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Tuesday, 28 November 2017
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 12.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER (12:04) — We acknowledge the
traditional Aboriginal owners of the land on which we
are meeting. We pay our respects to them, their culture,
their elders past, present and future, and elders from
other communities who may be here today.

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS
Member for Northcote
The SPEAKER announced the election of Ms Lidia
Thorpe as member for the electoral district of
Northcote, pursuant to writ issued on
21 September 2017.
Ms Thorpe introduced and affirmed.

DEPUTY CLERK OF THE LEGISLATIVE
ASSEMBLY
The SPEAKER (12:06) — Order! I wish to advise
the house that under section 18 of the Parliamentary
Administration Act 2005 the Acting Clerk of the
Legislative Assembly has appointed Mr Robert
McDonald to be Deputy Clerk following the
appointment of Ms Bridget Noonan as Acting Clerk.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
North-east link
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (12:06) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Mark Lawton and his family have lived in Kay Court,
Yallambie, in the electorate of Ivanhoe for 14 years.
Last Thursday night the residents of Kay Court had a
knock at the door telling them their homes might be
acquired by your government for the north-east link.
These families have big mortgages. They are currently
experiencing terrible distress. They cannot sell. They do
not know if they will be compulsorily acquired or the
value of their property will be dramatically and
irretrievably damaged by these notices for the project.
Minister, when will the Lawtons and all the other
families of Kay Court know for certain exactly what
your plans are for their homes?
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Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (12:07) — I thank the opposition leader for his
question, and I note what a very positive response we
have had from the community to this project. And let
me be very clear: the North East Link Authority will
obviously be case managing each of these people
affected by the proposed route. I think that is the
appropriate way to do it — face to face, individual case
management to ensure that people are properly
consulted on the opportunities in relation to the
north-east link. As we know, the north-east link very
much deals with the enormous level of congestion in
the north-east of Melbourne, whether it be Bulleen
Road, whether it be Fitzsimons Lane, whether it be
Rosanna Road and removing —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I asked the minister a specific question, not
about Porter Street or Fitzsimons Lane but about Kay
Court in Yallambie. I wonder if the minister could
come back to answering the substantive question,
which is around when those families in Kay Court,
Yallambie, will have a clear understanding of what is
going to happen to their home.
The SPEAKER — I uphold the point of order. I ask
the minister to come back to answering the question.
Mr DONNELLAN — As I indicated to the Leader
of the Opposition, we will be directly negotiating with
people — individual case management. As we quietly
work through to finalise the business case and the
reference design, we will continue to work with these
people as we look at how this project will affect their
houses. I know it is incredibly distressing for people in
the community and that it would be difficult to
understand that this project is not going in a greenfield
site — and unfortunately there is not an existing road
reservation. But this project is desperately needed in the
north-east. As I sat there last Friday on Rosanna Road,
it was absolutely gridlocked.
I did note while we were doing the press conference
that a gentleman in a truck was very specific with what
he wanted us to do, and he indicated clearly three or
four times at the traffic lights, ‘Just get the project
done’. Three times he indicated that we needed to get
this project done to remove the congestion and —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, again on
relevance, I asked the minister for a specific time for
the residents of Kay Court in Yallambie, about those
families in a cul-de-sac who are waiting to know the
future of their own homes. They have been handed a
notice that says their homes might be compulsorily
acquired. I am asking the minister directly again, via
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point of order, to come back — if you could, please,
Speaker, bring him back — to answering the question
about when that timing will be.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was being
responsive to the question, but he did stray. I ask the
minister to come back to answering the question.
Mr DONNELLAN — Okay. Look, as we quietly
work through this project we will be finalising the
business case and finalising the reference design. One
thing we know is that this business case will stack up.
For every dollar we spend we will not lose 55 cents.
But of course there is legislation which specifically
deals with compensation in these issues, and we will
individually case manage each individual affected by
this project. I do accept it is distressing, but I can assure
you we will not spend four years doing nothing and we
will not ask for another four years to do nothing again.
We will get on with these projects, and we will get
these projects done.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (12:11) — One
of the residents of Kay Court, who has three children,
was made redundant last Wednesday, and on last
Thursday he was told he might be losing his home
because of you, Minister. Disgracefully, all the
government has done for the residents of Kay Court is
to hand them a letter of possible compulsory acquisition
and then give them the phone number for Lifeline.
Minister, how will you ensure that the mental health of
these families is not further harmed by such callous
lack of support?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Macedon, the member for Kew and the member for
Warrandyte.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (12:12) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition
for his supplementary question. Obviously I feel sorry
for the people and the individual family who have been
made redundant. That is unfortunate. But I certainly
would not use that as an opportunity to go and bag the
government, carry on like a pork chop and scream like
a pack of banshees. Let us be very clear: we will
individually manage each of these individual families.
We will individually deal with their cases and ensure
they receive fair and proper compensation.
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Ministers statements: employment policy
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (12:13) — I am very
pleased to update the house on the next wave of
reforms that the government is putting in place in
relation to putting Victorian jobs first. This morning I
joined apprentices and other workers out at Downer, at
the Newport railway yards — not somewhere those
opposite would ever have visited, because they were
going to get our trains made in Korea or India. That is
what they were going to do.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — So keep interjecting all you
want, and we will keep reminding people of what an
appalling job you did.
But what we were able to talk about today was
80 strategic projects — eight-zero strategic projects —
that are the subject of our industry participation policy
and our job guarantee policy. How many similar
projects do you think there were in the four years up to
2014? Don’t be unkind; don’t say zero. It was eight.
Something to be very proud of if you are the Leader of
the Opposition leading this mob —
Mr Pakula — That’s two a year.
Mr ANDREWS — Two a year. The
Attorney-General makes the point. Two a year —
good on you, those opposite! That might be one of the
many reasons why they find themselves on that side of
the chamber.
We are going to add to an already strong procurement
framework, making sure that things like personal
protective equipment and uniforms are made in
Victoria and are ethically made in Victoria. We are
going to put a cop on the beat to make sure that every
contractor delivers the local content requirements they
have signed up to and the skills attainment that they
have signed up to, and of course we will write into law
our procurement policy. Our intentions are clear.
Whether those opposite vote for those bills will be a test
of them and their indolence.
Questions and statements interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER (12:15) — Before calling the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition I wish to
acknowledge in the gallery the federal member for
Corio, Richard Marles.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.

North-east link
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (12:15) — My question
is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. Two weeks
ago government staff were visiting local businesses in
Bulleen and Heidelberg along the option A route,
advising them that they were likely to be acquired for the
north-east link — two weeks before cabinet apparently
signed off on the final route. Minister, your consultation
was nothing but a sham. Why did you set out to mislead
Ivanhoe, Macleod, Rosanna and Bulleen residents and
small businesses by pretending there was more than one
possible route, given you always intended to run this
freeway along option A?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (12:16) — I thank the deputy leader for his
question. I think it is very appropriate we go out early
to talk to people who are affected by this project. I think
it is a matter of basic courtesy that we actually get out
there and indicate to businesses and the like that they
could be impacted by this particular project. Of course
there is legislation which specifically covers
compensation in relation to these matters and as we
have indicated previously we will case manage each
individual person or business affected by this project.
Supplementary question
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (12:16) — Some weeks
ago, the government gave Manningham and Banyule
councils briefings on the project, speaking for
45 minutes on option A and less than 5 minutes on the
remaining three options. Given that option A was a fait
accompli weeks ago, there has been ample time to
identify which properties are facing compulsory
acquisition. Can you guarantee that the people who
received compulsory acquisition notices last week are
the only ones facing compulsory acquisition for this
project — or will there be more?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (12:17) — I thank the deputy opposition leader
for his supplementary question and very much welcome
the fact that the North East Link Authority was out
there consulting with councils because obviously they
will be affected by this and they would want to know
about the 15 000 trucks taken off local streets and put
onto higher order arterials — the freeways. These are
benefits that the local community and the local councils
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need to understand and it is very appropriate that we go
out there early, we indicate to all —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance again, the Deputy Leader of the Liberal
Party’s supplementary question was very clear about
whether there will be more properties facing
compulsory acquisition or whether the ones given a
notice are the only ones facing compulsory acquisition.
I just wonder if you would be able to bring the minister
back to answering that specific supplementary.
The SPEAKER — Order! There was a long
preamble to the question. The minister is being
responsive to the question.
Mr DONNELLAN — As the Premier has indicated,
there will be a lot of trucks in the north-east for a long
time to come if we do not get this project completed. It is
appropriate that we have done a very conservative
estimate — probably gone a little bit wider than we
expected — to make sure that we indicate very early to
the community, very early to businesses and very early
to councils how people will be or potentially be affected
by this project. I think it would be better off to be a lot
more conservative and make it very narrow than to have
to go back and change our minds.
Mr HODGETT — On a point of order, Speaker,
the question was about compulsory acquisition. I do
not believe the minister was responsive to that
question and I would ask you to seek a written answer
from the minister.
The SPEAKER — I will consider that matter at the
conclusion of question time.

Ministers statements: employment policy
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (12:19) — The Andrews government has
completely rewritten the rule book on local jobs and
local content. I was thrilled to join the Premier this
morning at Downer Rail in Newport to announce our
plans to enshrine in law our local jobs policies.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Ferntree Gully
is warned.
Mr CARROLL — Victoria’s local jobs first
commissioner will keep businesses on track to deliver
on their promised targets. We want to create the best
possible environment for local businesses and workers
to succeed on major government works. Whether it is
road and rail projects, hospitals and schools or the
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redevelopment of major icons like Melbourne Park, we
are putting Victorians first.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CARROLL — Yes, Melbourne Park. We are
putting Victorians first.
The Victorian government is the largest procurer of
goods and services and construction works in this state.
We are committed to using local procurement power to
develop local industries and create local jobs. As the
Premier rightly said, under our Victorian Industry
Participation Policy we have 80 projects underway
versus their eight. Can anyone name any of their eight?
It is a trivia question — no. That is how memorable that
side were for one four-year term. They did nothing.
Members on our side would like to note that they
actually include the Bendigo Hospital. Could you
believe that? The Bendigo Hospital, they claim.
With the Premier this morning we met many
apprentices and many workers. We know the member
for Kew is the master apprentice being led by the
one-man band over here — three years of development
and a traffic-light policy to get you to the next set of
traffic lights a little bit quicker. We will always put
Victorian jobs first. We are doing it fairly. We are
doing it in the Labor way.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass is
warned.
Mr CARROLL — We will put Victorians first. As
the Premier said: 80 projects over three years of the
Andrews Labor government versus four years where
those opposite delivered eight — including the Bendigo
Hospital, which I think is a little bit debatable. We will
always put Victorian jobs first, including local jobs.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Question time is a robust
forum and members like to participate, but I do ask
members to cease shouting across the chamber or I will
remove members without warning.

North-east link
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (12:21) — My
question again is to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. Simpson Barracks in Watsonia is a strategic
national security site and is home to the 108th Signal
Squadron in the 4th Brigade of the Australian Army. Is it
a fact that there has been no formal contact with the
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federal government about the state government acquiring
any of this land to build upon it a new freeway?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (12:22) — The government and the North East
Link Authority have had extensive discussions to date,
obviously also with the Department of Defence and
others. But I do find it rather amusing —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have warned members.
Mr DONNELLAN — The North East Link
Authority has actually had discussions with those
people at Simpson Barracks. The idea that somehow or
other the Leader of the Opposition would use this
opportunity to actually stop progress in the north-east is
pretty disgraceful.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members of the
opposition and the Attorney-General will come to
order.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (12:23) —
Noting that the federal government has stated that it
will not be ceding any of Simpson Barracks to build a
new freeway, Minister, can you therefore inform
residents of Rosanna and Macleod what the alternative
freeway route will be and as such how many more
homes than you have currently declared will need to be
compulsorily acquired?
Ms Ward interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
is warned.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (12:23) — It is pretty obvious from the
comments of Leader of the Opposition that he does not
support progress in the north-east. He does not support
removing the 15 000 trucks through the whole area
around Rosanna Road and the like — 75 per cent of
trucks off that road. Obviously the Leader of the
Opposition has not —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, the supplementary question was very clear
that given the federal government has stated that it will
not be ceding any —
Mr Pakula interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
will leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Attorney-General withdrew from chamber.
Mr Guy — Noting that the federal government stated
that it will not be ceding any of a national strategic
security site in Simpson Barracks to build any new state
infrastructure, I have asked clearly: can the minister
therefore inform residents how many more homes will
need to be compulsorily acquired? He has not mentioned
any of that in his supplementary answer, and I ask you to
bring him back to answering that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.
Mr DONNELLAN — Let us be very clear: no-one
will want to live near the army barracks or in Rosanna
if something is not done about the congestion in the
north-east. It is pretty obvious that the member for
Bulleen simply does not care about the congestion in
the north-east.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is defying your ruling. I ask you to instruct him
to come back to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — I ask the minister to come back
to answering the question.
Mr DONNELLAN — Obviously as I have indicated
the reference design is proceeding, the business case is
proceeding and, as I have indicated, when we actually do
these assessments of how the project will affect
individuals in their houses, we will be very
conservative to ensure that we do not need to go back
with the proposition and say, ‘Unfortunately we missed
you the first time around’. So we have had a very
conservative assessment to ensure that we can let all
those people who will be affected know.
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is not just guaranteeing that these jobs stay here, it is also
supporting the supply chain, those businesses right
across Victoria that contribute component parts to help
make our trains and trams.
If you look at the high-capacity Metro Trains contract
alone, that is creating 1100 direct jobs and thousands
more across the industry. These are exactly the sort of
innovative, high-tech manufacturing jobs that we want to
support right here in Victoria. Not only that, we are
breathing new life into the industry, and we are bringing
back into Victoria jobs and opportunities that were
thought to be lost forever after those opposite decimated
the rail industry in the 1990s. Jobs like at Hofmann in
Bendigo, who are making the rail bogies; Dellner in New
Gisborne, who are making couplers; and Austbreck in
Hallam, who are making pantographs. We are bringing
back these skills — skills that have been lost to our state
for nearly 30 years. We know what the alternative is.
When those opposite finally got around to thinking about
rolling stock they were putting their bets on South Korea.
We are putting our support into Victoria.

Pill testing
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (12:28) — My
question is for the Premier. One year ago I asked the
Premier whether the government would introduce a
trial of lab-grade pill testing of party drugs to save lives
over the summer music festival season. His answer was
no. Then last summer at least three people died and
over 40 were hospitalised due to party drugs taken at
nightclubs and at festivals. We are now going into
another summer music festival season and experts fear
that more young people will overdose or die due to
party drugs which are increasingly contaminated with
unknown substances. My question is: given the risks to
young people’s lives will the government now change
its view and introduce a harm minimisation approach,
and introduce a trial of pill testing at festivals this
summer in order to save lives?

Ministers statements: rolling stock
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(12:26) — Today I am updating the house on the
Andrews Labor government’s record investment in our
rolling stock industry — not the South Korean rolling
stock industry, like those opposite wanted to invest in,
the Victorian rolling stock industry. Speaker, $4.3 billion
has been invested by our government in the Victorian
rolling stock industry. We are purchasing 65 new
high-capacity trains, 19 new X’trapolis trains, 87 new
VLocity rail cars and 80 E-class low-floor trams. They
are made right here in Victoria — in Newport, in
Ballarat, in Dandenong. Jobs for local Victorians — with
our 50 per cent minimum local content requirement, this

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (12:29) — I thank the
member for Melbourne for her question. She refers to
an earlier question that she asked me and an answer I
provided at that time. Can I remind her that the answer I
provided at that time was based on the very clear advice
of Victoria Police. The answer I will provide to her now
is again based on very clear advice from Victoria
Police, who do not support this sort of pill testing.
While seasons may come and —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Well, those opposite find fault
with the advice of the chief commissioner. That is not a
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surprise given that they spent every day in office
undermining the chief commissioner. But as for the
member for Melbourne’s question, the consistent
advice of Victoria Police remains that they do not
support that sort of pill testing, and therefore neither
does the government I lead.
Supplementary question
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (12:30) — I thank the
Premier for his response. The government recently
changed its view on a safe injecting room trial in North
Richmond in light of the number of deaths from heroin
overdose in this area, and we welcomed this as a
sensible evidence-based approach to save lives. The
coroner has recently reported that deaths from MDMA
are increasing. Thirteen people died in 2016 compared
to only five in 2015 and only one in 2010. So how can
the government continue to justify its opposition to pill
testing when clearly this approach — this ‘say no to
drugs’ approach — regardless of who supports it,
simply is not working to save lives?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (12:31) — I thank the
member for her supplementary question. I do not know
that anyone ought to be laughing about a heroin death
toll — 34 this year including a person —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — And the comments from those
opposite are not only offensive to the 34 people who
have died this year just in North Richmond. For
heaven’s sake, at the doorstop announcing that my
policy setting on this was wrong and that we needed to
change, with the support of Victoria Police — at the
press conference where I made that announcement —
someone within 50 metres of the doorstop actually
collapsed from an overdose. So I am happy to concede
that perhaps we ought to have made this change earlier,
but we are making it, and I am happy to be criticised —
Mr T. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
has been warned.
Mr ANDREWS — I am happy to be criticised for
following the advice of Victoria Police and many
experts who convinced me that I was wrong on a
supervised injecting facility.
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Ministers statements: TAFE system
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (12:32) —
I rise to update the house about the Andrews
government’s commitment to our TAFE system. Since
being elected the Andrews government has focused —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier and the
member for Warrandyte to cease shouting across the
chamber.
Mr MERLINO — Since being elected the Andrews
Labor government has focused on rescuing TAFE with
initiatives like the $320 million TAFE Rescue Fund,
making sure every Victorian has access to the quality
training they need to get a job. We have reopened
Lilydale, we have reopened Greensborough and we
have reopened Glenormiston TAFE campuses. We
have stemmed the decline of apprentices. We have
targeted and removed dodgy training providers.
To give the house some context, it is instructive to look
at the TAFE employment figures over time and
compare them to today. For example, in 2010 at South
West Institute of TAFE there were over 322 full-time
employees. By the end of 2014 this dropped to over
210 — a reduction of 35 per cent. Over 111 people lost
their jobs under the previous Liberal government and
their cuts to TAFE. At Box Hill Institute there were
over 950 employees in 2010. By the end of 2014 there
were just over 670 — a reduction of 270 full-time
employees; 30 per cent. What an appalling record of
those opposite when it came to TAFE!
I am pleased to inform the house that both these TAFEs
are well on their way to recovery and now employ
more staff — 24 per cent more at South West Institute,
11 per cent more at Box Hill Institute — staff who will
support and teach our students, helping them to achieve
their full potential and get the jobs that they want. That
is our record in TAFE. Their record is job cuts and
campus closures.

