with the dignity that those animals deserve, and
that their welfare is the top priority. As an election
promise, that is certainly what we said we would do and
that is what we are doing.
I would also like to just pick up on the 50-dog limit at
the upper end of the scale. Certainly this is an example
of taking into consideration those views, of ensuring
that there is responsible animal breeding in Victoria
while maintaining animal welfare.
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (12:40) — I rise to
speak on the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy
Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016. I support the Leader of
The Nationals’ reasoned amendment which is before
the house at the moment. The gist of that is that we are
calling for a thorough and transparent public
consultation phase to be conducted. We are also calling
for the bill before the house to be withdrawn and
redrafted, that when a bill is reintroduced that it is based
on animal welfare assessments and outcomes and not
arbitrary number limits and that it also improves
regulation for sale of puppies and kittens without
creating the risk of black markets for pets or restricting
an individual’s ability to acquire an affordable family
pet of choice.
I do not think anybody would speak against that
because it is so logical. In fact I want to start my
contribution with some voices of logic. I will go
straight to some correspondence from the Australian
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Veterinary Association (AVA), which has something
like 9700 members Australia-wide. On the proposed
legislation it said that the AVA:
… is pleased that the Victorian government has a genuine
desire to address community concerns about puppy farms and
is agreeable to the intent of abolishing puppy farms —

I am with it so far on that —
but does not support the legislation in its current form.
Research has shown the many benefits of pets to the health of
people and communities. It is in the public’s interest to
regulate breeding, whilst also allowing people to enjoy the
benefits of having a pet.

As somebody who has grown up all their life with dogs
and cats — and we have had birds, we have had all
sorts of very strange things over the years — certainly
the animals in my house have always lived a very long
life and have always been very much members of our
family. I could not agree with the AVA more — there
are great benefits to having a pet. The problem with the
legislation before the house is that they may well
become unaffordable, with prices quoted increasing to
around $8000 for a purebred dog. I cannot afford that,
and I do not know many families in my electorate who
could. I return to the correspondence from the
Australian Veterinary Association:
The AVA is strongly opposed to puppy farms and to bad
breeding that results in poor animal welfare.

Again I agree with them totally, and I think everybody
in the house would as well. Having said that, we also
need to point out that not all breeders are bad to their
dogs. In fact the clear evidence is that most breeders do
respect their animals. Obviously that is their workplace,
and they work very well with them. There are rogues
out there, and rogues in any industry should be shut
down. Certainly puppy farming by its pure definition
needs to be abolished — I am fully in favour of that —
but registered breeders, proper breeders who respect
their bitches, actually need to be respected in return. I
go on to what the AVA said:
Victoria already has high-quality animal welfare codes of
practice for breeders but currently traceability, compliance
and enforcement are issues that require addressing.

I am very pleased to say that when we were in
government we did initiate a lot of those codes of
conduct, and we are very proud of how we progressed
the industry. When speaking about the capping of
10 fertile females and of a higher cap, likely of 50, the
AVA said:
There is no scientific evidence that capping a breeder to a
certain amount of fertile females will improve animal
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welfare … Poor animal welfare can occur with breeders that
have one breeding dog or numerous fertile females.

They also said:
We are satisfied that breeding facilities with 11 or more fertile
females be issued with an exemption by the minister after the
facilities are inspected and approved by the chief veterinary
office and department staff but see no reason or evidence that
a cap of 50 will improve animal welfare — in fact it may
worsen it.

They go on to say:
Breeding for temperament is the most important aspect of
ensuring community safety and pet owner satisfaction.
Having a breeding program that includes a large pool of
fertile females where bloodlines are tracked and recorded
allows large commercial breeders to be selective as well as
being able to remove lines of fertile females from their
breeding program when genetic or temperament issues are
identified. Breeding for good temperament should not be
underestimated — this is essential.

Of course some speakers will go on to talk about
Banksia Park Puppies. When the bill was first
introduced last year, in October 2016, it was so bad.
There were claims there would be something like
90 breeders affected; it turned out it was going to be
more like 10 000 breeders that would be affected by
this. Of course there was a self-reference by the
committee. They went off, did all of their investigations
and found some major, major flaws with the bill. Of
course only now are we seeing the bill back before the
house. There was consultation done during that period
between when it was first introduced and when it was
reintroduced. The consultation was quite wide —
RSPCA, breeders, all sorts of people. But then you look
at some of the prominent breeders, like Banksia Park
Puppies, and they actually did not get a hearing until
August. So why were people who are doing well in this
space, who are respected in this space, not consulted
early on in the process? Why did the government not
say, ‘Well, let’s look at the people who are doing this
well. Let’s see what they’re doing. What can we learn
from them?’.
Of course that is exactly what the AVA is saying here:
there are people out there who do this with all the right
intentions in mind. They treat their breeding bitches
well. They actually have a large genetic pool so that
the end consumer, if you like, the pet owner, ends up
with the best possible dog in their family — one that
has consistent temperament and one that has good
genetic breeding. Sometimes if the gene pool is too
small, we know that that can have major adverse
effects down the bloodline. So the AVA I think is
right on the money there.
The AVA statement around breeder registration says:

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT (PUPPY FARMS AND PET SHOPS) BILL 2016
4112

ASSEMBLY

… the average life of a dog being assumed at 12 years of age,
each year there is a requirement of 83 000 puppies coming
into the market to just maintain the current pet ownership …

But in the statement they go on to talk about what is
needed and what is actually supplied through registered
breeders. In fact something like 75 per cent of puppies
actually come from unregistered breeders, so
registration is important and knowing where they come
from is important, but putting caps and limits is not
necessarily going to be the right thing here. The idea is
that we have got to be able to supply the demand — not
at $8000 a puppy, because that certainly will not supply
the demand, not for the average family like mine —
and we need to be able to make sure that the
temperament of the dog is right.
The reasoned amendment of the Leader of The
Nationals is incredibly important. It would allow the
bill to be taken off the table until a thorough
consultation is undertaken. We had some
consultation — a good start. And the inquiry — great.
But there is so much more that needs to be done if we
are going to make sure that this is a good outcome not
only for the animals — and that has to be our
paramount concern here. As I said, I am somebody
who has had animals their entire life. My beautiful cat
that passed away last year was more than 21 years old,
so they are treated well in our household. What we
have to make sure of is that animals are treated with
the greatest of respect, not just as a commodity; that
breeders who do it well are treated with respect; and
that families have something that is achievable, and
that is pet ownership.
There is nothing more joyous than seeing a child
playing in a park with a puppy. That is something that I
hope we can maintain for generations to come. I am
frightened that the bill before the house will actually
stop that for so many people — that there will not be an
opportunity for people to be able to be pet owners and
also have that amazing health benefit that pet
ownership has. We saw the calming benefit that
animals had on students in the Victorian certificate of
education exams over the last month. Some schools
were actually using dogs at the door of the exam location
to calm students down as they went in, so we know that
there are really good, positive health outcomes from pet
ownership and dealing with pets.
What I do not want to see is a lot of breeding going
underground, where we know that the outcomes for the
animals will be worse. What I do not want to see is pet
ownership becoming unaffordable for families like
mine and those in my electorate. What I do want to see
is good evidence-based practice in this state, and I do
not believe that is what we have before the house.
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Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (12:50) — I am pleased
to rise today to speak on the Domestic Animals
Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016.
Of course the Andrews Labor government made a very
clear commitment to the people of Victoria. We believe
that dogs belong in a family, not a factory, so I am very
pleased to speak on this bill today.
My electorate is home to many dogs and dog lovers,
including me and my toy poodle, Robbie. We went to
the election in 2014 with a commitment that we would
make our laws stronger and that we would toughen
protections for vulnerable animals. This bill delivers in
full on that commitment. We know that too many
breeding dogs and cats have lived in unchecked squalor
and too many animals have been put down because
they did not have a home. We also know that families
want to do the right thing. Members of my
community want to know that puppies and dogs that
they may purchase or adopt have come from reputable,
traceable breeders.
The community has sent a strong message to the
government and to all members of Parliament that the
appalling conditions experienced by many dogs in
puppy farms are not acceptable. That is why Labor is
taking action to stamp out industrial-scale breeding,
introduce lifetime traceability and better regulate the
sale and transfer of dogs. We know that large-scale,
commercial dog breeding establishments can fail to
provide sufficient socialisation and enrichment to
ensure the mental wellbeing of their breeding dogs and
that these dogs can suffer from behavioural problems,
poor socialisation and problems in bonding with
humans. The literature shows that puppies during the
first 16 weeks of life learn many of their social cues
from their mothers and that poor socialisation in the
mother can lead to poor socialisation and adaptive
behaviours in the puppies. Poorly socialised puppies
can be fearful, timid, aggressive and are potentially
unsuited to a family environment.
This government knows that Victorians consider their
pets to be members of the family. We believe that the
legislation regulating the breeding of dogs and cats
should reflect this. All dogs being bred must be
afforded the best possible welfare outcomes, so in
keeping with the principle of our commitment, no
puppy-breeding domestic animal business (DAB) will
be able to keep more than 10 fertile females with
council registration alone. A mandate to stamp out
large-scale puppy farming in Victoria is clear, and the
bill and house amendment fulfil this commitment.
Increased scrutiny will occur and any business wishing
to keep between 11 and 50 fertile females must pass a
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further inspection and approval by the chief veterinary
officer. There will be stricter reporting requirements,
increased qualifications for all staff members and clear
guidelines on the living and retirement arrangements
for all dogs on these properties. Only the responsible
minister can approve these establishments to operate
and an absolute ceiling of 50 fertile females applies.
Existing dog-breeding businesses have until 10 April
2020 to reduce their fertile female numbers by not
replacing retiring dogs. This natural attrition will
prevent a situation where breeders might have had a
large number of dogs on hand when the cap came into
effect. The fertile female limit will be imposed
straightaway on any new businesses.
The house amendment maintains our commitment to
prevent illegal underground backyard breeding while
minimising the regulatory burden for those people with
only a few breeding females. Owners of one or two
fertile females will no longer be required to register as a
domestic animal business as a result of this house
amendment. Instead, a person who keeps one or two
fertile females and advertises the puppies or kittens will
be defined as a microbreeder and there will be no
requirement to adhere to the Code of Practice for the
Operation of Breeding and Rearing Businesses for
these mum-and-dad breeders or accidental litters.
As required under current legislation, people who have
between three and 10 fertile females and are not
members of an applicable organisation will continue to
be required to register as a domestic animal business
and comply with the strong rules and regulations that
all Victorians expect. This inhibits the establishment of
a supply chain created by, for example, establishing a
breeding establishment in one municipality, a shelter in
a second and a pet shop in a third. Since the
introduction of the bill and the parliamentary inquiry
last year, the Minister for Agriculture has consulted
extensively on all elements of the bill. The government
took the time to listen to the needs of stakeholders and
the house amendment reflects the views of many.
On Saturday, I had the pleasure of attending the
Daylesford Show. It was great to be there with our
federal member for Ballarat, Catherine King. Every
year I might say, as representatives of that community,
we are there supporting the show and supporting the
agricultural society. We always have a stall there. The
Libs did not; they are fair-weather friends, as we know,
of our country shows and as for The Nationals, they
would not dare show their faces in Daylesford. But
there were a lot of dogs.
My electorate is home to many dog breeders who like
to show their dogs at shows in Daylesford, Kyneton,
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Romsey and Lancefield, and many of these breeders are
also active members of Dogs Victoria. Many of these
breeders have been in touch with me over the course of
the last 12 months or so, and I really thank them for
taking the time to write to me, ring me and meet with
me to discuss their concerns about some elements of the
bill as it was first presented to the house. I am very
pleased that the house amendment addresses the
legitimate concerns that were raised by hobby breeders.
As I have indicated, the bill has been subject to
extensive consultation and I wanted to document the
consultations between Minister Pulford; a
representative of the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources; and
Dogs Victoria, which have occurred on 11 occasions.
These have been very fruitful discussions and
conversations to address, as I said, some of those
legitimate concerns.
What does this bill do and what impact will it have on
hobby breeders in my electorate? The government
recognises that the overwhelming majority of
applicable organisation members — Dogs Victoria of
course being an applicable organisation — are
committed to high standards of animal welfare and to
providing the best care for the animals under their care.
But this has not always been the case and work is
required, and the government has worked closely with
Dogs Victoria to improve their welfare standards. To
back this in and give confidence to the public, the bill
codifies the need for an organisation’s code of ethics to
be binding on all members. The amended bill means
that Dogs Victoria members with up to 10 fertile
females will be exempt from registering with councils
as a domestic animal business and will not have to
comply with the Code of Practice for the Operation of
Breeding and Rearing Businesses 2015. I think this is a
sensible amendment, and I commend the minister for
bringing it to the house.
As I said, this bill addresses the key issue that was
raised with me regarding the initial bill, where
recreational breeders potentially had to register as
DABs. Dodgy puppy farmers will no longer be able to
use membership of Dogs Victoria to be invisible and
hide from authorities, because our expectation is that as
an applicable organisation Dogs Victoria is obligated to
ensure that their members abide by their code of ethics.
Recreational breeders will be registered on a new state
government database visible to new state government
intelligence officers, local authorised officers and the
RSPCA’s special investigations unit. I am very pleased
about the establishment of the new database, which is
to be known as the pet exchange register. Those on the
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other side have attempted to characterise this reform as
red tape, but in my mind it is critical to deliver on the
community’s expectation of us to further enhance
animal welfare in this state.
The pet exchange register will provide a unique source
number for anyone intending to advertise a cat or a dog,
including breeders registered with councils, applicable
organisation members, microbreeders and those
looking to rehome adult dogs and cats. The pet
exchange will enable the community to access more
information than ever before about the breeder and the
advertiser of their new pet. A key intent of this bill was
and remains to improve the traceability of all our pets.
People advertising puppies and kittens for sale in
Victoria will be required to advertise with the pet’s
microchip number and a unique source number
obtained from the pet exchange register. For the first
time Victorians will be able to verify pet advertisers to
be sure that their new pet is from a registered source. A
dog or cat advertised in Victoria will be required to
have a source number that will track for life where and
by whom the pet was bred. This breeder identification
will be permanently attached to the animal’s microchip
record. Through this bill and regulation to follow Labor
is introducing lifetime traceability for dogs and cats so
dodgy breeders will have nowhere to hide.
My contribution has focused on the impact this bill will
have on improving puppy and dog welfare, and that
reflects the interest of my constituents broadly, but I
would like to say to those cat lovers and bird fanciers
out there that this bill also works to support the welfare
of cats and birds. I am delighted that we are today
delivering on that very firm commitment. We have a
very strong mandate to introduce this legislation. I
commend the minister for all the work that she has
done on bringing the bill to the house. I commend this
bill to the house.
Sitting suspended 1.00 pm until 2.01 pm.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

GRIEVANCES
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) — The
question is:
That grievances be noted.

Energy policy
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (14:02) — I come here today
to grieve over the Premier’s energy policies and their
impact on Ripon’s households, businesses, hospitals
and aged-care facilities, and to contrast those failing
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policies with those on offer by the Liberal Party. Ripon
can well lay claim to the crown of Victoria’s wind
capital. We currently have 247 wind turbines installed
across five wind farms, the largest of course being at
Waubra. They have an installed capacity of
510 megawatts. I just went onto that very handy little
app that the minister mentioned the other day during
question time, and I checked the output of those wind
farms. As at 10 minutes ago we had the Waubra wind
farm outputting 33 megawatts, which is 17 per cent of
its installed capacity, Ararat wind farm was only down
on 31 megawatts, which is 13 per cent, and Challicum
Hills was also on 13 per cent. Across all of Ripon, even
though we have 247 turbines and 510 megawatts
installed, we are only currently producing
71 megawatts.
There are a number of additional proposals, some of
which have had some news recently, that will add a
further 276 turbines to Ripon. Some of these are very
large turbines indeed. While many of the projects
across Ripon have been welcomed, particularly by the
group of landholders who host them and who receive
financial benefit for doing so, I would say one,
Stockyard Hill, has had a long history of being a very
divisive project.
Wind energy is heavily promoted by this government
as being part of the solution to our energy woes, after
they caused the closure of Hazelwood and saw power
prices skyrocket. One of the things that the government
likes to talk about in relation to wind energy is the jobs.
Some of these go back some time, but I went through
all the media releases to look at the ongoing jobs that
these wind projects created for Ripon. The five existing
wind farms are currently providing 45 jobs across
Ripon. They are welcome jobs, those 45 jobs, but I will
put in context in a minute what that means for the
overall situation of employment in Ripon. When we
talk about the planned wind farms, we have 62 ongoing
jobs. So the great panacea, apparently, of wind energy
that will create jobs for Ripon — we have got 45 now
and we have got 62 coming.
They are all welcome — every single one of those jobs
is welcome — but to put those in context let us look at
the Stawell labour force. A number of these wind farms
are around Stawell. Stawell’s labour force has declined
by 423 people since the election of the Andrews Labor
government. I particularly highlight Stawell not only
because it does have wind towers and wind farms
around it but because Stawell was singled out by the
Premier prior to the last election. He made a specific
promise to create 400 jobs for Stawell.
Mr Katos interjected.
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Ms STALEY — Thank you, member for South
Barwon. ‘How’s that going?’. Well, they are 823 jobs
behind their promise — 823 behind their worthless
promise. They had better get on with it if they are going
to, in any way, make up their promise, which they
clearly have not delivered.
I want to talk further about Stawell and to grieve for the
lack of an answer on the Stawell goldmine. Stawell
Gold Mines put in a proposal to do an open-cut mine at
Big Hill, and there was an environment effects
statement (EES) done under the previous
Liberal-Nationals government. The project did not pass
the EES. The proposal was found to create harm, to
human health in particular, so it did not pass. As a result
the then planning minister went through the normal
process and did not approve the project, and that is
what you would expect given it did not pass the EES.
However, prior to the election and on two occasions
since, the current Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change has been to Stawell and has promised
the people of Stawell that this government would create
a process to get that mine approved. This has now been
going on for three years, and the mine has not been
approved. In fact Stawell Gold Mines has gone into a
care and maintenance phase. There is no project on the
horizon that it has an answer on. The company is
distraught. It cannot get an answer out of this
government as to the process. It is happy to go through
another EES. It believes it has resolved the issues
surrounding why it failed the first EES; however, this
government just refuses to engage with it. This is part
of the job losses we are seeing in Stawell, which are
directly related to the fact that this government
promised to create an approval process for Big Hill but
was unable to do so.
In relation to energy prices and their effects on the
people of Ripon, I quote from a piece that appeared on
27 October this year:
Recent analysis by the Ararat Advertiser shows residents in
Ararat now have the second highest per person rate of debt
collection complaints investigated by the electricity and water
ombudsman in Victoria.

Unfortunately this is not surprising. Many communities
across Ripon have many, many people who are on
fixed incomes, whether they be on pensions, Centrelink
benefits, disability benefits or are self-funded retirees.
They are just unable to absorb these incredibly high
energy price rises that they are experiencing because of
this government’s policies to introduce a 40 per cent
Victorian renewable energy target and to close
Hazelwood.
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The disadvantaged in my electorate, of whom there
are many, are doing it hard because of this
government’s energy policies. This week’s
announcement relating to one in 10 Victorians still
leaves nine out of 10 Ripon residents with no relief
from these extraordinarily high power prices. At the
same time, when we are talking about the need to
increase and encourage employment across Ripon, we
have employers facing a tripling of some power
bills — and a doubling of them is not uncommon.
Companies and manufacturers from those such as
AME, Gason and Action Steel Industries through to
Mortlock Hydroponics and Parkview Bakery — just
some of the companies, and they are right across
Ripon — have had to take very dramatic action to try to
pull their power bills into line. Action Steel is about to
put a lot of solar on their roof. AME has replaced
everything in their building with low-energy-use
appliances and lighting, yet their power bills continue to
rise. The key reason for this is that this government is
absolutely committed to their 40 per cent Victorian
renewable energy target, a target that the Liberal Party
opposes and will remove when it comes to government.
This minister has come out many times and claimed,
under direct questioning in this place, that no further
coalmines will close because of the 40 per cent
Victorian renewable energy target. We have repeatedly
asked her that in question time, and she has repeatedly
told us that this is all about putting more power into the
grid via the renewable energy projects, many of which,
as I have said, are in Ripon. Yet that is a nonsense. If
the point of a renewable energy target is to fight climate
change and to reduce emissions, and yet the minister
herself says that there will be no reduction in coal-fired
power in Victoria, by definition there is no reduction in
the emissions within the Victorian system through to
2025 or beyond. Either the minister continues to
mislead Victorians and in fact we will see the closure of
coal-fired power stations and through that a reduction in
emissions or we will not. Which is it? We cannot have
both. Yet the ministers seems to tell us in a magic
pudding kind of way that we can.
It is very similar to what the minister said to the people
of Stawell in relation to the Big Hill mine. She would
find a process, she would find a way through that would
get them around the problem of their EES. Well, she
has not found a way through. I have got to say that the
Minister for Planning has correctly, on more than one
occasion, noted that the project would need a new EES,
and that that is what the law says. And he has stuck to
that all the way through. That is our position too. We
are very happy to be on a unity ticket with the Minister
for Planning on this, and we just wish that the Minister
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for Energy, Environment and Climate Change would
take some action to get this project going — to
absolutely get this project going. I note there are many
flow-on effects from that gold mine closing. It is in a
care and maintenance phase at the moment, but the
exciting project of the underground physics lab relies
on that mine not being full of water. At some point they
will close down the care and maintenance phase and
then that new project will not go ahead.

Western Highway duplication
Ms STALEY — In the time I have left to me there
is one other issue across Ripon that I particularly want
to grieve for, and that is the Western Highway. In terms
of the history of this project, there is bipartisan support
at both the federal and state levels to duplicate the
Western Highway from Ballarat to Stawell. Under the
previous government large sections of that highway
were completed and the final section of the road from
Beaufort to Buangor was being built as this government
came to power. Since then not only have we had a
problem with Buangor to Ararat, which is very
complex — the fact that planning permit has expired is
entirely unacceptable and needs to be fixed — but this
government has also not gone to the federal
government and got the additional money that it
requires to finish the project.
Today in question time we heard about the people who,
because of the north-east link, will be in limbo for years
and years. There are plenty in my electorate who are in
that position. We have all these people who have got
their pegs in the ground at Great Western for a bypass
of Great Western, but the government has not gone and
got the funding to get this project going. These people
are in limbo. They cannot sell their farms because it has
not been determined that that is where the road will go
through. They cannot upgrade them. Just as people will
suffer this fate under the planning processes for the
north-east link, that is what we already have in Ripon.
This government has form on this. It just does not care
about leaving people in communities absolutely out on
a limb and unable to move forward because it has not
gone to the federal government. There is an agreement
in place that the federal government will pay 80 per
cent of this road duplication. You would have thought
this would have been pretty high up on the list of the
state government’s priorities. Here is a project into
which they have only got to put 20 per cent, but no,
they have not done the paperwork, they have not
progressed this project and it is completely stalled. The
people of Stawell and Ararat deserve to have this
project finished.
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One of the major reasons that this project was proposed
is the lack of safety on this road. In recent weeks we have
seen, very unfortunately and in fact tragically, a number
of double fatalities, most recently one at Beaufort on the
weekend, and we have seen other trucks roll over further
up the highway at Buangor. These incidents were as a
result of this road not being in suitable condition. This
government needs to get on and finish duplicating the
Western Highway. It is a bipartisan project. I do not
understand why they do not do it. Despite the
government’s rhetoric about wanting to win back Ripon,
clearly that is not something that interests them when
they cannot even get on with a project that is already
approved. I grieve for the people of Ripon suffering
under this Andrews Labor government.

Employment
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (14:17) — I rise today to grieve for the
threat posed by those opposite to Victorian jobs. At the
outset, let me assure the member for Ripon that we take
a very strong interest in Ripon. It is first and foremost in
our mind, and we look forward to that ticking over very
nicely come November next year. But on this side of
the house we believe in putting local workers and local
jobs first. That is why I was proud to stand next to the
Premier in Newport, which is in the member for
Williamstown’s electorate, earlier this week to
announce that we will be putting our local jobs policies
first and putting them into law, going that step further
from just having a policy to legislating and mandating
local jobs and local procurement.
Our locals jobs first policies, through the major project
skills guarantee (MPSG) and the Victorian Industry
Participation Policy, are already creating tens of
thousands of jobs, and it is time we went beyond good
Labor Party policy and set this policy in law. I am sure
those opposite will support it. We will also be setting
up a new local jobs first commissioner to make sure
that the law is protected, followed and adhered to. The
local jobs commissioner will also be an advocate for the
small and medium-sized enterprise sector from Stawell
right through to Sydenham. I can assure members that
this will be a leading industry advocate.
There will also be a new requirement on all government
agencies to buy local uniforms and locally
manufactured personal protective equipment. This will
include hi-vis vests, hard hats and safety goggles where
possible instead of importing gear from overseas. That
is what Labor governments do. We invest in the
infrastructure we need and use it to give jobs to
Victorians. For those opposite, it is in our DNA, but
you do not have to take my word for it. When it comes
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to major projects, just look at the Saturday editorial in
the Herald Sun, which says:
In all, the Andrews government has green-lit major
infrastructure spending the likes of which has not been seen
since the Kennett era.

The editorial goes on to say:
But as the final quarter begins, the opposition will have to
seriously lift its game …
… with little heard from the opposition front bench.

We have got one frontbencher here, and I am sure he
read the editorial and has taken a strong interest in it as
well. But those who were around before the last
election remember that dismal, wasteful term in
government, whether it was the war on paramedics or
whether it was the sustainable government initiative of
sacking 6000 public servants. The worst thing you can
do is to be an incoming government that actually has a
strategy to cut jobs. Why? Because it sends a very clear
message to the private sector that that is what they
should do too.
As a government you have to deal with the problems
you inherit, and what did we inherit? We inherited
nothing. We inherited nothing happening. There is a
record population boom — the biggest population
boom the state has seen — and we are now getting on
with projects. Whether it be Melbourne Metro, the
CityLink Tulla widening or the West Gate Tunnel —
whatever it is — this government is doing everything it
can do —
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form in this area. If they do get their hands on the
Treasury again, you will see cuts — whether it be
paramedics, whether it be teachers or whether it be the
Department of Health and Human Services — and
you will see a lot. When they were last in office
200 staff were cut from the Department of Health and
480 staff were cut from the Department of Justice.
As a former Parliamentary Secretary for Justice, I think
we are seeing incredible policies going through. We
have seen the working with children check and more
and more reforms to that. One thing I am always proud
to have been a part of was the parliamentary inquiry
into the drug ice. I remember an Age editorial at the
time which was headed ‘Ice report must spark
comprehensive action’. That was under the former
government. What did you see? Nothing. Actually you
did see something. I can still remember —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CARROLL — Yes, you saw dogs. The Premier
at the time, Denis Napthine, rushed in to say, ‘We’ve
funded an extra 11 sniffer dogs and an extra eight dogs
in rural and regional Victoria’. If that is your response
to crystal methamphetamine, the number one issue that
is causing all sorts of harm in our community, you have
some serious, serious issues.

Mr CARROLL — Including north-east link. I can
talk about the jobs and the local procurement, and it is a
very important policy that stacks up. Unlike those
opposite who left a 20-page business case on the east–
west link, which I think had a tram on the front of it, of
all things, we will actually release a business case to the
community and do everything we can to take the
community with us.