Eastern Freeway
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (12:34) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Minister, before the election you did not intend to pay
$1.3 billion to rip up the east–west link contracts, but
you did. You did not intend to fund the West Gate
distributor by extending tolls on CityLink, but you want
to. And you did not intend to put traffic lights on
freeways, but you are. So, Minister —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
come to order.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Can you guarantee that no part
of the Eastern Freeway, whether existing or upgraded,
will be tolled in any way?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (12:35) — No, we will not be tolling existing
roads — that is our policy, and it is very clear — but we
will certainly be expanding the capacity of the Eastern
Freeway and providing a dedicated bus link right up the
centre of the Eastern Freeway. Will we deal with the
pinch points on Bulleen Road? Absolutely. Will we
deal with the pinch points on Elgar Road? Absolutely.
Will we be providing the extra capacity that the Liberal
Party never did anything about? Yes, we will.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Frankston and the member for Ringwood are warned.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) (12:36) — Noting the
minister did not refer to upgraded roads and did not give
any guarantee, I ask him: a year ago you costed the
north-east link at $6.9 billion, six months ago you costed
it at $10 billion, then it was $13 billion, and now the
price tag is apparently $16.5 billion. Minister, your word
on the cost of this road has proven worthless. After
nearly $10 billion in cost blowouts before a single shovel
is in the ground, how can Victorians believe you when
you say that $16.5 billion is the final cost of this road?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (12:37) — I thank the shadow Treasurer for his
question. As the shadow Treasurer would be well
aware, we are currently going through the process of
developing a business case, which actually develops the
costings and the like, and we —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
will —
Mr DONNELLAN — Unlike the business case that
was developed for a dud project, where you lost —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
his seat. The member for Kew will leave the chamber
for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Kew withdrew from
chamber.
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Mr DONNELLAN — As I have indicated, we are
obviously developing a business case because we
believe this project is a winner, unlike the business case
that lost 55 cents for every dollar, which never went to
the federal government for assessment. We are very
comfortable with this project, we are very comfortable
with the enhancements to the Eastern Freeway and we
know the residents of the east will very much thank us
for what we are going to do, but not only the east.
Obviously —
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, in
relation to relevance, the minister was asked the
question: how can Victorians believe that $16.5 billion
will be the final cost of this road? Nothing in his answer
has addressed why we should believe him that that is
the final cost. I ask you to bring him back to it.
The SPEAKER — It was a very open-ended
question. I ask the minister to continue.
Mr DONNELLAN — We are developing the
business case, and we believe this project is very
positive.

Ministers statements: road infrastructure
projects
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (12:39) — I want to update the house on the
great work that the Andrews government is doing for
Victorian business with the job opportunities that are
being created through local content. This week we have
obviously had the report back from the Minister for
Planning on the West Gate tunnel, and what a great
project that is. We know what we have mandated —
that is, that 10 per cent of the hours worked on this
project will include apprentices, trainees and cadets.
More than 110 000 tonnes of steel will be used to build
the two underground tunnels, bridges and other
infrastructure, and 92 per cent of that steel will be
locally made. What a marvellous job opportunity that
actually creates. Overall the project will have 93 per
cent local content. What a great effort. This is just one
of those 80 projects that have mandated local content
which deliver jobs for our local communities. If you
look at the CityLink Tullamarine widening, that is a
95 per cent local content project, and the Ravenswood
interchange is a 96 per cent local content project — so
incredibly positive contributions to the community.
I had the opportunity to look at what other job-creating
opportunities might be out there in the community. I
noticed that the coalition field network was providing
new job training opportunities for Young Liberals.
Come and sell our road separation policy — sky left,
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sky right, just hit another bloody traffic light. Hopeless,
absolutely hopeless. What a lulu policy from a pack of
absolute lalas. But there were jobs in Pakenham, there
were jobs in Cranbourne, there were jobs in
Mordialloc —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I think
the minister is becoming overly excited and beginning
to debate the issue. I ask you to bring him back to
making a ministers statement.
The SPEAKER — I tend to agree. I uphold the
point of order. I ask the minister to come back to
making a ministers statement.
Mr DONNELLAN — I also noticed there were
other opportunities for professional protesters with the
duke from Kew. You could join the Dunn-Smith green
dream team and get down and —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is defying your ruling. I invite you to make
permanent your instruction to sit down.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to making a ministers statement in the time
he has remaining.
Mr DONNELLAN — I notice that the
Ravenswood interchange, as I was saying, had a 96 per
cent local content; the Chandler Highway, 92 per cent
local content. So what we are doing is we are creating
jobs for Victorians —
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
without notice and ministers statements has expired.
Mr Watt — I raise a point of order, Speaker, with
regard to question on notice 13 218 of 17 October to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. It was supposed to
have been answered two weeks ago. I would ask that
you get the minister to answer the question.
The SPEAKER — Thank you, I will follow that
matter up.
Mr Watt — I raise a further point of order, Speaker,
with regard to question on notice 13 219 of 17 October
2017. I asked the Minister for Roads and Road Safety a
question on notice and that answer is currently
outstanding. I ask that you get the minister to answer
the question.
The SPEAKER — If the member for Burwood has
further questions on notice he wishes to raise, I ask him
to do it in one point of order.
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Mr Watt — Thank you for your guidance, Speaker.
I raise a point of order with regard to questions on
notice 13 220, 13 228, 13 230 and 13 249, all of which
are past the 30-day period in which the questions
should have been answered. The questions are for the
Minister for Local Government, the Treasurer, the
Minister for Families and Children and the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. I ask that you direct the
ministers to actually answer the questions as they are all
two weeks overdue.
The SPEAKER — Thank you for the point of
order. We will follow those matters up.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Benambra electorate
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (12:44) — (13 692) My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport. Why
did you ignore the wishes of young people who
attended the regional network development plan
workshop in Wodonga by refusing to support lowering
the probationary age to 17. The recent
all-of-government response to the recommendation to
lower the P-plate age to 17 or to even allow exemptions
for regional and rural teenagers stated that the present
probationary driving age of 18 did not affect young
people’s employment, study or sport. It said that the
regional network development plan for public transport
launched in May last year was aimed at young people,
that it would meet their needs and that they were
targeted in workshops. This is almost laughable in my
electorate. Regional public transport is underfunded and
under the pump. I would like the minister to look into
the eyes of the young people I have met in the
electorate and with her hand on her heart repeat that
statement. They do not feel included, they were not
consulted and you are still not listening.

Bendigo West electorate
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) (12:45) —
(13 693) My constituency question is for the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. I would like
for the minister to provide information on the progress of
the Renewable Newstead project on behalf of my
community. There is growing interest in this not just in
Newstead of course but across other regional
communities who see this project as a model that could
be implemented in their own communities. We know
that renewable energy is the way forward, and this
project in Newstead will be a significant step forward in
the development of future projects in regional
communities. Some time ago we funded the creation of a
renewable energy action plan — $200 000 — as part of
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our renewable energy investment of $20 million for the
New Energy Jobs Fund. We want to keep working with
the Newstead community to deliver this project, and I
would ask the minister to provide that information.

Ovens Valley electorate
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (12:46) — (13 694)
My question is for the Minister for Education and is on
behalf of Kellie Wiedemann of Oxley. I seek some
information on bus travel arrangements for her son
Hugh, who travels with his older brothers, Tom and
Will, to St Bernard’s Primary School in Wangaratta.
We keep hearing that we live in the Education State, so
I really need the minister to clarify why a family who
want to live in regional Victoria and who want to raise
three boys and send them to the same school must now
be forced to pay for the youngest to join his older
brothers at that same school.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (12:47) —
(13 695) My constituency question is for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety. What was the outcome of
the VicRoads community consultation session held in
September regarding a number of proposed road safety
measures, including the option of a 40-kilometre-an-hour
speed limit on Bell Street and particularly at the Bell
Street-Sydney Road precinct in Coburg? I understand
that VicRoads has a comprehensive package of works to
improve safety for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists in
this busy precinct. I would like to know what the
outcomes of the community consultation were in regard
to that. The precinct around Bell Street and Sydney Road
is home to local schools, businesses, a train station and a
shared pedestrian and cyclist pathway, amongst many
other pieces of connecting infrastructure. As the minister
himself is aware, it is a particularly busy precinct for all
concerned. I have been working with Coburg Primary
School as well as the local community on road safety in
this area for some time. I anticipate receiving the
outcomes of the consultation.

Ringwood electorate
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) (12:47) — (13 696) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Families and
Children. Is the minister going to fulfil her commitment
to increase neighbourhood house coordination program
funding for Mitcham Community House and Central
Ringwood Community Centre as per her election
commitment to them in 2014 — yes or no?
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Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (12:48) — (13 697) My
question is to the Minister for Sport. I understand there
have been numerous applications from Diamond Valley
and particularly the Shire of Nillumbik to the Growing
Suburbs Fund. That is because there are such high rates
of participation in sport in the area. We were delighted
on Saturday to have the Minister for Local Government
come out and announce a number of successful
applications for project funding in that area, particularly
applications from Diamond Valley. I ask: when will
clubs in my electorate know the outcome of
applications to the Community Sports Infrastructure
Fund, particularly in relation to Marngrook Oval lights
and the Diamond Valley Sports and Fitness Centre?

Shepparton electorate
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (12:49) — (13 698) My
question is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Minister, can you advise what action is being taken to
address the safety concerns of the Strathmerton
community regarding the traffic speed restrictions
along their stretch of the Murray Valley Highway?
Concerns have been raised about the inadequacy of the
statewide 40-kilometre school zone period, which does
not align with the school bus timetable, meaning
children are navigating the highway with vehicles
travelling at 80 kilometres an hour. There is also
concern about the safety of other community members
simply wishing to cross the highway to go about their
day-to-day business.
VicRoads traffic monitoring shows this is a very busy
highway with many trucks servicing the local
agricultural community. Some of these trucks also face
challenges turning onto the highway from Numurkah
Road, unable to get up enough speed before the cars
behind them advance on them.
Minister, the community has been working with the
relevant authorities for some time, yet discussions
seem to have stalled. I would ask that you make
inquiries as to how this dangerous situation can be
satisfactorily resolved.

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (12:50) — (13 699) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. Seaford beach, in
my electorate of Carrum, has been visited by a friendly
seal nicknamed Arcto on a number of occasions in
October and November this year. Arcto is known to rest
on beaches in our local community, sometimes visiting
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for several consecutive days. This weekend at Carrum
we also had dolphins just off the beach. I know people
would love to get up close to these beautiful animals,
but it is important that we do all we can to protect Arcto
and other marine animals from too much interference.
Minister, what local protections are in place to
safeguard Arcto and other marine animals at Seaford
and the other beaches in my electorate?

Polwarth electorate
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (12:51:00) — (13 700)
My question is for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. Does the minister stand by his comments on
Colac local radio station MIXX FM, ‘I’ve never heard
anything so silly in my life … to be blunt’, when
criticising the Corangamite Shire Council’s very public
and well-supported roads campaign? The Corangamite
shire has undertaken an innovative and proactive
campaign to highlight to VicRoads and the minister the
cost to their community of the chronic underfunding of
roads in the south-west. VicRoads has been quick to
find $1 billion for a cobweb of wire rope barriers from
one end of the Princes Highway west duplication to the
other, which most people in the community are
questioning. Yet the solution to road fail after road fail
is to tell the Corangamite shire and my constituents that
they have never had it so good and that they are being
unrealistic in their campaign and desire for better and
safer roads.

Cranbourne electorate
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) (12:51) — (13 701)
My question is to the Minister for Education. In the
2016–17 state budget the Andrews Labor government
committed $9 million towards the modernisation of
Cranbourne Secondary College. This commitment,
together with $1 million already allocated, was to
assist the college to complete their much-needed
rebuild. The rebuild will include an upgrade to the
science and technology wing and the building of new
classrooms. I ask the minister: what is being done to
ensure that the development is delivered as promised
by the Andrews Labor government?

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Unparliamentary language
The SPEAKER (12:52) — Order! Before moving
to the introduction of bills, I wish to reply to a point of
order taken by the member for Eildon. I warn members
that this is a lengthy ruling, so bear with me. The
member for Eildon raised a point of order in the last
sitting week about when members can ask for offensive
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words to be withdrawn. The member for South Barwon
had also raised the matter with me outside the chamber.
Several members spoke to the point of order, covering a
number of issues. As the manager of opposition
business suggested, I took the matter on notice so that I
could return to the house with a considered ruling.
I do not intend to revisit previous decisions of Chairs
who have directed members to withdraw remarks.
However, the nub of the member for Eildon’s issue is
about the circumstances in which a member is entitled
to seek a withdrawal of remarks, and I will address that.
This can be a difficult issue for Chairs because
offensiveness can be subjective. It is not the role of the
Chair to assess whether a member is or is not offended
or the level of their offence. The role of the Chair is to
determine whether a member is, in the circumstances,
entitled to ask for a withdrawal.
Debates in the house are given the protection of absolute
parliamentary privilege by the freedom of speech that
applies to proceedings. To ensure that freedom is
exercised judiciously and debate conducted fairly, the
house has imposed various rules on itself. The rule
against using unparliamentary language, the prohibition
on imputations and the sub judice convention, among
others, work as a check on that power.
Standing order 119 states that members ‘must not use
offensive or unbecoming words in relation to another
member’. If a Chair hears unparliamentary language,
they may intervene and caution a member. Alternatively,
members may take a point of order. Perhaps the example
most frequently brought to the Chair’s attention is when
members refer to each other as liars. That is clearly
unparliamentary language. It is potentially also an
imputation and in breach of standing order 118, but as I
am trying to keep those concepts separate I am not going
to say anything further on imputations.
Standing order 120(2) sets out the process for when a
member objects to words used in debate. Where the
words relate to a member and the member finds them
personally offensive, the member must take a point of
order immediately. The member may ask that they be
withdrawn. The member for Eildon’s point of order is,
essentially, what constitutes ‘personally offensive’
under standing order 120. There is no definition in the
standing orders, and it is up to the Chair to determine.
Various rulings over time have clarified that the
comments must be made about a member individually,
not collectively, and that the objection must come from
that member directly. It is also not for the Chair to
determine whether the member should or should not be
offended, and I refer members to Speaker Delzoppo’s
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ruling, which points out that offence is subjective and
members have different tolerances.
House of Representatives Practice, 6th edition,
page 514, makes a useful distinction between things
members find politically offensive and those that are
personally offensive. The chamber is the place to air
different views and consequently sometimes disagree.
Debate can involve characterising the views or policies
of our opponents as misguided or wrong. That is
different from making disparaging comments about our
opponents personally. We will sometimes find what
other members have said to be inaccurate or a wrong
interpretation of an issue.
That is a point in debate, rather than an infringement of
standing order 120. Odgers’ Australian Senate
Practice, 14th edition, at page 269 says:
It is not for the chair to judge the accuracy or truthfulness of
senators’ statements. Statements by senators about matters of
fact, including statements about persons protected by the
standing orders, do not amount to offensive words merely on
the basis that they are alleged to be false; that is a matter for
refutation in debate, and not a question for the chair.
Similarly, statements about the policies of parties which are
alleged to be incorrect are matters for correction in debate, not
subjects for ruling by the chair.

That does not mean that members can deliberately
mislead the house, and there is a process for dealing
with that. Rather, disagreeing with what someone says
is not the same as being personally offended by it.
Disagreement is part of debate, and questions of
clarification, accuracy and balance are issues to refute
in the course of debate. Therefore I ask members to
consider the requirements of standing order 120(2)
carefully when seeking a withdrawal of remarks, and
for Chairs to actively assess whether remarks were
made about the individual personally, or whether the
comments were points in debate subsequently to be
refuted or challenged. Members are entitled to seek a
withdrawal of comments they find to be personally
offensive, and this is an important protection.
There were two ancillary matters that came out of the
debate on the point of order. I confirm that it is not in
order to quote from a document simply in order to
avoid the requirement to use parliamentary language
and the other forms of the house. And finally, where a
member does identify that something in the press, or
words said about or by them in the house, are
inaccurate, this should be addressed by a personal
explanation to correct the record, and not dealt with as
a point of order.
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FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT AND
CONSTITUTION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Constitution Act 1975 and the Financial Management
Act 1994 in order to provide that the Public Account,
Consolidated Fund and Trust Fund are maintained under the
Constitution Act 1975, to amend the Financial Management
Act 1994 to provide for the funding of departments and the
application of appropriations from the Consolidated Fund,
to make consequential amendments to certain other acts and
for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I would ask the minister
to provide a brief explanation further to the long title.
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — I thank the
member for an opportunity to make a brief explanation
of the bill. The bill simplifies and refreshes Victoria’s
principal financial management legislation to
modernise resource management, update reporting
arrangements, refresh procurement provisions and
improve financial governance.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT
(HOUSING STANDARDS) BILL 2017
Introduction
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997 in relation to the imposition
of certain minimum housing standards and for other purposes.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 40
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Guy, Mr
Hibbins, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr

O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryan, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Thorpe, Ms
Tilley, Mr

PRIMARY INDUSTRIES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
3996

ASSEMBLY

Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr

Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Noes, 42
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Howard, Mr
Kairouz, Ms

Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Languiller, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr
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Leader of the National Party would know from previous
history, the opportunity through a primary industries
legislation amendment bill gives the government the
chance to address a number of issues across the primary
industries portfolio. The key objectives of this act,
amongst others, are to repeal the Broiler Chicken
Industry Act 1978, to make discrete amendments to
11 other acts within the agricultural portfolio and also to
respond to emerging meat industry management issues
and improve the efficiency and administration of
Victoria’s fisheries management framework.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Victorian government report 2017
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety), by leave, presented report.
Tabled.

Motion defeated.

PRIMARY INDUSTRIES LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Catchment and Land Protection Act 1994, the Dairy Act 2000,
the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981, the
Fisheries Act 1995, the Game Management Authority Act
2014, the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994, the Meat
Industry Act 1993, the Melbourne Market Authority Act 1977,
the Plant Biosecurity Act 2010, the Veterinary Practice Act
1997, the Wildlife Act 1975, and to make miscellaneous and
consequential amendments to the Confiscation Act 1997, the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987, the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, the Environment Protection Act 1970, the
Firearms Act 1996, the Land Act 1958 and to repeal the
Livestock Disease Control Amendment Act 2007, the Broiler
Chicken Industry Act 1978 and the Broiler Chicken Industry
(Amendment) Act 1991 and for other purposes.

Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Could I ask the
minister to give a brief explanation of all those different
amendments?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — That
is a contradictory request, for me to provide a brief
explanation of all the elements of this legislation that is
being introduced on behalf of the Minister for
Agriculture, so I will err on the side of being brief. As the

PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE
Right of reply: Professor Peter Coombes
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) presented
report on right of reply, together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be published.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 17
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 17 of 2017 on:
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles)
Bill 2017
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be published.
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Tabled by Acting Clerk:
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Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978:
Order under s 17B granting a licence over Yellingbo
Nature Conservation Reserve
Order under s 17D granting a lease over Flagstaff
Gardens
Legal Services Council and Commissioner for Uniform Legal
Services Regulation — Reports 2016–17
National Environment Protection Council — Report 2015–16
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s
Report on the 2015–16 Financial Performance Outcomes
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notice of approval of
an amendment to the Victoria Planning Provisions — VC141
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
County Court Act 1958 — SR 115
Family Violence Protection Act 2008 — SR 112
National Domestic Violence Order Scheme Act 2016 —
SR 113
Supreme Court Act 1986 — SR 114
Retirement Villages Act 1986 — SR 116
Road Safety Act 1986 — SR 117
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 114, 115, 116, 117.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Acting Clerk in accordance with an
order of the house dated 24 February 2015:
Family Violence Protection Amendment Act 2017 — Parts 3,
4 and 5 — 16 November 2017; Division 2 of Part 9 —
25 November 2017 (Gazette S388, 15 November 2017)
National Domestic Violence Order Scheme Act 2016 —
Remaining provisions — 25 November 2017 (Gazette S388,
15 November 2017)
Planning and Building Legislation Amendment (Housing
Affordability and Other Matters) Act 2017 — Division 2 of
Part 2 — 15 November 2017 (Gazette S388,
15 November 2017).

VOLUNTARY ASSISTED DYING BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(13:10) — I move:
That the amendments be taken into consideration later this
day.
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Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (13:10) — On the question
of time, the amendments before us have arrived at this
house following one of the most disgraceful episodes
that has occurred in the history of this Parliament. If there
is to be any pretence of proper and careful process and
consideration of what this house should do with the
Council’s amendments, those amendments should not be
considered today or indeed any other day this week. We
have seen members of the Legislative Council, just as
with members of this house previously, forced to make
decisions on matters of life and death in a state of sleep
deprivation deliberately engineered by the proponents of
this bill. We have seen debate in our house of review
gagged more times in just one day than in the entire
known history of the Legislative Council beforehand.
We have seen a Premier and a Minister for Health who,
throughout this process, have been prepared to allow
thousands of Victorians to continue to die in needless
pain due to a lack of palliative care, suddenly decide to
announce a hastily cobbled together and hopelessly
inadequate package for Victorians dying in rural and
regional areas in order to secure a vote for this bill from
a regional member of the Legislative Council. We have
seen a Premier and a Minister for Health tell us before
the debate in our house that their bill was perfect and no
amendments would be considered, and then in the
Legislative Council we have seen a turmoil of
amendments, counter-amendments, amendments
substituted and amendments withdrawn. We have seen
Legislative Council staff left so exhausted that the
Council’s amendments could not even be published
until days later, giving members of this house little time
to consider them.
The need for time — proper time — for reflection before
we contemplate a final fateful step is made even more
vital because of the entire contrived and distorted process
that has brought us to this point. It has been a process
that started with a Legal and Social Issues Committee
report that reads more like a Dying with Dignity
advocacy document than the report of an impartial and
dispassionate parliamentary inquiry. Any committee that
cites a euthanasia lobby group document as if it were the
report of an official UK government commission, while
failing even to mention official UK parliamentary reports
and debates concluding against euthanasia, deserves no
credence whatsoever.
We have seen the process continue with a hand-picked
panel of partisans headed by a New South Wales
neurosurgeon recruited for his advocacy and lobbying
skills rather than for his medical expertise, along with
two maverick palliative care practitioners brought in
from interstate because no reputable Victorian palliative
care doctor was prepared to support the panel’s work.
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This biased and unrepresentative panel then proceeded
behind closed doors, failing even to publish the
submissions it received on its discussion paper. This
was followed by a bill developed in secret over months
and then, instead of being released as an exposure draft
for public comment, rushed into the Parliament and
bulldozed through this house and the Council through
the use of multiple all-night sittings — all for a bill that
is not due to come into force until mid-2019.
If ever anyone wanted an example of how not to
legislate on a complex and profound issue like this,
Victoria has provided it. The process we have been
dragged through more befits a two-bit banana republic
than what purports to be a mature parliamentary
democracy in the traditions of the Palace of
Westminster. Indeed the process to date — and which
looks set to continue — has been an embarrassment to
our democracy and an appalling example to those
emerging Westminster democracies who traditionally
look to us to set an example that they can emulate. The
process has been a charade. The resulting bill is a
shambles not only of dangers but of flaws and
anomalies. Any bill that requires a person’s cause of
death to be recorded as cancer after they have been
killed in a car crash cannot be taken seriously.
In other Westminster jurisdictions around the world,
time and time again as MPs have looked carefully and
closely at what is involved in legalising the deliberate
taking of lives they have done the responsible thing and
rejected it. What is so special and different about
Victoria? Do we Victorian MPs have superior wisdom
and insights that mean we know better than anyone
else? Regrettably and to our lasting shame it is nothing
of the sort. We have arrived where we are because this
has been a bill motivated from the start by politics —
by the political objectives of a Premier seeking to
reposition his party on the political spectrum and to
revive his waning popularity, a Premier who has used
every leverage at his disposal to induce and coerce his
party’s MPs to vote for the bill and a Premier whose
faction has compelled its members to vote for it despite
the rules of their party allowing a free vote.
In these circumstances this house needs all the time it
can get before considering these amendments. I do not
intend to divide on this issue of time because I know
government MPs are not allowed a free vote on such
procedural issues, but I urge all members to recognise
the blind haste and folly of what is being done when
considering how they will vote on the questions that
will soon be before us.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (13:15) — I
thank the member for Box Hill for his contribution. His
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passion in his opposition to this bill has been
maintained in terms of his contribution; however, there
are a number of points about which I fundamentally
disagree. It is my very strong view that this is a bill that
needs to be considered by this Parliament. This is a bill
that has been the subject of two and a half years work.
In fact I would make the argument — and, again, it is
one that I have debated with the member for Box Hill
on many occasions, and I accept that I am not likely to
persuade him — that perhaps the genesis of this bill is
in fact parliamentary democracy working
extraordinarily well.
I remind the house that this is a bill that came out of the
upper house parliamentary committee on legal and
social issues. That committee did an extraordinary
amount of work. That committee worked for in excess
of a year taking public submissions, and it made a
series of recommendations that were bipartisan in terms
of the majority report and in terms of the minority
report, which contained representatives from both the
Liberal Party and the Labor Party. That report and its
recommendations were the subject of government
consideration. The government considered and
accepted many of those recommendations in respect of
other end-of-life care issues and in respect of
recommendation 49, which was the subject of a
ministerial advisory panel — again, the subject of
detailed consideration, extraordinary levels of
community consultation and stakeholder
engagement — and that then led to the development
and drafting of this bill.
On the issue of whether or not this Parliament has had
sufficient time to consider this bill, I disagree with the
member for Box Hill. I would again remind the house
that in the course of the Legislative Assembly
considering this matter the second-reading debate went
for 16 hours 28 minutes and the consideration-in-detail
process went for 20 hours 37 minutes, and when the
Council came to consider this bill the second-reading
debate went for 14 hours and the committee process
went for a staggering 47 hours 27 minutes.
I simply make the point that I accept that the member
for Box Hill and many others in this Parliament are
opposed to this bill. I accept that they are likely to vote
against this bill, but what I do not accept is the
argument that this bill has not been the subject of
adequate consideration. This bill has been the subject of
extraordinary debate — deep consideration and
debate — and while I respect the member for Box
Hill’s right to vote against it and to express his
opposition so passionately, eloquently and, can I say,
respectfully, the fundamental basis of his objection to
these amendments being considered later this day is one
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that I disagree with. Let us consider and debate these
amendments, let us vote where we will on them, but let
us not pretend that we can defer, avoid or delay this
matter anymore.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (13:18) — I rise to support the
member for Box Hill’s comments about delaying this
debate. I want to also place on record the objections that
I had to the way the bill was debated. There was,
unfortunately, undue haste in the time we spent doing
this, and that damages the Parliament’s credibility. I
have got no doubt that with a starting date of mid-2019
both the lower house and the Council could have gone
about this in a way that did not put members’ health at
risk or risk their decisions being held to ransom because
of exhaustion and the time factor.
I also want to support what the member for Box Hill
said about palliative care. The government package is
inadequate. I believe that people should have the
opportunity to have quality palliative care, something
that does need more work. To be rushing this
legislation through is starting to place people in
uncomfortable positions in relation to what decisions
they need to make about their end-of-life care.
I think we have damaged our democracy by the method
in which we have considered this bill. Much of what the
member for Box Hill said about how we went about
dealing with this particular bill is the bitter truth
because it will not come into effect until 2019 and there
would have been time to debate it in a way that would
have given the Parliament and the end result credibility.
Mr WATT (Burwood) (13:20) — I rise to speak on
the question of when we actually debate this bill and
whether or not it is today. I fully support the member
for Box Hill’s contention around whether or not we
should be debating it at all this week, and I use the
examples that the minister has given herself. She made
the point that the concept has been kicking around for
two and half years. She also pointed out that the
second-reading debate in this house went for 16 hours
26 minutes and the consideration-in-detail stage went
for 20 hours 37 minutes. Through that entire debate the
government told us that this bill was perfect. At no
point did the government accept any contention that
there was anything wrong with this bill.
If you then go to the second-reading debate in the upper
house, we are talking about 14 hours, as the minister
pointed out herself. We are talking about a committee
stage that went for 47 hours 27 minutes. I have not had
the time to go through all 47 hours of that debate. I have
got to say that I was up until the early hours of the
morning listening to much of it; I must say that I was
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listening into the wee hours. But what I need to be able
to do is to work out why it is that the answers of the
Minister for Health or the Attorney-General in this
place, who were answering or not answering some of
the questions that I raised in this place, were
contradictory to the answers that were given to
members of the upper house. The minister at the table
there made comments that appear on the face of it to be
contradictory. Now, only a couple of days after the
amendments have been released, we have them coming
back to this house and I have not had the time to
consider them. All members of Parliament are busy,
and voluntary assisted dying is not the only thing we
have to deal with.
The Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017 has changed
in essentially the last few days; it is not the same bill.
The amendments that we have coming back before us
were not part of the bill when we had the opportunity to
debate it in detail for 20 hours. The minister made it
very clear, as did the Attorney-General and the Premier,
that the bill was perfect. If we are going to take a bill
that was perfect and we are going to make it imperfect
or faulty, then I should be able to examine why the
minister is appearing to say that she is happy to have a
faulty bill come before this house. I want to know that I
have the opportunity to actually look through those
amendments to see what the effects will be. I note that a
number of the amendments coming through will
actually be things that we argued for very strongly — I
argued for them and I know the member for Box Hill
argued for many of these things — and the minister told
us a month ago that she disagreed. I need to know why
it is she disagreed. I need to be able to have a look at
what has happened in the last —
Mr Pearson — Look at Hansard.
Mr WATT — The member for Essendon says,
‘Look at Hansard’. I do not know about the member
for Essendon and whether he has had enough time in
the last couple of days to read through 47 hours
27 minutes of Hansard — and that is just the
committee stage of the upper house. I did not have the
time over the last few days to read through or to watch
47 hours 27 minutes of the committee stage of the
upper house debate to work out why the government
have done a backflip, to work out what it is that the
government are actually trying to do in this bill and
whether or not they are actually accepting the
amendments that I stood here arguing for some six
weeks ago. I do not know whether these amendments
actually reflect what I had asked for. I do not know why
the government have done a backflip. There is not
enough time in the day for members of Parliament to do
our job, look through all these amendments and look
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through Hansard for the other place and compare that
to Hansard for this place to find out why the minister
has done a backflip. It is completely contradictory.
Then there is also the issue around the things that have
been missed. There are a number of things. The member
for Box Hill pointed them out and was probably a little
bit more eloquent than I was when I raised this issue
when the bill was before the house. The member for Box
Hill talked about being in a car accident. I talked about
another form of death and whether or not you should be
recorded as having cancer when you actually were in a
car accident. These things need to be fleshed out. There
needs to be time for us to look through these
amendments and also to look through the debate to make
sure that we get this thing right.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) (13:25) — This debate
has gone on now for what is probably closer to two
years rather than the amount of time that members
opposite might suggest. The amendments that were
moved in the Assembly the first time during the lengthy
debate we had in this chamber indicated that people on
all sides of the house had gone through this bill at great
length. Certainly in the debate in the upper house the
bill has also been gone through at great length. There
was a very long committee stage during which
amendments were moved by the government and
accepted. They are now before this chamber.
It is not hard to skim through Hansard to find where
amendments have been passed and to have a look at
what those amendments were, if you have not already
had a chance to do that. The member for Burwood
indicated that he listened to the debate at great length. I
certainly did. I am aware of what amendments were
passed in the Legislative Council, and it would not take
much for a member to find out what those amendments
are and what they mean to the actual legislation.
I support the Leader of the House in the moving of this
motion. We should get on with dealing with this piece
of legislation that has been before us for a great length
of time. There has been great debate not just in this
place but also in the community, and we owe it to the
community to resolve it.
Motion agreed to.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 22 November
to Caulfield Racecourse Reserve Bill 2017.
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APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Message read recommending appropriation for
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles)
Bill 2017.

PARLIAMENTARY PRIVILEGE
Member for Geelong
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (13:27) — I desire to
move, by leave:
That the statements made by the member for Geelong on
15 November 2017 during the debate on the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Amendment (Medically
Supervised Injecting Centre) Bill 2017 regarding the
comments she made to the Geelong Advertiser about a drug
injecting room for Geelong be referred to the Privileges
Committee for examination and report.

Leave refused.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing and sessional orders
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(13:28) — I move:
That so much of standing and sessional orders be suspended
on Wednesday, 29 November 2017, to allow the member for
Northcote to make her inaugural speech for a maximum of
15 minutes immediately after the grievance debate.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(13:28) — I move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 5.00 p.m. on Thursday,
30 November 2017:
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet
Shops) Bill 2016
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment
Bill 2017
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles)
Bill 2017
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment
Bill 2017.