On the other hand, through the work of the Minister for
Mental Health in particular, you have got the Ice Action
Plan, led by the Premier himself, taking the best
responses from New Zealand. In New Zealand they
also have a comprehensive plan, and they call the drug,
as we learned and those opposite learned, P for pure.
By having a reporting mechanism straight to the top of
government, to the Prime Minister, or as we have here,
to the Premier, and hearing from health experts, justice
experts and the police and then developing a
comprehensive plan to tackle outlaw motorcycle gangs,
to see it as a prevention issue and to put more and more
rehab beds in regional Victoria, which we did not see
under the former government, you are seeing
comprehensive action being taken.

It has been a very good day, and I want to put on the
record my congratulations to the Minister for Health
in particular, who has led the debate on the
compassionate Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017.
But remember what we inherited: the war on
paramedics. The member for Williamstown knows
only too well, as the shadow minister at the time, the
work he did on the policy we took into government.
The interim report of March 2015 set a new agenda
for the minister to work with paramedics, not go to
war with them. We know that those opposite have

If you go on and look at the cuts to police, I can still
remember, and everyone remembers, what we inherited
when it came to police. It was a system of chaos, just
like the ambulance crisis. Now, through the work of the
Minister for Police, we are putting record funding into
police resources. Another thing that is close to the
member for Williamstown’s heart was the work done
through the Community Safety Statement 2017 but also
something that has not been done elsewhere, putting
400 custody offices into police stations to free up police
to get out and do what they are trained to do through the

Mr Katos interjected.
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police academy — to go out and apprehend offenders,
to do the job that they are trained to do and the job that
they were meant to be doing.
I could go on and on about the cuts. One cut, though,
which should never have been made, was in education.
Probably the best investment you can make, as all of us
know, is in education. It builds stronger communities
and helps young people right through their lives have
access to lifelong learning. I can still remember with
Essendon Keilor College that we had to bring the door
into Parliament to the then Minister for Education. He
then went out and said to the school it was disgusting
and unsafe, but not one dollar came. It was only when
we got into office that we put in $10 million to rebuild
Essendon Keilor College, something that I saw
firsthand in my own electorate of Niddrie.
We have the member for Mordialloc here. I was out
with him only recently talking about schools at
Beaumaris Secondary College. We made a $26 million
investment for a massive part of the community that is
growing. As the son of an electrician what I really
enjoyed out there was meeting a young girl called
Susie, who is doing her electrical apprenticeship. We
met many apprentices, all getting qualifications, their
start and their ticket through our local procurement
policies and our record investment in skills and
training. Our major projects skills guarantee will ensure
that our record investments through transport and
hospitals give people, young people in particular, their
ticket. We hope one day, as the Premier likes to say,
that they can look back on their career as they drive
through the Melbourne metropolitan area, past the Joan
Kirner Women’s and Children’s Hospital, and say,
‘That’s where I got my ticket through a Labor
government infrastructure investment, and this is where
I am today’.
Through our major projects skills guarantee we require
contractors on big infrastructure projects to have 10 per
cent of their labour —
Mr Wynne — How much?
Mr CARROLL — 10 per cent of their labour hours
completed by apprentices, trainees and engineering
cadets. This initiative will do a great job in stimulating
employment and vocational training, preparing young
Victorians to lead our infrastructure projects. At the
moment MPSG has applied to 37 projects, which will
generate over 1700 employment opportunities for
Victorian apprentices, trainees and engineering cadets.
These major projects include road and rail
infrastructure, new schools and hospitals and the
manufacture of new trains to get people home sooner
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and safer. This is a fantastic outcome for young people
who are trying to get their foot in the door and a career.
If you think about the former government, they did not
get any infrastructure underway. When it came to
schools, a company that was making portables had
never had such strong business because the former
government thought the way you build communities is
to put more portables in schools. We are putting
infrastructure and the investment needed into education
and school facilities for the 21st century, something that
we should all be very, very proud about.
There is another thing I want to touch on. We noticed
today that the Metro Tunnel has gone through another
stage of its commissioning with the naming of the train
stations. As a proud North Melbourne Football Club
member, as is the member for Richmond — another
North Melbourne Shinboner — we probably both
advocated for the name ‘Shinboner’ for one of the
stations. But we are very happy to have it as ‘North
Melbourne’ because that is the location and it is
synonymous with the community. I want to
congratulate the Minister for Public Transport for the
work she is doing. The Metro Tunnel is going to
transform not only the CBD but it is going to transform
this community. For the first time in a generation the
city loop will be untangled.
We saw only recently, through the Premier’s speech to
the Victorian Chamber of Commerce and Industry, that
we are going to get on with the job of building the
airport rail link. The Premier quite rightly announced
the airport rail link, but he did not go down to Spencer
Street to hand out tickets for it and tell people that, by
the way, you can actually catch a train there now. He is
going to make sure, through the work of the Minister
for Public Transport, that we do it properly and that we
make sure we open up the regions and we open up the
suburbs. I think that is going to be a fantastic thing for
Victoria. It goes very well with our narrative of getting
jobs and getting the state moving again.
I just want to say, though, that something only a Labor
government will do is to look after the most vulnerable
who are looking for work. The $68 million Jobs
Victoria program has been a runaway success in a little
over 12 months — 3700 young people are already in
work. It is averaging 40 to 50 people a week, and these
include people from backgrounds of family violence,
Indigenous Victorians and people who just need a start
in life and who would have got none under a Tory
government. They would have been on the scrap heap.
This Labor government is putting them to work and
giving them their start.
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With the member for Buninyong, we met a nice young
man, Phillip, who only recently began working at the
Ballarat Municipal Observatory & Museum. Phillip
was homeless. He is on the autism spectrum, and he
was getting no opportunities. The Andrews Labor
government’s Jobs Victoria program partnered him up
with a provider, Westvic Staffing Solutions. He is now
in employment and it is a win-win situation for him, his
family and his community. That was a great outcome.
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I could go on about our record, but make no mistake,
those opposite have been out in public talking about a
commission of audit. They do have a strategy to cut
jobs — 6000 public servants was their record when
they were last in office. You cannot risk it. Their first
budget speech when they came into office did not even
mention the word ‘jobs’ once. That is what we will
again inherit if we are not careful.

Regional Victoria
Mr Noonan interjected.
Mr CARROLL — It was life-changing, as the
member for Williamstown says. The member for
Buninyong, who was there, saw just what a change it
has made for young Phillip going forward.
We are also making sure we look after our former Ford
workers, our Toyota workers and our Holden workers.
We heard nothing from those opposite on the closure of
car manufacturing. The member for Dandenong knows
this very well through the work she has done out in the
south-east. We chaired a round table there only
recently. Shiny Embroidery in Fairfield has put on Ford
workers who have over 100 years of experience. In my
own electorate I have also seen over 100 years of Ford
experience — more than 10 workers who were
long-term employees at Ford — back in manufacturing,
back doing a job they did, because we do believe in
manufacturing.
We know that manufacturing and infrastructure build
great communities, which is why recently I was very
pleased to be with Gerry Ryan, the owner of Jayco,
addressing the community on what we are doing with
the manufacturing sector. We are working very hard.
We have the Advancing Victorian Manufacturing
statement that is going to make sure that, as we go
through the next stage of Industry 4.0, the workers in
the factories, through digitisation and automation, get
the skills — after those opposite cut TAFE — whether
it be a certificate II or III, and the vocational training
needed to make sure that they can be part of that
growing economy.
Jeff Connelly at Siemens also spoke at the
manufacturing showcase and he also showed what a
strong sector it is. In the past 10 years you have seen
manufacturing actually expand. The AIG’s monthly
performance and manufacturing index shows Victoria
at 2.9 points, increasing to 57.6 points in October,
representing a solid expansion over the last nine
months. In many respects manufacturing is going
through some of the biggest expansion it has seen in the
past decade.

Ms RYAN (Euroa) (14:32) — I rise today to grieve
for the people of country Victoria. I note that in the
Minister for Industry and Employment’s contribution
he made very little mention of country Victoria, but can
I tell you that there is a great degree of nervousness
sweeping across country Victoria at present because we
can see that a coalition between Labor and the Greens
is on the horizon. We can see that there is a coalition on
the horizon. The result in Northcote — and I
knowledge the presence of the member for Richmond
at the table — was a complete disaster for Labor. We
can see that post the election next year there is the very
real prospect that those on the opposite side will
endeavour to form a coalition with the Greens party,
and that will spell disaster for country Victoria.
The Leader of the Greens in the Council has made no
secret of the fact that her aim is to be in government. She
has spoken about being in coalition with the Labor Party.
We saw the first signs of what a coalition between Labor
and the Greens would look like during the Northcote
by-election. The Labor Party has been absolutely
hell-bent in recent months on out-greening the Greens to
the absolute detriment of country Victoria. This is not a
government reminiscent of the Bracks and Brumby era.
This is not a government that governs for the sensible
centre. It is a government that is hell-bent on being green
lite. Under Premier Andrews Labor has abandoned
workers. It was interesting to hear the Minister for
Industry and Employment, who is at the table —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms RYAN — Well, unemployment is up. Under
this government 750 people have lost their jobs at
Hazelwood. We are seeing jobs go at the Heyfield
timber mill. This is not a government that cares about
jobs. This is a government that has walked away from
the people it purports to represent. We know that a
government that Premier Andrews leads will do a deal
with the Greens because it cares more about power than
it does about people, and nowhere was that more
evident than in the Northcote by-election.
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One of the things that absolutely gobsmacked me was
that the Premier was willing to trade off animal welfare
outcomes. He was willing to trade off the livelihoods of
food producers in country Victoria not just by doing a
preference deal with the Animal Justice Party (AJP) but
by agreeing to implement their policies. I have looked
at some of their policies. They are against food
production of all kinds if it involves animals. They
advocate a plant-based diet only. They do not want to
see a wool industry.
Ms Ward — What?
Ms RYAN — The member for Eltham is
incredulous. She should have a look at the policies of a
party that her government has done a preference deal
with.
Ms Ward — Can you quote me where it says we
don’t support the wool industry?
Ms RYAN — The member for Eltham, perhaps you
should listen to me. I said that the Animal Justice Party
that you did a deal with states on their website that they
do not want any animal-based industries. The Animal
Justice Party candidate in Northcote, Nina Lenk, blew
the whistle on this deal. She told the Age that the
funding was offered in an effort to lure the microparty
away from its traditional loose affiliation with the
Greens. The article notes that whilst the Premier was
out there denying that Labor would change its policy
for it:
Animal Justice confirmed on Friday it had agreed to direct
preferences to Labor in return for more than $500 000 of
taxpayer-funded spending on the microparty’s favoured
causes.
…
The government’s announcement on 19 October, of a public
sector group called Animal Welfare Victoria which would
splash $500 000 on animal welfare causes in its first year of
operation, attracted little attention.
But AJP candidate Nina Lenk told the Age on Friday the
funding was offered in an effort to lure the microparty
away …
…
‘We’re preferencing Labor because they were offering us a
Victorian welfare group for animals. They were also offering
us about $500 000 for animal organisations and community
organisations’, Ms Lenk said.
‘Clare, the candidate, is vegan too and we obviously really
identify with those values as well and they’re going to
re-align the prevention of cruelty to animal acts.
‘So basically that’s why we gave our votes, our preferences to
Labor’.
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They were completely willing to trade away the future
of rural-based industries in order to hold an inner-city
seat. We saw that particularly with the commentary
around the great forest national park. We know that
there is a cabinet split in how those on the opposite side
view the great forest national park. We know that the
member for Bellarine, who is also the Minister for
Water and who used to be the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water, supports the
great forest national park. Back in 2015 when asked if
the proposal could become a reality within the
government’s first term, she told the Sunday Age:
Yes, I think so. I’m hoping that’s the case …
…
The national park is the long-term solution here. That’s where
we hope this process gets to …

That park will be a sure thing under a government that
is led by a Labor and Greens coalition. That will be
devastating for rural Victoria. Just 6 per cent of
Victoria’s native timber estate is available for harvest to
the timber industry. We already have
4.74 million hectares of native forest in Victoria that is
protected through national parks and conservation
reserves, and in many cases they are poorly managed.
They are overrun by invasive weeds, they are overrun
by feral deer, feral pigs and foxes, and in many cases
they are fire traps. If that park is created, it will spell the
end of the timber industry here in Victoria, and of
course we know that that is what the Greens want to
see. It will impact on more than 2000 direct jobs, which
will be lost, as well as thousands of downstream jobs.
In my own electorate of Benalla, Ryan & McNulty will
be put out of business. There are communities like
Powelltown which will be absolutely devastated. And
could the Greens or Labor give a stuff about that? No,
they could not, and do you know why they could not?
Because it is not in their communities. That is what
angers me about this. This is all about people making
policy for the communities they do not live in. That
park will devastate communities in Victoria, and we
know that that park will be a sure thing should there be
a coalition on the cards.
The Murray-Darling Basin Authority (MDBA) plan is
another issue that I have a great degree of nervousness
about. The Greens are advocating for sustainable
diversion limits of 4000 gigalitres. Currently, as of
30 September, 2106 gigalitres of water has been
returned to the environment. That is 76.6 per cent of the
current target. Northern Victoria communities are
struggling; they are absolutely struggling. We cannot
afford to lose more water, but we know that the Greens
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have an active policy to take more water and deliver it
back to the environment. They were not even happy
with the range that was articulated by the MDBA. They
wanted to lift it to 4000. I would suggest that those
opposite and the Greens party leave the city and get out
and talk to those northern Victoria communities which
are so desperately endeavouring to cope with that
reduction in water.
There are great employment impacts in the policies
proposed by the Greens. For example, they wish to ban
rodeos, which are great supporters of many of our
country communities. I know that there is a proposal to
return the rodeo in Euroa. Rodeos pump significant
investment back into local communities. There is a rodeo
at Buchan and at Orbost and at Omeo, and they fund
those small towns and small community groups. Should
the Greens ever attain government, that will be gone.
The Greens want to ban the live export trade. They
want to ban the trapping of wild dogs. They clearly
have no understanding, no comprehension at all, of the
damage that wild dogs inflict on rural communities —
the absolute devastation that they create.
They want to ban greyhound racing. Just yesterday
Labor and the Greens in the ACT worked together to
ban greyhound racing. The economic contribution of
that industry to Victoria is more than $400 million and
it supports more than 3000 jobs. In addition to the
indirect jobs that are lost, if Labor and the Greens form
a coalition we can expect to say goodbye to the track at
Ballarat, goodbye to the track at Bendigo, goodbye to
the track at Cranbourne and goodbye to the track at
Geelong. I do not know how Labor members feel about
this. We can say goodbye to the tracks at Healesville,
Horsham and Broadmeadows. The member for
Broadmeadows is in the chamber, as is the member for
Sale. We can say goodbye to the tracks at Sale,
Springvale, Shepparton, Traralgon, Warragul and
Warrnambool. The impact of that will be extraordinary.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms RYAN — I guarantee you that when you need
the numbers of the Greens you will capitulate and you
will sell out those industries in a second. You will sell
out food producers, you will sell out greyhound racing
and you will sell out small community events like
rodeos because we know that for you power is always
more important than people. You have proven that time
and time again.
Why don’t we have a look at the Country Fire
Authority (CFA)? We know that Labor and the Greens
are on a unity ticket on that one, don’t we? I think the
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Greens would be the only party that receives a greater
donation from the United Firefighters Union than the
Labor Party, so we can expect the bullying of the CFA
to continue. We will continue to see policies such as
cutting funding for small magazines like FireWise,
which is the backbone of our CFA volunteers.
Where will we go on energy? We have just heard from
the Minister for Industry and Employment, who was
talking about the jobs that Labor is supposedly creating,
but what about Hazelwood? We know that the Greens
have a policy for a 90 per cent renewable energy target
by 2030, and we know that the member for Prahran
said just this year that they have a plan to phase out
coal-fired power stations. So we know that, should
there be a coalition between Labor and the Greens, Loy
Yang will be gone and there will be further job losses in
the Latrobe Valley. We know already that in a bid to
buy Greens votes in Northcote Labor tripled the taxes
on the brown coal generators, leading to the closure of
Hazelwood. They forced the closure of Hazelwood.
We heard the member for Ripon earlier articulating the
difficulties that people in her community are facing
because of increases in electricity prices there. In my
own community of Benalla, D&R Henderson have
faced an increase of more than $2 million in their
energy costs in one year alone. They had their contracts
out for tender when Hazelwood announced that it was
closing, and overnight the cost of their electricity
contracts doubled. That is going to have flow-on
consequences to the community of Benalla, and we are
seeing that right around country Victoria.
Just last week I was speaking to the new owners of the
Queen Meadow Caravan Park in Heathcote. They are
really, really concerned about the impact that energy
prices are having, particularly on their permanent
residents. They are residents who are quite vulnerable,
and we have heard the Victorian Council of Social
Service warning of the impact of energy prices. This
government is more intent on implementing
Green-tinged policies than it is on looking after the
vulnerable in our community.
We know that at the end of next year if the seats of
Brunswick and Richmond go to the Greens, if the seat
of Albert Park goes to the Greens —
Mr Wynne — Settle down!
Ms RYAN — I am sorry, member for Richmond,
but you know that is in all likelihood the reality. These
are some of the policies that are going to come through.
I can tell you: people in country Victoria are very, very,
very worried about this. They are worried that those
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opposite will capitulate to the Greens party because
those opposite are more intent on holding onto power
than they are on protecting those communities. We
have seen demonstrations of that through the Northcote
by-election. We have seen that they are ready at the
drop of a hat to sell out communities in country
Victoria. It is very difficult after watching the outcome
of that by-election to have any confidence whatsoever
that those opposite will stand up for the interests of
country Victoria should they find themselves in a
coalition with the Greens after the next election.
Grievances interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER (14:47) — Before calling the
member for Broadmeadows, can I just welcome to the
chamber the Ambassador of Finland, Mr Lars
Backström, and his wife, Mrs Brigitta Backström.

GRIEVANCES
Grievances resumed.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (14:47) — We
have all prospered from the values of the
Enlightenment. Now, more than any time since the
1930s, such values are under siege. Comment is free
but facts are sacred. Now they are alternative.
Searching for the obtainable truth was hailed for
increasing knowledge. In the ‘post-truth’ era it is
rejected. Fake news used to be dismissed as
propaganda. Now it reverberates internationally
through echo chambers in mainstream and social
media. Evidence eventually trumps dogma, but what do
we lose in the meantime?
Nobel laureate Peter Doherty provided this insight:
… real advances in human wellbeing are based in discovery
and innovation, not in the dogmatic pronouncements of
dubious ‘leaders’ or in widely shared but uninformed views.
If you want to engage with a world where authority, belief,
fear, prejudice and ‘natural’ remedies ruled, take a look at life
as it was in the 13th century! Then think again how the
culture of reason, rigorous inquiry and innovation that defines
‘Western’ values since the time of the Enlightenment has so
transformed human existence. Ultimately —

Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member for Broadmeadows has been in this house long
enough to know that he should not be reading a speech.
If he wants to hand the speech over and have it tabled,
he should ask that it be tabled. It appears to me as
though he has been reading from the time he has been
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standing, and I would ask you to ask him whether or
not he is actually reading his speech, because if he is, he
should just hand it over.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the point of
order. Can I ask the member if he is referring to notes?
Mr McGUIRE — On the point of order, Speaker, I
was directly quoting the Nobel laureate Peter
Doherty — not the member for Burwood.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member has
clarified that he is quoting from a document. The
member to continue.
Mr McGUIRE — To finish:
Ultimately, the abandonment of reason and intellectual
integrity is not in the best interests of any of us.

Well, Peter Doherty has summed it up neatly, hasn’t he?
We have consensus on terrorism, jobs and growth. They
are the most critical issues that we confront. Such issues
are too important for politics but are mired in the way
the political system has been gamed, where parties
simply want to argue within a narrow grid of issues
instead of the broader public interest, where they want to
drive fear and anxiety as a political weapon and where
they use the chain reaction of race, rights and taxes to
divide communities. We know which party in this
Parliament does this: race, rights and taxes.
The Council of Australian Governments ignores the
place-based threat of terror in postcodes of
disadvantage at our peril. The need is critical and
urgent for a coordinated strategy between the three
tiers of government, business and civil society to
address such concerns where they are needed most.
This is why I renew my call for the Australian
government to be a partner in the Creating
Opportunity: Postcodes of Hope strategy.
Mr R. Smith — This is an outstanding contribution
by the member who claims to represent Broadmeadows
but I do not believe that we have a quorum. More people
should be here to listen to these pearls of wisdom.
Honourable members interjecting.
Quorum formed.
Mr McGUIRE — This is why I have renewed my
call for the Australian government to be a partner in the
Creating Opportunity: Postcodes of Hope strategy,
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which features a coordinated plan, including a city deal
for Melbourne’s north and a Smart Cities and Suburbs
initiative —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member for Yan Yean made commentary through
interjections that I found offensive, and I would ask her
to withdraw those comments.
The SPEAKER — I did not hear the remarks, but I
ask the member for Yan Yean to withdraw any
offensive remarks.
Ms Green — I actually have not said a thing, but if
the member was offended, I withdraw from saying
nothing.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member to
withdraw unconditionally.
Ms Green — I withdraw.
The SPEAKER — The member has withdrawn.
Mr McGUIRE — I renew my call for the
Australian government to be a partner in the Creating
Opportunity: Postcodes of Hope strategy, which
features a coordinated plan, including a city deal for
Melbourne’s north and a smart suburbs initiative for its
designated capital, Broadmeadows, which is struggling
under deindustrialisation.
Evidence is compelling that a coordinated strategy can
no longer be ignored. The Andrews Labor government
has established a new ministry of suburban
development and appointed me chair of a
Broadmeadows Revitalisation Board, which
coordinates two tiers of government, business and civil
society to address such concerns. It is in the national
interest and for the public benefit that the Turnbull
government address such questions of inequality,
forces that fuelled Brexit and the Trump ascendency.
If hardworking Australians do not believe they are
getting a fair go, the backlash will be against
globalisation, trade and innovation. It will be
inevitable. Making change a friend not an enemy is
critical right now. My plea to the Australian
government is for the politics of responsibility, not
simply ultimate ends.
Broadmeadows is an iconic flashpoint for defining
national concerns: globalisation, the demise of
manufacturing, population growth and multiculturalism,
new jobs and a fair go. It has evolved into a United
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Nations in one neighbourhood, where families from
more than 160 different countries now call Australia
home. Broadmeadows provides the opportunity to
deliver a proof of concept that we can provide a
template for other disadvantaged communities. This is
the critical point we need to come together on and
deliver. It is where the Australian government’s
commitment to jobs and growth must be proved.
Mr Wynne — Jobs and growth.
Mr McGUIRE — That silenced the opposition.
Jobs and growth must be proved where they are needed
most. That is the point. I am sure we would all agree
that the best form of welfare is gainful employment, so
we can address that issue.
Mr Wynne — The dignity of work.
Mr McGUIRE — The dignity of work, as the
Minister for Planning says, is critical.
One in 20 Australians is predicted to live in
Melbourne’s north within two decades, where the
increase of half a million people means the population,
already more than four times the size of Victoria’s
second-largest city, Geelong, will match the current
size of Adelaide. This is the exponential growth that I
know the Minister for Planning, who is at the table,
knows about and understands.
Boasting Australia’s largest concentration of
advanced manufacturing, Melbourne’s north also
features the highest proportion of undeveloped
industrial land in Melbourne, about 60 per cent,
defining it as the most sustainable and affordable
region to cope with population growth. Proximity to
the heart of the world’s most livable city, affordable
land, blue-chip infrastructure and booming population
provide the opportunity capital craves to help create a
21st-century vision.
My campaign for a city deal for Melbourne’s north is
making significant advances, winning overwhelming
support of community leaders at the recent northern
metropolitan region assembly attended by the Premier
and five cabinet ministers. The plan won 72 per cent of
the vote in the top category from about 160 community
leaders, including mayors and chief executive officers
from municipalities representing one of Australia’s
fastest growing regions. My call to action was to
deliver a Smart Cities and Suburbs deal for
Melbourne’s north, to aggregate assets and to create
opportunities for new industries, jobs, lifelong learning,
affordable housing and transport, to create the
20-minute city sought by the three tiers of government,
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business and civil society. The need to implement such
a strategy is vital and urgent.
To address the opposition, do you know why it is vital,
and urgent as well? Because in the one-term coalition
government we got the reverse Robin Hood. We had a
Minister for Planning, who is now the Leader of the
Opposition, who boasted in the media that he
represented from the upper house the good families
and people of Broadmeadows. Do you know what he
did? He did the reverse Robin Hood: he took the
money out. Has any local member done anything like
that? About $80 million out, and what did he do with
it? He redistributed it to Frankston. So there it is.
A City Deal is a vehicle for long-term transformational
change. It requires all levels of government, the private
sector and the community to commit to the vision for
Melbourne’s north by agreeing on a set of priority
projects for delivery in the medium to long term. The
local councils have come together and they want to work
to make sure that we can enable investment, economic
growth and flow-on benefits to the residents. So we have
the backing now of the local councils as well. A strong
and productive northern metropolitan region will actually
be able to benefit the economic and cultural development
not just of Victoria but also of Australia. This is really
how it works. We have the critical social infrastructure.
We have got Melbourne Airport; there are about
14 000 jobs there. We have got the —
Mr Wynne — Huge employment hub.
Mr McGUIRE — Yes. We have got the relocated
wholesale fruit and vegetable markets. We have got the
blue-chip infrastructure — two train lines in and a spur
into the Ford site. We have got the expanded
Tullamarine Freeway under the Andrews Labor
government. We have got the ring-road. We have got
Sydney Road. We have got the curfew-free airport at
the back door. They do not have to go to Greater
Western Sydney and provide $5 billion and say, ‘Well,
we’ll build it’. No. We have it. Let us leverage it; let us
make it work. The seven councils that are now coming
together are Banyule City Council, Darebin City
Council, Hume City Council, the Shire of Mitchell,
Moreland City Council, Nillumbik Shire Council and
the City of Whittlesea. This is the time for the
Australian government to actually become a partner. I
do want to acknowledge the Assistant Minister for
Cities and Digital Transformation, Angus Taylor. He
has given a positive response in writing, and I met him
one-on-one to discuss it. He sees that there is merit in
this, but we need to keep pursuing it.

Wednesday, 29 November 2017

The other critical reason is that we have now come to a
time where the culture war strategy to divide and
conquer has merged with the knowledge wars, leading
to anxiety, confusion and fear. This has also led to a
loss of trust in many institutions, especially politics,
where everyday people believe it is ruthlessly gamed
against them. Whipping up anxiety and fear is the
laziest politics. It solves nothing. Grievance cannot
govern. How do we sort the life-sustaining wheat? This
is what we need to do: we need to actually have a
proposition to get the Australian government to see that
they have to govern for all the country. They actually
have to be needs based, not just endlessly gaming for
self-interest. You cannot just turn around and give
$70 billion to Adelaide for the demise of their auto
industry and then deny Melbourne’s north access to an
unspent $1.324 billion, which I dug out of Senate
estimates committee hearings. They will not reinvest.
You cannot keep doing that, and here is a critical reason
why: discontented voters are increasingly questioning
the value of Australia’s democracy, with more than a
third of Australians saying the nation’s political system
needs major changes or even replacing. A substantial
minority of voters are even supportive of Australia
turning into an effective dictatorship, claiming it would
be good to have a strong leader who did not have to
bother with Parliament. These findings are contained in
recent survey results from the Scanlon Foundation and
Monash University’s mapping social cohesion
program, which has tracked the views of thousands of
Australians annually for a decade. The survey’s focus is
on gauging sentiment on immigration, discrimination
and cultural diversity, but it also quizzes people and
political trust. The latest survey shows 28 per cent do
not trust Canberra to do the right thing by the public, a
massive drop from the peak of 48 per cent in 2009.
We are at a critical time. We have to make up our
minds coming into a year of an election in the state of
Victoria that is likely to be followed by a federal
election. If the sensible centre cannot hold and the
major parties cannot do deals, the coalition bleeds to the
right, and that is One Nation. If the Labor Party bleeds
to the left, that is the Greens. I do not think they have
the answers. I think we have a unity ticket on that
proposition. If we do not act in the public interest, we
risk squandering what has been built up and what we
have enjoyed the benefits of for generations — an
enlightened approach to actually making decisions that
are based on evidence and that can actually deliver in
the public interest so people actually understand it, not
continually gaming the system endlessly by
appeasement of factions. This is what we have. Do not
squander the enlightenment and the inheritance of
future generations.
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Government performance
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) (15:02) — I rise to grieve
for all people of Victoria — to grieve for the total lack
of leadership that exists in the Andrews Labor
government, for a Premier who says one thing and does
another. Peter Mitchell on Channel 7 on 28 November
2014 — who could forget that as a pattern of things to
come? — said to the then Leader of the Opposition:
Daniel Andrews, all the polls say you will be Victoria’s next
Premier. If you are, do you promise Victorians here tonight
that you will not increase taxes or introduce any new taxes?