These four bills make up a considerable program
because they canvass some critical, important and
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detailed policy matters for the house to consider, and I
expect great interest from members of the chamber in
these bills.
I would particularly like to make reference to the
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet
Shops) Bill 2016 and indicate to the house that the
government has a number of house amendments that it
will be circulating during that debate. The Minister for
Agriculture has already flagged these publicly, and
following extensive consultation with stakeholders
those amendments will be moved in the Assembly.
I have also been advised by the manager of opposition
business that he and the opposition would like to take
this bill into consideration in detail this week. I signal to
the opposition that the government is agreeable to that,
time permitting. As has been our recent practice, that
time will be made available on Thursday afternoon.
However, I do say, time permitting, because we have
got a couple of other features in our program this week.
We have the inaugural speech from the new member
for Northcote, which will be accommodated as part of
the program. I appreciate the support of the house to
deal with that matter in a very straightforward way.
I would also like to indicate to the house that it is the
government’s intention to bring on for debate this week
the message that was just read from the Legislative
Council regarding the voluntary assisted dying debate. I
would like to flag to the house — and indeed it is
repeating some of the points that we have just had in
that procedural motion on the question of when this
issue will be considered — that it is not the view of the
government but indeed the view of the Parliament that
this is a proposition that has support. It has significant
majority support in the Legislative Assembly and
majority support in the Legislative Council.
The will of both houses was clearly expressed after the
considerable debates that were held on these matters. In
this place — I cannot speak for the other place —
during the course of the second-reading debate and
consideration-in-detail process the government wanted
to ensure that every member who wanted to speak and
make a contribution on this debate could do so and
could put their principled position on the record during
the course of the second-reading debate. Indeed we had
this as the only matter before the house during that
sitting week.
All of us, I am sure, remember well that we had an
extensive consideration-in-detail stage that went for
many hours. Indeed it went for 20 hours and
37 minutes. That, combined with the experience we
have just seen in the Legislative Council, has resulted in
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this bill being thoroughly and deeply examined.
Amendments have been considered. Some have been
supported, and some have not been supported. That is
the parliamentary procedure working at its best and at
its most detailed.
I appreciate that there are some members of the
parliamentary chamber who wish to pursue this every
step of the way. I understand that there are people who
oppose this and who want to ensure that their
opposition is recorded throughout the passage of this
process. We respect that, we understand that and we
will make allowances for that. That also needs to be
balanced out against the fact that the Parliament has
spoken on this matter. The will of the Parliament has
clearly been expressed in this matter, and it has been
expressed after a long and vigorous debate in here and
after an extensive process that has gone on outside of
this place with the work that has gone on in the
community. Indeed it goes back a couple of years in
terms of the work that went on through the upper house
committee inquiry.
So I do put it to those members of this place who wish
to go back and re-examine these matters that we are
wanting to see this matter dealt with this week. We are
wanting this matter to be dealt with as expeditiously as
possible. We respect that there are views on all sides of
this debate. Those views have had significant
opportunity to be amplified in here and to be examined
in here, and there will be a further opportunity when
this matter comes before the house for the amended bill
to be examined once again. There will be the
opportunity for that to be gone into in detail. There
needs to come a point when this bill needs to be put,
where the will of the house needs to be expressed. I
would also like in the final seconds to put on the record
that it is my expectation that the pairs arrangement that
is in place for party matters will be put in place on this.
We have two members who desired to be here but for
personal reasons cannot be and we would expect those
pairs to be respected.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (13:34) — The government
business program proposes to deal with four bills. All
of them raise different issues, some of them very
complex issues. On one of them at least we understand
the government has prodigious quantities of
amendments that it wants to bring to the house, and
those will need to be carefully evaluated. Another bill
raises far-reaching implications, particularly for rural
and regional Victoria but indeed for Victorians more
generally, in relation to water management, which is
always a very vexed topic. Further bills deal with the
issue of vaccinations for children, and with the issue of
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automated vehicles and driverless cars. Again, those
matters will need careful and appropriate examination.

which we would defer to criminal proceedings, but
those points have definitely not been reached.

The Leader of the House referred to the government’s
intention to consider also during the course of this week
the amendments from the Legislative Council in
relation to the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017. She
was perhaps a bit presumptuous in saying that
Parliament has spoken on this because, as other
members have pointed out, this house is yet to consider
the amendments of the Legislative Council, and where
those will end up will of course depend on what
members of this house decide. They do deserve proper
scrutiny for all the reasons I went into a few moments
ago in relation to the inadequate scrutiny of this bill
previously. It is all very well to talk about the hours that
have been spent in examination of the bill, but the fact
of the matter that is proper scrutiny has, both in this
house and the other house, been worn down by the
brute force expedient of forcing the house to sit
non-stop until the process had been completed and the
bill had been dealt with — in other words, the stifling
of scrutiny by sheer exhaustion when there was
absolutely no urgency whatsoever to do so.

We need only look at how this house dealt with the
matters relating to the former member for Frankston in
the previous Parliament to see that it is appropriate that
these matters be referred either to the Privileges
Committee or to a specially appointed select
committee, given the fact that it was the Speaker and
Deputy Speaker of this house who were the subject of
these allegations — those who are charged with
upholding the standards of this house rather than
tarnishing them. For those reasons the opposition
parties do oppose this government business program. A
number of us also believe that inadequate time is being
allowed for consideration of the amendments from the
Legislative Council, and we certainly believe that the
business program should be opposed.

The Leader of the House also referred to this being
Parliament at its best, and I strongly disagree with that
for the reasons that I went into earlier. It has been a
disgraceful episode, a travesty of democracy and an
example that other parliaments should shun and abhor
if ever they should look at it. It is probably fairer to say
that this debate has brought out the best and worst in
individual members, and we all stand to be judged by
the contributions that we have made. Each of us need to
fervently hope that posterity will be kind to what we
have said in this debate.
The opposition parties oppose the government business
program because yet again it fails to deal with the
serious allegations of rorting and abuse of office that
remain against the former Speaker and the Deputy
Speaker of this house, the members for Tarneit and
Melton. I have said it over and over again that those
matters need to be dealt with. This house cannot
continue to pretend that these events have not occurred,
cannot not pretend that our democracy has not been
tarnished by what has happened and cannot pretend that
we have no responsibility to deal with it ourselves. If
we had any regard for the traditions of Westminster
democracy that we purport to uphold, we would
recognise that we in this house have a responsibility to
deal with these matters. We have a responsibility to
deal with them alongside any criminal or other
proceedings that may be instigated at some point or
other or may currently be underway. There are points at

Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (13:39) — I am pleased
to make a contribution on the government business
program for this week. Disappointed as I am that the
opposition have chosen not to support the government
business program, we are certainly meeting our
commitments to the electorate and also our election
commitments to provide the opportunity for
consideration in detail in relation to the Domestic
Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, as requested by those opposite. Time permitting,
of course, that opportunity will be available to those
opposite for consideration in detail of those matters.
There has been significant work done, particularly by
the Minister for Agriculture, over a long period of time
in relation to those matters. It has really struck a chord
with the community in relation to domestic animals. I
know a lot of hard work has been done there, so we
look forward to an opportunity to discuss those matters
in detail, as of course we have met our commitments on
keeping livestock, particularly cows, out of the high
country in another bill that stopped cattle grazing in
national parks. We provided an opportunity for those
opposite to contribute to the consideration-in-detail
stage on that bill. And there have been very many other
examples, particularly in the environment portfolio,
where we have provided those opportunities as part of
our election commitment for consideration in detail.
The Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill
2017, particularly in its relationship to automated
vehicles, is going to be significant. Certainly in my
electorate of Ivanhoe and in the Banyule council area
Cr Peter Castaldo and members of other parties in this
place have had discussions and have attended meetings
and met a number of stakeholders on matters related to
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automated vehicles. I look forward to our discussion and
debate on those matters.
There is also the Water and Catchment Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017, which relates to some of our
portfolio responsibilities in environment, water and
climate change. I am particularly looking forward to
making a contribution in relation to those matters.
Of course there will also be the inaugural speech from
the new member for Northcote. I certainly take the
opportunity to welcome her to the Assembly — to this
place — as my southern neighbour on the
Northcote-Ivanhoe boundary. I am sure there will be a
number of projects that we will work together on in the
interests of our communities, particularly on the Grange
Road level crossing and the broader work that that
includes on the Hurstbridge line in my electorate across
Heidelberg and Rosanna. There is also of course the
Chandler Highway bridge duplication works, which is a
very significant project for people in the southern end
of my electorate around East Ivanhoe, Ivanhoe and
Heidelberg. There is also a range of works and
investments — some $18 million — in the
Yarra-Darebin trail, and particularly the extension to
the Farm Road connection, which is very significant for
people in my electorate around East Ivanhoe, Ivanhoe
and Heidelberg. That is why I know there will be
several pieces of work that we will need to collaborate
on to make sure those projects are successfully
completed and that bureaucrats and others are held
accountable for the delivery of those projects on time
and to the satisfaction of our constituents. Obviously
inaugural speeches are very much a touchstone for
members — it is something to come back to to check on
a member’s progress — and I am looking forward to
hearing her contribution tomorrow afternoon.
Can I say also that the opportunity to debate and discuss
further the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017 and the
amendments that have been proposed in the other place
provides an opportunity for members to continue their
contributions in this place on those matters. I think the
way in which we have dealt with those matters is a credit
to all members in the Assembly — the way in which we
have debated those matters and considered them.
Perhaps we have set an example of the standard that we
expect of those in the other place. I think we will
continue to deal with those matters in that way when we
consider those amendments potentially this afternoon.
I certainly acknowledge the manager of opposition
business’s comments in relation to the opportunity for
members to provide commentary, debate, discussion and
examination of those amendments as put by the Council.
That is the responsibility of members in this place. I
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know we would do that to the best of our ability and
perhaps provide a bit of education for those in the
community to understand that it is not always smooth
sailing from the Assembly to the Council. Sometimes
matters do return to us for further review. I am sure we
are all looking forward to the opportunity to do that.
I do commend the government business program. There
are four bills plus the further review of the amendments
on the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill and the
opportunity for consideration in detail of other matters.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (13:44) — I rise to speak
on behalf of the Greens on the government business
program. There are four bills on the business program
this week. I note there is the Domestic Animals
Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016,
which has finally come back to this house, I understand,
with a number of government amendments.
I am a bit disappointed that the government did not take
up the opportunity to put another bill on the notice
paper — the Greens bill that we attempted to first read.
The bill ought to at least be on the notice paper. It is to
provide for minimum standards for rental properties,
and I just raise the point that we do not have general
business or non-government members business time in
this chamber, which I suspect would be an anomaly
amongst Westminster lower houses across the world.
Certainly I would make that point once again. We are
very disappointed that the government was not even
willing to have that bill first read onto the notice paper.
Again, the Greens are disappointed that a referral —
An honourable member — You’re always
disappointed.
Mr HIBBINS — Disappointed in you certainly.
The Greens are disappointed that the member for
Melton and the member for Tarneit are not being
referred to the Privileges Committee. Anyone would
have thought that that would have been the most
appropriate course of action. I suspect that it will now
go on until the new year unless the government
decides to change tack and change its view on that
particular matter. It is completely ridiculous that what
has occurred with those two members has not been
referred to the Privileges Committee. It would then be
up to the Privileges Committee to decide whether they
wanted to take into consideration any other action —
for example, police action — in regard to their
investigation, but certainly the most appropriate
course of action would be for them to investigate that
matter and then come back to this house if they
decided to recommend a sanction.
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I note that the amendments to the Voluntary Assisted
Dying Bill 2017 are coming back to this chamber, and I
certainly think it is incumbent on this house to reflect
the will of both this Parliament and certainly the wider
community to make sure that these amendments pass
and that that bill passes. I would encourage members to
support those amendments and to make sure that bill
finally passes.
I am also looking forward to the first speech of the
newly elected member for Northcote. I will certainly be
in here for it, and I am holding out for it. It is great that
she will be able to make her first speech on Wednesday.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (13:47) — This is
a historic week for the Victorian Parliament. The
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017 is expected to be
put to the final vote after further scrutiny and
consideration of amendments from the other house.
Views are strongly held, and have again been expressed
in this chamber today. I just make the points that I did
in my contribution:
This bill presents a choice, not between life and death, but
between two ways of dying.

Earlier I had said:
It is irrational to blame any member of the public for a view
sincerely held or any member of Parliament for a conscience
vote.

So I call for a rational, calm and respectful debate, and I
hope that that is what we get during this week to deliver
a vote on this proposition.
Evidence eventually trumps dogma, and this is critical
in the Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017, which will tighten and simplify
immunisation regulations for enrolment in early
childhood services or primary school. This is important
because of the no jab, no play laws. I think this is a time
when the Parliament can come together, and I would
presume from the manager of opposition business’s
comments that the opposition will be supporting this
bill. I think that it is important in the national interest
and in the best interests of our children to make sure
that diseases that we look like we have eradicated do
not re-emerge.
The next proposition is the Road Safety Amendment
(Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017 to provide a
framework for the safe on-road testing and
development of automated driving technology to enable
the technology to be developed for local traffic
conditions. This positions Victoria as a leader in
automated driving technology, which will help create
investment opportunities and generate more jobs. So
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this is looking forward to how we address innovation.
We cannot stop change. We need to be able to make
change a friend, not an enemy. We need to be able to
embrace new technologies and see how we can harness
them to create new industries and jobs, so the bill has
that significance in the public interest and in economic
development as well.
Then we have the Domestic Animals Amendment
(Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016 to reduce the
risks to the welfare of breeding dogs and cats in
Victoria and to improve consumer confidence in
obtaining a pet dog or puppy or cat or kitten from a
legitimate breeder or source. Again this is a bill that has
had a lot of scrutiny and will be subject to further
controversy in this chamber, but I think we need to
work through it and get a result.
The other bill is the Water and Catchment Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017, and that provides for the
recognition and involvement of Aboriginal Victorians
in the management and planning of waterways and
catchments. Again this is an inclusive bill, and it is of
significance particularly to rural and regional Victoria.
That brings us to the inaugural speech of the new
member for Northcote, who is the first Indigenous
woman to be elected to the Victorian Parliament, so this
is a historic moment, no matter what your political
persuasion is. I think that we have a wide range of
issues of significance — from how we look at major
social issues and how we see a historic event unfold to
how we actually address the future of change, so I
recommend the program to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (13:51) — I rise to speak on
the government business program, and The Nationals in
coalition are opposing the business program for the
reasons outlined by both the member for Prahran and
the member for Box Hill. I would also like to welcome
the member for Northcote into the chamber, and I look
forward to her inaugural speech tomorrow.
To the business program, we have a number of bills
before us, one of which is the Water and Catchment
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. When it comes to
country Victoria, water is one of those touchstone
issues, and there are a number of Nationals members
who are going to make contributions on that water bill.
In particular I have an interest in the catchment and
land protection section of that bill.
The Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and
Pet Shops) Bill 2016 has been a long time in the
making. There are considerable issues with it, and these
will be debated at length. Puppies or dogs have played a
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part in my family and children growing up, and one of
the concerns that I expect will be debated is: what will a
puppy cost now and will some children go without that
experience of a pet because of this legislation?
I expect there will be quite a number of people anxious
to talk on the Road Safety Amendment (Automated
Vehicles) Bill 2017. It is certainly an interesting future,
and yes, the Parliament has to amend acts to take into
account that future.
Then there is the Health and Child Wellbeing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. Immunisation is
certainly a very strongly debated issue and something
that I support extremely strongly. Bringing our
requirements into line with the commonwealth is, I
think, extremely important. I know some people have
varying views on immunisation, but having spent many
years on a rural health board and having looked at some
of the issues that arise when you drop out of the herd
effect, as it is called, they are really, really concerning. I
do think that a strong stance by the government, with
the support of The Nationals, on immunisation is
certainly well warranted.
Of course the amendments from the upper house to the
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017 are with us and
will need to be debated. The Leader of the House has
made it quite clear that there will be adequate time for
this debate. However, she failed to give the house an
indication as to when this will happen. I think this is
very important. As I said earlier in the house, I do not
want us held to ransom by being kept back late at night
or into the wee hours of the morning to debate this, and
I do not think that our house or our views on this
important issue should be held to ransom or that our
time or our health and wellbeing should be held to
ransom over this. I trust that the time will be made
available within the normal sitting hours of house. So
with that, The Nationals will be opposing the
government business program.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 43
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr

Knight, Ms
Languiller, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Scott, Mr
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Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Howard, Mr
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 40
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hibbins, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr

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

Motion agreed to.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER (13:58) — Order! I would like to
welcome to the chamber the new Israeli ambassador to
Australia, Mark Sofer.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Roy Francis
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (14:01) — I rise this
afternoon to recognise Roy Francis, who was recently
named Victorian Senior of the Year. Roy is a long-term
peninsula resident and has made a substantial
contribution to his community. He has been active in
many sporting and active living groups, including the
National Seniors Australia Mornington group, the
Mornington Croquet Club, the Balnarring Picnic
Racing Club and the Bentons Square Community
Centre. Notwithstanding his significant contribution
locally, it is his work in the promotion of cancer
awareness that is perhaps his greatest contribution.
In 2006 Roy was diagnosed with prostate cancer. As a
survivor, he was determined to provide support for those
undergoing a similar journey. He became the first
prostate awareness volunteer ambassador, appointed by
the Prostate Cancer Foundation of Australia. He founded
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the Peninsula Prostate Cancer Support Group, he was
appointed as the City of Frankston’s bowel cancer
community champion and he is a volunteer ambassador
for the national Stroke Foundation and a Beyondblue
ambassador. He currently spends much of his time
travelling the state, making presentations on cancer
awareness and promoting the bowel cancer program. As
a result of his tireless work he was named Victorian
Senior of the Year. The award was presented by the
Governor of Victoria, the Honourable Linda Dessau,
AC, at a ceremony at Government House in October.
I extend my congratulations to Roy on winning this
important award, and I thank him on behalf of the
peninsula community and on behalf of cancer sufferers
across the state for his tremendous work on their behalf.

Victorian Health Promotion Foundation
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (14:02) —
The year 2017 marks three decades of VicHealth’s
work in promoting the health of Victorians across our
great state. That work is incredibly evident in my
wonderful seat of the Altona district. VicHealth
emerged as part of the Tobacco Act 1987. It has paved
the way for innovative new approaches to health and
continues to make a positive impact on the lives of
people across Victoria. The communities in
Melbourne’s west have certainly benefited from
VicHealth’s programs in many ways. My beloved
football club, the Western Bulldogs, is supported by
VicHealth programs. VicHealth supports both the
club’s Sons of the West program and now the
Daughters of the West program, which provide free
health and wellbeing advice to support residents across
Melbourne’s west.
Five of our schools in the Altona district have taken
part in VicHealth’s 2017 Walk to School program.
Queen of Peace Parish Primary School, Altona Primary
School, Point Cook College, Seaholme Primary School
and Alamanda College have all participated. Altona
Bowling Club has used new funding to deliver a new
and inclusive program for disadvantaged people to
encourage them to get involved with the bowls club.
Altona Hockey Club will deliver a modified version of
hockey to provide kids a positive experience of the
game. Point Cook Football Club will establish a
women’s team after introducing an under-15s team. I
thank VicHealth for all of the wonderful work it has
been doing, and I wish it a very, very happy
30th birthday.
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Gippsland South electorate employment
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (14:04) —
Murray Goulburn’s announcement that it will cut
52 jobs in Leongatha, five in Maffra and others
elsewhere is devastating for those who will now be out
of work. My thoughts are with them and their families.
The Leongatha job cuts will be a hit to the town and the
Gippsland South economy. Given the loss to milk
production that Murray Goulburn has sustained over
the past 12 months or so the production changes are
perhaps no surprise, but that does not make it any easier
for those impacted.
It is very disappointing that so many jobs will be lost.
These workers are paying the price for some very bad
decisions made by the previous Murray Goulburn
management over the past couple of years. Although
the loss of the co-op is a bitter blow for many dairy
farmers and now these workers, the positive mood
regarding the bid by Saputo is cause for optimism.
Hopefully Saputo will be able to build Murray
Goulburn back up to the powerhouse it once was. In the
meantime the Andrews Labor government should be
prepared to step in and provide support to the region as
it copes with this significant loss of jobs.

Sale photographic exhibition
Mr D. O’BRIEN — It was a pleasure to attend the
launch of a photographic exhibition run by the Marley
Street housing project in Sale last week. The project has
been run by Quantum Support Services at the public
housing estate and has helped build a sense of
community in the complex and tackle isolation among
residents. The photographic exhibition consisted of
photos by the residents on the topic of isolation and
homelessness. The project is coming to the end of its
funding, and I hope the Andrews Labor government
will support its extension.

Great Victorian Bike Ride
Mr D. O’BRIEN — It is fantastic this week to have
3100 cyclists taking in the sights of the beautiful
Gippsland landscape as part of the Great Victorian Bike
Ride. Congratulations to all in my communities who
have so far rolled out the welcome mat for the riders as
they pedal through and make overnight stops at
Wilsons Promontory, Foster, Yarram and Seaspray,
before they move into the electorate of the member for
Gippsland East.
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Rosehill Secondary College
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (14:05) — I rise to acknowledge the hard
work and commitment of students and staff at Rosehill
Secondary College in raising awareness for the Treaty
on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons. After a recent
trip to Hiroshima, Japan, students at Rosehill Secondary
College were inspired to create and sign their own
treaty calling for the rejection of nuclear weapons.
Supported by their language teacher, Mr Takanori
Hayakawa, student engagement leader Mr Michael
Freedman and humanities teacher Mr Grant Martens,
students set to work to create 1000 paper cranes to
show their commitment to this very important cause.
On Friday, 22 September, I was welcomed at Rosehill
Secondary College and presented with the 1000 paper
cranes crafted in keeping with Japanese tradition that if
you fold 1000 paper cranes, you can make a wish. I am
proud to have such a creative, compassionate and
forward-thinking group of students in my community.
In particular I want to mention Mr Edan Sheridan, a
year 11 student at the forefront of this initiative, as well
as Andy Nguyen and Ryan Harper, who were lucky
enough to make it into the local paper showcasing their
magnificent cranes. Edan was quoted in the Moonee
Valley Leader on 27 September as saying:
It is from the past that we must learn …

Other students involved in creating the paper cranes
were: Erica Papadogianni, Ryo Yamakura, Hannah
Phayre, Natasha Amirsonis, Chelsea Henderson, Riley
Isbister, Ashlee Bailey, Anya Cardenas-Hancock,
Hayssam Kudssi, Cody Keep, Ojas Bhardwaj, Chloe
Phan, Gillian Poparisut, Eva Chen, Franceis Caparas,
Billy Poparisut, Joshua Nadong, Bianca Garfi, Liam
Dempster, Jordan Van, Misshelly Chen and Christie
Giao. Good on you all.

Public sector employment
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (14:07) — I wish to refer to
a document tabled in the last sitting week from the
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office titled
Auditor-General’s Report on the Annual Financial
Report of the State of Victoria: 2016–17, dated
November 2017. There is one element in particular in
this report that I find deeply disturbing — although not
surprising, given the performance of Labor
governments over many years. I refer to page 33 of the
report, at ‘Employee expenses’. The report refers to
figure 4D, which is on page 34, which:
… shows that employee expenses have increased by 20.3 per
cent over the last five financial years.
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As I said, this is typical of Labor governments. Page 34
states:
At 30 June 2013, the public service workforce consisted of
213 557 full-time equivalent (FTE) employees, which was
4210 (1.9 per cent) lower than the prior year. Since then, there
has been a steady increase in the number of FTE employees
and, at 30 June 2017, there were 238 928.

What we have seen is a Victorian public sector
workforce growing faster than the Victorian population.
I would urge the government to take account of this
report and act on it.

Sandie de Wolf
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (14:08) — I rise to
acknowledge the extraordinary contribution and
leadership of Berry Street CEO Sandie de Wolf, who
will retire from her position on 8 December after
26 years in the role. Sandie has committed her life to
vulnerable children and families, commencing her
career as a social worker in the early 1970s with the
then Department of Human Services before progressing
to senior management and policy roles. Sandie moved
to the community sector in 1989 before being appointed
CEO of Berry Street in 1994 when it merged with the
then Sutherland Homes for Children. Whilst its core
mission may not have changed in Sandie’s time, the
organisation has grown enormously from 80 staff and a
$3 million budget in 1994 to nearly 1200 staff and a
$104 million budget today. This makes Berry Street
one of our largest independent child and family service
organisations in Victoria.
Through Sandie’s leadership Berry Street’s programs
work tirelessly to uphold the rights of all children to have
a good childhood, and they support countless children,
young people, women and families with the most
complex of issues arising from their personal experiences
of abuse, neglect or violence. Sandie has always
demonstrated an unwavering commitment to improving
life opportunities for some of the most vulnerable young
people in our community. Never one to seek the
limelight, Sandie’s contribution was recognised in 2009
when she became a Member of the Order of Australia
and in 2011 when she was inducted into the Victorian
Honour Roll of Women. The Victorian Parliament
thanks Sandie for her outstanding service.

Rochford Wines
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) (14:10) — I congratulate
Rochford Wines on its most recent accomplishment of
representing Oceania at the upcoming 11.11 global
shopping festival in China. John Bright will be
delivering a keynote speech on the topic of online
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shopping and wine. Rochford has become a showpiece
of the Yarra Valley, widely acclaimed for its food and
wine and its contribution to wine tourism.

I want to highlight that the Andrews government has
established a new ministry for suburban development to
take care of these sorts of issues.

The festival is hosted by the Alibaba Group. It will
include a countdown gala produced by Emmy
Award-winning Oscars producer David Hill, hosting a
range of celebrities, performers and speakers that will be
televised and streamed live across the globe to billions.

TREE multicultural festival

Rochford’s involvement in the festival will shine a
spotlight not only on the Rochford winery, but also on
Yarra Valley tourism and the wine industry as a whole,
and it will provide an amazing opportunity for
Rochford and others to reach new global markets.
Rochford, with its concerts, fine wine and delicious
food, has made a great contribution to the growth and
success of Yarra Valley tourism.

Mr CRISP (Mildura) (14:12) — I attended
Robinvale’s TREE multicultural festival on Saturday,
18 November. TREE stands for The Ripple Effect of
Ethnicities. The event was hosted by Robinvale District
Health Services with the aim of bringing together the
vast number of cultural groups in the district. Hundreds
of people attended to partake of the multicultural food
and market stalls and to experience a number of
performances. My congratulations to all those who
brought this festival to life, and I look forward to next
year’s event.

Mildura motorsport precinct
Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (14:11) — The
need for a City Deal for Melbourne’s north and for a
Smart Cities and Suburbs collaboration for its designated
capital, Broadmeadows, will again be highlighted this
week with the second series of the TV program Struggle
Street. A City Deal for a region that has four times the
population of Geelong and that within two decades will
match the current population of Adelaide is in the
national interest. Converting some of our poorest
communities confronting deindustrialisation into smart
suburbs through technology is vital and urgent, and it is
in the public interest. Given more than 1 million
Australians are categorised as working poor, I hope
Struggle Street helps change the federal government’s
view of Melbourne’s north, which echoes the Thatcher
government’s managed decline strategy on England’s
north that led to social catastrophe.
According to a spokesman for the Special Broadcasting
Service, Struggle Street profiles three residents in
Broadmeadows and the daily trials people face
confronting poverty and unemployment. While SBS
claims its series is trying to counter negative
stereotypes about poverty and unemployment,
unfortunately it has stigmatised hardworking families in
Broadmeadows. The statement SBS described as a
throwaway line has become a headline. It is a false
generalisation that SBS could not substantiate when
challenged. It is wrong, sensational and unnecessary.
My call is for an immediate remedy that is accurate, fair
and balanced, not simply a panel discussion after the
damage has been done.

Mr CRISP — I would like to congratulate Mildura
Rural City Council on their launch at Parliament House
last week of the Mildura motorsport precinct. It was an
impressive presentation, which was well-attended and
which promoted how much Mildura has to offer to
potential investors through this project. The council has
worked very hard on this initiative, and the current state
government should support this strong economic and
job-creating project and provide the funding required to
make it a reality in the future.

White Ribbon walk
Mr CRISP — Mildura’s White Ribbon walk took
place last Friday with approximately 400 members of
the community walking from the Langtree Mall to the
riverfront to take a stand against domestic violence in
our region. This is a clear message to the perpetrators of
domestic violence in our community that their
behaviour is unacceptable.

When a Star Fell in Our Wheat Field
Mr CRISP — On Friday night I attended When a
Star Fell in Our Wheat Field in Patchewollock. The
production combined digital content with live
performances, and it aimed to capture an authentic
glimpse of life in the Mallee through the eyes of Tempy
Primary School students. Students created their own
songs, dance moves, puppetry and animation and were
directed via virtual technology by Anthony Crowley.

John Gillam
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (14:14) — Recently I
attended the farewell dinner for the former CEO and
managing director of Bunnings, John Gillam. John

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Tuesday, 28 November 2017

ASSEMBLY

Gillam, or JG as he is known, is an absolutely
outstanding leader of corporate Australia and a man
who holds the highest values and principles. In 2004,
when JG was appointed to run Bunnings, earnings were
$335 million; last year the figure was $1.2 billion. Back
in 2004 the return on capital was 21 per cent; last year it
was 32.7 per cent. The rate of growth in the business
has been unbelievable, but for me what has been more
impressive is JG’s ability to bring these values into the
business and onto the shop floor.
JG believed in ensuring that the business provided a
good return to its shareholders, that its workers were
fairly compensated and that the business contributed to
charities at a local level. For JG it was not just about the
business and the numbers; it was about people and
building a better society. JG, you did that in spades and
then some.

Glenne Gilbert
Mr PEARSON — I rise today to remember a life
well lived and to remember local ALP stalwart Glenne
Gilbert. Glenne died suddenly last week. She had been
a passionate and committed supporter of the ALP. In
the words of Whitlam, she maintained her rage and her
enthusiasm.
Glenne was an inveterate user of Facebook and
Messenger, and she could be guaranteed to cheer you
up with a limerick, which was always at the expense of
the Liberal Party. Glenne’s daughter Katharine wrote
on Glenne’s passing:
Here’s to a wonderful woman, who loved her family, friends,
red wine, the ALP and Essendon FC (not necessarily in that
order),

Glenne never took a backward step or wavered in her
support for progressive politics. When many other
people ceased to follow politics, Glenne would be
attending rallies or demonstrations, branch meetings or
party functions with a passion and commitment that
few could sustain. Glenne, with camera in tow, could
always be guaranteed to be taking photos of everyone at
an ALP function and would drop by the following week
with a stack of photos. To quote Dylan Thomas, Glenne
did not:
… go gentle into that good night,
Old age should burn and rave at close of day;
Rage, rage against the dying of the light.

Glenne, you did that and you made us all proud. I was
fortunate to have you as a friend. Vale, Glenne Gilbert.
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Public housing
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (14:15) — I rise to oppose
the government’s sell-off of public housing land to
private developers, including at Bangs Street in
Prahran. We need more public housing and we need
better public housing, not a sell-off plan that will only
slightly increase the number of units, reduce capacity
by reducing the number of bedrooms, and forever limit
the amount of public housing that can be put on these
estates by selling off around 70 per cent of the estate.
What we know about Bangs Street is that the proposal
is for 350 to 450 units, which is around triple or four
times what is already there, but only 132 of them will
be public housing, an increase of just 12. This public
housing renewal plan is straight out of the neoliberal
economic playbook: run-down and underinvest in a
public asset, then claim that privatisation is the only
way to solve the problem. This is public land that
should be used for public housing and for the public
good, not sold off to make super profits for property
developers. The real value of the land that this public
housing is on is not the monetary value that can be
gained from selling it off but the fact that public
housing tenants can live in the inner city and can live
close to public transport, close to services, close to jobs
and close to communities that care about public
housing tenants, like Prahran.
We were right to put the brakes on this proposal, and I
would urge the government to rethink this privatisation
of public housing and to work with us to increase public
housing on these estates that fits within the existing
planning scheme to address the massive homelessness
problem and the public housing waiting list.

Voluntary assisted dying
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (14:17) — I rise to
speak about a frightening letter that was received by my
constituents recently. The letter begins:
This is a matter of life and death. The Andrews government’s
so-called Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill is a method of
state-sanctioned killing.

I will not bother with the rest of it. Suffice to say that it
spreads a range of mistruths in emotive language
designed to scare vulnerable people. You would think
that this letter has come from the fringes of society,
those groups that we generally condemn as being
totally loopy. It is something that you might find in the
Bible Belt of America. But this letter was from that
fellow in the other place by the name of David Davis.
For a long time I thought he was just partisan, just a
point scorer for his side of politics. But I was wrong. I
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have come to the conclusion that David Davis, that
Sheriff of Nottingham character, is nothing more than a
wrecker, and an irresponsible one at that. When he is
not out there frightening people, he is happily going on
foul-mouthed rants or encouraging people to vandalise
government offices.
For all our arguments in this place, we often work
very productively with the opposition and we
generally get along quite well. But I have it on good
authority that even some of those on the opposite side
are keen to cross the road when Mr Davis is coming.
This man is not fit to serve as a member of Parliament,
let alone as one of his party’s senior spokespersons.
The Leader of the Opposition should deal with him
and pull him into line.

Vermont South Cricket Club
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (14:18) — I recently had
the pleasure of attending the Vermont South Cricket
Club’s 40th anniversary celebration. It was a great
evening and provided a tremendous opportunity for
those involved in the club over the last 40 years,
whether they were players, coaches, committee
members or current and former club members, to
reminisce and celebrate the achievements and
memories of the club. It was also an opportunity to
announce the teams of the decades. Congratulations to
club president Simon Meade and all those who
organised this outstanding event as well as to all those
involved in the club over the last 40 years.
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so-called construction of the north-east link was a case
of deja vu. Victorians can cast their minds back to
8 December 2008 when the now Treasurer, then roads
minister, announced the construction of the north-east
link. Nine years later, including five years of Labor
governments, the Premier has made the same
announcement. The empty words of the now Treasurer
all those years ago, when he said in relation to the
north-east link and I quote, ‘The Brumby government is
taking action on transport’, show just how worthless
promises made by Labor ministers are. Friday’s
announcement was just more hot air from an
increasingly desperate Premier trying to create the
impression of doing something to fix the traffic chaos
that he has created. The desperate Premier said six
months ago the north-east —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dimopoulos) —
Order! The member for St Albans.

Christian Dejanovic
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (14:20) — Earlier
this month the late Christian Dejanovic received an
Australian bravery award from the Governor of
Victoria, ensuring that his legacy lives on. Christian
tragically lost his life at the now removed level crossing
at St Albans station while attempting to save the life of
a young girl. Christian’s actions were selfless and
brave. This award recognises his courage and celebrates
his life. Christian’s mother, Dianne, accepted the award
in his honour after tirelessly campaigning for the
removal of the St Albans level crossing for many years.

Forest Hill College
Mr ANGUS — I was delighted to attend the
opening of the Forest Hill College STEAM Centre
recently. It was an amazing experience to observe the
years 7 and 8 students working, using the new
technology that is available in this fabulous centre.
Whether it was designing a robot, programming a
robot, building a robot, flying a drone, coding and
programming other electronic devices or using the 3D
printer, the students were actively and enthusiastically
involved in their tasks. I thank principal David Rogers
and the college leadership team for the invitation to
attend this very significant event, and congratulate all
those who have worked so hard to get this innovative,
state-of-the-art centre operating, in particular
innovation leader Greg Heaton.

North-east link
Mr ANGUS — Last Friday Victorians could have
been forgiven for thinking they were in a time warp.
The announcement from the Premier regarding the

Western Health Singers
Ms SULEYMAN — On another matter, I would
like to also thank the Western Health Singers choir that
recently helped welcome the festive season with the
Merry & Bright concert at the Deakin Edge theatre at
Federation Square, conducted by local Dr Jonathon
Welch, AM. The singers choir consists of Western
Health hospital staff and volunteers, and community
members from the west. They are fantastic people
spreading joy around the festive season.

Melbourne Airport rail link
Ms SULEYMAN — I would like to thank Premier
Andrews and the Labor government for recently
announcing the planning works for the new airport rail
link, with a major transport hub for Sunshine in my
electorate. This is exciting news for my electorate.
This would see Sunshine benefit directly from easy
access to Melbourne Airport and the city, and it would
ease travel times for one of Melbourne’s fastest
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growing suburbs. We welcome this news and look
forward to the future planning, together with the
investment that has already been made towards
Victoria University, TAFE and many others.

Camperdown Lions Club
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (14:21) — On Saturday
just past, I was delighted to attend the unveiling of the
Camperdown Lions Club history plaque. Camperdown
is indeed a sparkling jewel in the Western District.
While Mount Leura towers over the township as a
symbol of past times, the current layout and built form
of this beautiful town is there for all to see when driving
along the Princes Highway. The members of the Lions
Club of Camperdown have systematically and carefully
laid out the history and stories of some 35 icons around
the township, from the grand clock tower in the heart of
the main street to the history of the early squatters.
Indeed, community volunteers such as Jim O’Shea and
Maree Belyea, who have ably led the Lions in the
design, layout and much-needed research, are to be
heartily congratulated.