The now Premier said:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian …

But in government he is a Premier who says one thing
and does another. There are 11 new taxes and increases
on existing ones, including the fire services levy. When
a Premier cannot face the Victorian people and give
them the truth but says one thing and does another, he
totally erodes, as he has done, all trust that Victorians
have in him — eleven new taxes.
The Premier said once upon a time in relation to the
east–west link contracts that ‘only an irresponsible
political leader’ would walk away from existing
contracts. He said that in relation to the contracts for the
east–west link, and that makes him a very irresponsible
political leader by his own words. He then did the
opposite and cost Victorians $1.3 billion in wasted
taxpayer funds for a road that needs to be built, for a
road that needs to be decongested so that the biggest
drag on productivity for Victorians is actually dealt
with. Now the north-east link proposal to funnel over
100 000 more cars onto the Eastern Freeway only
provides the basis for understanding and knowing that
the east–west link must be provided. The east–west link
must be built first in order for that increased capacity on
the Eastern Freeway to be managed.
So we have people stuck in traffic in both the east and
the west. We have people stuck in traffic, which is
impacting on their time with their families, impacting
on their fuel costs, impacting on their productivity and
impacting on their ability to make a living. I recall the
many tradies who came up to me prior to the last
election and said they could not believe that the now
Premier was planning to rip up that contract. They
could not believe it. They could not believe they had
been dudded by someone who purported to be their
friend, who purported to be supporting them. This was
going to make it harder for them to go about their lives,
harder for them to do the jobs they needed to do and
harder for them to make a living.
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What we have is a Premier with his mates who has
recently spent over $140 million to try and win the
Northcote by-election — over $140 million and they
still lost to the Greens. They tried to outgreen the
Greens and they still lost. Make no mistake, this is a
Premier who flip-flops in the political wind because
nothing comes before Labor in his eyes — not
Victorians, not the vulnerable, no-one. He will spend
unlimited funds for his own purposes while other
Victorians go without.
He said he would not bring in euthanasia. He did. That
will leave untold vulnerable people exposed to the
mercy of those who wish to take advantage of them. He
has considered the position of what he calls a small
number of people and spent untold resources in doing
so. He has favoured them rather than the thousands of
Victorians who will go without proper and decent
palliative care as a result of their being starved of funds.
He says one thing and does another.
Then there is the shooting gallery. The Premier was
vehemently opposed to drug injecting rooms until the
Northcote by-election — and that was the difference.
We have got an unprincipled Premier who one week is
vehemently opposed and the very next week says, ‘You
can’t deny the evidence’. But the week before he could
deny the evidence, according to his own words. The
week he announced his change of heart on the shooting
gallery the evidence was compelling, yet it was not the
week before.
The closure of Hazelwood power station was not a
problem, but then they brought in diesel generators.
We called for a supermax facility to deal with youth
offenders. The Premier said we did not need one; in
fact he went on the attack. Now he suddenly admits
we need one.
Law and order private members bills that we have
introduced have been shut down by the Premier and
then later there have been admissions that we actually
need them. Police numbers were not a problem. He sat
on his hands for more than two years, saying there was
not a problem. He would not acknowledge that there is
a problem with crime in this state. Despite the coalition
calls, despite the soaring crime rate — nothing. Then a
light goes on. Suddenly there is recognition, not
because of the facts but because of the politics. That is
the only thing that spurs this Premier to act — the
politics, not the facts. It is the only reason that the
Premier has caved in to the demands of this side of the
house and everyone else in the state. While we have
increasing crime rates in Victoria to a level that we
have never seen before, the Premier still refuses to
acknowledge it. His ego comes first. As a result the
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crime rate has soared, and people live in fear and do not
feel safe. Our population is growing massively but our
police numbers have not kept pace.
Despite an increase in crime in Maroondah by
17.46 per cent, the number of police has been cut by
6 per cent. In November 2014 we had 93 per cent
equivalent full-time police. As at 30 September 2017
we had 87.53 per cent equivalent full-time police.
Mr Carroll interjected.
Ms RYALL — That is actually a reduction, for the
benefit of the Minister for Industry and Employment.
Yet my electorate of Ringwood, which includes
Maroondah, has grown significantly in population.
Another aspect of the culture of this government is
bullying. They say a fish rots from the head and that is
exactly what we see in the Andrews government. We
see bullying of a former minister and refusal —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms RYALL — I do not take bullying to be a
laughing matter, quite frankly. You can sit there and
crack jokes about it, but bullying is not a laughing
matter. What we see is a former minister bullied out of
her role. The mates of the Premier who are opposite are
calling out now. We had a former minister bullied out
of her role and a mate of the Premier, the head of the
United Firefighters Union (UFU), we heard, threatened
to put an axe through the head of that former minister.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Morris — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
I am having trouble hearing the member immediately
behind me over the noise coming from the other side. I
wonder if you might caution them on the level of noise.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — I ask the house to
come to order so we can hear the member on her feet.
Ms RYALL — What we have seen is a Premier
blatantly refusing to support his former minister. A
mate of the Premier, the head of the UFU, we heard,
spoke of the need for an axe to be put in the minister’s
head. The Premier in question time said, ‘Well, she can
complain if she wants to’ and refused to back her.
Instead he said, ‘Go and report it if you want to’. That
is not leadership; that is just more bullying. Imagine
being hung out to dry by a Premier who is condoning
that and saying, ‘Report it if you want’, when his MPs
are bullied by his mates. We have never heard the
Premier speak out against the UFU head, Peter
Marshall. We have never heard him condemn the
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words and the actions of this man, and we have never
heard him speak out against the bullying behaviour.
There are attempts to bully the former minister out of
this Parliament by denying her the upper house seat that
she was seeking. We have seen the board of the
Country Fire Authority sacked because they refused to
be bullied by this Premier; they were sacked because
they did not endorse his agenda. The former Minister
for Emergency Services stood up for them and the
Premier refused to support her.
We saw senior management at the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade and the Country Fire Authority bullied out of
their roles by the Premier on a mission to back one
man — one man over highly experienced, decorated,
distinguished, very, very long-serving, reputable senior
managers. We saw Lucinda Nolan, a very senior and
distinguished woman of enormous talent — 30 years
experience in the police force — brought in to drive
culture change. Those who understand organisational
development know that culture change can actually take
a few years to work its way through. In just over six
months she was driven out. She was bullied out. She was
driven out by the bullying Premier who said it was his
way or the highway. I would back a distinguished
woman of 30 years policing experience before I would
back this Premier, who says one thing and does another
and who has trashed the trust that Victorians might have
had in him. He puts himself and his Labor mates before
anyone else in this great state, and that is not leadership.
What we see is a culture of bullying within this
government, a culture that has infiltrated its ranks and
been allowed to prosper. It prospers because it is
condoned at the very top. Lives are affected, careers are
cut short, and who remains standing? The Premier and
those who are on his side. You are either with him, or
life will be very hard for you. That is the same way he
treats Victorians. There are always winners and losers
with the Premier. He is the most divisive Premier this
state has ever seen.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms RYALL — While those over there laugh and
joke and carry on, victims of crime suffer — victims of
crime in my community, the electorate of Ringwood.
Those opposite who are laughing and carrying on might
like to remember the very unfortunate and tragic case of
one of my constituents who was recently dragged under
a car with his motorbike and lost his life. I note that the
laughing has stopped. When it comes to victims of
crime, the perpetrators win because this Premier has
weakened the bail laws. He has weakened the bail laws
for youth offenders and refuses to strengthen sentencing
for repeat violent offenders.
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People in my community lose because they are stuck on
the Eastern Freeway, now backing up to Springvale
Road in the morning, travel taking longer than ever,
because the winners — those in the inner-city seats —
were more important at election time than the people in
my electorate of Ringwood, including tradies and
business owners. We have over 500 000 small business
owners in this state, and they lose because of the
Premier’s axing of east–west link.
There was also the axing of the fully funded airport rail
link. Victorians lose because of the Premier’s ego. It
was fully funded. This state should be renamed the
congestion state. We have huge population growth, no
population plan and no decentralisation plan. And
nothing is a problem, according to this Premier; nothing
is a problem unless he says it is. That is such arrogance.
He ripped up the east–west link contract and now wants
to funnel over 100 000 cars onto the Eastern Freeway.
The interesting thing is that he said he was taking that
to an election, but the recent ads on the radio are to the
contrary: ‘We’re building it’. One minute they are
taking it to an election and the next they are building it.
Can anyone trust this Premier, who says one thing and
does another?
As I said, for those opposite the fish rots from the head.
That is exactly what we see in this government. The rot
has set in over there, and Victorians are the ones that
are losing as a result of it. I condemn the behaviour, the
bullying and the failure to stick up for all Victorians. I
condemn the focus on the inner-city seats at the
expense of all Victorians and the absolute neglect of my
community because of the congestion that has been
caused by this Premier — a Premier who stands for
himself and his Labor mates and no-one else.

Education
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (15:17) — I
rise today to speak in the grievance debate on what I
consider to be one of the most important responsibilities
of any government, and that is the capacity of
government to provide every student in every school
with every opportunity to receive an excellent education.
My school experience in my senior years at Sunshine
West High School was to get up at 7.30 in the morning
and get myself to school early because there were not
enough teachers to teach in normal school hours. That
was in the Bolte-Thompson era. When embarking on
secondary college my own children could not be
guaranteed art, physical education, technology and
music specialist classes because of the cutbacks to
teaching and therefore curriculum in our government
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schools. That was the Kennett-Hayward government.
There is a pattern emerging.
As an MP in this house representing a growth area of
Melbourne where nearly 100 babies are born every
week, I note that unbelievably between 2010 and 2014
not one new school was opened. That was the
Baillieu-Napthine-Dixon regime. History shows me via
personal and political experiences that when the
Liberal-Nationals coalition are in power, when they sit
on the government benches, it is in their DNA that they
will not invest. They do not believe in investing in
Victorian children’s education.
So I grieve this afternoon for every student, every
teacher and every school community who will not want
to experience this lack of opportunity in their
educational settings if the conservatives again sit on this
side of the house. It is daunting to think that this
government’s commitment to building an Education
State could be undermined by the return of those
opposite to the Treasury benches. As I said, this is in
their DNA: undermining education.
The Liberal-Nationals government when they were last
in power cut $1 billion from TAFE. They closed
22 TAFE campuses and sacked 2400 TAFE teachers.
This was at a time when the Victorian economy was
pleading for skilled tradesmen, asking for trained
workers to shore up the growth and the productivity
that was happening in the Victorian economy. And then
there were more cuts and more cuts, with the scrapping
of the Victorian schools plan. The funding of school
infrastructure dropped to a mere $200 million a year.
What that meant was that when we came to
government there was not one new school to open in
2016. In fact during that time in the Narre Warren
South electorate not one new school was opened and
not one of my schools received any capital funding, and
they received a paucity of ongoing recurrent funding
for running programs.
You can contrast that now with three years of an
Andrews Labor government: over $16 million has been
spent on my local schools. In a couple of weeks I am
going to be down at Hampton Park Primary School,
which is in one of the poorest areas of my electorate. I
will be opening a new wing which will absolutely
revolutionise the teaching that will happen at that
school, and I have got to say they are happy about it.
But what really showed that the Liberals and The
Nationals, those strange bedfellows over there, do not
get what education is really about was the very nasty
scrapping of some of the programs that had so well
serviced our vulnerable families in our schools. The
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education maintenance allowance (EMA) went to
support our most vulnerable and needy families. It
helped them get the things they needed to get to school
and to have those little extra activities. It was nasty and
cruel, that scrapping, and it was so sneaky the way they
went about it. It was done in a two-stage approach; they
gave them a little bit, and then they took it all away.
I have got to say that when we came back into power,
we were determined to make sure that very important
allowance was restored in some sort of capacity. That is
why we provided $15.5 million to the State Schools
Relief fund to assist more families to get school
uniforms, books and stationery. Already 150 000 of
those items have been delivered to those families so
their kids can turn up to school, ready to learn. Labor
has also provided $148 million to help families get their
kids off to camps, school excursions and sports days.
There is nothing more embarrassing if you are a kid at
school than having to say, ‘I cannot go on a school
excursion’ or going up to the student welfare
coordinator and saying, ‘Miss, can I have a bit of
money, a bit of help?’.
This fund enables our kids to get out with their
friends, go about with their schoolmates and get out
and engage in learning in the real world. Make no
mistake, this support and the investment — it really is
an investment — is not only in each child, but an
investment in our community and in our economy as
well. It is really making a big difference to every
single one of those students and the families that
receive these payments.
Teachers are working in increasingly demanding
environments. You will not visit a school without
realising that schools have a lot on their agenda.
Frankly, as a community, as a political class we are all
asking more of them too. I was a teacher and a student
welfare coordinator and I also served as a school
counsellor at my children’s school. I have got to tell
you — and I see over and over again when I do visit
schools — that our teachers are being asked not only to
do more but they are asked to deal with much more
difficult issues. Yet they are still working day and night
to make sure the kids get a good quality education.
I notice the shadow Minister for Education is not in the
house. If he took some time to have a bit of a listen to
what is happening in our schools, he would realise that
some of the commentary that he has provided so far is
not quite accurate and frankly bodes very unwell for our
school system in the future. Let us have a look at what he
has had to say on school infrastructure. I quote:
These sorts of distractions —
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we are talking about school infrastructure here —
frankly, such as the matter of public importance we have
before us today with stuff about capital works budgets and the
like — do not change student performance at all.

He is an expert. He has become an expert on education
overnight. I would just like to say I picked up today’s
Age actually with a great article in it about Ms Martin, a
parent at a new school, South Melbourne primary,
which we are very proudly building. I quote:
Ms Martin said she was impressed by the school’s modern
design, flexible learning areas and Mr Creece’s —

he is the new principal —
track record opening two other schools.

Good leadership can make good schools as well.
She also liked the fact that the school was new, so parents
could create its community and culture.
‘That is exciting’, she said. ‘We can create a wonderful place
for our kids and the future’.

For the benefit of the shadow minister, infrastructure
makes a big difference.
Do you know one of the ways it is making a big
difference? It is also in the Age today — more wealthy
families are opting for state schools. They are going to
these schools, they are looking at them and more
wealthy families and middle-class families are coming
back into the state system because they can see the
education system is being invested in and their kids are
going to have great learning spaces to learn in. Even the
Age editorial goes on to say:
The state government is to be commended for its schools
building program.

Well, there is an endorsement, so listen up, shadow
minister. Then the shadow minister goes on to say —
he is talking about Victorian government schools across
the board, a generalisation:
There is a culture of mediocrity … that must change in
schools around Victoria …

I think that is a little bit of an overstatement and that
would be the kindest way I could put it, because when I
go to schools I actually see teachers and kids doing
amazing things in the classroom, just extraordinary
things. In fact I was just reading in the Age last week:
‘Australian students among world’s top performers
with this surprising skill’. Guess who joined in the
chorus? The Liberal shadow minister might want to
listen to the federal Liberal education minister:
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Federal education minister Simon Birmingham said
Australian schools were giving students the skills that
workforces were increasingly demanding.
‘As workforces become more and more globalised, it’s skills
like collaboration that can deliver significant competitive
advantages …

So top results and vital skills areas — that is a good
lesson for the shadow minister. Go into these schools
and actually have a look at what is happening. Instead
of bagging them out and calling them mediocre, you
will actually see some fantastic learning experiences
happening in some terrific infrastructure and our kids
heading to the top of the charts. Parents are voting with
their feet and going into these schools, and we are glad
to have them back as well.
I have got to say, you cannot go without parsing the
shadow minister’s comments — how do I say this in a
sensitive way, but I am not going to shy away from
it — his creepy obsession with sex education. I have
got to say that some of the commentary around this,
you really have to think about. You have to think about
what is going on over there. I have got to say one of the
things I have learned about education is that you leave
these sorts of areas to the experts. You develop an
evidence-based approach to delivering a program, and
before you make outrageous commentaries about what
is going on in classrooms you have a really good look
and find out exactly what is going on.
I suspect one of the reasons he has been elevated to the
shadow frontbench is to spread a bit of fear and
loathing around the education sector, because that is
what he is really good at. The fact is the reason why we
have Respectful Relationships, the reason why we have
programs like Safe Schools and the reason why we
have programs like Catching on Early — they are all
evidence-based and all our teachers are trained to
deliver these programs — is that we are being
challenged every day in our schools with problems that
most people in this house would not know about. Only
the other day a young teacher said to me that she had
had girls come up to her asking if it was appropriate,
because the boys had seen it on the internet, that they
should partake in anal sex. That is a pretty confronting
situation for a teacher to deal with, but I will tell you
what: it is not uncommon.
There are lots of issues like this where kids feel alienated
from school, they do not know how to say no, they do
not know where the appropriate services are and they do
not feel supported, and sometimes parents do not have
the answers and will not provide the answers. School is a
locality where kids often go to disclose. I have seen
examples where kids have disclosed in their writing that
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they are being abused in their own family, and therefore
it is up to the school to report.
These programs are necessary because our community
demands them. So instead of being a critic of them, I
think we have to sit back and think about how we can
make sure that our kids are empowered and assisted to
say no, that they have lessons to repudiate unwanted
advances, that they can call out discrimination and
bullying, that they can report incidents and we can
allow them to get on with their learning.
I grieve today because what I fear is that the opposition
and the shadow minister show all the signs of following
in the footsteps of previous Liberal governments — that
is, cutting and cutting education, not supporting our
staff, not supporting our expert educators and failing to
invest in our school infrastructure. I am very proud to
be part of a government that supports the Education
State. It is our number one priority. It is on our
numberplates. It is not there because it looks good; it is
there because we put the dollars behind it, we put the
energy behind it and we support every child in every
school to get the best quality education.

Government performance
Mr WATT (Burwood) (15:32) — I grieve for the
people of Victoria. I grieve for those in Victoria who
have a government that, firstly, does not listen, and
secondly, makes up statistics. The member for Narre
Warren South talked about schools being cut. Well, let
us talk about 1999 when there were 1631 government
schools in Victoria. At the end of the Bracks-Brumby
Labor governments there were 1548 government
schools in Victoria. If you want to talk about facts and
you want to talk about statistics, maybe we can talk
about the 83 schools in Victoria that were cut. We are
not just talking about schools being cut, because at the
end of the day we know that schools are built. We
know that there are growth areas. We know that
throughout Victoria there is growth. We know that
schools are planned, and we know that over 11 years
you would expect that the Bracks-Brumby governments
would have actually built some schools.
Mr Carroll — What is your source?
Mr WATT — The Minister for Industry and
Employment, who is at the table, asks: what is your
source? My source is none other than the Australian
Bureau of Statistics (ABS). All you need to do is a
Google search on ‘schools in Victoria’ and the ABS will
tell you. It was not the minister at the table and it was not
the Deputy Speaker because they were not here, but the
member for Narre Warren South has no excuse because
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she was a member of the government that cut schools in
Victoria. There were less schools in Victoria under the
Bracks-Brumby governments then there were under the
Kennett government. This furphy that members opposite
try to say that they are all for schools and they do not cut
schools — crap! Absolute crap! Have a look at the stats.
The ABS tells you the stats.

committed to before I was elected. We actually opened
the station seven days a week. I note that the Labor
candidate for Burwood at the last election in a brochure
made it very clear. He mentions a couple of other
things, but then he says that we will:

I was not going to grieve today about education
statistics and I was not going to grieve for all the
schools that were cut by the Bracks-Brumby
governments, but now that I have vented and got that
out of my system, now that I have allowed the stats to
tell the truth, maybe we should talk about the amount of
consultation that this government is willing to
undertake. Just under two weeks ago I stood in this
place and asked the Minister for Major Projects to
consult with my community. It may not surprise people
in this chamber — it certainly would not surprise
people in my community — that the Minister for Major
Projects would say to me that the action the member
had asked for around properly consulting was not one
that she agreed with. It may not surprise people. It
certainly does not surprise people in my community
that the Minister for Major Projects has a view that
properly consulting is not something that she agrees
with. It might actually surprise people in this
chamber — it certainly surprised my community and
surprised me — that she would actually put it on the
record. It surprised me that the minister would actually
tell the truth and tell the people of my community that
she does not agree with proper consultation.

Well, I would say the community of Ashburton has
seen crime increase by some 70-odd per cent since the
police station has been cut back to two days a week.
There has been no consultation with the community
about the closure of the Ashburton police station or the
reduction in the hours — no consultation. The
government has completely ignored them and tried to
pretend that it has not happened. What we have seen is
crime skyrocketing. Crime is skyrocketing in
Ashburton — not only in Ashburton but it is also
skyrocketing in Glen Iris. Those people that know my
electorate will know that Glen Iris is only a few
hundred metres away from that station. So there is
skyrocketing crime in Ashburton and Glen Iris while
the police station’s opening hours have been cut by
64 per cent.

The Markham estate in my electorate has been talked
about for some time. The government would want to
say that they have consulted with my electorate. The
problem is that talking to people is not consultation.
Talking down to people is not consultation. Ignoring
the views of people is not consultation. It became very
clear on 16 November that the Minister for Major
Projects, who is a senior minister in this government
and the Leader of the House, has put it on record that
proper consultation is not something that she will agree
to. And it is evident. It is surprising that she would say
it, but it is not surprising that she thinks it. If you look
at, say, the Ashburton police station in my electorate,
the former Labor government reduced the operating
hours of that station to two days a week. They did not
completely close it, but they reduced its operation to
two days a week. The then member for Burwood was
arguing and fighting and saying, ‘Oh, the Ashburton
police station’, but he was a member of the government
that cut its operating hours to two days a week.
When we got into government we opened the station.
We brought it up to seven days a week as we

… get a police presence in Ashburton that will keep our
community safe.

There is another thing that the government did not
consult on. They pretend that it has not been cut and
pretend that it has not been closed; the minister will tell
us that Burwood police station has not been closed. The
minister will tell us that the Andrews Labor government
has not closed a single police station. The hours have just
been adjusted — down to zero. The Burwood police
station has not been closed; the sign says it is closed, but
the minister says it has not been. The hours have been
cut — adjusted — down to zero. I would say that is
probably what people would consider a cut.
If you look at other things around consultation, we can
look at the Minister for Major Projects once again and
another project that she is actually responsible for not in
my electorate but just outside my electorate. She would
say, ‘Consultation? Yes, we did consultation on sky
rail’. Sky rail? Consultation? It did not happen. What
the government did was, firstly, they went to an
election and lied to people; secondly, now they are
trying to say they consulted when all they did was talk
at people. Talking at people is not consultation; talking
at people is just talking at people. Consultation requires
people to actually listen and act. If you want to talk
about consultation, it requires you to actually listen to
the concerns of the community, take those on board and
change some of your plans.
The minister, a couple of weeks ago, said that one of
the reasons she was not willing to consult with my
community was: even if she consulted, would we
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change our mind? Minister, that is not consultation; that
is information, and that is riding roughshod.
Consultation is about the minister and the government
listening to what the community has to say. It is also, I
must say, about the community listening to what the
government has to say. The community has tried to
listen, but they have not felt that the government has
listened in any capacity.
If you look at the Markham estate, the Markham estate
is a public housing estate. As a former public housing
tenant, I have never argued that we should remove
public housing from the Markham housing estate. I
have argued that what the government are doing down
there is they are actually diminishing the amount of
public housing. Before the government demolished the
buildings, there were 112 bedrooms that were available
for public housing tenants. If this proposal that the
government currently has goes ahead, what we are
talking about is a total quantum of 77 bedrooms for
public housing. We have a diminution of public
housing and a diminution of the number of tenants that
can be housed on this estate, so when the government
tries to tell us, ‘No, listen to us. It’s a good thing’, my
community knows it is not. The government will not
listen. The government will not consult because the
minister said:
… properly consulting is not one that I agree with …

Those were the words from the minister. I do not say
these because I choose to put words in her mouth.
That is a direct quote from Hansard of 16 November
2017, and anyone who is willing to look at Hansard
and have a look at the adjournment debate will find
those exact words:
The action that the member has asked for around properly
consulting is not one that I agree with …

We know that, and my community knows that, but we
are just shocked that the minister would actually put
those words into Hansard so that everybody could
see them.
If you want to talk about properly consulting, let us talk
about the planning changes that the government
introduced around the planning zones. Councils and
those in my area spent loads of dollars. Whitehorse City
Council tells me it was about $100 000 they spent on
their plans for zone changes. With no consultation —
no consultation with councils, no consultation with
community — at the swipe of a pen the Minister for
Planning just changed all of the zones and the
schedules, which completely changed the effect of the
zones that were put in place by councils.
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The fact is that now we have the capacity in a
neighbourhood residential zone to build unlimited
amounts of units on a block, when previously only two
were allowed in a neighbourhood residential zone.
Previously there was an 8-metre height limit; now the
government just says, ‘Well, we’ll make that nine. It
doesn’t matter’. There was a 9-metre height limit in a
general residential zone and the government says,
‘Well, what’s the difference? Nine or 11? It doesn’t
matter’. Consultation is the difference. You never asked
anybody. You actually never told anybody. You did not
consult. You did not even try to pretend you were
consulting on that.
This is the problem with this government, and this is
why I grieve today for the people of Victoria, who have
to put up with a government that does not listen and
does not consult. You only need to look at taxi licence
holders as a great example. The Minister for Roads and
Road Safety four years ago stood in this place and
talked about consultation and talked about
compensation, but now he backtracks. Now he runs
away. Now the minister who is responsible, the
Minister for Major Projects, who is also the Minister for
Public Transport, refuses to consult with taxi licence
holders and refuses to meet with them — just flat out
refuses. That is not consultation. It is not consultation if
you talk to people but do not listen to people.
Consultation requires a two-way conversation, and that
has not happened under this government. Taxi licence
holders have been dudded by this government. Many of
them campaigned for this government, many of them
were actually wearing red shirts on polling day handing
out information for the government, and now they have
had the government turn its back on them and refuse to
listen and refuse to talk.
If you want to talk about consultation — and the reason I
am grieving is the lack of consultation by a government
that does not care — you look at tolls on the Monash
Freeway. No-one in the government said to my
electorate that they were going to build a road in the
western suburbs and that my electorate would have to
pay for it. But that is exactly what this government is
doing. They are building a road so that the Treasurer can
get to his electorate office and get to Parliament, but my
electorate are going to pay for it. No-one asked, no-one
consulted, and when we talk about this, no-one listens.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WATT — The fact that I stand here and have
members of the government trying to shout me down
and yell over the top of me just confirms what I am
saying about a government that will not listen. It
confirms what I am saying about a government that will
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not consult. Consultation requires a two-way
conversation. It requires a government to listen. You
cannot listen if you are busy yelling over the top of
people. You cannot listen and you cannot consult if you
are just going to yell at people and you are just going to
talk at people. You are talking at them.
Let us talk about the Country Fire Authority (CFA).
While it does not affect my electorate so much, I do
have people in my electorate who are interested in the
CFA. The government once again intends to ride
roughshod over tens of thousands of volunteers with no
consultation, just information — and poor information
at that. I have to say that it is limited information. No
consultation: you will just do what I say and get out of
the way. That is the way this government tries to do
business. The north-east link is a classic example of
this. The government will not consult; the government
will not listen. What the government will say is, ‘It’s
our way and get out of the way. We’re going to do it
and we don’t care what you think’. That is the Andrews
Labor government. They are a government that do not
give a toss. They do not care and they do not listen.
They will not consult. I grieve for the people of
Victoria. I grieve for the lack of consultation by this
government and the minister who says she does not
agree with consultation.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Education funding
Ms WARD (Eltham) (15:47) — Before starting my
contribution to this grievance debate I would like to
acknowledge and pay my respects to the elders who are
here today, and in particular to Aunty Pam Pederson
from my own community. I grieve that those here today
had to hear that diatribe.
I grieve that the Liberal Party still cannot come up with
an original idea. I grieve about how disconnected they
are from our communities and the things that are
important to our communities. I grieve deeply. We know
that the Liberal Party has come up with this new idea, yet
again another new and original idea, to set up a
commission of audit. We have never seen that happen
before, but we know what a commission of audit really
is. A commission of audit is a razor gang. A commission
of audit is about slashing, cutting, slashing, cutting.
A commission of audit will once again see funding
ripped out of our TAFEs and educational support
services. This is why I say that those opposite are
disconnected from our communities, because education
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is the number one priority of our communities. Our
communities know —
Mr Morris — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the claims being made by the member for Eltham are
false. They are unsourced and they are untrue.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — I need a point of
order, member for Mornington.
Mr Morris — I ask you to ask her to withdraw
them. They are false claims. She is misleading the
house.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Did you find those
remarks personally offensive? Otherwise she is not
required to withdraw.
Mr Morris — They aren’t personally offensive.
They are just plain wrong.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — There is no point of
order.
Ms WARD — In the people’s friend, the Sunday
Herald Sun, on 15 October the editorial 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.

We know this will be cut, cut, cut.
Mr Edbrooke interjected.
Ms WARD — Exactly right, member for Frankston:
this is about cuts. This is about who can we sack, what
can we close, what can we get rid of and how do we not
invest in our communities? Those opposite do not like
investing in communities They do not like to create
opportunities. They like to slash and burn and cut. That
is exactly what they do. Indeed it is in their DNA.
When they were in government we saw that they
slashed $1 billion out of the TAFE sector. They closed
22 TAFE campuses and sacked 2400 TAFE teachers
and staff. They cut my TAFE campus at
Greensborough, the only campus in the outer
north-east. Outer suburban areas need infrastructure,
need support and need educational services desperately,
but they cut Greensborough. They also cut Swinburne
Lilydale, TAFE Farmtec, Advance TAFE Sale, Cafe
Rossi, Advance TAFE Sale, SEATS, and Advance
TAFE Forestech. They cut Advance TAFE outreach
centres at Yarram, Orbost, Heyfield, Buchan and Swifts
Creek. They cut Bendigo TAFE in Kerang, Bendigo
TAFE in Maryborough, Kangan Institute in Coburg,
Kangan Institute in Moreland, Kangan Institute in
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Richmond, Melbourne Polytechnic in Ararat, South
West TAFE in Glenormiston, William Angliss in
Cranbourne, VU Sunbury, VU Newport, Federation
University in Ararat and Federation University in
Stawell. That is what they took money out of. That is
where they ripped out opportunities from communities.
I cannot understand why they resist and resent giving
people opportunities, because that is exactly what
TAFE does and what TAFE gives. TAFE gives
opportunities. It helps people who do not want to go to
university but who want to pick up skills. It helps
people who want to retrain. It helps women who want
to go back to work after having time with their babies
and children. It helps people find pathways. That is
exactly what this government knows TAFE institutes
do. That is why we have put $320 million into TAFE,
That is why we opened Greensborough TAFE after
those opposite closed it. It is, I am pleased to tell you,
Acting Speaker, a thriving campus. It is a thriving
community. It has things happening on that campus that
have never happened before.
It has the Banyule Nillumbik local learning and
employment network located there. It has the
Melbourne Innovation Centre located there. It has a
career centre located there. It has the Diamond Valley
Learning Centre located there for Victorian certificate
of applied learning kids, kids who do not fit into
mainstream schools, kids who need tailored pathways
to make sure that they get the education and training
they need. They are doing it in a state-of-the-art campus
that shows them how much this government respects
them. We respect their needs; we respect what they
need to do to get ahead. We are not providing them
with a small, tiny room. We are providing them with
actual locations where they can do real work and be
respected for that. We do not want to throw them on the
scrap heap, we do not want to ignore them, we do not
want to deny them opportunities. We want to give them
opportunities and we want to give them the hand-up
that they need to succeed. This government is doing
exactly that, because it knows that TAFE is important.
When you neglect TAFE you neglect your
communities. When you neglect TAFE you neglect
your economy, because your economy cannot thrive
unless you have people with jobs, and with skills and
training and opportunities.
When you slash that, when you take that away, you are
taking pathways away from people. You are giving
them dead-end roads. You are not giving them what
they need. Those opposite still fail to understand the
absolute importance of TAFE. I do not know why that
is. I do not whether it is the snob factor, whether they
think that TAFE is not worth investing in. We know it
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is absolutely important to our people and to our
communities. I have doorknocked my community
plenty of times. In doorknocking I have come across
TAFE teachers who lost their jobs under the previous
government. I have come across students who had to
travel from Greensborough to Preston because their
Greensborough campus got closed and then they got
shunted from Preston to Prahran. They had to commute
from Eltham to Prahran to attend to their TAFE courses
when before they travelled 10 minutes up the road to
Greensborough. That is not helping people to get the
training and skills they need. That is hindering them.
That is putting roadblocks and obstacles in their paths.
When you close TAFE you close opportunity and you
shut down a part of the state’s economy, and that is
exactly what those opposite did. We know — and this
is why I grieve — they will do that again if they are
elected, because they have already flagged this and
have already put this forward.
I would like to say that with the Libs this is a bit of back
to the future — but it is not, because there is no future
in the Victorian Liberal Party because there are no
innovative thoughts in the Victorian Liberal Party. We
have seen this play out before, and in fact we are seeing
this in the federal space. We are seeing the federal
government show their contempt for TAFE. Over
$600 million is to be slashed from their skills, training
and TAFE budget. This also includes cuts in Victoria.
So what does Labor do? We do what they will not do:
we invest in TAFE, we invest in the futures of our
young people, we invest in the futures of those who
want to retrain and we invest in the futures of those
who are retrenched and who need to find new
pathways. We create skills and job centres: we invest
$15 million in opening skills and job centres in our
TAFEs to help people find pathways to employment
and to help employers find those who want jobs. We
are helping people get ahead. We are helping people be
a part of our changing economy, an economy that is
changing quickly and speedily, and an economy that is
hard to keep up with. And we need to keep up with it.
We need a government that also moves quickly. We
need a government that can see where things are
happening, not a government that wants to cut and slash
but a government that wants to invest, to see where the
future is and to understand where future opportunities
lie. This is what the Andrews Labor government does,
and I grieve for the fact that those opposite still cannot
keep up, that they are still not a part of this game and
that they still do not understand the importance of what
is happening in this state and the important changes that
are happening in this state. They have not been able to
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harness that energy and move with it. They just want to
slash and burn again and again and again instead of
investing in people, investing where it is needed and
investing where it is necessary.
We had a strong community campaign in my
community to keep TAFE. They wanted their TAFE to
be reopened, and they wanted their TAFE reopened
because they love TAFE. They love TAFE because
they understand the importance of TAFE. The member
for Yan Yean, the member for Ivanhoe, you, Speaker,
as the member for Bundoora, and I, had thousands of
people sign the petition to reopen Greensborough
TAFE. I am so glad that this government honoured that
commitment and invested the $10 million to reopen it.
The other thing that we are doing at Greensborough
TAFE is investing $10 million to build a new
Banyule-Nillumbik Tech School there. This is going to
be amazing. The opportunities that will be offered to
our local schools to come into this tech school and
discover things that they did not know were even
possible is just wonderful. We have got 18 schools
engaged with the site that are going to come in and
have masterclasses and engage with the innovation
centre. Out of that, we are going to have kids growing
their own start-ups in early high school, kids with
amazing ideas.
I met a young girl today, who is still in primary school,
who has already come up with an invention. She has
invented something that I know will be picked up. It
has already been patented. She is going to market this
invention, and it is going to be absolutely fantastic. The
member for Mordialloc, she is your constituent. She is
an amazing young woman. Our tech schools are going
to be able to grab these kids — these young women and
men — and help them shine, develop and expand these
amazing ideas they have got. These kids are so
connected. They are so switched on. They have such
fantastic ideas. We want to harness them, we want to
grab them, we want to engage them and we want to
help them make things happen, and our tech schools are
going to be able to do exactly that.
I go back to my earlier point that we want to invest in
people, we want to invest in our communities and we
want to invest in education. As I said, I fail to
understand why those opposite do not want to harness
the opportunities, the dreams and the abilities of our
young people. Why don’t they want to get on board,
and why do they want to keep slashing money from
where it is really needed? The importance of education
and training cannot be underestimated. We have to
keep investing in it, we have to keep growing it and we
have to keep expanding it because it is the way forward.
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It is the way that we ensure the longevity and stability
of our state.
The last Labor federal government increased
commonwealth annual funding for vocational
educational and training by 25 per cent in real terms
with over $16 billion invested over five years as well as
invested in TAFE campus infrastructure and
technology upgrades. As we can see, this happens with
both federal Labor and state Labor governments. We
invest in TAFE, we invest in education, we invest in
training, we invest in jobs and we invest in skills. We
invest in our people because people matter. People
actually matter. We do not want to rip the carpet out
from under them. We want to create jobs. When you
have jobs and when you have education, you have a
stable community and you have a stable economy.
That is much better than the four years of inaction from
those over there, when all they did was slash and burn
and rip the money out of TAFEs, not invest in our
schools and not invest at all. They can all talk about
their bottom line, but a bottom line does not mean
anything if people are suffering and if people are being
left behind. You have got to put people first. It is
putting people first that matters. It is the people in this
community and the people in this state that really
matter. It is not the nonsense that comes from over the
other side that matters, whether they are banging on
about the Safe Schools program or whether they are
banging on about the variety of crazy, marginal issues. I
say to them: talk about the things that actually matter to
people, talk about how you are going to create
opportunities for them, talk about how you are going to
create jobs for them and talk about how you are going
to invest in health care to make sure that people have a
world-class health system. Put people first. Do not put
them behind you so that you cannot see them and so
that you do not understand what their real needs are.
I grieve for the fact that we have a Liberal Party that
has still not managed to grow up and keep pace with the
21st century, that is still looking at old economy ways
and that is still looking to slash and burn opportunities
when it comes to education and investment. I look to
this government and this party, which do put people
first, which do invest in education and do an excellent
job of it.
Question agreed to.
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Member for Northcote
The SPEAKER — It is now time for the member
for Northcote’s inaugural speech. I remind members a
tradition of the house is that inaugural speeches are
heard in silence.
Ms THORPE (Northcote) (16:02) — I would like
to acknowledge the Wurundjeri Willam and Yalukit
Willam clans — two of 300 clans and 38 language
groups in Victoria who have never ceded sovereignty. I
stand before you today a proud Gunnai-Gunditjmara
woman, living on Wurundjeri country. For an
Aboriginal kid who grew up in public housing and left
school at 14, taking my seat in this chamber is
something I was told could never happen. Too many of
our kids grow up believing this. Their lives are debated
but not reflected in our political system. As long as
those voices are missing from the heart of our
democracy, we limit our children’s potential. They
cannot be what they cannot see. This is why today
matters. It is a moment 161 years in the making, and it
does not only belong to me. I have been inundated with
messages from Aboriginal people across the country. I
speak today on behalf of them. I am honoured to be the
first Aboriginal woman elected to the Victorian
Parliament. We have sustained and protected this land
for thousands of years, and now in Victoria we finally
have a say in how our land is governed.
I am also proud to embark on this journey as a Greens
MP, a party that shares my passion for social justice,
protecting country and giving voice to those who would
otherwise not have one. And I am honoured to
represent Northcote, a diverse and compassionate
community of vibrant multiculturalism, youthful
innovation and a real sense of optimism. From the peak
of Ruckers Hill all the way to the waterways that
surround us on three sides — the Darebin and Merri
creeks to the east and west and the mighty Birrarung
flowing to the south — Northcote is a place of natural
beauty, and I am so proud to call it home. I want to take
this opportunity to say to every resident of Northcote,
Thornbury, Alphington, Fairfield, Preston South and
West Preston: whether you voted for me or not, I
promise I will not let you down.
I also want to acknowledge that the road to this moment
came about in tragic circumstances after the untimely
passing of Fiona Richardson. I extend my heartfelt
condolences to her family, friends and colleagues. As a
survivor of domestic violence I am personally grateful
to Fiona for the work she has done in increasing
protections for women.
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The possum skin cloak I wore when I walked into
Parliament today was made for me by the Loddon
Campaspe Indigenous family violence action group and
the Centre for Non-Violence. It was hand sewn by a
community who share my country and presented to me
this week by Aunty Beryl, a Gunnai-Gunditjmara elder
from the Victorian Aboriginal embassy.
I stand here on the shoulders of my ancestors. None of
this would have been possible without the strong line of
Aboriginal women before me. They taught me
resilience, self-determination and the importance of
standing up against injustice. My nan, Alma Thorpe,
who is here today, has worked her whole life for
grassroots community change. Raised in Fitzroy, she
left school at 12 to work in a shoe factory and support
her family. Her mum, my great-grandmother Edna,
came to the area after being forced off the Framlingham
Aboriginal reserve near Warrnambool as part of the
White Australia assimilation policy during the Great
Depression. The house Nan grew up in was run-down
and often had no electricity. Everyone had to do their
bit. But she never looked for pity.
Self-determination was at the heart of everything she
taught me. Her motto has always been ‘You get up and
you have a go’, and she did. After the 1967 referendum
gave Aboriginal people the right to vote she applied for
a loan that helped her and my nan Edna set up the
Victorian Aboriginal Health Service. That service saved
lives and helped hundreds of thousands of people
across this country. To this day it continues to be a vital
community hub.
Growing up, Nan’s house was a magnet for political
discussion. I would listen to the tough conversations
our elders had about how they could improve the lives
of Aboriginal people. It was not just talk; my family’s
activism started at home. Nan took in countless people
and offered them a safe place to live — like Uncle Lou,
a soldier who grew up on an Aboriginal mission where
he contracted tuberculosis. If it was not for Nan, he
would have had nowhere to go.
It was this upbringing that taught me community is
everything. They say it takes a village to raise a child,
and that is the life I have known. Growing up in a
public housing estate I knew everyone. When mum was
out working I would go downstairs to the homework
club with the other kids and feel that sense of safety and
belonging. Later in life as a young single mum, public
housing gave my son and I stability and community. It
helped shape the father he is today. From the Turkish
neighbour who brought us homemade pizza to the
elderly lollipop man who lived on the ground floor,
people in public housing communities took care of each
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other. We cannot remove the only support and security
these people have.
At Walker Street in Northcote, one of nine public
housing sites across Melbourne being sold to developers,
I recently met a family who came to Australia from
Somalia. They were anxious that being forced from the
community they love will make it harder for their young
Muslim son to be accepted. One of the most important
jobs in this Parliament is to look after the vulnerable in
our community. We cannot marginalise these families.
Everyone deserves a safe place to call home, and that is
why we must do politics differently. The profits of
developers cannot be put before people. Gambling
companies must not be allowed to destroy our
communities with pokie machines. The system is rigged
against the little guy because of dodgy donations flowing
into politics. It has to stop.
We need fairness and we need transparency. We need
leaders who understand the importance of protecting
country, have the guts to tackle climate change and will
stand up to the mining companies poisoning our land.
We need to protect our native forests from logging and
create a great forest national park. As a young woman I
led the protest to save the Nowa Nowa gorge from a
pipeline that would have destroyed one of the most
beautiful places in our state.
I have stood in front of bulldozers, and I will continue
to stand up for our communities and our environment.
There is a fire in my belly for justice, equality and
protecting country. I will bring that to this Parliament.
Nan always said politics was my destiny. I cannot
separate my culture from my politics. When your
people have fought for centuries to survive, it teaches
you how to face up to those who hold power.
Being Aboriginal is not all I am, but it is the centre of
who I am. My mother’s family lived their lives as
refugees in their own country on Gunnai land in
Gippsland. They were poisoned, shot and herded off
cliffs in one of the most ruthless and systematic
attempted genocides the world has ever seen. The
survivors were rounded up onto Lake Tyers mission
and imprisoned on rations. Decisions made in this very
chamber took our language away, removed children
from our families and forced us from our land. Those
scars run deep for all Aboriginal people.
But despite the deep sense of loss, I grew up
surrounded by people who refused to give in to
hopelessness. Nan Alma taught me to stand up for our
community and always stay true to myself: ‘Never
forget where you come from. Never forget our people’.
So I fought hard for my identity. At school, where my
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cousin and I were the only two black kids, I was picked
on by students and teachers for being Aboriginal. It
only made me more determined. I never felt for one
moment that I could be beaten down. It does not matter
where you come from or who you are, education should
be accessible for everyone. Today we are joined by
Aboriginal students from schools across the Northcote
electorate and my daughter, who is going into year 12. I
promise that I will fight for you to have the
opportunities that I never had. And I look forward to
seeing the school funding you have been promised
delivered in full.
Although I left school early, I went to work
straightaway. I have not stopped working since. Every
job I have had, in health, housing, employment and
land rights, has been about empowering those who have
been denied opportunity. As Victorian NAIDOC chair,
I was proud we delivered a calendar of inclusive events,
including NAIDOC’s first-ever Pride Awards.
Bringing community together is at the core of who I
am. I have always been a fighter, but it breaks my heart
to think of all the Aboriginal people who have lost that
will to survive. There is trauma passed down through
generations and entrenched by society that does not see
our humanity and treats us only as a problem to be
fixed. Many of the kids I grew up with are gone, lost to
drugs and alcohol, chronic illness and suicide. I have
been to too many funerals for someone my age and I do
not want my nine-year-old daughter to have to go
through the same. Something has to change.
In Victoria in 2017 Aboriginal children are still being
removed from families, our literacy rates are amongst
the lowest in the state and our people are locked up at a
rate 11 times higher than the general population. This is
not because of fundamental flaws in their character but
because of a system that has written them off. For some
of the elders in our community it has led to a sense of
profound despair. They see the extreme poverty, the
forced closures of Aboriginal communities and
skyrocketing suicide rates, and they ask, ‘Has anything
really changed since our ancestors were wiped from
this land?’.
Clinton Pryor, a young Aboriginal man, walked
6000 kilometres across the country out of a sense of
desperation. He walked and gathered stories, many of
them soul-destroying. It was a heavy burden for a
young man, but he listened — and that is what
politicians must do. Our First People must be at the
centre of decision-making processes. We need a
clan-based treaty to ensure self-determination is at the
heart of our future. We are not a problem to be fixed.
We are the custodians of this land and the oldest living
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culture in the world. We must be heard. For those who
feel they are not being counted, for those who have lost
the will to fight and for those who are no longer with
us, I will be that voice. I will fight for you. You have
my word, and I will never sell you out.
I extend this promise to all the people of Northcote.
Whatever your heritage or cultural background, you
are part of a community that I am so proud to call
home. My commitment to you is to act with integrity.
I will have the courage to put our community first,
even when those decisions are tough. And I will
respect and protect this land which we all share.
Together we can walk forward to a more hopeful
future for our kids and grandkids.
I am grateful to many people for getting me here today:
firstly, to my ancestors, whose spirit of strength and
guidance I feel with me every day of this journey; to
my elders, my family and my friends; to the staunch
black activists who paved the way for a kid from the
commission flats to make it all the way to the Victorian
Parliament; to the Greens, who had faith in me from the
beginning; to my parliamentary colleagues, for their
support; to my campaign team and my wonderful
volunteers, I will never be able to thank you enough for
you hard work, dedication and passion; and to my
children and my grandchildren, I know the work I do
has come at a cost to you.
I want to finish today with a story that sums up what
this moment means. It is a story of a seven-year-old
Aboriginal boy with autism called Eli from Penders
Grove Primary School in Thornbury. After the
by-election results came in, his mum sent me a video
she had taken of his reaction when he found out I had
won. It moved me to tears. ‘What do you think of
that?’, she asked him. ‘Well,’ Eli said, ‘Aunty Lidia’s
got the key that’s going to open the door to all
Aboriginal people’.
I feel so very honoured to have been given that key. My
job now is to keep the door open and to make sure it
never closes again. Thank you.
Honourable members applauded.

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT
(PUPPY FARMS AND PET SHOPS)
BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (16:21) — I rise to speak
on the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms
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and Pet Shops) Bill 2016. I am going to find it a bit
difficult to top the previous speaker. And do you know
what? I am not even going to try.
This bill has come about because of the appalling
conditions in puppy farms and commercial breeding.
The appalling conditions that those dogs have been in is
an issue that the Greens have raised many times over
the past decade — in fact 18 times in this Parliament, I
am well informed — and I have no doubt that Sue
Pennicuik, the Greens animal welfare spokesperson
over that time, has made a substantial number of those
contributions. It has certainly been the Greens’ policy
and the Greens’ position that puppy farms should be
abolished altogether. The reason for that is because of
the terrible quality of life for the dogs in these puppy
farms, where profit is being put in front of animal
welfare and where animals are being confined to cages
for most of their lives.
We have got the fact that in these facilities the needs of
the animals — their psychological, behavioural,
physiological and social needs — simply are not able to
be met. They have a very poor quality of life, a
miserable quality of life — a life that is nothing more
than breeding. They are bred until they are worn out,
and once they are worn out they are simply replaced,
simply killed. It is a terrible, terrible way to treat
animals. They are crowded in cages with little room to
move and are highly susceptible to infectious diseases.
What is all the more tragic is that once they are no
longer of use to these commercial breeders, they are
incredibly difficult to rehome. They have known
nothing but a cage for their entire life, and therefore
rehoming can be quite difficult. So these are absolutely
terrible circumstances that the animals are found in at
these puppy farms.
This bill moves to close down these large-scale
breeders, and it puts regulations around making them
apply to be domestic animal businesses and meeting a
code of practice. There was in the original legislation a
cap on the number of breeding dogs at 10. I understand
that these government amendments have now moved
that out to 50, with some other conditions. We have got
regulation around the sale of dogs and kittens in pet
shops and other regulations with regard to the breeding
of animals.
This bill did originate in 2016, but my understanding is
that over some time there has been further consultation
on this bill. There has been an upper house committee
inquiry, and there are some different government
amendments that have been moved. I am not going to
go through all of the amendments, but just from what I
can see there is a change. There was a cap of
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10 breeding dogs; that has now been brought out to 50
but with some other conditions. Certainly we will be
looking very closely at those changes and what that
means, and we will be reserving our right to seek
further amendments in the upper house. I understand
that there are some changes around strengthening the
bill but others in terms of pushing out some of the
regulatory requirements. There are numerous changes
to the original bill, and certainly we will be making sure
that we reserve our right to look at them very closely in
the other place.

native animals, and creating a truly independent office
for animal welfare. This is a first step, but there is a lot
more to be done in regard to the welfare, breeding and
selling of domestic animals. It would be a far better
situation if the breeding of domestic animals were not
done in what I guess you would say is a commercial
setting but in a family setting, a home setting. There is a
lot more to be done in relation to a whole range of other
animal issues across the state. This is a first step, but
certainly there is a lot more to do. The Greens will be
supporting this bill.

There was a committee report from the upper house
that recommended that the bill essentially be taken out
and completely redone. That is not something that we
did support. There was poor consultation around this
bill, certainly. I think one of the major issues was the
fact that local councils are the ones that actually have to
administer the Domestic Animals Act 1994, so
certainly there were some flaws in terms of liaising
with those councils and understanding how it would
actually be implemented. We did think that it was
important that the government went away and made
some changes to the bill, which has occurred, and
certainly we are looking for greater support for local
government to actually be able to enforce this new
legislation. The Greens will be supporting this bill. We
will be reserving the right to move amendments in the
other place, and we will not be supporting the reasoned
amendment from the opposition for the reason I just
outlined: we do not actually think that the bill should be
completely withdrawn and redrafted. Although the
consultation phase was poor, we did believe that
changes could be made to the existing bill.

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (16:28) — I take pleasure
in joining the debate on the Domestic Animals
Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016.

Where we should be heading in regards to the breeding
and sale of dogs and cats and other animals is that we
should not be having live animals for sale in pet shops
other than those that are from animal shelters. There is
still far too much impulse buying of animals from pet
shops. That is our concern when animals are on display
in pet shops. Too many animals are on display and there
is too much impulse buying, and that leads to those
animals then being abandoned. This cycle of impulse
buying from commercial breeding, where profit is put
before the welfare of the animals, leads to impulse
buying and then the abandonment of those animals.
So we welcome this bill. We will look at these further
changes and see if we can improve the bill. We are glad
that the government has looked at this particular issue
around puppy farms. We certainly encourage them to
look at other aspects of animal welfare policy — look
at the banning of duck shooting, ending greyhound
racing, ending jumps racing, stopping the logging of
native forests and the destruction of the habitat of our

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to the fact that there is no minister at the
table or indeed anywhere in the house, and I submit to
you that that is a grave discourtesy to the house by the
government and one that I have never come across in
my previous experience in this house. I draw that to
your attention, Speaker, for you to take such action as
appropriate to ensure that the government observes the
normal courtesies and ensures that it does have a
minister present in this house.
The SPEAKER — The house will pause while a
minister arrives in the chamber.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — I ask the members for
Gippsland South and Essendon to cease their
conversation across the chamber.
Ms Asher — On the point of order, Speaker, we
have paused for a moment and there is still no minister
at the table. Having been a member of the other place, I
know it is the custom of that house to adjourn. I would
suggest to you that this is unprecedented, as the
member for Box Hill has said, and I think you should
take matters into your own hands. Given the ministers
of this government are not showing the house due
respect, that is a reason for shutting the house down.
The SPEAKER — Order! I thank the member for
Brighton for her information about the practices of the
other place. We are not in the other place, and my
attention has been drawn to standing order 31, which
talks about the circumstances under which the house
may adjourn. That circumstance is not listed under the
standing orders, and there is now a minister at the table.
I call the member for Yan Yean.
Ms GREEN — As I started to say, I am pleased to
join debate on the Domestic Animals Amendment

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT (PUPPY FARMS AND PET SHOPS) BILL 2016
Wednesday, 29 November 2017

ASSEMBLY

(Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016. Before I start
my contribution I want to place on record my
congratulations to the member for Northcote on her
election to this place and the inaugural speech she gave
in the last half hour. It is certainly of enormous
significance that the first Indigenous woman has been
elected to this place.

negotiations with the minister. I quote their media
statement:

On the bill before the house, I speak in support of the
bill with the amendments proposed by the manager of
government business. I oppose the reasoned
amendment from the opposition which seeks to say that
the bill needs to be redrafted after more consultation.
This bill has sat in abeyance while further consultation
has occurred, and we now have a bill that certainly
enacts what was our election commitment, which was
to hugely improve the welfare of dogs that have been
bred in the most appalling of circumstances in what
have become known as puppy farms.