Colac Woodcrafters Guild
Mr RIORDAN — Also this past weekend, the
Colac Woodcrafters Guild again hosted their regional
showcase of impressive wooden creations, from stalls
promoting the planting of high-value timbers to exhibits
showing artisan skills in musical instruments, furniture,
toys and items of whimsy. I again thank the active
committee members, but especially Carl Karacsay, who
sourced, cajoled and inspired many of the exhibitors to
display their talents. Also a wonderful legacy of this
group is the feedback I have received about how well
they engage with the community, with the young and
the old alike, and share both their skills and their
know-how.
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that the next generation remembers the sacrifices made
by others.
A big thankyou to Kevin O’Callaghan and everyone
involved in the Craigieburn War Memorial and
Remembrance Committee for ensuring that this fitting
mark of respect to our servicemen and women could
take place. Committee vice-president John Lynch did
an excellent job as MC in keeping the proceedings to
precision timing.
I also wish to congratulate the over 150 local residents
who attended and paid their respects to the fallen and
showed their support for our veterans, as well as
Maureen Reed and other volunteers from the
Craigieburn Poppy Project, who provided dozens of
crocheted poppies to adorn the gardens that surround
the memorial. I am sure that our community will turn
out again for next year’s 100th anniversary
Remembrance Day service, and help build the
community appreciation of our country’s history.

South-West Coast electorate beaches
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (14:24) —
Last week the people of South-West Coast learnt the
word ‘nurdle’ after thousands of these tiny plastic
objects began washing up on beaches around
Warrnambool and Port Fairy. A nurdle is a very small
pellet which serves as raw material in the manufacture
of plastics. Last week locals began noticing them
washed up on beaches in the Thunder Point Coastal
Reserve after they were illegally disposed of through
the Warrnambool sewage and trade waste system.
Members of the community armed with sieves and
buckets began clean-up efforts last week and they have
enlisted the help of local primary schools and
concerned residents. But the nurdles keep coming and
have spread, being washed up on beaches within the
Belfast Coastal Reserve and to Port Fairy.

Remembrance Day
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (14:23) — It was my honour
to attend the first Remembrance Day service to take
place at the new Craigieburn War Memorial. I have
noted the new war memorial a number of times in this
place, as it is such an important addition to the Yuroke
community, located in the heart of Craigieburn and
accessible to all residents, young and old. One of the
veterans on hand to pay tribute to those who lost their
lives in service to our country was 93-year-old World
War II veteran and local resident Robert Stokes. Robert
served throughout the war in New Guinea at Lae, New
Britain and Jacquinot Bay, being discharged in 1946. It
is a tribute to Robert that some 75 years after he was
first called up for military duty, he still works to ensure

The local water authority has reported to the
Environment Protection Authority and an investigation
has been launched to find where these tiny plastics
come from. My community is doing all the heavy
lifting but this government is giving no support or even
acknowledging that this has the potential to be a major
environmental disaster. Why won’t this government
provide assistance to the clean-up effort, or will it be
left up to these volunteers to do it all alone?

South-West Coast electorate roads
Ms BRITNELL — I am pleased to see that the Law
Reform, Road and Community Safety Committee are
conducting an inquiry into VicRoads management of
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country roads. I expect the committee will be flooded
with submissions from South-West Coast, where it
appears the roads are no longer able to cope with a few
days of heat. They fall apart when it rains; they fall
apart when it is hot. What the hell is going on and why
can’t we get a road to stick together when it has been
fixed? I hope this inquiry makes the minister listen to
the cries of my constituents, but I do not understand
why he will not just get on with the job and listen to
what has been said time and time again about our roads
and just get them fixed.

Member for Northcote
Ms BRITNELL — I would like to put on the record
that I welcome the member for Northcote to the
Parliament.

Government achievements
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (14:26) — It has been
three years since the last election, three years of
passionately representing my local community, three
years of strong delivery by the Andrews Labor
government and three years of unprecedented activity
in the electorate of Bentleigh. We have removed level
crossings at Bentleigh, McKinnon and Ormond, and
built three new stations. We have invested a record
$46 million to upgrade McKinnon Secondary College,
Bentleigh Secondary College, Tucker Road Bentleigh
Primary School, Valkstone Primary School, OLSH
College, Bayside Special Developmental School,
Berendale School and Southmoor Primary School, and
funded improvements at McKinnon Primary School,
East Bentleigh Primary School and Moorabbin Primary
School. We are planning a new secondary school for
East Bentleigh and we have built a new student hub at
Holmesglen TAFE Moorabbin.
We have completed a $16.2 million expansion of
Moorabbin Hospital, giving 50 000 people more access
to health care closer to home. We have funded upgrades
to sporting facilities at Moorabbin Reserve, Bricker
Reserve, Duncan Mackinnon Reserve, the King George
reserve, Coatesville Bowling Club and Glen Eira
McKinnon Bowls Club. We have deployed police
custody officers at Moorabbin police station, playing a
vital role in supporting our local police. We have
improved our local bus services, and finally built
Southland station.
I am proudly a member of the Andrews Labor
government because we have spent every day putting
people first, improving our community, giving people
opportunity and making things fair.
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Walk Against Family Violence
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) (14:27) — Last
week I took part in the fifth annual Greater Dandenong
Walk Against Family Violence. Local councillors,
community organisations and services, faith-based
organisations, family violence survivors and many of
Dandenong’s residents joined together to walk through
central Dandenong, from the Dandenong Market to
Harmony Square, in a united stand against family
violence. We were also fortunate to have in attendance
Kevin Sheedy, who spoke passionately about the role
each of us has in ending violence against women and
children and the work of the elite sporting fraternity in
this endeavour.
Sadly, Dandenong and the neighbouring Casey
municipality have among the highest reported rates of
family violence in our state, but on a positive note,
awareness of this issue has been increasing. This annual
walk is an important part of continuing that campaign
of awareness raising and sending a clear message about
our community’s expectations. Dandenong is the most
diverse electorate in the state. Sixty per cent of our
residents are born overseas, hailing from about
158 different nationalities. This diversity is our greatest
strength but it also means we have to be innovative in
how we communicate and how we provide services.
The circumstances in my community highlight why we
need a multifaceted approach to addressing family
violence, which is still seen as a purely domestic issue in
many subsets of our community. Violence is not and
should not be inevitable, and prevention is only effective
when the whole community is involved in changing
attitudes and behaviours. It is great to see this happening
in Dandenong. The Walk Against Family Violence is a
visible demonstration of this. I commend the City of
Greater Dandenong for yet another successful Walk
Against Family Violence and their commitment to
showing meaningful leadership in this area.

Victoria Against Violence
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (14:29) — Now in its
third year, the Victoria Against Violence campaign is
again underway. Victoria Against Violence is timed to
coincide with the United Nations 16 Days of Activism
Against Gender-based Violence campaign,
commencing each year on November 25, the
International Day for the Elimination of Violence
against Women, and concluding on December 10,
International Human Rights Day.
I was privileged and honoured to launch Victoria
Against Violence at the Melbourne arts centre last

MAJOR EVENTS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (TICKET SCALPING AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2017
Tuesday, 28 November 2017

ASSEMBLY

Friday. With these 16 days of activism we want to turn
Victoria’s attention to the devastating impact of family
violence on our community and maintain the important
message that every Victorian has a role to play in
preventing family violence and violence against
women. With this campaign we are calling on all
Victorians to take action, to put up their hands to help
end family violence.
I would like to acknowledge a couple of people from
the launch. Michelle Gallaher, the Telstra Victorian
Business Woman of the Year, spoke at the launch. In
doing so she very bravely revealed for the first time her
own personal story of family violence, reminding us all
that family violence knows no boundaries. And
Melbourne artist Alisa Tanaka-King, who
communicates as beautifully with the spoken word as
she does with her drawings, featured with her new
exhibition called The Bird Girls. Seventy-four faceless
portraits are exhibited in this body of work, one for
each of the 73 women who were killed through acts of
family violence in 2016 and one for all the women who
died and did not get noticed.
In line with the UN campaign, Victoria Against
Violence promotes the colour orange as symbolic of a
future free from violence against women and girls. I
encourage all members in this place to work with our
communities to ‘go orange’. Put up your hands to
support Victoria Against Violence and help end
family violence.

Boroondara planning scheme amendment
Mr WATT (Burwood) (14:30) — Last sitting week
in the Legislative Council we saw the disgraceful
behaviour of the government. However, it is not the
disgraceful behaviour of the government that I want to
talk about today. What I actually want to talk about is
the disgraceful behaviour and the disgraceful attitude of
the Minister for Major Projects. Before the final
revocation vote was taken in the Legislative Council I
specifically asked the Minister for Major Projects to
consult with my community around this particular
project. My community found it disgraceful that the
minister’s response was:
The action that the member has asked for around properly
consulting is not one that I agree with …

My community understands this.
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MAJOR EVENTS LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (TICKET SCALPING AND
OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) 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 Major Events
Legislation Amendment (Ticket Scalping and Other Matters)
Bill 2017 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, 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 Major Sporting Events Act 2009 (the
principal act) in relation to ticket scalping to provide for
controlling the secondary ticket market for major sporting and
cultural events.
The bill extends the present application of the principal act to
major events in addition to sporting events (such as cultural
events including theatre productions, concerts, gallery
exhibitions and festivals). To reflect this broader application,
the principal act will be renamed the Major Events Act 2009.
The bill also clarifies existing ticket scalping provisions in the
principal act and extends existing relevant powers of police
officers and authorised officers to a new category of
‘authorised ticketing officers’, as well as introduces some
further powers for those officers.
The bill also repeals the Tourism Victoria Act 1992 in light of
the creation of Visit Victoria in place of Tourism Victoria.
Human rights issues
Property rights
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of their property other than in accordance with law.
This right requires that powers which authorise the
deprivation of property are conferred by legislation or
common law, are confined and structured rather than unclear,
are accessible to the public and are formulated precisely.
The bill raises this right in several of its provisions by
providing for the seizure of tickets in certain circumstances.
The bill inserts a new part 9A into the principal act, within
which new section 182F provides that a person who is not
authorised to do so by a ticketed event organiser must not,
without reasonable excuse, knowingly sell, advertise or offer
to sell six or more tickets for a ticketed event at a price that
exceeds the combined face value purchase price of those
tickets by more than 10 per cent. Similarly, new section 182G
provides that a person who is not authorised to do so by a
ticketed event organiser must not, sell, advertise or offer to
sell five or less tickets at a price which exceeds the combined
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face value purchase price of those tickets by more than 10 per
cent or, if it is just one ticket, the face value purchase price of
that ticket by more than 10 per cent. These new offences, for
which the penalties are different, only apply to tickets for
events in respect of which a ‘major event ticketing
declaration’ has been made by the minister. Under new
section 182I, a police officer or an ‘authorised ticketing
officer’ (a new category of authorised officer created under
new section 183A) (together referred to as ‘officers’ for ease
of reference) may serve an infringement notice on a person
who the officer has reason to believe has committed an
offence against section 182G. New section 182J then
provides that if an officer believes on reasonable grounds that
a person has committed, is committing or is about to commit
an offence against sections 182F or 182G, or if the officer
serves an infringement notice on a person for the
corresponding infringement offence, the officer may seize
any tickets to which the offence relates, from the alleged
offender. Under new section 182L, a seized ticket may be
retained by the officer for the purpose of the offence
proceedings or the enforcement of the infringement offence,
and must otherwise deal with the ticket in accordance with
law. Under new section 182N, a seized ticket is taken to be
forfeited to the Crown in the event of a person being found
guilty of an offence or expiating an infringement offence by
paying the relevant penalty.
Where practicable, if a police officer seizes a ticket, they must
inform the person of the officer’s name, rank and place of
duty (in writing if requested), and produce their identification
(if they are not in uniform). If an authorised ticketing officer
seizes a ticket, they must inform the person of their name and
that they are an authorised ticketing officer (in writing if
requested), and produce their identification. The officers must
also inform the person of the intended seizure of the ticket
and their power to do so, and give the person a written receipt
for any seized tickets, either immediately or as soon as is
reasonably practicable.
These provisions raise the right to property as they provide for
the seizure and potential forfeiture of tickets that are
connected with new ticket scalping offences. However, in my
view any deprivation of property in these circumstances is
lawful and the right is therefore not limited. The offence
provisions only apply to certain events, that is, those in
relation to which the minister has issued a ‘major event
ticketing declaration’, which must be published in the
Government Gazette (new section 182C(6)), and the offences
only prohibit the attempted or actual selling of a ticket at an
unreasonably inflated price. The bill introduces a requirement
(in new section 182E) that relevant event organisers must
ensure that the face value purchase price of a ticket is
displayed on that ticket, so that potential sellers are aware of
the appropriate pricing parameters that apply. These
provisions are therefore consistent with the objectives of the
bill, which are to better regulate the secondary ticket market
with respect to major events, to ensure fairness, accessibility
and transparency, and which will in turn support the
long-term development of cultural events industries. The
circumstances in which the offences (and potential seizure of
tickets) apply are confined and precise, and the information
that a person must be provided by an officer at the time of
seizure ensures full transparency. Further, in my view it is
appropriate to seize relevant tickets while offence proceedings
or infringement notices are on foot, and for those tickets to be
forfeited upon a person being found guilty of an offence or
expiating an infringement offence by paying the relevant
penalty. To provide otherwise would undermine and
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jeopardise the effectiveness of the scheme. Moreover, persons
found not guilty may apply to the Magistrates Court for the
return of a seized ticket (new section 182M) if the ticket has
not already been returned in accordance with law.
Any deprivation of property authorised by the bill is therefore
confined, transparent and precise, and in my view lawful
within the meaning of section 20 of the charter.
I note that new section 182K provides that an officer may
request that a person who has purchased, is purchasing or is
about to purchase a ticket from a person suspected of
contravening the scalping provisions, to surrender the relevant
ticket for inspection. However, as the officer may not demand
the surrender of the ticket, in my view this provision does not
result in any interference with a purchaser’s property rights.
Privacy rights
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have their privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. An
interference with privacy will not be ‘unlawful’ where it is
permitted by a law which is precise and appropriately
circumscribed. Interferences with privacy will not be
‘arbitrary’ provided they are reasonable in the particular
circumstances, and just and proportionate to the end sought.
The bill inserts new section 186A into the principal act,
which provides that an authorised ticketing officer may
require a person to give their name and address if the officer
believes on reasonable grounds that the person has
committed a ticket scalping offence. Under new
section 186B the officer may also request evidence of the
person’s name and address if the officer reasonably believes
that the details provided may be false. It is an offence for a
person to fail to comply with either request.
While the exercise of these powers may interfere with the
right to privacy, any such interference will be lawful and not
arbitrary. The power may only be exercised if the authorised
ticketing officer believes on reasonable grounds that the
person has committed a relevant offence. Before requiring a
person to give their name and address, the officer must
produce the authorised officer’s identity card and inform the
person that the officer believes that the person has committed
a relevant offence. Further, the power to obtain accurate
information about a person suspected of committing a
relevant offence is necessary for the enforcement and
effective control of the secondary ticket market for major
sporting and cultural events.
The bill contains safeguards against the unauthorised
disclosure of a person’s information provided under new
sections 186A and 186B. An authorised ticketing officer may
only disclose information obtained in the course of their
duties in certain, prescribed circumstances, such as for the
purposes of legal proceedings. Any unauthorised disclosure is
an offence.
In my view, any interference with the right to privacy
occasioned by new sections 186A and 186B is therefore
neither unlawful nor arbitrary and therefore compatible with
the right.
Presumption of innocence
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
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until proved guilty according to law. This right is relevant
where a statutory provision shifts the burden of proof onto an
accused in a criminal proceeding, so that the accused is
required to prove matters to establish, or raise evidence to
suggest, that they are not guilty of an offence.
Within new part 9A of the principal act, new section 182F,
discussed above, requires an accused to raise evidence that
they have a ‘reasonable excuse’ for selling six or more tickets
above a certain price, in order to rely on that exception to the
offence and thereby avoid conviction. Similarly, new
section 186B, discussed above, makes it an offence for a
person to fail to comply with a request to produce evidence of
their name and address, without reasonable excuse. In so
doing, these provisions impose an evidential onus on the
accused. However, it does not transfer the legal burden of
proof because, once they have adduced or pointed to some
evidence that would establish the excuse on balance, the
burden then shifts back to the prosecution to prove beyond
reasonable doubt the absence of the excuse raised, as well as
each element of the offence.
Courts in other jurisdictions have generally taken the
approach that an evidential onus on an accused person to raise
a defence or exception does not limit the presumption of
innocence. Whether a person has a reasonable excuse will be
within their knowledge (rather than that of the prosecution),
and the purpose of the exception is to enable an accused to
escape liability in circumstances of genuinely having a
reasonable excuse. This reflects the need to minimise the risk
that a person may be convicted of an offence when they are
innocent of the conduct at which the offences are aimed. In
my view, these provisions therefore do not limit the right to
be presumed innocent.
The Hon. John Eren, MP
Minister for Tourism and Major Events

Second reading
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contributed to the successful staging and retention of
Victoria’s key sporting events.
With increasing domestic and international competition for
major events and visitation, Victoria must develop new
strategies and review existing tools for attracting event
organisers in order to remain the major events capital. What
better time than now to revisit the successes of the Major
Sporting Events Act and consolidate them into a major
events act?
Non-sporting major events, such as theatre events, concerts,
gallery exhibitions and festivals, encounter the same
complexities as major sporting events in their organisation
and execution. An expansion of the scope of the act would
ensure a more consistent approach to the management of
other major events, affording them the same orderly operation
which is enjoyed by major sporting events. Taking a similar
approach to consolidate cultural events into the existing
sporting events legislation will capitalise on this legislative
setting and emulate its broad success.
The criteria that I will use to determine whether an event
should be considered as a major event under the act, will be
similar to what is contained in section 9 (1) and 2(a–g) of the
Major Sporting Events Act. This includes such factors as:
the size of the event;
likely demand for tickets;
exclusive global content;
the likely media coverage of the event;
the contribution to Victoria’s international profile as a
host of major events; and
where requested by promoter or event organiser.
Please note these are not exhaustive categories.

Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
standing orders:
Victoria is renowned for its major events calendar which is
the envy of not just the rest of the nation, but of other
countries as well. Generating $1.8 billion annually for the
economy, the importance of major events to the state is well
recognised by the Victorian government and helps to drive
Melbourne’s international positioning and profile, tourism,
branding and business links. Events are attracted to Victoria
by its world-class facilities, cultural and sporting precincts,
expert event management and tremendous patronage by
passionate and knowledgeable audiences.
In 2009, the Brumby Labor government introduced the
groundbreaking Major Sporting Events Act. This legislation
was regarded as the most comprehensive sporting
event-related legislation of its type anywhere at the time and
led to it being copied by multiple other jurisdictions. The
consolidation of the existing major sporting event legislation
into the one act has proven to be most effective and

Ticket scalping
A growing problem encountered by major cultural events
involves the prevalence of ticket scalping. Ticket scalping is
not a new phenomenon but the advent of secondary ticket
markets appearing on websites has led to this problem
becoming increasingly visible to the average consumer.
The internet has significantly enhanced the business of
primary ticketing agents, causing sales to boom, and has been
partly responsible for significant growth in the industry for
live music events over the last five years. Concurrently, the
growth of the internet has also brought a large increase in the
amount of secondary selling. The internet has made it easier
for people to obtain tickets but has also encouraged a thriving
resale market.
I think most members of the house can relate to the frustration
of not being able to purchase tickets to their favourite touring
artist only to have a large number of tickets become quickly
available for sale on secondary ticket websites, with large
mark-ups on prices. I’m sure many of you have received
similar feedback from your constituents.
Consumers are fed up with the practice of ticket scalping
preventing them from attending major events by pricing them
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out of the market, or causing them to pay exorbitant prices to
attend shows.

consumers all working together to reduce the problem of
ticket scalping.

The bill proposes changes which will expand the current ticket
scalping provisions in the act, creating a major event ticketing
declaration that may apply to major events other than sporting
events. There will also be changes as to what constitutes ticket
scalping and a simplification of the processes required for event
organisers, making it more streamlined, less administratively
burdensome and quicker to obtain.

Tourism Victoria Act 1992 repeal

The purpose of the bill is to extend anti-scalping provisions to
cover non-sporting events as well as major sporting events. As
the Minister for Tourism and Major Events, I will be able to
declare a major event ticketing declaration which will mean that
tickets are not able to be advertised for sale or be re-sold which
exceed the face value purchase price of the ticket by more than
10 per cent. This 10 per cent fee is to cover any administration
fees for the purchase of the original ticket and allow legitimate
re-sellers to account for these costs.
The new category of ticket scalping provisions will only
apply where I, as minister, declare the event. An event
organiser may request that I make the declaration. It is not
intended to apply to all events, only those considered major
due to such factors as the size of the event, number of
attendees, media coverage of the event, projected economic
impact of the event and a range of other factors.
A new category of authorised officers known as authorised
ticketing officers will be introduced who will be able to assist
Victoria Police in the enforcement of the bill. These officers
will be able to engage in monitoring of websites. They will
have the same powers as police under the act for seizure,
temporary surrender and retention of tickets to be able to issue
infringement notices to offenders. Authorised ticketing
officers will be able to commence court proceedings against
major offenders if authorised by the Secretary of the
Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources.
It will not be necessary for an event organiser to prepare a
ticket scheme proposal. This is preferable for cultural events
which often do not have a regular fixed venue, date or event
organiser. Often a significant cultural major event such as a
concert, theatre event, gallery exhibition or festival will be
secured a few weeks or months before staging, which does
not provide sufficient time to undertake the existing process
under the act. In addition, ticket scheme proposals can be
difficult to prepare for such events as staging or seating
requirements are often modified quite close to the event.
It is not proposed to ban the secondary ticketing market
outright as this would restrict legitimate patrons who are
trying to re-sell a ticket that they are no longer able to use.
The existence of a secondary market is justified by the need
of consumers to pass on tickets bought for events that they
can no longer use.
The aim of the bill is to regulate the secondary ticket market
to ensure it operates in the interests of fans by providing for
increased accessibility and transparency, and supports the
long-term development of the live events and creative
industries, in particular music and theatre. A range of other
measures is also being considered to complement the
legislation. A collaborative approach is sought with artists,
promotors, venues, government, ticket agencies and

Visit Victoria was formed on 1 July 2016. Visit Victoria is
Victoria’s tourism marketing and events company,
responsible for marketing to visitors from within the state,
across Australia and around the world and attracting more
sporting, cultural and business events to Victoria’s
world-class events calendar.
Its establishment followed a comprehensive review of
Victoria’s visitor economy commissioned by the Victorian
government in March 2015 that recommended a unified
governance and institutional arrangement to maximise the
economic benefits of Victoria’s visitor economy.
Visit Victoria brings together the functions of Tourism
Victoria’s marketing division, the Victorian Major Events
Company and the Melbourne Convention Bureau to form a
single, unified organisation dedicated to growing Victoria’s
visitor economy through tourism marketing and event
acquisition.
Visit Victoria is committed to working in partnership with
government, regional tourism organisations, industry and
commercial partners to achieve the collective goals of
delivering a distinctive, world-class visitor experience and
growing the state’s $23.3 billion tourism and events industry.
With the formation of Visit Victoria, Tourism Victoria is no
longer required to function and the Tourism Victoria Act
1992 is no longer required. This bill will repeal the act.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 12 December.

WATER AND CATCHMENT
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 1 November; motion of
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Water).
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (14:33) — It is a pleasure to rise
today to speak on the Water and Catchment Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. The coalition has two primary
concerns with this bill, the first being the decision by
the government to delay the long-term water resource
assessment for northern Victoria. Our second concern is
the government’s decision to legislate changes to the
salinity impact charges in the Mallee region without
conducting a regulatory impact statement. I will go into
those two issues in more detail, but I do wish to advise
that the Liberals and Nationals are moving a reasoned
amendment to the effect that the bill should be
withdrawn until those two issues are addressed.
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I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until there is a regulatory impact
statement completed on the bill’s proposed regime for salinity
impact, and until the government agrees to revert to the
original time frame with respect to reviewing northern
Victoria’s long-term water assessment plan for 2018’.

Firstly, I would like to address some of the context
around this bill. I do note that this is the first bill within
the water space in three years that the government has in
fact brought forward. I certainly reflect on the fact that
the Minister for Water has other portfolios and no doubt
is quite busy, but I do think it reflects a real lack of
emphasis or care from the Andrews government in
addressing water issues. I do want in particular to
acknowledge the departmental officials who took the
time to brief me on the details of this bill. I appreciate the
work and the effort that have gone into preparing this and
preparing the government’s plan Water for Victoria.
It is perhaps particularly relevant to note that when the
Liberals and Nationals were in government we
undertook a complete rewrite of the Water Act 1989. It
was a huge undertaking and one that was quite
exhaustive. It was actually sitting there ready to go
when the minister was first elected. I think it is
somewhat disappointing that Labor actually shelved
that work rather than bringing it forward, and as a
consequence a lot of time and energy has been wasted.
Essentially I think for three years we have not really
been going anywhere.
Of course the government took a full two years to write
its strategy Water for Victoria, which it released in
October 2016, and it has taken more than a year from
that point for us to actually see the first tranche of
legislation be brought forward to implement its
priorities. I understand that this is the first bill of several
that will be seeking to implement the 69 actions that the
government has identified under its Water for Victoria
plan, but even then, when there is a debate raging,
particularly in northern Victoria about the future of
those communities and about the Murray-Darling Basin
plan and its implementation, I would question the
comparative importance of some of the issues that are
being brought forward by the government in this bill.
I will give what I think is a tangible example of this: the
recent coverage we have seen of water theft within the
basin. On Saturday the Murray-Darling Basin Authority
(MDBA) released its review into compliance within the
basin, which was sparked by the Four Corners report
back in July which revealed some awful practices in the
upstream states, where people have illegally been
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taking water. The minister has, I see in Monday’s
Australian, flagged that she sees a need for tougher
penalties. After the compliance review, the Australian
reported that:
Victoria was found to have better compliance but insufficient
penalties for those who break the rules. Tougher penalties are
being drafted.

Given that the minister has flagged the need for tougher
penalties, I would have thought that she would perhaps
have considered going back to the vast amount of work
that the Liberals and Nationals actually did in
government around the rewrite of the Water Act, which
in fact would have enforced a tougher compliance
regime. If she had picked up that work upon coming to
government, we would have already had a regime in
place that addressed the substance of the issues in the
compliance review.
I certainly note that the findings of the compliance
review showed that Goulburn-Murray Water has a very
strong commitment to compliance and that their
compliance is underpinned by sound governance
arrangements. The MDBA in particular pointed to the
fact that within the Goulburn Murray irrigation district
we are dealing largely with a networked system where
water theft is not just something that I suppose an
individual might be seen as committing against the
state; it is actually seen as a crime against the neighbour
because everybody relies so heavily on the resources
within that networked system. So I do want to point out
the fact that there was a stark difference between states
within that compliance review. The MDBA noted that
in 2016–17 New South Wales issued about 44 warning
letters and notices, Queensland issued 14 and South
Australia issued 355, but in Victoria there were 562
issued. So it is apparent that Victoria and Victorian
irrigators are doing the work that is required, but I feel
that our reputation has somewhat been unfairly
tarnished because the actual penalties that are in place
were criticised by the MDBA.
Had the minister actually picked up the review of the
Water Act when she came to government, we would
found that that enforcement regime and those penalties
would in fact already be in place. Chapter 13 of that
bill — we had gone through the process of undertaking
the exposure draft for that bill; it was virtually ready for
introduction into Parliament — would have introduced
new remedial action notices and infringement notices
which could apply to a broad range of offences under the
bill and regulations as well as body corporate penalties.
Part 13.3 specified that an authority or an authorised
water officer could serve a remedial action notice on an
owner or occupier of land if there was a specified risk,
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including, and I particularly note this, a risk of an
adverse impact on the quality or availability of water, a
risk of an adverse impact upon the environment or
indeed a risk of damage to neighbouring properties.
They are the very issues we have seen through that
Four Corners report and the illegal theft of water in
upstream states. So I do make the point that it has taken
us a very long time, I think, to get to the point of having
legislation in the space being brought forward. I think
that the minister should be held to account for actually
shelving that work for purely partisan reasons.
I do note that the government even in its plan, Water for
Victoria, at page 129, actually acknowledges that
Victoria’s compliance and enforcement regime is
outdated. Action 8.5 says quite a lot about consistency
and best practice regulation, but it does not actually say
a lot about what the government intends to do. So I
think we have a situation now where the minister is in
fact scrambling to catch up. That is disappointing,
particularly for Victorian irrigators whose reputations
have been affected by that.
One of the substantial aspects of this bill is the fact that
it seeks to include Aboriginal values and knowledge in
water resources and waterway planning. The bill
includes specific requirements about how water
authorities and the department actually go about
consulting with Aboriginal Victorians in its water
resource planning. That is done in a number of ways,
depending on the instrument that is being prepared by
the department or the water authority at the time. The
bill requires that the minister give notice to a
representative of relevant specified Aboriginal parties
and invites written submissions when they are
preparing a regional water strategy, which is set out in
clause 45; when they are preparing a sustainable water
strategy, which is set out in clauses 7 and 9; and when
they are preparing a regional catchment strategy or a
special plan, under clauses 85 and 86.
When the department is seeking to prepare a supply
protection plan, the bill specifies that a consultative
committee must include one person who represents all
specified Aboriginal parties under clause 19 of the bill.
Clauses 13 and 18 state that consultative committees
must consist of one Aboriginal Victorian with
knowledge or experience in water management when
providing advice on either a sustainable water strategy
or a long-term water resource assessment.
I can see how those consultation requirements could be
of particular benefit in places like Kow Swamp. I
remember visiting Kow Swamp a lot as a teenager. It is
an off-stream water storage operated by
Goulburn-Murray Water between Gunbower and
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Leitchville, south of the Murray, which has been used
as a water storage since 1900. It is an important part of
the Torrumbarry system and it is of great value to
Torrumbarry irrigators, particularly because as one of
those mid-Murray storages it enables the timely
delivery of water to the western part of the
Goulburn-Murray irrigation district (GMID).
Delivery of water from the Hume Dam takes quite
some time if you are in the western reaches of the
GMID, and storages like Kow Swamp ensure that there
is timely delivery and give flexibility to those irrigators.
Over the years it has been modified significantly,
particularly since the construction of Torrumbarry Weir
where I spent many a summer waterskiing as a
teenager. It is also very important to note that Kow
Swamp has an important Aboriginal history as a sacred
resting place for ancestors of the Yorta Yorta people.
The remains there were discovered between 1968 and
1972. They are the remains of Pleistocene-era
Aboriginal people and are believed to be more than
20 000 years old.
So there are sites within the water space of Victoria
which remain important for Aboriginal people and I
think it makes sense for them to have input into the
management of a site such as Kow Swamp. I think that
also needs to be balanced against the fact that water
policy is incredibly complex. There are of course
livelihoods that depend on the management of water
and the primacy of entitlements must always be
respected and managed accordingly. Those two things
certainly need to be balanced, but I think the inclusion
of Aboriginal people in determining and providing an
input into those plans can be seen as a good thing in
places like Kow Swamp, where there is a very strong
interest in ensuring that those sites are preserved and
their significance is recognised.
In terms of the Victorian environmental water holder,
this bill adds a legislative obligation that they will also
now be required to consider opportunities to provide for
Aboriginal cultural values and the uses of waterways as
well as social and recreational uses. That is the other
major aspect of this bill — that water authorities will
now have to recognise the recreational possibilities of
the water they manage. I think that represents quite a
major shift in how water is managed in Victoria. I do
not doubt that there are some places where water can be
managed more effectively. One that springs to mind for
me is the pondage at Eildon, where there are tourism
operators who certainly derive great value from the
GMID asset there.
Whilst I think it is a good thing for our water authorities
to be more public-facing in many ways, I think the
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government needs to be very careful that it does not set
a lot of our water authorities on a path of conflict in the
longer term with communities. I can see that there is a
potential for that to occur with some of these changes.
The issue that perhaps comes to mind for me is Lake
Eppalock, which is in my own electorate. In 2016 there
were significant issues for the communities around
Lake Eppalock, in particular Heathcote and Axedale,
where the needs of tourism operators and indeed
business owners in the town came into conflict with the
environmental needs and the call that irrigators had for
the water within that storage. There was an article
published in the Bendigo Advertiser titled ‘Dry Lake
Eppalock spells trouble for traders’ which told the story
of Tracey Westhorpe. She described how she had
moved from Melbourne and how Eppalock had been a
great source of revenue for her with her store,
particularly over the summer months, but when water
was low in Eppalock that business disappeared.
There is a fundamental issue there, I think. It presents a
very difficult problem for those communities, who are
not always aware that the water that is held in storage,
like at Lake Eppalock, is held under entitlement and is
owned by people who do have the right to make a call
on those entitlements. I acknowledge the fact that the
government has addressed the fact that entitlements
maintain their primacy, but there is a danger of
encouraging tourism and encouraging business to grow
around the recreational values of a lake or waterway
when people do not always understand that that water
may not be there. So I would certainly urge the
government to think about how it goes about
communicating that.
The other issue I have is that I think it runs the risk of
dragging water authorities away from their core business,
which is delivering water efficiently and at a low cost.
We need to remember that livelihoods depend on the
delivery of water. It is incumbent upon water authorities
to maintain that firmly as their primary mission. By
placing a whole new set of obligations on them we run
the risk of them taking their eye off the ball.
I moved the reasoned amendment earlier in my
contribution. As far as the long-term water resource
assessments go, the bill extends the assessment for
northern Victoria out to 2026. Clause 14 extends the
time to conduct the assessment from 12 months to
18 months. I am not so fussed about the extension of
time — I think it is important that we take the time to
get that right — but the Water Act does specify that
those resource assessments are required every 15 years.
They are important because they take stock of our water
resources and they are designed to use the best
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available data to determine what the long-term
availability of water is in those communities.
Presently that process is due to commence next year in
both northern and southern Victoria, and the
government’s rationale for moving that assessment
back is that the Murray-Darling Basin Authority
(MDBA) is due to undertake its review of the southern
basin in 2026. My concern about that is that we are
kicking the can down the road on that assessment. I
think that rather than simply accepting that the MDBA
is not going to review the southern basin until 2026, we
should in fact be positioning ourselves to have the best
available data early and we should perhaps be acting in
the interests of Victorians and calling for that review to
be undertaken before 2026. My understanding of the
act is that the review is required by 2026, but that does
not mean it has to be pushed out for another eight years.
I have had conversations with irrigators across the
southern basin, and many of them are calling for us to
take stock of where we are at. I think we abrogate
ourselves of our responsibility. Whilst it might be the
politically easy option, we are taking our eyes off the
ball if we just push that assessment out for another
seven years. We are going through one of the greatest
changes in the history of water in this country. We are
implementing one of the most complex pieces of
legislation, and we need to make sure it is done
correctly. We need to make sure that we have the data
that is required for us to position Victoria’s interests
and to ensure that we can make the socio-economic
case for not losing more water from the basin. My
concern is that if we simply say, ‘Okay, MDBA are not
going to undertake this review until 2026, and we’ll
push our assessment out until then as well’, we
disadvantage ourselves by effectively shutting our eyes
and hoping that all will be well when the time comes
for the MDBA to undertake that review. We need to
know where we stand ahead of the evaluation of the
southern basin.
The second major issue we have with this bill is the
decision to legislate the salinity impact charges in the
Mallee to allow those charges to be collected by the
water authority or by the catchment management
authority (CMA). Water for Victoria I see
acknowledges the salinity issues in the Mallee, but it
makes no mention of the amendment that the
government has proposed to actually give the CMA or
the water authority the power to collect those salinity
impact charges on behalf of the minister.
The salinity impact zones were first set up in 1993.
There was a Nyah to South Australian border salinity
management plan that was implemented then, and it
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was reviewed in 2002. But there is a lot that has
changed within the lower reaches of the Murray in the
Sunraysia district since those salinity impact zones
were first created. There has been a vast amount of
water that has moved downstream, and perhaps most
significantly we now have environmental flows on a
scale that was not there when those charges were first
brought in. So I think it is somewhat short-sighted of
the government to just legislate these charges into
perpetuity. I think a better approach would be to stop
and actually review the charges to ensure that they are
current, are necessary and are doing what they were set
up to do.
Primarily I think the government should be undertaking a
regulatory impact statement (RIS) before it moves to
legislate those charges. My understanding is that the
department are not yet certain whether a RIS is required,
but their advice was that they would seek to undertake a
RIS should one be required after the bill passes.
Fundamentally I think that is poor public policy. I think a
RIS should be undertaken first and then that should be
brought forward when we have a full understanding of
what the impact of that might be. I do understand that the
salinity impact zones already exist, but there is no sense
in simply legislating that when there is so much that has
changed in the Mallee in the last 10 years since those
charges were reviewed in 2002.
In conclusion, I know that to the majority of people a
lot of these changes might seem bureaucratic, but I
think when it comes to the implementation of the basin
plan we cannot afford to get it wrong. The basin is
home to more than 2 million Australians. It produces
40 per cent of the nation’s agricultural produce in dollar
terms. It is a critical environment to much of our native
flora and fauna, and it is incumbent upon on us to
address the health of the basin and to address the risks
of climate change. Getting right the balance between
that and the needs of our productive communities and
the people who live within the basin is not always an
easy thing to do, but I think that the best way for us to
move forward is to undertake that water resource
assessment according to our regional time frame.
Perhaps that assessment will also consider the
implementation of salinity charges as well. So there is
the prospect, perhaps, that the government might kill
two birds with one stone if it goes ahead and maintains
the long-term water resource assessment in line with its
original plan for 2019.
With those comments I urge those on the opposite side
to give consideration to the reasoned amendment. I
recognise that the Murray-Darling Basin is a long way
from many of their electorates, but it is fundamentally
an issue that is critical not just to the future of the
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communities that live there but also to the future of our
state and of our nation.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (14:59) — I am pleased
to make a contribution on the Water and Catchment
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, and given the array
of speakers on the government side, although I am keen
to advocate for the amendments to this bill, I will limit
my contribution to allow some of my colleagues to
speak. Just picking up on a couple of points, firstly I
want to quote from a document released back in 2007
which relates to the water plan under the former Bracks
government. Our Water Our Future was the
government’s plan back in 2004. In 2007 the next stage
of the plan document said:
Climate change and drought are big challenges. Having a
secure water supply will enable Victoria’s economy and
population to continue to grow.