Dogs Victoria has worked with the government to achieve
several vital changes to the bill to ensure that reputable,
registered Dogs Victoria breeders can continue to breed
healthy pedigree dogs in Victoria.

I want to say at the outset that I congratulate the many
volunteers across this state who give of their time to
support animal welfare, particularly in domestic animal
shelters. The member for Pascoe Vale spoke before
lunch, and there is good reason why she received the
animal lovers award in our caucus. She is a member of
Parliament who walks the talk. She said in her
contribution that she has, I think, two rescue cavaliers at
the moment, but I think she has had a passing parade of
many others.
My house has Bella, a rescue dog that we got at the
start of last year. She is an American staffie who is
about four now. I thought I wanted a little lapdog; that
is what I was intending to get, but somehow I got a big,
beautiful, lovable American staffie. I really want to say
thank you to the Ararat animal shelter and the
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
staff who found Bella in a DHHS property with a
DHHS client and determined that her welfare was in
jeopardy. I know that DHHS staff do a great job. They
have an incredibly difficult job to do in supporting their
clients. It was great to see that that staffer went the extra
mile to actually look after Bella, a domestic animal that
she felt was in danger. We think we offer Bella a
wonderful home; she seems pretty happy. She gets out
on the road with me a lot in my work in my electorate
and in regional Victoria. I really think she thinks she is
a person. At the moment I have got a husband
convalescing at home. I am not there to nurse him
during the day, but Bella the dog certainly is; she is
stuck to his side like glue.
I really want to thank Dogs Victoria for the statement
they issued today. They say they do not oppose the
amended bill and that they have had conversations and
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If passed, the new laws will set out a revised regulatory
framework for the breeding and sale of dogs and cats in
Victoria. New restrictions will also make the commercial
breeding of puppies and kittens unviable and make it more
difficult for illicit puppy mills to operate without detection.

Their position statement says:
These changes have come about as a result of 12 months of
hard negotiating with the minister and her department by
Dogs Victoria, and we are pleased that the government has
taken on board most of our concerns.

I represent an electorate that is very familiar with dogs
and animal welfare. I probably have one of the highest
number of operators of boarding kennels, given the
proximity to the airport and the amount of open space.
In my experience they are very well operated. I
remember that the current Minister for Mental Health
and Minister for Creative Industries, when in a previous
role as the chief of staff to a former Minister for
Agriculture, visited one of my kennels, and he said it
was certainly better than most backpacker places he had
stayed at and that he would even be happy to have his
children stay there, it was a such a good and
well-operated business.
In my lifetime there has been much change in
Victorians’ attitudes to animal welfare. Both of my
parents came from farming backgrounds. We always
treated our animals well, but dogs were working dogs
and they were to stay outside. I never in a million years
thought that I would be in the sort of household that let
the dog inside, let it on the couch and let it on the bed. I
certainly did not think that my uncle Geff Couch, a
longstanding dairy farmer and certainly a person who
believed that dogs belonged outside, would now have a
cacophony of little dogs around him — and they are also
on the bed. In our family we have talked about how we
are like most Victorians in that we have certainly moved
with the times and we see our dogs as much more than
working dogs; we see them as our companions. They
really are man and woman’s best friend.
I am pleased to be part of a government that has
delivered on its election commitment. I congratulate the
minister, her staff, the departmental officials and the
organisations that have been consulted in the
development of this bill and have provided input,
including RSPCA Victoria, Dogs Victoria and many
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others. I commend the bill to the house and wish it a
speedy passage.

we made about an Australian cattle dog. That was a
much-loved dog.

Ms STALEY (Ripon) (16:39) — I rise to speak on
the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and
Pet Shops) Bill 2016. I rise to speak in favour of the
reasoned amendment moved by the Leader of The
Nationals and member for Murray Plains. In so doing I
note that this bill has been around a long time, has been
subject to an inquiry and has had a number of
amendments. The government claims it has gone
through further consultation, and that is perhaps why
we are now presented with 33 pages of further
amendments to this car crash of a bill.

Then we have got kelpies. Kelpies are great sheepdogs,
as are the border collies. These days we also have
maremmas, and they guard sheep flocks from foxes —

The bill seeks to do a few things around puppy farms
and dog breeders, and given that my seat is a rural
seat, I particularly want to speak in support of the
working dog breeders and owners across Ripon. Many
of these breeders have contacted me because they are
extremely concerned that the provisions, even in the
amended bill, will cause them to not be able to have
the essential working dogs on their properties bred to
the standards of both temperament and physical
condition that they require.
Across Ripon a number of different breeds are used as
working dogs. I will perhaps start with one that I have
at home, and that is a border collie — Daisy the wonder
dog. Daisy does not get a lot of work because we no
longer have sheep; however, she came from a breeder
outside Avoca who breeds really champion working
dogs. Sometimes she has fewer than 10 fertile females,
and sometimes she has more than 10, and that arbitrary
line will determine whether she merely registers as a
domestic animal business (DAB), meets the code of
practice, which I am sure she would already, and then
meets the various requirements in relation to
advertising and other aspects, or whether, when she
goes over 10 — which she does, depending on where
the business is — she would have to be registered as a
domestic animal business and comply with the code of
practice, but she must also receive further ministerial
approval to operate as a commercial dog breeder.
Merylin Wallace is in her 70s. She runs a very good
business and treats her animals extremely well, but the
additional levels of regulation required by this bill will
drive her out of business, as it will many other
working-dog breeders.
Working dogs are absolutely essential to agriculture
across Victoria. I am particularly talking about the
Australian cattle dog. It is a very well known dog to
most people in Victoria because it comes in the blue
and the red version. Of course Red Dog was a big film

Ms Britnell — And penguins.
Ms STALEY — And penguins, the member for
South-West Coast tells me. We do not have a lot of
penguins in Ripon; however, thank you for that. These
dogs are integral parts of these farm businesses, and if
you are to take away farm working dogs, you will have
to in some cases put on additional labour or in other
cases reduce the amount of livestock. These dogs are
much cheaper than most purebred pets. They are only
$400 to $500 each, and a trained working dog is worth
$3000 to $4000 because of their value to the business.
This bill puts these dogs and therefore the industries
they serve at risk because it does not take into account
the multiple aspects that you breed a working dog for. It
is not just temperament. It is also about how they move,
and you need a lot of breeding stock to get that right.
But beyond that we have pets. Lots of us have a pet. I
may have a working dog as a pet, but she is absolutely a
pet, and she is allowed inside. My partner, Stephen,
would have never had a dog inside, and now he takes her
everywhere. She is attached to him at all points of the
day. If she thinks in any way that we might be leaving
without her, she will hop up on the ute, wait and just
make sure. It is terrible if we then take another vehicle.
However, the effect of this bill will be the end, for
many families, of being able to afford a purebred pet. I
just cannot see why the government would be opposed
to people having that choice. Why is it that people
cannot choose their pet? I understand that this
government really is into social control and various
other ways of controlling how we think and act — but
really, what kind of pet we should have?
This bill is flawed. It does not have the support of the
Australian Veterinary Association, the RSPCA or the Pet
Industry Association of Australia. They all say they have
concerns with this bill. That is why I support the
reasoned amendment as moved by the member for
Murray Plains. The effect of that would be to send this
bill back to have a proper period of public consultation
and be redrafted because it does not meet what the
government says it seeks to meet. The government made
some promises prior to the last election which, when it
tried to implement them, entirely failed to take into
consideration the structure of dog breeding in particular
in this state, and it has still pushed the bill through.
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We are now debating a bill that will send the breeding of
dogs underground. We will not see an improvement in
animal husbandry standards, because a lot of people will
not register and they will go underground. We have seen
all of the problems and issues that we have with online
advertisements. They come up regularly across some of
the local groups I follow in Ripon. That is what we are
going to be left with, because people will still want pets.
Not everybody wants a rescue dog, and if that is the only
source of pets, there is not going to be enough of them.
So who is it that misses out? As the member for
Bayswater said in her contribution, she will not be able
to afford — and nor will her constituents, nor my
constituents — a $7000 puppy. That may be affordable
to those on the other side who seem to think that that is a
reasonable thing, but I know the people of Ripon cannot
go there. They certainly cannot afford that.
This bill is flawed. It should never have come to this
place in this form. It does not do what it sets out to do.
The member for Bendigo East, in her second-reading
speech, said that it would only affect 90 dog breeders,
and then it turned out to be 10 000. Well, we are still
not down to 90. We are nowhere near 90. I understand
that she does not really get the cost blowouts in her
other portfolios, but from 90 to 10 000 is pretty rich
even by her standards. The government is pursuing this
bill because it is confident that the promise it made
outweighs any of the realities of bringing in good
legislation. As I say, I support the reasoned amendment,
and I oppose this bill.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (16:49) — I am
delighted to make a contribution on the Domestic
Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops)
Bill 2016. Of course it would be remiss of me not to
again point out to the house that yet again the member
for Prahran, when allocated 20 minutes as a lead
speaker, could only speak for 7½ minutes. It is just
woeful. I want the record to reflect yet again: you have
people who seek public office, who stand for public
office, who aspire to be a member of this place and
who succeed in becoming a member of this place but
who are incapable of speaking for their allotted time
and are unwilling to put themselves forward and make
a regular contribution.
As you would well know, Acting Speaker — I think
you were in the chamber when this occurred — the
member for Prahran chose not to speak on the Climate
Change Bill 2016 recently, and he is a member of the
Greens political party. Again, I think it just goes to
show you that the member for Prahran does not take his
duties seriously and does not take his responsibilities
seriously. I will say, in his defence, that it may be that
he wanted to go and celebrate with his colleagues and
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indeed the new member for Northcote. That may well
be the reason he curtailed his speech, but it was a pretty
insipid effort from a very lacklustre member.
It must be the week for reasoned amendments, because
yet again those opposite are seeking to move another
reasoned amendment. I think this goes to demonstrate
what is at the core of those opposite. You look at an issue
and you just turn around and basically say, ‘Let’s just
kick it down the road’. Is it any wonder you got nothing
done in four years? The default position of those
opposite is, ‘Oh look, do you know what? We don’t
really like what you are doing. We don’t agree with it, so
what we’ll do is just move this reasoned amendment, a
deferral motion, and let someone else deal with it down
the track’. That is not real leadership. Put it in the
too-hard basket and then just forget about it. I think that
goes to show the attitude of those opposite.
This has been a very contentious issue, an issue that
has caused enormous amounts of concern in the
community about the widespread use of puppy farms.
I know certainly prior to the 2014 election this was a
topic of quite robust discussion, serious discussion and
concern that people had about the impact an
unregulated market was having in terms of animal
welfare. It was as a consequence of those failures in
regulation that the then opposition sought to intervene.
In so doing, we made a very explicit promise that we
would seek to introduce regulation.
The bill that is before the house is here on the basis of
serious thought, consideration, consultation and
discussion. We are now in a position to bring the bill
before the house. Certainly in my engagement with the
community in the state district of Essendon at pre-poll
and during the course of the election campaign, a number
of people spoke to me about animal welfare and about
ensuring that appropriate regulation was put in place.
Around that time too there were a number of serious
concerns about the quality of care for animals at the Lost
Dogs Home. Not long after I was first elected there was a
vigil at the Lost Dogs Home in North Melbourne — it
was a Sunday afternoon, I took my children down there.
Interestingly, the member for Melbourne was not
present but there were a number of people there, quite
concerned about the way in which animals were being
treated at the Lost Dogs Home. When you talk to a lot of
people who have been tireless activists in the area of
animal welfare, you do get a sense that this is an area that
was causing a great level of anxiety and concern
amongst activists about the way in which animals were
being treated. The overwhelming response from the
community at that point in time was that they were keen
that the government seek to act to address this issue,
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because they recognised there were some serious failings
and flaws in the system. There was an enormous amount
of goodwill that was extended towards the government
because people felt that it was time that action was taken.
The bill that is before the house, as I indicated, is the
consequence of extensive consultation and discussion.
When you are dealing with an issue where you are
looking at a large industry and what is a fairly mature
industry, if you look at introducing sudden time lines
and sudden deadlines in terms of transitional
arrangements, then you run the risk of having major
adverse consequences. I am reminded of the cobra
effect, which was a theory that came out of colonial
India. The authorities introduced a bounty on cobras in
order to try to address the number of wild cobras that
were killing people in India. That led to the
development of cobra farms in the hinterland of a lot of
Indian cities. When the authorities became aware of
this, they turned around and immediately shut down the
scheme because, as a consequence of the scheme,
people had been farming cobras in the hinterland and
letting them go. As a consequence of that, you therefore
had more cobras in India than before the scheme
started. The cobra effect talks about the adverse
consequences that can occur when you are trying to do
the right thing.
Clearly in terms of animal welfare, if you turned around
and said, ‘Well, the start date will be tomorrow’, then
you would see an enormous amount of animals that
would need to be euthanased in order for people to be
compliant with the law. That would clearly be an
adverse consequence as a consequence of this bill.
Instead though, to the minister’s credit — and I am
pleased to see the minister is in the gallery — the
minister has sought to have an appropriate start date of
10 April 2020. That allows an appropriate time for the
industry to make the necessary changes to ensure that
there are appropriate transitional arrangements in place.
I think that is a very good thing.
You would be aware that the bill also looks at having a
standardised approach to animal welfare. When we can
look at trying to have a standardised approach for dogs,
cats, puppies and kittens breeding in Victoria, it then
leads to a level of consistency that you would expect.
You would expect a dog or a cat or puppy or kitten in
Melbourne to receive the same level of care from an
animal welfare perspective and from an environmental
perspective as you would in Mildura or in
Warrnambool or in Bairnsdale. I think that is a fair and
reasonable thing to expect. As legislators, when you
bring a bill like this to the house, having that level of
consistent care across the board so you have a level
playing field, I think, is really important.
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I also note that the bill looks at establishing a Victorian
domestic animal business register. Acting Speaker, you
know that I have confided in you my deep love and
affection for big data — the bigger, the better. I think
the state collects a lot of data, and I think the ability for
the state to collect more data, to aggregate that data and
to then try to analyse that data through various tools to
look at the way in which trends can be predicted, to
look at the way in which public policy can be measured
and how the impact of public policy can be assessed, is
a really good thing. So having a standardised database
across the 79 councils which will be involved in
administering the scheme in terms of compliance with a
management plan, I think, is really important.
I think as a state we need to be collecting more data,
and we need to be holding it in a way in which it can be
properly scrutinised, analysed and used and can be
more freely available. I think that would be a really
good and important initiative, because then you could
start to get a sense as to what is occurring out there. I
think if you could start to identify particular concerning
trends in a particular local government area, then you
can respond. If you start to see outliers emerge over the
course of the operation of the scheme over three and
five years, you might say, for example, ‘Why is it a fact
that there are these positive outcomes in these local
government areas as opposed to these negative
outcomes in other areas?’ — and then you can respond
accordingly and effectively.
The bill builds on our election commitment. It is the
result of extensive consultation. It does tackle these
issues in a very detailed and systematic way. Again, I
think those opposite’s approach to government when
they were in power was to put off until tomorrow or
until next term what could be done today. We do not
have that view on this side of the house. We recognise
that we are here to do a job. We have been tasked to do
a job. We are here to get on with it. The bill reflects
that. It honours an election commitment. It is a result of
extensive community consultation and discussion. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (16:59) — I
am happy to have my say on this piece of legislation,
the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and
Pet Shops) Bill 2016. As I often find following the
member for Essendon, I am always delighted by his
research and the historical precedents and examples he
comes up with.
I find on this occasion though his reference to the cobra
effect neatly summarises my entire view on this. He
talked about the cobra effect being a representation of a
perverse effect, where you get the exact opposite of
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what you are trying to do. In fact that is exactly what
this bill is about. This bill is purportedly trying to
improve animal welfare, but I am gravely concerned
that it will in fact do exactly the opposite. This is what
happens when you listen to the animal rights groups
and you take notice of social media campaigns; you end
up with something that is not practical and that will
have the perverse effects that I mentioned.

I tell you what: the AVA have put out a statement today
and they have said that they cannot support the
legislation in its current form. The Australian
Veterinary Association in its statement today says:

I am a pragmatist when it comes to legislation and all
these things. I also, as all members on this side do, want
to ensure that those who are running cruel and barbaric
operations are run out of town and that they are slapped
with the highest possible penalties for cruel treatment of
animals. My concern is that this legislation, and in
particular the attempt to establish a maximum of
10 breeding females, and potentially up to 50 with
some as yet undetermined conditions, will in fact have
the opposite effect on animal welfare, and that is that it
will drive those people underground. It will send out of
business the professional operators that have spent
years developing their bloodlines, developing their
animal welfare procedures and making sure that they
meet not just the needs of the market but also the needs
of the animals themselves — the dogs and cats — and
indeed those who are doing the wrong thing will
continue to do the wrong thing.

It then goes on to say:

I will just talk for a moment on the issue with the
previous government that the member for Essendon
talked about. Far from not doing anything on this issue,
the Leader of The Nationals, a former Minister for
Agriculture, led the charge on this and introduced the
breeders code of conduct, which included breeding
limits, health checks, record keeping, nutritional,
exercise and socialisation requirements, bans on wire
cage floors and minimum staff-to-animal ratios.
Ultimately he also introduced a maximum number of
litters that a breeding female can have.
The issue of the maximum number of breeders that an
establishment can have is, I think, the most egregious
part of this legislation and indeed the government’s
commitment at the last election, and it is borne out not
just by me. You can talk to plenty of people and listen
to common sense. It is very clear that animal welfare is
not determined by the number of animals you have but
by how you treat those animals and how you undertake
the husbandry, but take it from the Australian
Veterinary Association (AVA); they are the experts. I
have heard some on the other side but particularly the
member for Prahran behind me talking earlier about
this issue. They are all about listening to the science
when it suits them, but on this occasion they completely
abandoned the science from the AVA. They do not
want to hear it.

There is no scientific evidence that capping a breeder to a
certain amount of fertile females will improve animal welfare.
The number of animals kept by a breeder is not a factor that
determines the wealth of those animals.

Animal welfare is not dictated by a number — therefore the
AVA strongly opposes any cap that restricts breeding
establishments to a maximum of fertile females. Poor animal
welfare can occur with breeders that have one breeding dog
or numerous fertile females.

Indeed it goes on further to say that the AVA:
… see no reason or evidence that a cap of 50 will improve
animal welfare — in fact it may worsen it.

And that is the point that I am concerned about. We
have in this state a number of very large breeders which
provide a lot of the puppies to the market. They in the
main are extremely professional operations. These are
the businesses that will be driven out of business by this
legislation if it is passed, and the dodgy operators —
the cruel and barbaric ones that the minister likes to talk
about — will continue to operate. One of the reasons,
and again I go back to the previous government, is we
provided $6 million in extra funding to the RSPCA to
undertake its work to try to weed out these dodgy
operators, and in fact the current government cut that
funding back to $5 million. So they took $1 million out
of the enforcement effort, and they stand here and try to
lecture us about animal welfare.
I say again on the issue of numbers that the natural
extension of capping the number of animals that a
breeder can have is to say, ‘Well, why don’t we restrict
farmers? Why should a dairy farmer be allowed to have
1000 cows? Shouldn’t we cap them at 100? Shouldn’t
we cap a sheep farmer with 20 000 sheep to only
500 sheep?’. The idea is absurd, and it is just as absurd
in free-range farming and extensive farming as it would
be in breeding animals.
A lot of the focus of this legislation and the debate has
been on Banksia Park Puppies at Stradbroke in my
electorate of Gippsland South. It is not the only facility,
and it certainly should not be what this legislation is all
about, but I have been there and I say to those opposite
and to the member for Prahran: you have no idea what
you are talking about when you talk about the horrible
facilities that professional breeders provide. Banksia
Park is a brilliant facility. The first time I went there my
thoughts were, ‘This is like a resort for dogs’. It is a
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fantastic facility. They have two dogs in each pen
generally, and of course there are different variations
given their time of life or whether the females are
having pups or not, but it is a brilliant facility.
It is open, it is clean and it is well staffed. They employ
about 30 people, including about five or six who are
people with a disability, including intellectual
disabilities, who help socialise the animals. The dogs,
as I say, are generally two to a pen, and those pens are
large. They would probably be the area of the table here
and bigger than where the front benches are, which is a
considerable area. They have got shelter, they have got
grass, generally, they have got toys and they have got
play areas. Indeed the Hams family, which runs this so
well and so professionally, actually chose the area for
its soil because it is light sandy soil that does not turn to
mud when it rains and indeed is better for the animals.
As I said, it is not just about Banksia Park, but they are
the standard in my view in terms of professionalism,
and they will be run out of business by this legislation.
Those 30 people will be out of a job. Those half a
dozen people with a disability will also be without a
job. The kids from Longford Primary School who go
up a couple of times a week and help socialise the
puppies will be out of that experience as well. But there
will be a number of others. I think the Wellington Shire
Council has the highest number of registered breeders,
and this bill will cause job losses in my electorate if it
goes ahead.
I say again that the bill punishes those who are doing
the right thing. It will drive the good breeders interstate,
and the pups will still be able to be sold across the
border. There will be no restriction on that. I think the
establishment of a pet exchange register is a noble
intention. There is some merit to the idea, but again the
dodgy people — the people who are doing the wrong
thing — will simply go underground and sell their
animals on the black market. I am gravely concerned
that this is happening and will not address the issue of
puppy farms. I say that in the context of the RSPCA’s
definition of puppy farms — that is, the bad operators,
not the professional breeders who are doing the right
thing, who will be most affected by this.
I say again to the minister: I know you have met with
Banksia Park, but you have refused to go and visit the
facility. I think you know that if you went there it would
change your view on this issue. And I say to the member
for Prahran, who talked about cages and who talked
about breeding animals being killed when their time is
up: that does not happen at places like Banksia Park.
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This is that rarest of bills. It is one which aims to do one
thing but will actually do the opposite. It is notionally
about improving animal welfare, but in my view it will
do the opposite. If you do not believe me, take it from
the Australian Veterinary Association. That is why I
support the reasoned amendment moved by the
member for Murray Plains.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (17:09) — I am
really pleased to rise to speak on the Domestic Animals
Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016.
This bill has been a long time coming to this place. It
has been a very long process in making sure that we
had covered the consultation process as broadly as
possible and had time to get it right. We listened to our
communities and to the organisations that made up the
changes that we had to make to the legislation. Many
stakeholders were consulted, including the RSPCA,
Dogs Victoria, cat applicable organisations, the
Victorian Avicultural Council, the Canary and Cage
Bird Federation of Australia, the Municipal Association
of Victoria, Animals Australia, Oscar’s Law,
community foster care networks et cetera, Banksia Park
Puppies, the Pet Industry Association of Australia and
the Victorian Farmers Federation. I found it quite funny
that the member for Gippsland South would refer to the
Victorian Farmers Federation as an animal rights group
or an activist group, given he is a member of The
Nationals.
Dogs Victoria, with its 10 000 members, 3000 of whom
are breeders of dogs, are very comfortable with this bill,
and there is no suggestion that they will raise the cost of
pedigree pups. It is in fact the dodgy puppy farmers that
breed crossbred dogs and puppies that will sell them at
exorbitant prices. I just want to mention the cost of
some of the puppies at Banksia Park, given the member
for Ripon raised this as an issue in the fact that there
was a suggestion that the cost of puppies from breeders
would increase as a result of this bill and that it would
put the cost of a puppy outside the reach of an average
family. I just looked at the price list, and I can tell you
right now I could not afford one of those pups. A
spoodle is $3495, a schnauzer is $2495 and a cavoodle
is $3995, just to give you some examples of the cost of
some puppies. It is the dodgy puppy farmers that we are
targeting in this bill — and for very good reasons.
I want to focus today on some of the issues that were
also raised by the member for Ripon in relation to the
pet exchange register. This has been brought in for a
very good reason, and all advertisements will need a
number from the pet exchange register. This will
provide traceability of puppies and breeders, which
authorities like the RSPCA have never had before.
They have never had this. What it means is that dodgy
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breeders will have nowhere to hide in advertising their
puppies. This will not force them underground; this will
bring them out into the open.
I also want to focus today on the changes for farming
dogs. That is something that particularly interests me,
given that my daughter has just married a farmer. It was
a lovely wedding.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms EDWARDS — Sheep and crops. He is hoping it
does not rain this weekend because he is trying to get
the harvest in.
In terms of working dogs, I think this is a really
important thing to refer to — if I can find it in my
notes. Just bear with me for 1 second. It means that
farming dogs are exempt, and working dogs are so
important to our farmers. My son-in-law has four
working dogs: one, Socks, who is an almost retired
border collie; two kelpies, Molly and Pippa; and my
daughter’s dog, Blue Merle, who is a border collie also.
She thinks she is a working dog but does not do a very
good job. These dogs provide an important and unique
service for Victoria, and they are so vastly different
from companion animals. It is important that farm
working dogs meet the definition that allows them to be
registered with councils for a reduced registration fee.
This is so important.
It is also important that farm working dogs do not count
towards a property’s relevant fertile female breeding
limit. This is also important because once you find a
good working dog, you want to stick with that working
dog and you want to make sure that working dog can
breed. I may have mentioned, I am not sure, that all of
those working dogs I spoke of just then are females.
That is for a very good reason. Female working dogs
are often preferred because of their agility, because of
their instinctive nature and also because if you get a
really good female working dog you want to breed that
female working dog and keep that line. It is important
that these fertile female breeding limits do not exist for
farm working dogs.
In addition, regardless of the number of farm working
dogs registered, the owners will only need to abide by
laws applying to breeders of one to two fertile females
if breeding occurs. They just need to register those dogs
with their local council. They are not required to
register as a domestic animal business nor meet the
Code of Practice for the Operation of Breeding and
Rearing Businesses 2015. I thought it was important to
point that out, because we do know how important our
working dogs are to our farming families.
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The other area in the legislation I want to touch on is
bird sales. Last year I had an opportunity to meet with
representatives from the Bendigo bird club, who raised
with me a number of issues in relation to cage bird
sales, which are held by clubs across Victoria and no
less so in Bendigo down at the showgrounds about
every month or second month. We in this government
recognise that many bird clubs operate. They are run by
people who are very passionate about their birds. One
of the issues that was raised was that the legislation,
before the amendments, did not cover native birds, and
a lot of native birds are bred and sold at the sales of
these clubs.
The changes, I believe, are very welcome by the bird
breeders. Indeed they will now have to apply to the
Minister for Agriculture to become a declared bird
organisation, which is not a big issue. When it is
approved by the minister, she will provide a notice in
the Government Gazette, and it will remain in place for
any period of time specified in the notice or until
revocation of the declaration. To hold a sale a declared
bird organisation must notify the secretary of the
department, and that notification must be at least
14 days before the sale commences and include the day
or days on which the sale will occur. This is
important — day or days — because often bird sales
are set for a particular day and then they find that the
temperature that day is either really, really low or
really, really high and they will not sell their birds on
those extreme weather days. So having it within that
14-day limit means that they can pick and choose a day
that is suitable for the birds in terms of the weather.
They will still be eligible to hold a caged bird sale in a
pet shop, a private residence or under an animal sale
permit. Of course as bird clubs are not registered with
government or councils there is no definitive number of
bird clubs, but we do know that the number of bird
clubs declared will depend on the numbers that meet
the required criteria. I wanted to raise that particular
issue in the bill because I want to make sure that the
bird lovers across Victoria who like to breed birds and
sell birds are aware that we have made significant
changes in this bill to enable them to continue with their
good and loving work with their birds.
There have been some issues raised today in relation to
the care of animals and animal welfare. If you really go
to the heart of this, it is about encouraging and
educating people to be responsible pet owners. Of
course we have a number of programs across Victoria
already that encourage people to take responsibility of
being good pet owners. The responsible pet ownership
programs educate children aged 4 to 12 on living safely
with dogs and being responsible pet owners. The
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program goes to schools across Victoria and indeed
kindergartens. The kindergarten program is called the
Living Safely with Dogs program. That delivers over
2000 visits to more than 65 000 kindergarten children
and 18 000 parents each year. The other program that I
am very fond of is the We are Family program, which
educates expectant and new parents on the many
advantages of allowing their child to experience the
joys of having a pet in the family. These are just some
of the programs that exist in Victoria that are educating
people, starting with our youngest Victorians, on how
to care for animals, what it means to be a responsible
pet owner and how to ensure that in the future not just
our dogs but our cats, our birds and indeed all animals
are well protected. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (17:19) — I rise today to
speak on the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy
Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016. As a regional and rural
member of this house, it is very important that this bill
be defeated. I very much support the reasoned
amendment. This bill has come about through a
campaign waged at the last election. It was waged by
people who have a vested interest in destroying
agriculture. They are anti-dairy farms, anti-pet
ownership and anti-sheep grazing. This is coming from
a lobby group that does not want to see animals used in
any way, shape or form by humans, whether it be the
greyhound industry or at any other level. This
legislation has been dreamt up. Having not been a
long-term member of this house, I wondered when I
saw this how often a piece of legislation comes to the
house where the list of amendments is greater than the
actual legislation itself.
This legislation has been here a couple of times. It has
been through reviews, it is been thought about, it has
been butchered and it has been hacked at, and still after
all that we heard through previous speakers about the
great list of people who have been consulted on this
legislation. As I was sitting here listening to people
from the Municipal Association of Victoria, the vet
industry and the animal-owning industry being named,
I thought, ‘I have heard of all those people too. I have
had them through my office, and guess what? Every
single one of them hates this legislation’. This
legislation may have been consulted on, but clearly,
resoundingly, the feedback given to this government
was that this is poor legislation.
You have got to ask why this is poor legislation. For
some reason someone in the minister’s department
somewhere in the system decided to pick a magic
figure out of the air. They plucked it out. They had a
spinning wheel, like at the old school fair, with the
numbers 1 to 100 on it. They have spun it around —
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click, click, click, click, click — and have come up with
the magic figure of 50. Is the management of
agriculture and the really important animal welfare
industry going to be determined by magic spinning
wheels? They have come up with the figure of 50. In
talking to people in this industry, 50 means nothing. It
delivers nothing to animal welfare, and it delivers
nothing for the outcomes that are supposedly wanting
to be achieved through Oscar’s Law.
What do we know about the pet-breeding industry?
Animals are raised and cared for in a whole raft of
industries for a whole raft of industries. The pet
industry of course provides us with man’s and woman’s
best friend. For centuries humankind have enjoyed the
company of animals. The ancient Egyptians had their
cats, and good luck to them. In more recent times
Australians have been famed for having —
Mr D. O’Brien interjected.
Mr RIORDAN — That is right. I am just
channelling the member for Essendon there.
Australians love their farm dogs. Australians love an
active dog. Luckily for me at home we have got the
world’s least active dog, a keeshond, a Dutch barge
dog. For those who do not want to take dogs for a walk,
I would highly recommend one. They do not require
any walking. But that will not matter because people of
the future and families of the future probably will not
have the benefit that our families do of having such a
dog, because they just will not be available. And why
will they not be available? Because the government has
come up with this magic figure of 50.
The vet industry and those in the know are aware that
well-run, well-managed and well-organised animal
breeding farms are well-organised businesses that can
produce very good quality healthy, genetically stable
animals that can go out into the community, be
registered and be seen to by veterinarians. Breeders can
keep track of the health, genetics and conditions of
those animals and continue to improve them just like
we do in the livestock industry, just like we do in the
racehorse industry and just like we do in all sorts of
industries where we grow, manage, maintain and look
after animals and animal stock.
The other thing that this legislation does — and I think
most people in the animal industry find this the most
galling — is assume that people want to do the worst by
their animals. That clearly shows a very city-centric,
Northcote, Brunswick, Oscar’s Law-type project
approach to animals. I do not know whether the drafters
of this legislation have ever spoken to someone that
owns a pet or is involved in animal husbandry or animal
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raising, but the vast majority of people in the animal
industry really care for their animals. Stories abound of
people on farms and people in these industries that really
take to heart the welfare and condition of their animals,
so legislation that assumes that the lowest common
denominator influences this industry in any way, shape
or form is very poor legislation.
This legislation does not seek to reward, promote and
encourage best practice. This legislation will mean that
good, well-run businesses such as Banksia Park
Puppies, which we have heard a lot about today —
industries like that that know how to run a puppy farm,
that know how to look after animals, that have picked
the right site and that have got an economic investment
that ensures good veterinary care and ongoing genetic
management — will not be able to operate with a
50-dog limit, and nor will any other operators.
But what are we going to have? We are going to have a
proliferation of backyard operators. What do we know
about backyard operators? They are going to be
impossible to maintain. It is going to be impossible to
track what they are doing. This government has been
completely unable to manage the growth of Uber and
online services, so what possible hope has this or any
other government got to be able to control or maintain
black market or online animal sales, because that is
what families will be forced to do?
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home and it looks after itself. They are the types of
rationales that people have for the pets they choose to
have. This legislation will put an end to that because —
Mr Wynne — What is it?
Mr RIORDAN — It’s a keeshond, the world’s most
pointless dog. It is a cross between a dog and a seagull.
It just comes out for food, squawks a bit and then goes
away again.
Mr Richardson — It’d be lovely to live with.
Mr RIORDAN — It would be. It is a marvellous
dog. We have got two of them in fact, in case I lose one.
It is important that this legislation is not supported. I
absolutely oppose this legislation. It is important that
the reasoned amendment is agreed to because creating
this type of precedent for the way we treat businesses in
the state of Victoria that deal with the raising of animals
is ridiculous.
The member for Gippsland made the point very, very
clearly: if this type of mentality infiltrates the dairy
industry or the livestock industry, all hell will break
loose in terms of how businesses can function and grow
into the future. It is also worth noting that this
legislation will have a big administrative impact on
local government.

Farms such as the Banksia operation are the key farms
that supply our pet stores. Other credible operations
provide the many, many, many thousands of pets that
Victorian households and families want on a yearly
basis. This legislation is not about ensuring the best
possible way to do it; it is about promoting a very
strong ideological position that says, ‘We don’t want
animals used this way’.

Many of the examples that Oscar’s Law are using to
highlight this as an issue are already against the law.
Treating animals badly, treating them with a lack of
respect, not caring for them and not providing them
with the right environment are already against the law.
They have been against the law for a long time. It is the
lack of enforcement that has caused the problems that
this bill seeks to address.

We know, for example, that the solution proposed by
Oscar’s Law is that we are all going to find our pets
among foster animals. Quite frankly that is one of the
silliest things I have ever heard. We all know that, with
the way that animals have been bred and managed,
there are animals for all sorts of applications and all
sorts of family and personal circumstances. Those with
allergies and those who have children with asthma and
so on go for labradoodles or poodles, which are safe
animals for that environment. There are other people
who are very active and who want pets that can fit in
with that lifestyle. People choose specific breeds of
dogs to match their lifestyle.

The solutions in this bill make life much more difficult
for operators and much harder for animals. There is no
real teeth in this legislation to deal with the enforcement
and management of backyard operators, which will
proliferate as a result of it. There are no resources and
there is no management plan for how black market or
online sales will be dealt with. The fact is that bad
operators, the ones that want to get away from the light,
will be able to go interstate. So nothing will change,
except that a really good industry, a healthy industry
and an important industry will be lost to Victoria.

My family has the laziest breed of dog, which is very
suitable for my requirements. It also means that I do not
have to go walking with the dog; I can just leave it at

Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (17:29) — It gives
me great pleasure to speak on this very, very important
bill. Listening to the member for Polwarth and in fact
listening to most members on that side, I do not
understand their argument. You either accept as a given
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that there has been a lot of abuse and that there have
been many devastating examples of a failure of animal
welfare, which prompted Labor to take this proposal to
regulate the sector and get rid of those puppy farms to
the people at the last election, or you accept the view
that there is nothing wrong, that nothing has ever been a
problem in this space and that we should continue
doing what we are doing.
We obviously take the former view. This was an issue
that the Victorian people wanted action taken on. That
is why this government has taken action. We now have
this revised bill before the house because, as good
governments should, we have taken into account the
views of a wider range of breeders, particularly smaller
breeders. The objections on the opposition side are akin
to Chicken Little. They seem to be suggesting that, as a
result of this legislation, the sky will fall in and no-one
will be able to have a dog, along with a whole range of
other ideas that are absolutely ridiculous.
Let us remember where this journey started. The
journey started when the Victorian people came to us,
as a party, in our policy development and said, ‘This is
just unacceptable’. Dogs in mass breeding facilities
were given minimal space to move, were living
amongst their own excrement and were given
inadequate amounts of food, water and light. They were
not living in appropriate temperatures. They had very
little socialisation. People saw the impact of these
devastating puppy-breeding farms. These facilities had
so many dogs in their care that providing adequate
levels of socialisation was difficult.
I have a couple of quotes from the Herald Sun, which
paint an accurate picture of this:
… puppies raised in farms and sold through shops often have
a range of psychological and behavioural issues because they
haven’t been raised in a normal home-like environment.

Most of us have been dog owners, or currently are, and
know that dogs require a significant amount of work
and care, even to serve just their basic needs; for
example, providing a clean living area, providing vet
checks, and providing food, water and socialisation.
We have all had stories about when we have been
delayed at work or elsewhere and we have come home
and found that a dog, whether it be a puppy or an older
dog, has torn the place apart because of frustration or
lack of socialisation. These are the things we are trying
to prevent: animal cruelty in its most obscene and most
basic sense. Essential care for dogs is fundamental not
only to their condition but to ours, because we observe
it. We live it to some extent when we see these stories.
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So this is where the journey started for us. That is why
we took action, and that is what this bill does. This bill
serves the breeders and also serves the public’s right to
know where they are getting their pets from and their
right to know that they are getting their pets from a
production chain, so to speak, which is a humane one.
Mass intensive breeding operations, as we have seen,
pose several risks for genetic illnesses as well as
diseases that surface maybe later on in a dog’s life.
Obviously without care and proper accountability in
terms of the traceability of the breeders, the owner may
never know until it is too late.
The revised bill has been strongly supported by parts of
the sector, including Dogs Victoria. I have got a media
statement here from 28 November which makes clear
that Dogs Victoria is not opposing this bill, as the
opposition is. It makes it clear that the government did
consult Dogs Victoria and that Dogs Victoria believes
that this bill will make it difficult for illicit puppy mills
to operate without detection. Quite the opposite of what
some on the other side were saying, Dogs Victoria in its
media statement makes it clear that it has worked with
the government to achieve several vital changes in this
bill. It states also that these changes have come as a
result of 12 months of hard negotiating with the
minister and her department by Dogs Victoria and that
Dogs Victoria is pleased that the government has taken
on board most of its concerns. That is not a signal to me
that it is not a bill worth supporting. It absolutely is a
bill worth supporting.
The wide consultations and publication of a crackdown
on puppy farms have, as other speakers I think have
said, done something else. Apart from Labor bringing
this to the table with the industry, consumers and good,
decent families, this whole process has done something
significant in terms of informing the public. The
preliminary campaign, the associated media attention
and the role played by groups like the RSPCA and
other stakeholders have informed the Victorian
community of the backstory that occurs behind too
many cute and innocent puppies’ lives.
I am a case in point. I am not currently but I have been a
dog owner for many, many years. The last thing I ever
thought was, ‘Where did this puppy come from?’. So
with the behavioural or health issues you have with a
particular puppy you do not make that general link about
a systemic issue or systemic problem. You just think it is
isolated to your puppy. I have now become a far, far
more aware and articulate, I suppose, consumer — I do
not like that term when it comes to puppies — or
potential puppy owner. I will again own a dog and I will
be far, far more aware of where to purchase it, and I will
be very, very pleased that this government has done
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something to keep me safe and to keep dogs and other
animals safe from the practices of the past.
Many Victorians are already committing to undertaking
greater research and inquiry into their buying efforts
when it comes to puppies. Actions such as requesting to
see the mother and father dog, seeing where the dog
was brought up and looking into rescue dogs first and
foremost are already widely taken up, and they will be
more so. That in itself is a market driving the supply
side by saying that we will not accept anything less.
It is important that we enact the laws that have been
widely fought for by advocates and allies of dogs and
cats in puppy farms in Victoria. It is not appropriate nor
acceptable to do nothing, which is effectively what the
opposition are advocating: do nothing. Through
requiring breeders with more than three dogs to register
as a domestic animal business and to comply with a
code of practice, this can act as an important assurance
to prospective customers. I know that in my personal
circumstance it would absolutely do that. As the
breeders are registered and complying with a code,
buyers can know that the dog they are purchasing has
been brought up to a greater welfare standard and they
can be more confident that their dog has not
experienced conditions of cruelty and neglect. That is a
fundamental right of any person in a civil society that
cares about the welfare of animals.
In addition, through the ban placed on pet shops selling
dogs from puppy farms, consumers will no longer be
clouded with the image of the puppy alone and instead
will know that such dogs can only be sourced from
rescue organisations. They are all the things that are
material to improving this industry. They are well
considered, both in terms of the industry perspective
and the customer perspective. I could not be prouder of
a government that has taken an important issue and has
actually addressed it.
Just in conclusion, I want to commend the minister on
the work she has done and I want to commend the
government on this. It is not an easy area, but it is an
important area. In my last remaining few seconds, I
want to echo the words of the member for Yan Yean
and commend the member for Northcote on her
election as the first Indigenous woman in the Victorian
Parliament. I also commend her on what was an
excellent inaugural speech. I look forward to her
contribution in this place.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (17:39) — I rise this
afternoon to speak on the Domestic Animals
Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016. It
has been an interesting journey for this legislation. As
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we all know, the initial legislation was introduced more
than 12 months ago now, and subsequently we had a
committee report on the proposed legislation,
culminating in 18 recommendations. From the outset, I
indicate that I think it was important that that committee
did the work its members did, particularly given
recommendation 1. I think a number of different
stakeholders who have a very strong interest in the
proposed changes in the legislation had not been
consulted with. It was important that that occurred over
that period of time.
All of us in this house absolutely care about animal
welfare. There is no doubt about that. I am somebody
who is a very strong animal lover and has had animals
all their life. All of us, I am sure, want the best for our
animals and want to make sure, whether they are
breeding animals or not, that they are well cared for.
The member for Polwarth talked about his animals —
or his dog crossed with a seagull. I have two of the
most disobedient dogs in the world. When you have a
beagle and a husky, you need a hell of a lot of training
for those. If you are watching, Benji and Bickie: hello,
Daddy’s down here today!
On a serious note, when people talk about puppy farms,
there is an initial reaction of: these are bad, terrible,
horrible people. The way they have been portrayed I
think has captured a whole range of breeders in the
same category, and I think that is absolutely unfair. I
know from a local Gippsland perspective that we have
a number of breeders who have fantastic operations,
and I know that their primary care is about animal
welfare. At the same time, if breeders are doing the
wrong thing, they should absolutely be put out of
existence. I support that strongly. I know on one side of
the chamber we talk about wanting to rid ourselves of
illegal operators and puppy farms. That is fine, but my
concern is that we do not want to capture the good
operators, those who care about animal welfare. That is
paramount as they have good operations.
The amendments the government have put back into this
place in my view do provide for an improvement on the
initial bill, there is no doubt about that. I do not critique
the intent of the government in trying to enhance and
improve animal welfare, and I thank the minister’s office
for the briefing that was provided to me.
But reading through the legislation, talking with some
local operators and others in my community and
listening to the debate here today, I must say that I
concur a bit with the member for Gippsland South in
terms of there probably being a noble intention here,
but I still think the bill is going to provide some
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perverse outcomes for what I would describe as good
breeding operators.
The reason I say that is in October of last year when the
legislation came into the Parliament and we learned the
provisions of the bill, at the time the Latrobe Valley
Express ran an article with the headline ‘State
government doggone too far?’. It relayed the story of a
local dog breeder, Charlie Maddaluno, who has an
operation on the outskirts of Morwell. He spoke about
the proposed legislation at the time and made
comments along the lines of, ‘We’re happy to abide by
rules and regulations and codes of practice and those
things’, and warned government to be wary and
cautious of the fact that if you push too far, what you
will simply do is push him out of business and push
other good operators out of business and end up with
this black market operating underground. Charlie was
quoted at the time as saying:
‘You could go so far as this is not viable. It’s a pretty good
code (the existing legislation) and most people … should
follow it.
‘If it’s not done properly, then it’s the policing of it. And if
you don’t want to police something, of course it’s not going
to work, but if it’s policed, of course it will work.’

I think that is the point that many people are making. If
there was good enforcement in place and it was
substantial and it knocked out those horrible, awful
operators who do the wrong thing, then that is exactly
what we want. I am sure that is what the legislation
probably seeks to do, but it also seeks to push to the
edge operators like Charlie. He went on to say in part of
that commentary at the time about the 10 breeding
bitches, the 10 dogs:
‘Ten dogs, what are we going to do with 10 dogs …
‘Realistically, these people (who work for me) won’t have
a job.’

Within that context I make two points. I understand that
the proposed legislation now talks about increasing the
number of breeding bitches from 10 to a possible 50,
depending on operations. While that is an
improvement, it still does not provide the solution.
Secondly, we also have a number of really passionate
people who work in the industry. I have visited
Charlie’s site on multiple occasions and I have spoken
to the workers. I will not go through the quotes of what
they said in the newspaper at the time, but I could tell in
the times that I have been there that they work there
because they love animals. They do not work there
because they want to hurt or be cruel to or injure
animals; they work there because they love animals.
They work 24/7, making sure that their animals are
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cared for in the best possible manner. So on the one
hand we are going to see some operators potentially go
out of business or reduce their size dramatically, and
the costs comes with the jobs lost. We should not forget
that when we are talking about this particular bill.
Again, as I say, my fear of the bill is that we are still
going to get rid of good operators, push them
underground and not necessarily get rid of those awful
operators at the same time. Many members have
spoken about probably the key principle of the bill, and
particularly when we have a commercial operation the
quote is that ‘size matters’. In my view it should not
matter. I have witnessed the fact that whether you have
got one breeding bitch or you have got 80, it does not
necessarily mean just because you have got 80 that they
are not being well catered for or managed.
Some of these commercial operators have a number of
employees, as I said, who really care for the welfare of
their breeders, but on the other hand you could have
one person with one or two breeding bitches who is just
awful, terrible, does not care about the welfare of their
dogs and is only interested in the money side of it. So I
think the notion of simply saying, ‘Well, we have
drawn this arbitrary line in the sand’, is not right.
Again, I know very well Banksia Park Puppies and I
know very well Charlie Maddaluno, having visited their
sites. They have tens of dogs, and in Banksia Park they
have more than 100 breeding bitches. I know they are
well cared for — I have seen that firsthand.
I note the member for Gippsland South raised the fact
that the Australian Veterinary Association have also
expressed their opposition to the bill on the same point,
saying, ‘Well, a breeder having potentially 80 breeding
bitches doesn’t necessarily equate to the fact that their
bitches are not well cared for’. I note under the bill that
the same owner cannot have, for example, three
different enterprises — the limit to the owner of the
business would be to the 50 dogs.
In closing, I am not critiquing the government on the
intent of the bill — I think all of us in this house want to
see improved and increased animal welfare — but I am
worried about the unintended consequences of this,
particularly for the likes of Charlie Maddaluno and his
business in the Latrobe Valley.
Ms WARD (Eltham) (17:49) — In my preface to
my support for the amendment to this legislation I
would like to talk to you about my dog, Jack. My dog
Jack is a very big goofy black Labrador who we picked
up from Animal Aid in Coldstream 11 years ago. He
was about five months old — a big goofy dog then, an
exceptionally big goofy dog now. He was
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microchipped. He was a dog who would have been
given away, I suspect, because the family who took him
did not realise how big Jack would be. And he is a very,
very big dog — and it is not just because he is a fat lab;
he is actually a tall lab.
Mr Wynne — They are beautiful.
Ms WARD — He is indeed a beautiful dog, member
for Richmond. They are beautiful, labradors. A family
missed out on a beautiful dog, but we were lucky enough
to be able to adopt him. He chose us. We were lucky
enough that Animal Aid said we could have him, and he
has lived in our home for 11 years. It breaks my heart to
think that Jack may not have existed for long, that Jack
could have been at Animal Aid for another month or so
and no family came to get him, and that was it; that was
the end of Jack’s life. He is a gorgeous dog. He has got a
huge heart that matches his size. He really does. He
follows us around. He lies on our feet. He has to be near
people all the time. He comes into my office. He is a
wonderful therapy dog for anyone who has had a bad
day or a good day. He is just beautiful, and to think of his
life wasted is just tragic.
I think that one of the great things about this legislation
is the ability for shelters, for foster carers, to be able to
allow dogs to be onsold, if you like, within pet shops, to
be able to have a real front-of-house opportunity for the
general public, who may not want to trek out to
Coldstream or other shelters where unwanted dogs are
kept to find their dog, the dog that they can love and the
dog that will love them tenfold in return.
I also want to talk about another dog my family
adopted, a white bull terrier called Cas. You would not
necessarily think that a white bull terrier would be a
family dog, but she was beautiful. The reason we
adopted her is that someone my mum knew through
work was breeding bull terriers in his backyard, and she
was going to be put down because she was deaf. She
was very white, and she was deaf. She was a gorgeous
dog, and we were able to bring her home with us.
Again this is a dog that could have been adopted by
anyone. If Mum had not stepped in, the breeder would
have put her down because she was not commercial. I
understand that decision, but what we are introducing
now will allow so many more dogs and cats the
opportunity to find a family who will love them and
will allow a family to benefit from that love, and it is
incredibly important.
While I understand that there are some concerns from
those opposite, I think they really need to look at the
broader picture here and at the kind of community and
environment that we are trying to create around our
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animals, whether they are to be used for commercial
purposes on farms or whether they are to be used for
domestic purposes as companion animals. There is a
place for the regulation of how these animals are bred
and how we treat them, and it is the mark of a
reasonable society that we treat our animals well. We
need to treat our animals well. We need to not take their
service and their love for granted. This is good reform
that has taken some time to come to us, and I commend
the minister for the work that she has done in putting
this together and the amount of consultations that she
has done — as well as her staff — the endless hours
that have been put in working with organisations like
Dogs Victoria to make sure that we get this legislation
right and that it does address the needs of the broader
community and the broader organisations that are
involved in animal breeding.
I also want to commend the work of Deb Tranter, who
has also come out to my electorate, has participated in
the Politics in the Pub around puppy farms and has
been a passionate advocate for the rights of animals in
our community for decades. I want to salute her bravery
for continuing to stand up for animals, for continuing to
ensure she does what she can to get government to
come to the table and create humane conditions for our
animals and how they are bred. I do not think any of us
want to see those horrific images that we have seen in
the past of the way animals can be treated by dodgy
breeders. They can be treated appallingly badly. It is
just horrific. I think what we are creating with limiting
domestic breeders to 10 fertile females and to only five
litters for each of those is humane and is respectful of
these animals.
I know that there are a lot of good breeders out there;
there really are. I know someone who breeds Bernese
mountain dogs. She loves her animals. She takes them
seriously. She does everything she can to look after
their welfare, and I commend her for it. But we know
there are people who are concerned more about the
dollar than they are about the welfare of their animals,
and we know, as I have said before with my example of
Jack, who follows us around everywhere, who sits on
our feet, who leans into us and nestles into us, that these
are animals who need attention. These are animals who
need to be with people. These are not animals who can
be put in a concrete cage. These are not animals who
cannot not be socialised. They need to be socialised.
We have bred them over centuries to be with people.
That is what they need, and we need to make sure that
we have breeders who are actually fulfilling that
obligation we have created in the way we have bred
dogs over centuries.
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I am very happy with the idea that the only way that
commercial organisations can have between 11 and
50 dogs is through increased scrutiny. There needs to be
increased scrutiny because we need to make sure that
these animals are looked after and that there are humans
who can socialise them, who can be their companion —
someone the dog feels they actually belong to and
connect with. To have the chief veterinary officer
involved and to have stricter reporting requirements as
well as increased qualifications for all staff members is a
good move, and I am glad that the minister has worked
through the legislation to find solutions to a number of
the circumstances that arise across this state. There are
clear guidelines here for breeders to follow, and I think
that they will embrace these changes. In fact I know that
they will embrace these changes because I know the
minister has done extensive work in bringing everybody
to the table and getting everybody on the same page. In
the end, only the minister can approve breeders to have
11 to 50 dogs.
In my community this is an issue that people really care
about. People care about their animals in my
community. I had a walk against puppy farms in 2014,
and I had 100 people turn up to walk around Eltham
Lower Park to share their disgust at how some breeders
treat animals and to share their support for how they
want puppy farms to improve and in fact be abolished.
We had a petition going that hundreds signed. I have
had communications from people across my electorate
wanting us to make these reforms, wanting us to make
these changes. The people in my community care about
this, but it is communities across the state who care
about this legislation. It is an important issue for many
people. They want animals to be respected, and they
want animals to be loved.
I am also really happy about the idea of the pet
exchange register, a database that will be established for
anyone in Victoria who wants to advertise a cat or dog.
This is really important. I know that there are good,
reputable breeders who want to know where their cats
and dogs are going. They want to know what the family
is like. As I said before, it was not just Jack who chose
us; Animal Aid chose us as well. They decided we were
good enough for our dog. This is exactly what good
breeders want. They want to make sure that the person
they are selling their dog or their puppy to will look
after it. The same applies to those who are actually
buying these animals. You want to know who your
breeder is, and you want to know that they are
reputable. You want to know that in their hearts they
are actually looking after their animals and treating
them well and with respect.
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We have already done some work in this space, which I
am pretty happy about also. We have already required
councils to refuse registration to dodgy breeders who
are guilty of animal cruelty. We have heard terrible
stories about how animals can be treated, and to be able
to clamp down on these breeders as quickly as possible
and stop them from practising is very important.
Having a pre-mating vet check is also important for
female dogs, as is, as I said earlier, allowing one dog to
produce no more than five litters. This is also a really
important part of the legislation. I commend the
minister, her staff and everybody on this side of the
house who has done a lot of work on this bill. It is good
legislation, and I recommend it to the house.
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (17:58) — I
rise to speak on the Domestic Animals Amendment
(Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016. I rise to
oppose this bill, backed up by hundreds of emails and
phone calls to my office since these laws were first
proposed 12 months ago, but I support the amendment
put forward by my colleague.
It was quite obvious there was wide opposition to the
government’s proposed bill, and that is why they pulled
it and said they would consult widely. Apparently this
bill we have today is a better bill, but if it is a better bill
I struggle to understand why there are 30 pages of
amendments. It is clearly not a well-written bill if at the
last minute we have still got 30 pages of amendments.
It is obvious to me that it is not a good bill, because it is
very obvious — and I have heard it in the house
today — that there is so little understanding of animal
welfare. It is something I very much prioritise, having
spent probably 15 years as an advocate for it in my
agri-political involvement prior to entering this place.
The bill has the guise of protecting animals, which is a
very valid cause and one you will never have to
convince me of, but what this bill actually does, even
with the amendments, is paint every animal breeder
with the same brush. Yes, there are people out there,
whatever sort of operator of any sort of business, who
do not do the right thing, but they need to be brought to
the attention of the law, and the department has a role to
play to enforce the rules and laws that we have. We
should not create a situation where we make it
impossible for people to do business by putting more
and more layers of regulation in place, actually making
the animal welfare outcomes, which those opposite say
they want to improve, much, much worse. Let us make
sure we get the department doing its job and the
minister doing her job — that is, to understand real
issues around animals, agriculture, productivity and the
things that will help animal welfare, not hinder it.

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT (PUPPY FARMS AND PET SHOPS) BILL 2016
Wednesday, 29 November 2017

ASSEMBLY

Putting more and more criteria in for businesses to
struggle with is only going to allow less opportunity for
animal welfare to shine and be harnessed as an
opportunity to do even better.
True people who know animals and work with animals
understand that that is what the business is centred
around. For our family business, the dairy farm that my
husband and my sons now operate, the animal is the
centre of that business; it is what we prioritise. During
calving at 10 o’clock at night we are out checking the
cows. If one of them is in labour, you do not go to bed
without setting the alarm for 2 o’clock, and at 2 o’clock
you get up again, you check that cow and if she is in
trouble, you deliver that calf — or you go back to bed
and you go back and check her again at 4 o’clock. You
know your animals; you are looking at them; you are
observing them. That is what happens in puppy
breeding arrangements as well.
It is ludicrous to put a cap on the amount of animals per
breeder. You do not run a business by capping your
opportunity, because the more you can grow that
business the more, in these instances, you can have
people observing and looking after the animals, so you
can often do a better job. Like somebody said, we have
a 1000-cow farm; does that mean we are not doing a
good job? I find that incredibly insulting. I have never
ever left an animal to suffer. In fact I own a space
blanket — I do not think too many other farmers even
know what they are, but it is a blanket that you put over
a human when they are cold to raise their body
temperature — and I use that on my cows. We care
about our animals because we know our animals.
I remember being in England a few years ago. I went to
visit some animals that were housed and I thought,
‘This is a bit out there for me’, because I had not been
involved with housed cows before; ours are free in the
paddock and that seems normal to me. I went to a
farmer discussion day and I heard them talking about
the mattresses and making sure the mattresses fit
properly and about the diet that they used, which is
different to the diet of animals when they are outside. I
felt like I was back in the mothers group I had been in
when my first son was born, because they were talking
about the mattress size, the diet — all the sorts of things
that you would imagine a mothers group would discuss.
I find it incredibly outrageous that the member for
Prahran said they are all really bad. I bet he has never
visited a dog breeding operation, because if he had, he
would have seen how clean the environments are.
Clearly there are some operators who are acting badly,
but I would be the very first to say that we do not tolerate
animals being treated badly, so throw the book at them.
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This bill really shows me that the Minister for
Agriculture has no understanding of how to actually
make things work better or harness it. We have such
opportunity in agriculture, including with breeding
dogs, and we need dogs on the farm as well. Our dog
Gypsie gets the cows every morning and night. You
just try and stop her! She knows her job. I wait at the
gate, the motorbike stops and in she goes and gets the
cows by herself — the stragglers that are at the back.
Come calving time she gets tied up, because you do not
put a dog in a paddock when a cow is calving, as they
do not like each other at that time. So we know our
animals, and we do not do things that do not reflect that
knowledge and understanding.
I remember being in an animal welfare discussion with
some people from around the community — there were
some educators and there were some department
people — and a woman who had come from
Melbourne to the meeting, which was out in western
Victoria, said that on the way to the meeting she had
seen a cow giving birth in the paddock. She thought
that was really inappropriate and that we should get a
screen and have that available to put around the animal
to protect her privacy while she was giving birth. I
actually sat in a meeting where somebody once said
that. And I think that is what I have heard here today:
more of the ridiculousness of people not understanding
how businesses that operate with animals actually
work — and work well.
I see dogs in apartments nowadays when I am in
Melbourne. I see people taking dogs up and down
high-rise apartments, and I find that strange, but it is
just different for me — it is not wrong. What I do in the
country with animals is not wrong either. It is about
respecting each other and understanding that when you
are not in somebody else’s business, do not judge until
you actually really get involved and understand it. That
is what has not happened here. Consultation has not
taken place with the real people on the ground who are
doing a very good job.
This is a political ploy to appease some people. It is
absolutely outrageous, and it offends not only the dog
owners, I am sure — they certainly told me. As I said, I
received hundreds of calls and hundreds of emails, but
also from other animal businesses. What is next? Are we
going to shut down dairy? Shut down wool? Shut down
beef? Honestly we do a great job in the country, and I
think we should be embracing the opportunities.
South-West Coast has the biggest farm output in the
state, and it has the second-biggest output in the country.
We need to find ways to increase productivity. Caps and
these sorts of regulations are doing the exact opposite.
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Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (18:07) — I am
pleased to contribute to the Domestic Animals
Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016,
noting it is 12 months ago that this matter was under
community dialogue and debate. It has taken some time
to reach the present position.
I also welcome the insightful and informed
commentary from constituents who have been dog
breeders and who have held the view that the welfare of
animals is paramount and ought not be driven by
ideology. My constituents earlier argued that we
already have very tough dog legislation and the
enforcement of existing regulations and codes of
practice is a very strong measure to ensure animal
welfare. The code was always designed for commercial
breeders to ensure they had acceptable standards.
Domestic animal breeders, not commercial ones, being
forced to comply with the commercial code in the view
of my constituents was going to be a step down from
the standard that many of the members of dog owner
organisations such as Dogs Victoria apply to the
welfare of their pets, being people who love their
animals as members of their family.
A constituent passed on to me photos of animals in her
litter, and 12 months ago both were in training at their
local obedience club. This particular breeder remarked
that she loved the overwhelming greeting that she got
from them when they saw her, having been passed on
to new owners. She commented that they do not forget
how much their breeder loved them and will continue
to love them. My constituent had been a very
responsible lifelong breeder who greatly cared for her
domestic animals.
The bill before the house makes a large number of
amendments to the Domestic Animals Act 1994, and
the main provisions create a new law that domestic
animal businesses can have no more than 10 fertile
female dogs, a new definition for domestic animal
businesses, a ban on the sale of puppies and kittens in
pet shops, a voluntary register for animal foster carers
and a single-use permit to sell certain animals.
The coalition has noted a number of concerns in
relation to the legislation, which include the ban on
the sale of any puppy or kitten under the age of six
months from a pet store. I note that pet stores are a
regulated environment which has been subject to new
and more stringent record-keeping regulations since
1 July 2015, and I might note that this was an
initiative that commenced under the previous coalition
government in 2014.
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There is a concern that the bill will drive prospective
pet owners towards online and newspaper classifieds.
The issues associated with online and classified pet
sales are well known, with law enforcement already
struggling to stop sales of drugs and other illicit items
through online forums. The bill has no provisions that
will guard against the creation of a black market of
puppies and kittens that will be bred and sold outside of
a regulated system, and banning sales in pet shops
makes little sense when the effect of this ban will be
driving customers towards sales environments which
are already easily manipulated by unscrupulous sellers.
In the Sandringham electorate there are many
responsible dog owners, as well as continuing concerns
raised by other park and foreshore users that too much
processed Pal arises on the foreshore and makes its way
through the rivers, creeks, canals and drains of the Port
Phillip catchment area into Port Phillip Bay. It is
important where there is a high level of dog ownership
that there is also a high level of compliance
responsibility within the wider community. It is a
significant matter for local dog owners, and it is
important that we as a community have the highest
standards in terms of dog ownership management to
ensure that our parks and our beaches are safe for all
people to utilise, as well as being a place where dogs
can exercise.
The opposition is uncertain about the cost impacts of
the legislation. There is a major concern that the
legislation may price out of the market the opportunity
for family pet owners to buy a family dog or a family
cat. I wish to strongly place those concerns on the
record. For the aforementioned reasons and others
raised by previous speakers, the opposition opposes the
legislation.
Mr WATT (Burwood) (18:12) — I rise to talk
about the puppy farm legislation. I talked today about
government consultation, and I specifically talked about
the Minister for Major Projects and the comment that
she made to me in this house about consultation. Her
words were, ‘The action that the member has asked for
around proper consultation is not one that I agree with’.
This particular piece of legislation, the amendments and
everything that goes with it are just another example of
a government that has not consulted. The Andrews
Labor government has form, and that form is to talk at
people and expect that they accept that as consultation.
I have had constituents of mine contact the minister to
talk about the issues they are facing with the puppy
farm legislation and the fact that the legislation will
personally affect them. It is clear that this bill will do
nothing for animal welfare. In actual fact what this bill
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will do, even with the amendments that are put forward,
is put people out of business. Members before me have
talked about the fact that a bill must be pretty bad if the
amendments are larger than the bill, and that is what we
see here: 30 pages of amendments.
When I have constituents regularly come into my
office, worried about whether the government is going
to put them out of business, all I can say to them is,
‘I’m sorry, but I think the government is going to put
you out of business’. I do not know how many
members on the other side have actually been to any of
these puppy farms, as people would like to call them.
Previous to the last election the Labor candidate in my
area was running around telling people that he was
going to outlaw illegal puppy farms. A bit of a
tautology — to outlaw illegal puppy farms. They are
already outlawed; that is why they are illegal. This
legislation will simply drive the industry either
underground or interstate and, as I said, will do
absolutely nothing for animal welfare. I am vehemently
opposed to this legislation because I do not believe it
will do anything for animal welfare. I do not believe it
will do anything for dogs, and it certainly will not do
anything for the availability of dogs or cats for
Victorians who just want to have a pet.
What we do know is that pet ownership is a factor in
improving the mental health of individuals, particularly
the vulnerable and those who are at home and do not
have the capacity get out and about as much. We know
that pet ownership improves outcomes for people,
which is why we have programs like allowing dogs to
come into nursing homes and the like. We know that it
does improve patient outcomes. We know it has
long-term benefits for humans.
When I see legislation that is so poorly drafted, such as
this bill in its original form, I get somewhat concerned
that this government does not really care about animals.
It is clear that this government does not care about
people. What this government cares about is votes.
What we know is that this government has, on a
number of issues, put votes for the seats in inner
Melbourne such as Richmond and Brunswick first. We
know they have already lost Northcote. They tried to do
everything they could to win the seat of Northcote, and
unfortunately they did not this bill get up in time to try
and win Northcote. Maybe if you had gotten this bill
through the house a few weeks ago, you would have
won the seat of Northcote in your own minds. Is that
what we are here for? The government has more spin
than substance in this particular debate; that is all this is
about. This is all about spin and no substance.
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I was listening to the member for Polwarth. I will not
comment about his dog, but I will talk about him. I will
talk about the spinning wheel. How did they come to
this policy? How did they come to these numbers?
Round and round she goes; where she stops, nobody
knows. The numbers that are in this bill bear no
reflection to animal welfare but simply bear allegiance
to the government’s need for spin. It is spin, and it has
nothing to do with animal welfare. That is why we are
opposed to this bill. The spin in this bill will actually
bring worse outcomes for animal welfare, not better
outcomes for animal welfare.
I cannot support this bill. I do not support it, because of
the effect it will have on animal welfare. It is a bad bill,
and I do not think anybody should support it.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (18:19) — I rise to
speak on the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy
Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016. We have heard a
number of people speak on this bill. It is a very important
bill because we are dealing with the core of pet
ownership, particularly when we are talking about dogs.
I admit, straight up, that I am the proud owner of a
spoodle.
An honourable member — What’s its name?
Mr SOUTHWICK — Sammy. Sammy the
spoodle. We walk our dog very regularly. We love our
dog, and our dog is part of our family. We did a lot of
work to decide what would be the best dog for us and
what would fit our family, as I think most pet owners
tend to do.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The government can carry
on about this, but it is quite a serious matter, because
what this government is trying to do is limit the
opportunities for families to choose a pet, to choose a
dog, that is going to be right for them.
When we were in government we had the opportunity,
and I had the opportunity, to talk to the RSPCA and a
number of people who have worked in this area,
including dog breeders, and find out what was
important in terms of the kind of legislation needed and
the things that we can do to ensure that we get the best
outcomes for pet ownership. One of the things that is
ultimately very important is to try and ensure that we
get the suitable pet, the suitable dog, for the
environment in which the dog is going to be brought up
and certainly for that family. In my case I have a
number of allergies, so having a spoodle is particularly
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important to me — I do not have to suffer from those
allergies because a spoodle does not drop hair.
Mr Noonan — Hayfever?
Mr SOUTHWICK — No, a number of allergies;
not hayfever but a number of allergies. That again is not
a funny matter, so I would not be playing up the back
there in your back pocket. That is why we decided to
get our spoodle, and that is why I think it is important to
match the dog, match the breed, to the family.
What this government is doing is ensuring that those
that do the right thing — those that have a proper
business with all the permits, the processes, the
regulations and the safety checks — are effectively put
out of business. Those dogs which are already, because
of all of those safety checks, not cheap to purchase —
and rightly so because of those reasons — are
becoming completely out of reach for individuals if we
allow the things that this bill currently does. Ultimately,
what this government wants to do is drive those
businesses, or many of those smaller operations, into
almost backroom breeding houses. What this legislation
is doing in terms of puppy farms is having the reverse
effect of what the government is intending, and it has
not had a proper process to it.
We have a number of concerns with this bill. It has
been drafted and redrafted, and we suggest that it needs
to be redrafted yet again. It certainly does nothing for
pet ownership. It does nothing for the constituents in
my electorate that proudly own dogs, that proudly walk
around Caulfield Park with their dogs, that take their
dogs out as we do and consider them part of the family.
We on this side of the house support the affordability
and availability of dogs and pet ownership. We believe
that a proper, well-thought-out bill would do that, not
this shambolic bill that we have in front of us. It does
nothing to support an industry that is properly regulated
and properly maintained, and therefore we suggest that
the government goes back to the drawing board and
gives us something decent to consider, not something
like the bill here that is going to make pet ownership
completely unaffordable to those that need it the most.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (18:24) — It
gives me pleasure to rise to speak briefly on the
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet
Shops) Bill 2016. You only need to look at the fact that
this bill was introduced in 2016 to clearly understand
just how much this government has messed up this
piece of legislation. The previous government, in which
I was proud to serve as a member, had done a lot of
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work in terms of providing important regulation with
regard to the operation of dog breeders.
Nobody in Victoria wants to see an animal raised in a
situation which is inappropriate or appalling. The former
government put in place a regime to deal with that. This
government was elected on a commitment that it was
going to scrap puppy farms and get rid of pet shops. It
was all to do with preference arrangements and listening
to organisations that were pushing a particular point of
view. The government is stuck with that and is now
trying to put in place legislation that effectively deals
with undertakings that were given to certain minor
parties and interest groups at the last election.
The bill before the house was introduced last year. We
are now nearly at the end of this year. The bill was
introduced 12 months ago, but then the government
realised it could not deal with the bill because it had
made a mess of it. We now have a series of
amendments, and as a consequence of that, we have a
hotchpotch bill before the house which is doing nothing
to provide for the protection of animals in this state.
I am reminded of a resident who told me a story about
how he had bought a dog on Gumtree. He met the
owner of the dog in a car park, handed over the cash
and received the dog. Nobody in this place could say
that that is an acceptable method of purchasing a dog in
the state of Victoria. There is no guarantee that the
health of that dog was —
An honourable member — Did he pay GST?
Mr WAKELING — Did he pay GST? Seriously,
this is what we get from those opposite, because that is
exactly what we are going to see operating when this
legislation is brought into place. All that is going to
happen is that the breeding of dogs will be driven
underground and the purchasing of animals will be
online through shady operators. The breeding of dogs
should be meeting a high standard in terms of the health
of the animal. Because of the ideology of this
government, in order to gain preferences and support at
the last election, it has decided to throw out the window
the breeding practices of those involved in the breeding
of animals and of those organisations that sell animals
through pet shops. We are throwing that all out the
window. Victorians will still want to buy a dog. All this
legislation is going to do is force it underground.
The fact is that with the introduction of this legislation
somebody is going to buy a dog on Gumtree and meet
someone in a car park without any knowledge of the
history of that animal. If anyone can tell me that is a
great result, then it beggars belief. The simple fact is
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that Victorians love the opportunity to purchase an
animal. No Victorian wants to purchase an animal that
is unhealthy. No Victorian wants to purchase an animal
if the mother of that animal has been breeding in
inappropriate conditions. Nobody in this state wants
that situation. But this legislation will not deliver on
that. It is putting in an arbitrary limit of 10 fertile
female dogs. For those operators who have more than
that, the bill is going to simply put those operations
onto the black market. The market is going to operate
underground. It will result in a situation where we are
going to have the unhealthy breeding of animals.
This is not an outcome that is going to help Victorians.
This is not going to ensure that residents in my
electorate can buy an affordable animal. All you are
going to do is force the breeding of animals
underground, and for that the government should hang
their heads in shame. I support the amendment that has
been put by the member for Murray Plains. This
government has messed this bill up. They messed it up
12 months ago. They have brought in changes to this
bill. They have not fixed the bill. I mean, for God’s
sake — pardon my French — it was 2016. In
12 months we still have not got it right. So I support the
amendments that have been put by the member for
Murray Plains, and I have grave reservations about the
bill that is before the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr NOONAN
(Williamstown).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT
(AUTOMATED VEHICLES) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 15 November; motion of
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety).
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (18:31) — I rise to
speak on the Road Safety Amendment (Automated
Vehicles) Bill 2017. Can I say at the outset that the
opposition will be supporting this bill. We will be
supporting this bill because we think it is a great
opportunity for the kinds of technology innovation and
advancement that we should be looking at in Victoria
when it comes to autonomous vehicles, to extend
innovation, to extend new business, new development,
new industry and new jobs. But what I would say right
at the outset is that this government is far too slow
when it comes to the kinds of opportunities that we are
going to be talking about today.
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We have seen that the likes of South Australia have
already taken up the opportunity. In fact in 2015 they
were the first jurisdiction in the Southern Hemisphere
to actually trial autonomous vehicles. When we see a
state like South Australia actually leading us, it is quite
disappointing, because I would have thought that with
the government we have, which talks up things like the
launch pad, the landing pads and the start-up fix — and
I do not know where we are up to at the moment —
with the kinds of innovation, all the different types of
things that are in the innovation portfolio of this
government and the $60 million start-up fund, I would
have thought that one of the first things that this Labor
government would have done was to be the first state to
wave the flag and say, ‘We are going to champion
innovation and we are going to welcome car companies
to trial their vehicles here in Victoria’.
Now, we were very quick to take up 500 Startups from
the US and try to get them to locate here, and that did
not last very long. But we were not quick in taking up
the core value of our industry. We have seen the car
industry close down here in Victoria, but we have not
replaced it with advanced technology. We have got the
newly appointed industry minister sitting across the
table here — I think they have had about five.
This government could take up that opportunity and
say, ‘You know what? We’re going to replace the kinds
of manufacturing —
Mr Carroll — Hang around for my speech, David,
hang around for my speech.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The Minister for Industry
and Employment says to hang around for his speech.
The minister for industry needs to consider one thing:
this government has had three years to bring this
legislation to the house, and they have been doing
doughnuts up until now — absolutely nothing.
As I have stated, South Australia has outdone them, and
only now is Victoria saying, ‘Well, you know what? If
you want to trial autonomous vehicles here, we’ll now
give it a crack’. By the time we actually bring this
legislation through the Parliament and allow VicRoads
and others to then go through the implementation, I can
assure you there will be no time for such trialling of this
stuff because we will have an election. Hopefully we
will throw this useless lot out and we will actually do
something when it comes to innovation and encourage
industries to come here, to locate here and to get started
here. We should be the state that is championing this
stuff. We should be the state that is leading the way, not
South Australia. We should be leading the way.
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This bill, as we say, creates a whole range of things, but
there are things that we are unsure of. I had the
opportunity, as many people have, to visit Israel and
have a look at some of the great things that are
happening in this space. A company by the name of
Mobileye has advanced a whole lot of different
technologies and is working with a whole lot of car
manufacturers to provide this technology into the
future, and this is very exciting. In fact Mobileye was
sold to Intel for $15 billion — not $15 million,
$15 billion. It is such a large acquisition because this is
the kind of technology that will save lives, this is the
kind of technology that will reduce congestion, this is
the kind of technology that will reduce emissions and
this is the kind of technology that will get people home
faster to spend time with their families and their loved
ones. That is why autonomous vehicles are very, very
important.
As I said at the very forefront about the saving lives
element, the kinds of technology for reducing
collisions and accidents are all very, very important.
They are all very important. We should be leading the
way because this could be an exciting industry. This
could be an exciting opportunity for Victoria to do the
trialling, to get companies here, to look at advanced
manufacturing, to look at componentry development,
to look at robotics and to look at — as the minister for
industry mentioned earlier — Industry 4.0, which
brings a lot of this stuff together. We have a lot of
universities that have the capability. We have got the
designers. We have got the engineering companies
that are here as well. We have got the factories left
over from the car manufacturing game that was
unsustainable, that ultimately closed under the Labor
government, that now could be taken up and
developed in this space. But there is a long way to go.
If you have a look very quickly, South Australia, as I
said, launched its strategy in July 2015. The South
Australian government’s Department of Planning,
Transport and Infrastructure claimed that South
Australia was:
open for business and … actively encourages on-road trials,
testing and development of driverless vehicles and advanced
automotive technology in South Australia.
…
The South Australian government is providing $10 million
over the next three years —

this was back in 2015 —
to projects that demonstrate, develop or contribute to the
applied research of future mobility technologies that
provide … benefits to our communities.
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…
Trials of advanced automotive and driverless vehicle
technology are welcome … in South Australia.

They changed the Motor Vehicles Act, as amended by
the Motor Vehicles (Trials of Automotive Technologies)
Amendment Bill 2016, to allow this to happen. Trials
already approved were for the Flinders autonomous
shuttle trial, the Cohda connected autonomous vehicle
trials, the Aurrigo driverless cargo pod trial, and the
University of Adelaide Centre for Automotive Safety
Research autonomous vehicle safety trial.
So South Australia is leading the way. What about
some other states? New South Wales did an inquiry in
February 2016 which was completed over six months
ago, and from then they have done with industry
research partners a trial of an automated passenger
shuttle at Sydney Olympic Park. The trial started in
August 2017. There we have South Australia and New
South Wales leading the way.
If you look at what some of the other states are doing
and where we are at, what is happening is driverless
trucks in mines. This is not happening in Victoria; it is
happening in Western Australia at the moment.
Exploring truck platooning is not happening in
Victoria; it is happening in Western Australia, South
Australia and the Northern Territory. Unsealed road
applications, which are very important because they
allow the trial of many of these autonomous vehicles,
are not happening in Victoria; they are happening in the
Northern Territory. Connectivity trials are not
happening in Victoria; they are happening in
Queensland. There are a number of areas in this space
that other states are working on, but we are still falling
way behind.
We can certainly learn about what is happening in other
countries. If you look at other countries, in the USA
33 states have introduced legislation in 2017, 20 states
introduced legislation last year, 16 states introduced
legislation in 2015 and nine states introduced
legislation in 2014, so there have been a number of
states in the USA that have introduced legislation
already. In the UK they started public testing in 2013.
The UK government wants the country to be at the
forefront of self-driving cars and believes the industry
in the UK will be worth $28 billion in the next 17 years.
Since October 2016 small pods have been running
around the Milton Keynes shopping area in England.
So here we have the USA and the UK both very active
in this space.
In Europe, in 2014 France announced that the testing of
autonomous vehicles on public roads would be allowed
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in 2015, and the very first demonstration of
autonomous vehicles on open roads in France was
carried out in Bordeaux in early October 2015. In
Switzerland in 2015 the federal Department of
Environment, Transport, Energy and Communications
also did some testing of a driverless Volkswagen on the
streets of Zurich. In Singapore in 2016 the Singapore
Land Transport Authority launched preparations to run
a fleet of automated taxis for an on-demand
autonomous cab service to take effect this year. So
there are a number of jurisdictions that are well and
truly advanced in what they are doing and are leading
the pack compared with what we are doing here.
As I said earlier, you have the likes of Mobileye. We
have had a number of delegations visit, and I know the
government have been out and met with Mobileye. I
believe when the Premier visited Israel a few years
back he visited Mobileye. Mobileye have given the
government lots of information in terms of how they
could go forward with some of this, and I know there
have been other companies as well that have given the
government information. They have certainly given us
information on how they would expand the trial of
autonomous vehicles. There are lots of opportunities in
advancing this work. There are lots of opportunities for
Victoria to be the lead state in all of this, but we need to
act. We need to get going with it; we just cannot wait.
We cannot sit on our hands. We should have brought
this legislation in a lot sooner.
We should look at ways we can get this stuff going. We
should look at the kinds of things we can do that are
different. What can we do to incentivise businesses like
Mobileye to set up an office here? Victoria could be a
fantastic launching pad into Asia for the likes of
Mobileye and other people who are manufacturing
technology in this space to actually set up some
demonstrations and research centres here and do some
really collaborative work into Asia. The universities are
thirsting for it. There are a number of universities, like
Swinburne University, Monash University and I am
sure many others in Victoria, that would be perfectly
suited for this kind of work. I have visited both
Swinburne and Monash and seen some of the stuff that
they have been doing in this space. We certainly do not
have a lack of will, but we have got to get off our hands
and do something.
There are some really important questions that need to
be answered. Where does the liability lie in a lot of
this? Where is the onus? I ask the question, and
hopefully the Minister for Industry and Employment
will provide me with an answer when he speaks in
terms of the responsibility, because in different
jurisdictions there are different ways that this is treated.
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In some instances governments work very closely with
others to ensure that there is more opportunity for the
research and development to be done, whereas in other
jurisdictions all of the responsibility is with the
producer. Where does that sit?
Have conversations been had with the likes of
insurance companies, because insurance companies
could save lots of money on their premiums when it
comes to this kind of thing? Insurance companies
should be key participants in these conversations. Are
those conversations being had? That is very, very
important going forward, because we want to ensure
that we have insurance companies at the forefront of
this. VicRoads should be sitting alongside the Monash
University collision centre. Again, a lot of this work
could be done.
So there are opportunities for collaboration and work to
be done and for advancement to be done to ensure that
we really utilise some of the innovation and research
and development that we have in Victoria to lead the
way. These are questions that I hope will be answered
when government members get up to speak. There is
one thing —
Mr Carroll interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The Minister for Industry
and Employment, I am sure, will have all the answers.
He has been in the job for 5 minutes; I am sure he will
have all the answers. But at the end of the day it is not
about just passing legislation. It took the government
three years to bring this legislation to the house.
I hope that all of these conversations have been had. In
fact I would be very happy for the minister to provide
me with a full list of all the conversations that have
been had, where they have been had, with which
universities, which commercial operators and which
insurance companies they have been had, when these
conversations took place, what collaborations are
currently being played out, what roads they are looking
to trial on and where they are conducting these trials.
All of this stuff is really important. Who does the
liability stand with? How far down the track are we,
and what is going to be the point of difference between
Victoria, South Australia, New South Wales and
Western Australia?
That is in Australia. If we are serious, what is going to
be our competitive advantage over the rest of the
world? Why are people going to choose Victoria as the
place to trial their vehicles and to set up their businesses
and for Victoria to lead the way on some of the
commercialisation of these industries? Ultimately

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT (AUTOMATED VEHICLES) BILL 2017
4160

ASSEMBLY

Victoria should be the place where some of this
advanced manufacturing produces jobs, because that
would be quite exciting. That would be a very, very
exciting thing for Victoria to be a participant in. All of
us could proudly go out and say, ‘You know what? We
didn’t quite get it right when it came to the car industry.
We saw a lot of jobs lost when the car industry shut
down in Victoria, but we were able to transition into
something else and now lead the way when it comes to
autonomous vehicles and advanced manufacturing,
driverless vehicles and some of that technology’.
That is along with electric vehicles (EVs) as well; that is
another important conversation. What is happening in the
EV space? This government is very big on talking about
reducing emissions and its plans for how it will do that.
What is the plan when it comes to EVs? How does that
intersect with autonomous vehicles? These are really,
really big questions that when it comes to industry and
commercialisation, and certainly when it comes to jobs
and manufacturing, have not been answered.
If you look at what people are saying, the National
Farmers Federation has said that autonomous vehicles
were needed yesterday. They could reduce isolation;
boost agricultural productivity; save lives on country
roads; improve the mental and physical health of rural
Australians; enable elderly, ill or disabled Australians
to move on isolated properties and to live at home for
longer by enabling care providers to safely travel to
farms outside the current radius of care provision;
and lower costs to farmers by reducing
environmental impacts.
These are pretty good reasons to ensure we develop an
industry like we are talking about here with driverless
vehicles and that it happens as soon as possible. There
is a huge benefit. I have spoken a lot in my contribution
today about the trade opportunity and about Victoria
leading the way in terms of jobs and manufacturing.
But what about our own local benefit? Farmers and
people in rural Victoria could benefit hugely from
autonomous vehicles.
Ms Kealy interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK — The member for Lowan just
said that she travels 60 000 kilometres a year in her job.
That is around the world one and a half times. Now,
imagine how productive she would be if she had an
autonomous vehicle. The member for Lowan could be
making calls, doing work, doing it in a more efficient
way and, most importantly, doing it safely. That is not to
say that the member for Lowan is not a safe driver and, I
am sure, takes every precaution, but imagine doing it in
an autonomous vehicle. We can only hope. As I say, the
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important element is that it creates more free time,
improving the work-life balance and mental health.
You see these kinds of things on ads. You can google a
whole lot of things on autonomous vehicles. There are
clips showing you how cars manoeuvre. Bosch has got
a great YouTube video, by the way. They show you
how somebody can be having their meal in their car
while the car is driving them on the highway. You can
be having conversations and doing all sorts of things.
The car drives you, drops you off, drives itself back to
wherever its home location is and then picks you up
whenever you need it. What that does is change the
complete interface of how we use cars and whether we
even have car ownership at all. An autonomous vehicle
could effectively pick somebody up and take them
around in a ridesharing-type model, and in such a very
disruptive manner.
Look at the way we develop our properties and
buildings. I know the Greens and others would have us
have no car parking at all in buildings, yet we know that
average car ownership — and I am sure if I get this
wrong the government will tell me — is about two cars
or thereabouts per family; it is probably more now. Yet
we have some apartments that get approval without any
car parking at all. What ultimately happens is we have
all these cars parked down the street, meaning more
congestion and more stress. But imagine if you did not
need these car parks at all because you had the vehicles
not having to stop but picking other people up and
being able to park outside the city areas in more
depot-style locations. It could completely change the
way we do things in Victoria. These are really
interesting opportunities going forward. In fact I was
talking to somebody today about potential energy
opportunities in terms of these vehicles also being
energy hubs creating and storing and then putting the
energy back into homes.
As I said, improving safety is so important, and that is
why we need to enhance driverless vehicles. Human
error is a factor in most collisions. Failing to look
properly, misjudging other road users and being
distracted are key. Mobileye uses sensors to minimise
and in most cases completely eliminate collisions. I
have seen that in a demonstration before. You see
things that you would not have even expected to be
there. When there is a Mobileye device connected to a
bus and the driver looks out their side mirror they do
not see any vehicles at all, but if they pan the camera
around there are a number of bike riders and cars in the
blind spot that could be taken out. The Mobileye device
completely eliminates any of that risk through a form of
autonomous driving, and that is where they are heading.
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As I said before, by reducing emissions and easing
congestion driverless vehicles will offer the promise of
a better use of road space and a reduction in congestion
through the use of connected vehicle technologies.
Vehicles could communicate with roadside
infrastructure such as traffic lights and use this
information to minimise fuel consumption and
emissions, which is very, very important.
The coalition have launched only in the last week or so
our congestion-busting policy to remove 55 of our
intersections to ensure that we get traffic moving more
freely. As part of this announcement we are looking at
being able to use technology to ensure the light
intersections work better, so rather than having to stop
at a red light when there could be better traffic flow we
will manage that better with technology. This all links
in together. This is all very important. These are all
ways of being able to get people moving better, cars
moving faster and roads decongested.
On increased access to vehicles for everyone, there are
still many people who do not have a drivers licence or
access to a vehicle. Disabled people may be unable to
drive. Again what a fantastic way to be able to bring an
opportunity for accessibility and give elderly people the
opportunity to drive. Others may simply not want to
drive or may be concerned about their ability to do so.
When automatic vehicle technology is developed to
that extent, vehicles will be able to undertake
door-to-door journeys without needing a driver at all.
We have seen the advancement of Uber whereby that
has come in as a complete disruptor. Well, imagine an
automated version of the ridesharing component and
what that would do. There are great opportunities.
There has been a huge uptake of ridesharing in the
disruption element of all of this — a huge uptake. I
think Victoria is well placed. We are pretty early
adopters of technology, and we as a market would
welcome that. So there is a market here. There is an
opportunity to do this here. There is an opportunity to
trial things here. We are perfectly positioned to do this,
but we need to ensure that we get on with it. So the
questions I have are — and I have given a number of
questions to the Minister for Industry and Employment,
and I will give the minister a couple of minutes to
actually get on his feet and tell us — when do we get
started? When are we going to be able to have vehicles
trialled on our roads? Will he give a commitment
tonight to having vehicles trialled on our roads before
their end of term of government — yes or no? I would
be very keen to know when we will be able to have
vehicles trialled on our road. Will trials start before
November 2018 — yes or no? And what are the plans
for this government to ensure that happens?
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Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (18:57) — It is my pleasure to speak on
the Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles)
Bill 2017, and it is pleasing to hear that the opposition
does support this important legislation. The member for
Caulfield, on behalf of the opposition, acknowledged
that, and I thank him for his contribution. Victoria does
have a long, proud history of manufacturing quality
transport products founded on engineering and design
excellence. Our local businesses and workers have a
well-deserved reputation for making and maintaining
trains, trams, buses, trucks, trailers, defence equipment
and a wide range of recreational vehicles. The transport
manufacturing sector is one of Victoria’s largest
manufacturing sectors, employing around
29 000 people and contributing approximately
$3.5 billion annually to Victoria’s economy.
The Victorian government is committed to growing the
local transport manufacturing sector, and this is best
evidenced through our investment in public transport
infrastructure and rolling stock. They ask me when it is
going to be started. I do not know where you have been,
because right now we have actually got autonomous
vehicles doing trials on the CityLink Tulla widening
project. We have even got buses that the minister
himself went and launched. But again, as the Saturday
Herald Sun said, they are a one-man band with one of
the weakest frontbenches in Victoria’s history.
I will answer the member for Caulfield’s questions later
in my contribution, but I think it is very important to
acknowledge that the Victorian government is
committed to growing the local transport manufacturing
sector. This is best evidenced through our major
investment in public transport and rolling stock. We are
investing $2.3 billion in 65 new high-capacity metro
trains. All the 65 new trains will be built in Victoria,
with at least 60 per cent local content for the fleet.
I was very pleased to be with the Premier to announce
our groundbreaking legislation, which will be leading
Australia in terms of legislating and our local content
rules. We have got 80 projects under our Victorian
Industry Participation Policy. Those opposite did eight
according to the annual report that was tabled, and
their last eight were so memorable that the trivia
question to the house was, ‘Does anyone know
them?’. No-one can remember them. Our
world-renowned expertise in the manufacture of land
vehicles is making us a strong contender for phase 2
of the LAND 400 project, Australia’s largest ever land
military procurement program.
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The autonomous vehicles sector is very important. In
fact the World Economic Forum estimates that between
now and —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! the time
appointed by sessional orders for me to interrupt
business has now arrived. The minister may continue
his speech when the matter is next before the Chair.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

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

Glenferrie Road, Hawthorn, power outages
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (19:00) — (13 726) My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and the
action I seek is that she intervene to the extent
necessary and direct CitiPower to fix electricity or
energy blackouts in Glenferrie Road, Hawthorn, which
is in the heart of my electorate. I understand from
proprietors that I have spoken to that since January of
this year there have been 12 blackouts in that shopping
precinct. It is a centre of activity that is iconic in many
ways in my local area. For business owners to have to
put up with blackouts that cost them thousands of
dollars is totally unacceptable.
A number of them have spoken to the media in recent
days. One is Taras Maciburko, who runs Cafe Blac in
Glenferrie Road. He has lost thousands of dollars. He
has lost food and he has had to turn away customers in
the course of the last 11 months. That is just unfair to
him, his patrons and his staff. Dave Desson runs
Debonaire Dry Cleaners. He has been reported as
describing the blackouts as devastating to his business.
The Age quoted him as saying:
First of all customers don’t come in. Second of all, we end up
having to remunerate our staff because everybody has to stay
back and literally we have to stay here until 10.00 p.m. at
night to get the day’s work out.

There is also Graedon White, owner of Red, White and
Amber Liquor Merchants, who equally has expressed
dissatisfaction with the losses he has suffered. Desiree
Boardman, who runs Readings in Hawthorn, has been
reported as describing the outages as frustrating, often
involving them having to close their doors. According
to the Age, Laurent manager Chanel Dubuisson has said
that it is a real juggling act trying to stop cakes from
spoiling without power for their fridges.
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Steve Williams, the very committed executive officer
of the Glenferrie Traders Association, has been very
active on behalf of proprietors, and he has raised these
concerns with me. This is totally unacceptable. I have
written to Mr Tim Rourke, CEO of CitiPower, asking
him to advise and report on the matter. I also enclosed a
copy of that letter to the minister herself. Both letters
were dated Friday.
I am pleased to advise that today I received a response
from CitiPower that says that they have fixed the
problems, but nevertheless my request of the minister
stands. I do want her to intervene, given the number of
blackouts this year. These proprietors, or any other
proprietors who have been adversely affected, should
not have to put up with this.

West Heidelberg Community Legal Service
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (19:03) — (13 727) My
adjournment matter is for the Attorney-General, and
the action I seek is that he favourably consider the
funding applications of the West Heidelberg
Community Legal Service in relation to the
Community Legal Centre Family Violence Fund
2017–19 and the Community Legal Centre Assistance
Fund 2017–19. Members may recall that last year, in
the previous funding round, over $52 000 was
provided to the West Heidelberg Community Legal
Service from the family violence fund. The
Attorney-General was present at the West Heidelberg
Community Legal Service to announce that grant.
The patron of the service, one of my constituents,
former Premier John Cain, helped establish the West
Heidelberg Community Legal Service, and he takes a
very keen interest in its work. I want to also thank the
principal lawyer, Stephanie Price, for her ongoing
advocacy on behalf of the West Heidelberg community
and her leadership of the community legal service at
West Heidelberg, alongside the CEO of Banyule
Community Health, Mick Geary.
Just touching on some of that work that can be achieved
through the grant provided, they would be able to retain
funding to support our dedicated family violence
lawyer service for a further two years in this application
that has been put forward. Since its commencement in
November 2016, the family violence lawyer service has
provided great services to more than 60 women, caring
for more than 70 children, experiencing family
violence. We have been able to ensure that in that first
10 months of the service delivery some 75 per cent of
clients met with a family violence lawyer within a week
of their initial presentation or referral, and we have also
been able to ensure that of that number some 25 per
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cent approximately met with a lawyer within three days
and a further 25 per cent met with a lawyer
immediately or within one day. That is a very
significant service that has been able to be provided
thanks to the original grant. We want to continue that
work into the future, so I certainly commend that
application from the community legal service.
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of poverty, my electorate is about the fourth poorest in
the state in terms of income. Not a lot of them drive.
There are a lot of widows who do not drive, and they
have to access places like Frankston for a lot of the
major medical services and social services. So access to
public transport on the Mornington Peninsula is a real
issue. Also the geography is against us in terms of only
being able to go in one direction. It is a peninsula, so
you can only go in one direction to the services in
Frankston. There is only one way to get there and that is
on the main bus line.

Can I say also that under the Community Legal Centre
Assistance Fund for 2017–19 what we are seeking for
the West Heidelberg Community Legal Service,
through the application in particular that I support, is
the funding to establish a family law advice-based
service to complement the successful dedicated family
violence lawyer service already in place. These are very
critical services. Thanks to previous grants that have
been provided under the leadership of the
Attorney-General we have been able to put into practice
legal support for vulnerable people and their families,
for vulnerable women and their children, to get the
legal advice they need in West Heidelberg at the
community legal service.

What they have asked for is a review of public transport
services. This is something I have been raising for quite
a while in this place. It has increased somewhat but
nowhere near enough to match the population figures,
the demographics of the area and the population growth
of the area. We need a more frequent bus service, and
in fact Mornington Peninsula has been identified as
having the second lowest public transport service
provision in metropolitan Melbourne, so there is a lot of
catch-up to be done.

These innovative programs that they would like to
continue and expand go to the heart of the work of
community legal services across Melbourne and
Victoria, and the way in which we lead in best practice
and innovative ways at West Heidelberg Community
Legal Service commends these applications to the
Attorney-General for his consideration.

As I said the demography of the area cries out for a
better service, and I would ask the minister to review
the current arrangements for public transport services
on the Mornington Peninsula with a view to increasing
them, making them more frequent and especially
helping groups like this wonderful planning group that
looks after the seniors in my electorate.

Mornington Peninsula public transport

Mornington Peninsula Freeway, Bangholme,
bicycle and pedestrian crossing

Mr DIXON (Nepean) (19:06) — (13 728) It is
always good to follow someone talking about West
Heidelberg. My adjournment is for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. The action I seek is a review of
the current public transport services on the Mornington
Peninsula. I raise this matter because I have received a
letter from Garrick Georgeson, who is the chairperson
of the Peninsula Care Planning Group. The planning
group, as he said in his letter, is:
… an aged-care network which has a strong membership
made up of interested community representatives, groups, and
organisations that work with older people. The group’s focus
is to work collaboratively around identifying gaps in the
service system, streamlining access to services and
advocating the development of appropriate services.

It is a great group that does a lot of very, very good
work.
Of the whole Mornington Peninsula population, almost
25 per cent are over 65. In fact in my electorate 28 per
cent are over 65 — I have not joined that group yet —
and 19.5 per cent are over 70 years of age. Many of
them do not have a lot of money. In relation to the level

Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (19:09) —
(13 729) My adjournment matter this evening is for the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change.
The action I seek is for the minister to investigate how
the department could work with the Kingston City
Council to establish a bicycle and pedestrian crossing
under the Mornington Peninsula Freeway. The
Victorian Labor government recently announced a
master plan for the National Water Sports Centre. The
centre has been a passive asset since Joan Kirner
pitched for the Olympics back in the 1980s, but it has
been a recreational space for rowing, skiing, drag
boating and a range of other activities for many years.
It was not until a recent lease in the last few years for
the Melbourne Cable Park that we really saw this
department-managed and owned land unlocked. What
we saw with the Melbourne Cable Park was
wakeboarding come to our community. We now see
thousands of people enjoying through summer some
fantastic recreational activities with the Aqua Fun Park,
the wakeboarding and the very soon to be constructed
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climbing gym, which will be just extraordinary for our
community. Thousands will come through here.
One thing we have identified is the lack of connection.
Cornish College is just up the road. More than
700 students go to Cornish College now, and a lot of
those students have to take an unsafe track under the
Mornington Peninsula Freeway to connect them through
to their school. Recently we announced, with the Deputy
Premier, that we would be investing $2 million to build a
senior study centre there, so this school is growing and
we have supported that school. This connection is
important for the safety of the students.
I want to acknowledge the petition that was created by
Tara Broderick, the president of the parents association
at Cornish College. It has nearly 1000 signatures now.
She has achieved an extraordinary effort in rallying the
community’s support for this initiative. I think she has
identified a key priority that we have to put forward. In
conclusion I ask that the minister investigate how the
government can work with the Kingston City Council
to establish that important bicycle and pedestrian
crossing under the Mornington Peninsula Freeway to
improve safety for students and for people accessing
this recreational precinct.

Cohuna District Hospital
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (19:11) — (13 730)
Before I start my adjournment matter, can I just say
how great it was to work with Ian Clark to help him get
all those permits to set up the cable ski park down there.
It is great to see what a success that is.
My adjournment issue is for the Minister for Health,
and it concerns the services at the Cohuna District
Hospital. As people may or may not know, there has
been an issue with the delivery of midwifery services at
the Cohuna hospital. Dr Peter Barker has been a
fantastic servant of that hospital and that community for
many years. Recently he went on a week’s leave and
the hospital went on bypass for midwifery to Echuca,
which is understandable. During that week that
Dr Barker was on leave, I attended the annual meeting
of the Cohuna hospital. That night they spoke about the
work they are going to do for their future service plan
and master plan, but there was no discussion about
whether midwifery services there would be stopped or
not. Dr Barker came back from leave and was told that
the hospital was going to go on permanent bypass to
Echuca for midwifery services.
That caused a huge concern for that community. There
are something like 50 women booked in to have babies
delivered there over the next six months, so the
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community was very, very concerned. That was on the
Monday. On the Tuesday there was a large public
gathering of 200 to 300 people there who were very,
very concerned about the fact that their midwifery
services were being bypassed and sent to Echuca. Apart
from the bypass of the services, their major concern
was that there had been an annual meeting only six
days before and nothing was said there about this
particular issue.
One of the challenges for Cohuna hospital is that the
previous CEO left about 18 months ago. The hospital is
now getting the shared services of the CEO of the
Echuca hospital, who now is also the CEO of the
Cohuna hospital. Some of the other senior staff
members are providing shared services as well, so there
is a very major concern at the hospital that it is
effectively being taken over by Echuca by stealth. The
people in Cohuna want to make sure that they have a
standalone health service there and that they keep
midwifery services in Cohuna as well.
So the action I seek from the minister is that she make
sure that midwifery services continue to be delivered at
Cohuna and that Cohuna stays a standalone hospital. It
is a community of something like 2500 people in the
town, with an intensive farming district surrounding it.
Without those midwifery services there would be no
midwifery services in the Shire of Gannawarra at all, so
it is imperative that those services are maintained.
There has been some additional locum service provided
now to keep those services going, but the community
absolutely wants to have a standalone health service
and have midwifery services into the future. I ask the
minister to make sure that happens, please.

Vietnam veterans
Ms WARD (Eltham) (19:14) — (13 731) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Veterans.
The action I seek is for the minister to advise me and
my DViets on how the 50th anniversary of the battle
of the fire support bases of Coral and Balmoral by the
first Australian task forces will be commemorated
next year. In 1968, after the Coral and Balmoral bases
were established, a large attack was launched,
resulting in 28 being wounded and 11 killed. It is
important that we recognise our Vietnam veterans and
continue to acknowledge the important events in our
war history, such as the important 50th anniversary of
Coral and Balmoral.
The Victorian branch of the Vietnam Veterans
Association of Australia (VVAA) has worked tirelessly
to coordinate events such as the important Long Tan
commemoration to remember those who fought and
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those who lost their lives during the Vietnam War. The
moving graveside vigil, for example, was one such
important and thoughtful commemoration. The DViets
in my electorate have long provided respectful and
moving commemorations for the Australian soldiers who
served in Vietnam, and I am fortunate to have such a
hardworking group in my community.
I was saddened to hear that the federal government has
provided no support for the Victorian branch of the
Vietnam Veterans Association of Australia and their
many important and significant commemorations. To
continue the wonderful support provided by the
Andrews government to the VVAA, I ask the minister
to let me and my community know how the Coral and
Balmoral battles will be commemorated in 2018.
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recreational pursuits, such as equestrian events and
soccer, and to expand within the reserve to provide a
second oval and tennis courts.
There is a real opportunity for the Cora Lynn reserve to
become a full-blown rural sporting complex that
encourages participation and enhances the livability of
the broader region. The Cora Lynn Football and Netball
Club enjoys tremendous community support and is
very well served by a hardworking, committed group of
volunteers who dedicate many hours to the
maintenance and upkeep of the facility. I urge the
minister to provide funding for the redevelopment of
the Cora Lynn Football and Netball Club rooms and to
reward the dedication of their local club members and
ensure the increasing demand for recreational
participation in the Cardinia shire continues to be met.

Cora Lynn Football and Netball Club
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (19:16) —
(13 732) I raise a matter for the Minister for Sport, and
the action I seek is his support for the Cora Lynn
Football and Netball Club with a grant to replace their
outdated club facilities. Cora Lynn is a rural farming
area with no designated town centre that is still being
impacted by the massive growth in population in the
Cardinia shire and subsequent increase in demand for
access to sporting club participation.
In recent years there has been a large influx of senior
and junior players from across the region with many
coming into the club due to its proximity to towns
which have expanded rapidly in the urban growth zone.
As a result of this rapid growth in player numbers, the
club’s juniors and women’s football teams are forced to
play in Pakenham Upper. The ageing infrastructure of
the club means it is having difficulty providing enough
space for its own players, visiting teams, junior teams,
senior teams and women’s teams, as well as secure
change areas for umpires and officials.
Cardinia Shire Council has met with the club and
discussed a range of redevelopment options. Any
upgrade must include new change rooms, a kitchen and
meeting rooms plus new toilet facilities that reflect
today’s acceptable standards. The current toilets were
constructed in the early 1980s. The estimated cost of
rebuilding and refurbishment is around $2 million, and
Cardinia Shire Council is prepared to contribute to this
cost. This is a very important project for the local
community and would support the recent improvements
to netball and football playing surfaces. Expansion of
the change rooms would allow the club to host both
football and netball games in a much more appropriate
environment. There are also opportunities for the
reserve to host a broader range of sporting activities and

Craigieburn Road duplication
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (19:18) — (13 733) My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety, and the action I seek is for
the minister to provide an update on the progress of the
Craigieburn Road business case. Last year Craigieburn
residents were delighted that the minister took the time
to meet with them on two occasions and to hear their
concerns about Craigieburn Road. The minister then
announced $250 000 for a business case to be
developed for the duplication of Craigieburn Road.
Craigieburn’s population continues to grow as many
families choose to make this wonderful community
their home. With a population growing from over
32 000 people in 2011 to over 50 000 people in 2016,
traffic on Craigieburn Road now exceeds over
29 000 vehicles per day. And this growth is certainly
not slowing; there is plenty more to come. As a
long-term advocate for the duplication of this road I
seek an update on the business case from the minister,
and I look forward to his response.

Country Fire Authority Koo Wee Rup station
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (19:19) — (13 734) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Emergency
Services, and the action that I seek is for a new fire
station to be built in Koo Wee Rup. Last week I toured
the current station with the shadow Minister for
Emergency Services and chatted with the hardworking
and dedicated Country Fire Authority (CFA) crew led by
captain Michael Huxtable. The walls are adorned with
photographs, trophies and memorabilia in recognition of
past and present activities from this highly decorated and
respected CFA brigade.
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Koo Wee Rup is located in the Cardinia shire, which is
one of the fastest growing councils in Australia. Koo
Wee Rup itself and the areas surrounding Koo Wee
Rup are also growing at a rapid rate, and there is no
sign of this rate slowing. In fact there are some areas of
greater Pakenham that are now attended by the Koo
Wee Rup CFA, and assistance is also given to both
Lang Lang CFA and Bayles CFA.
The current fire station is located in Moody Street and
is quite simply too small. Modern-day pumpers and
tankers would struggle to fit through the doors, and
training facilities are limited. A new station built on a
greenfield site is needed. The critical element of this
matter is the immediate identification and purchase of a
suitable site in the area. There are sites that have been
identified by the brigade, but the ever-increasing land
values make time of the essence. Too often we delay in
making good decisions and miss the opportunity. Let us
not make the same mistake on this occasion.

Yan Yean electorate ambulance services
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (19:20) — (13 735) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health, and
the action I seek is that the minister provide a detailed
delivery time line for new ambulance services to be
established in the Yan Yean electorate. I want to
acknowledge the amazing work of our paramedics
across Victoria and especially in Melbourne’s north.
Since the election of the Andrews government, we have
ended the war on Victoria’s paramedics waged by the
Liberal-National parties and we have worked with
paramedics to reduce response times and save lives.
The Minister for Health is always welcome to visit the
local communities in my electorate, and they were
delighted when she visited with the member for Eltham
and me to announce that two new ambulance stations
would be built, in Diamond Creek and Mernda
respectively. The Diamond Creek 24-hour branch will
be the first one ever to serve Nillumbik, and the Mernda
station is actually the initial station that that community
will see, with $1.5 million set aside to purchase land
and an additional $1.7 million for the construction of
the new station. The site for the Diamond Creek station
has been announced, and it is on the main road in
Diamond Creek opposite The Parkway. It is very close
to the edge of Wattle Glen.
These new branches will be of great benefit to the north
and take pressure off branches at Whittlesea, Epping
and Kinglake, and they are in addition to new branches
at Wallan and Eltham. The new stations will mean
paramedics will respond sooner to emergencies in
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Mernda and all across Melbourne’s north, meeting the
increased demand from the growing population.
I am delighted that the Andrews government has
allocated $144 million to rebuild our ambulance
system. Our $60 million ambulance Response Time
Rescue Fund provides for faster responses and makes
sure our ambulances respond to the right patient at the
right time with the right care. It was great to see that
Ambulance Victoria announced this month that
Victoria’s paramedics had responded faster to patients
this winter despite the huge demand of one of the worst
ever flu seasons in a decade. The response times in all
categories improved, particularly in code 1. The
average response time of 12 minutes and 14 seconds
was 26 seconds faster than the same period last year.
New ambulance stations in the Yan Yean electorate
will, I am certain, indicate to the community that we
support them and we support the paramedics, and I am
sure that response times will continue to improve,
because saving seconds on ambulance response times
saves lives. We are seeing significant investment from
the Andrews government in our health, police,
emergency services across —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Responses
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) (19:24) — The
member for Ivanhoe raised a matter for me, asking me to
consider a funding application from the West Heidelberg
Community Legal Service. The member for Ivanhoe
correctly identifies that the Andrews Labor government
has contributed an additional $24.8 million to our
community legal centres (CLCs) in recent times, and that
was in part made necessary by the threats from the
commonwealth to reduce funding to CLCs. Thankfully
the federal government recanted on that position, but the
money that the state government committed to put in we
continue to provide.
The member identified a number of funds, including
the CLC assistance fund, where we put in $4 million
over four years; the Family Violence Duty Lawyer
Fund; and the CLC family violence fund, where there is
another $10.3 million over four years combined. He
talked I think quite correctly in glowing terms about the
work that the West Heidelberg Community Legal
Service has done with the money that they have had
from previous grant rounds, and undoubtedly as a
consequence of that their applications will be very
strong ones. I would indicate to the member that I hope
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to make announcements about further grant rounds in
the very near future.
In addition to that matter, the member for Hawthorn
raised a matter for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change regarding blackouts
on Glenferrie Road, the member for Nepean raised a
matter for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
regarding a review of public transport services on the
Mornington Peninsula, the member for Mordialloc
raised a matter for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change regarding a bicycle
and pedestrian crossing under the Mornington
Peninsula Freeway, the member for Murray Plains
raised a matter for the Minister for Health regarding
midwifery services at Cohuna District Hospital, the
member for Eltham raised a matter for the Minister for
Veterans regarding recognition of the 50th anniversary
of the battle of Coral and Balmoral, the member for
Narracan raised a matter for the Minister for Sport
regarding the Cora Lynn Football and Netball Club, the
member for Yuroke raised a matter for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety regarding the business case for
Craigieburn Road, the member for Bass raised a matter
for the Minister for Emergency Services regarding the
Koo Wee Rup fire station and the member for Yan
Yean raised a matter for the Minister for Health
regarding ambulance services in Yan Yean, and I will
pass them all on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
now stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.26 p.m.
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