That plan was released by Steve Bracks and John
Thwaites, who pioneered a lot of work not only around
water policy but also by ensuring that legislative rights
for the environment in relation to water entitlements
were upheld. Can I say that some things have not
changed but a lot has been achieved by Labor
governments in relation to drawing together agricultural
needs, economic needs, environmental needs and
tourism and job opportunities in relation to our water
supply in Victoria. The member opposite was talking
about Lake Eppalock, for example, and as someone who
travels along the back roads, through Redesdale, to see
the in-laws in Bendigo, I can certainly tell you that there
is extra traffic on the road — the people with their boats
head to Eppalock when there is water there. This is about
governments having to work through the different
dynamics of the tourism benefits and the job and
economic benefits that are provided to local communities
through water being available for those opportunities,
also remembering the primary resolve as to why those
water catchments are available, and that is particularly
around agricultural use for regional Victorians.
What has been important and what we have sought to do
as a government is to build on the opportunities through
our water catchments and supply to make sure that there
are ample opportunities to pursue for tourism, economic
development and jobs growth for people in regional
Victoria. That also includes the opportunities that come
from environmental flows and what they bring to
communities, while maintaining and advancing the
interests of the agricultural community and the primary
producers in regional Victoria. Can I say also that a key
aspect of what the government has sought to do is around
recreational rights and Aboriginal cultural water rights.
What is critical in relation to those matters is that there
are no better people than our first people to learn from in
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relation to being custodians of the land. Understanding
the connection between our first people, the environment
and the land on which we live is critical. To affirm that in
legislation, to acknowledge that under law, is particularly
significant to traditional owners. The link between our
water corporations, catchment management authorities,
local government and traditional owners and the way in
which we work together to advance not only the interests
but the needs and desires of communities around water
policy is very significant.
I want also to touch on the fact that some of the work
that we have been able to achieve in that regard has
provided job opportunities for Indigenous people in a
range of communities in regional Victoria. We have put
them at the centre of our government’s policy and its
implementation in these communities and provided
long-term benefits for those communities. There are
always going to be some competing tensions, but I
notice also that, in touching on our water corporations
and the way in which they work together, what has also
been important is understanding that the water
corporations in Victoria need to reflect the communities
that they serve. That means they need to have boards
that have a make-up of 50-50 in terms of male and
female representation. We had a very clear
understanding. We did not brook any argument. We
made sure that those seeking to represent communities
and advocate to maintain those resources of water in
our catchments also had to have a very clear
understanding of climate change and its effects on
regional communities.
Those opposite would do well to note that you do not
need to talk to farmers or educate them about matters of
climate change; they understand them very clearly. But
it is important to also make sure that our water
corporations reflect those priorities, understand the
challenges that our primary producers face and make
sure that we are meeting their needs and their priorities.
Also, understanding the great opportunities presented
by environmental flows in relation to water,
improvements in our catchments and their
management, the engagement of traditional owners
both under law and in the way in which our waterways
are managed are all shown in aspects of the bill that I
think speak volumes in the way in which we have
progressed these issues.
Particularly I think under former ministers Thwaites
and Holding and the leadership of premiers Bracks and
Brumby and our current Premier in water policy over a
long period of time we have worked consistently to
pick up on what people identified more than a decade
ago — that water policy needs to be at the heart of the
environmental and economic development of not only
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Melbourne but regional Victoria. In concluding my
remarks, because I know there are many other speakers
and we have limited time, I think that this bill goes very
clearly to maintaining and advancing the interests of
both water policy and those who rely on our water
resources in Melbourne and regional Victoria. With
those comments I commend the bill to the house.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (15:05) — I rise to speak on
the Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill
2017, and I find it very interesting for a bill that is
hailed as having extreme importance and significance
that the lead speaker for the government spoke for only
6 minutes. I find this quite disappointing, and it really
shows a lack of respect for such a bill.
This bill as we know hinges on the government’s
statewide water plan, which is Water for Victoria. Plans
have actions, and in this case there are 69 associated
actions. The legislation before us is the first tranche to
put those actions into play. There are several purposes of
this bill. The first is around the inclusion of Aboriginal
comments, the second one is about the recreational
benefits, and we have also got water resource assessment
and sustainable water strategies. Water, we know, is
vitally important to all communities and has been for as
long as we care to think. If we look at the Aboriginals,
being the longest continuing race of some 40 000 years,
water was the backbone of their communities, as it is the
backbone of modern-day communities.
Certainly water is integral to my electorate. I have got
the mighty Goulburn River, the Yarra River — which
is probably known a lot better by people in the
metropolitan area — the Broken River and many
tributaries that drain north to the Murray River. I also
have Lake Eildon as a centrepiece of my electorate. It is
key for water storage and was put there in the first place
for irrigation purposes so it would store that water.
More recently I have noticed that Lake Eildon has been
used for electricity generation. Hydroelectricity is
something that has existed and can happen there. It had
not really happened much at all, but at the moment with
power prices rocketing beyond control because of the
government’s closure of Hazelwood we have seen the
energy companies now taking their water entitlements
out of Lake Eildon to make the most of the energy
prices and get a good deal. Today I noticed that there
had not been any power generated from this source.
One of the most important components of water in my
electorate is obviously irrigation, but so too is the
recreational use of Lake Eildon. I want to make some
comments on that because it is particularly important.
The bill before us today provides greater recognition and
consideration of the recreational value of water for
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communities. This has been happening for some time.
The recreational value has certainly been there, and the
water authorities have started to think about this more
and more. I note that the current managing director of
Goulburn-Murray Water has been very positive in this
regard, liaising and engaging with a number of
stakeholders in the area. The bill provides legislative
obligation for water and waterway managers to consider
recreational values in their management decisions.
If you have a think about a body of water such as Lake
Eildon, there is swimming and boating — it might be
kayaking, speedboats, skiing, jetskiing, houseboating or
cruising. I do note that at Lake Eildon there is an
extensive houseboat business that has been doing quite
well. There is also fishing. It is a great place to fish.
Whether it is off the back of a boat, from one of the
camping grounds on the shoreline or at the pondage, you
can catch rainbow trout, brown trout, Murray cod and
golden perch. Towns around Lake Eildon that are reliant
on this recreational value include Eildon, Taylor Bay,
Bonnie Doon, Mansfield, Goughs Bay and Macs Cove.
Lake Eildon itself has an area of about 138 square
kilometres. It is really quite large. It has a reservoir
capacity of 3.4 million megalitres. We know how
important this is to these communities. It probably hit
us hardest in the time of drought when the Lake Eildon
levels dropped to 15 per cent in 2006. That was
absolutely devastating and catastrophic for the
communities that had relied on it. The communities in
the area do understand that first and foremost Lake
Eildon was put there for water storage and irrigation
purposes. We are lucky at the moment that the lake is at
72 per cent, which is a very positive sign for the
upcoming summer season, but four years ago we had
had a lot of water and it was at 99 per cent.
There are fluctuations in the lake, but it is extremely
important that its recreational value is considered. The
feedback I get constantly is about environmental flows
because there is a very visible drop in the water level.
There is also a rise in the Goulburn River from
environmental flows and as water is being released for
irrigation purposes. You can actually see how high the
Goulburn River gets at Molesworth and Thornton
particularly. I get constant calls from people asking,
‘Why have they taken water out of the lake? What’s
going on? What are the reasons? Are they
environmental flows or is it being used much further
afield for irrigation purposes?’. That can be as far as
Mildura. There is a lot of debate about the use of the
water from Lake Eildon through the river system.
We know that the Murray-Darling Basin covers an
enormous area, and I think 2000 Australians live in and
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rely on that area. We have got people from New South
Wales, Victoria and South Australia, and the
Murray-Darling Basin does cause a degree of grief to
various stakeholders. I am pleased to see that there are
some real protections and considerations that are now
being given to recreational purposes. We certainly see
this with other lakes as well — for example, Lake
Eppalock — and even the Murray River itself. On hot
days and busy weekends the Northern Highway is
jammed for kilometres and kilometres coming back to
Melbourne after people have travelled to those areas.
The bill also provides a legislative obligation for water
and waterway managers to ensure that these resources
are managed in a way that considers Aboriginal
cultural, social and recreational values in the use of the
waterways. I think this is a similar theme to the Yarra
River protections because, as I said, waterways are
important to all cultures and civilisations and certainly
the Aboriginal people used the waterways for many
purposes. At gathering places you would see people
sitting beside rivers fishing. I want to draw the house’s
attention to Bill Gammage’s book The Biggest Estate
on Earth. That has a series of sketches and paintings
from colonial times which document the continued use
and enjoyment of waterways by Aboriginal people.
There are photos and pictures of them fishing, hunting
and camping by the river. If you look at Bruce Pascoe’s
Dark Emu as well, it talks about how the Aborigines
managed the waterways and created a series of
channels to make life for them as fishermen so much
easier, rather than the concept of them just being
hunters and gatherers.
I do want to support the reasoned amendment that has
been put forward by the member for Euroa because it is
really important in introducing the notion of a
regulatory impact statement on the bill’s proposed
regime for salinity impact. I think it is important that
the government give consideration to this. We know
that in quite a number of parts of Victoria — in the
western and northern parts of the state and also in
central Gippsland — salinity is a problem. It requires
constant attention. If you drive through or you fly over
that area heading towards Mildura, you will see the
evidence of dryland salting whereby the evaporation of
salt pans has left extensive amounts of salt there. I think
it is important that you realise that with salting you get
leaching into the waterways, and that has a big impact
on the health of our waterways. It can impact not only
on our drinking water and agricultural and irrigation
land but also on the habitats of the plants and animals
that are there. I think the government is quite remiss in
not having a regulatory impact statement here.
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I took some time to have a look at the Victorian Guide
to Regulation, of which there was a new addition
released in November 2016. It outlines a handbook for
policymakers, and the Treasurer’s message talks about
the Andrews government being committed to ‘best
practice principles in regulatory design and policy’ and
says that this is a vital part of the Victorian legislative
system. But clearly, as we know, what I say is not what
I do, and I think it is really disappointing that they have
not got that at this point. More importantly, I want to
read why you do need to undertake an impact
assessment from that document I was just mentioning:
Impact assessment is fundamentally good policymaking. To
get the most value from impact assessment, build it into
policy development from the outset, rather than treat it as an
additional compliance exercise at the end.

That is what is being put forward here — that this will
be something that will be considered later, after the bill
has passed through Parliament — and I do not think
that is good enough.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (15:15) — I am
delighted to make a brief contribution on the Water
and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017.
This is a really important piece of legislation before
the house. I am delighted that the government is
introducing a bill that recognises the connection that
Indigenous Victorians have with water and provides,
or enshrines, in legislation the opportunity for
Indigenous Victorians to have a say on water
management practices. I think that is a mark of respect
that the government is showing and demonstrating
towards first Victorians and first Australians, and I
think that it is a really important initiative.
When it comes to water policy, and if you go back to the
1980s, it is really only Labor governments that make
these sorts of changes and these sorts of investments.
The very first water trading scheme was pioneered, I
believe, in Victoria back in the 1980s. That decoupled a
water right from a land holding, and it enabled people to
trade water so that it could be put to the highest purpose.
As a consequence of that, we started to see an increase in
high value-added agricultural exports because all of a
sudden there was a realisation that you could use water
for a higher purpose.
You can compare and contrast that with New South
Wales, which tended to go down to products which
may have had a higher gross margin but were low
value-added. That is why, if you look at Deniliquin,
there are very large rice farms. Rice really should not be
grown in Australia because of the amount of water that
it uses, similar to the way that cotton is grown in the
Riverina. It is low value-added produce that uses up an
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awful amount of water. The yields are quite high, so I
can see why they are doing it, but actually if you look at
a water basin as a national asset, it is really not in the
national interest to do so.
So the water trading led to the rise of that highly
value-added agricultural infrastructure. If you go back to
the response by the Bracks government and the Brumby
government to the millennium drought back in the
mid-2000s, the response to that was to make a series of
investments. I note that 19 March 2007 was indeed an
important day, because that was the day when the former
Leader of the Opposition, Ted Baillieu, said, ‘We’re
going to run out of water in 60 days’. He reliably
informed the community on 19 March 2007 that the
Thomson Dam only had 60 days of water left. So you
have got those opposite who, when they were in —
Mr Riordan — How’s the desal going?
Mr PEARSON — ‘How’s the desal going?’ the
member for Polwarth says. Well, I would say: how
would we have gone if the then Leader of the
Opposition was right, we ran out of water and we did
not have a water supply? How would we go then? How
would we go if we had no water? I do not think that we
would still be here, I would say to the member for
Polwarth. So you have got those opposite, when they
are in opposition, throwing these barbs at a Labor
government or Labor administrations that have made
those investments in water —
Mr Riordan — Why don’t you run the desal water
down the sky rail? It’d look like an aqueduct.
Mr PEARSON — Really? Sky rail? I have no idea
what the member for Polwarth is really talking about.
Truly, this man is just extraordinary.
So we are making the critical investments that are
required to ensure that, as we have got a growing
population, we have got the ability to make sure that
there is adequate water for the population and that we
have got the ability to produce high value-added
agricultural products. I have no doubt that over the
course of its life there will be those opposite who will
be saying down the track, ‘You know about that desal
plant? Yeah, we got it wrong. We were wrong’. There
will come a point in time when we will need that
critical infrastructure, particularly if we end up having
8 million people living in Melbourne or in the state of
Victoria. That is just a reality.
Mr Katos interjected.
Mr PEARSON — The alternative is of course that
we go without water and then we will see how far that
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gets us. It is a really important bill that is before the
house, and it builds on the work of former Labor
administrations. Again, what was the response by those
opposite when they got into power? They just created
the Office of Living Victoria, otherwise known as the
Office of Living It Up. That is what they did. They
made no investments in the way the former Labor
government did. We invested around about $1 billion to
line the irrigation channels in the food bowl as a way of
trying to address seepage and evaporation to create
significant watered gains that could then be given back
to the sector. It was a really important initiative, and
this bill before the house builds on that. On that note, I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (15:21) — I rise also to
speak on the Water and Catchment Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. My colleagues before me have
made mention of the many reasons why this bill is not
suitable to be passed, but we can talk about the growing
approach to water use and water storage needs, and that
is around recreational water use. In my patch in
Polwarth of course recreational water use is a big issue.
We have some of the state’s best and largest naturally
occurring lakes: the magnificent Lake Corangamite,
sitting there as the largest permanent body of water in
the whole of Australia; Lake Colac, one of the largest
naturally occurring freshwater lakes; then the
marvellous lakes in and around Camperdown, volcanic
maars which are wonderfully deep lakes that can be
freshwater or saltwater; and of course the ones out at
Beeac, which have recreational use also.
My electorate of Polwarth is renowned for its lakes.
Water in those areas has great local recreational use, but
there is also a very, very long history of Indigenous and
Aboriginal knowledge of the way these waterways can
be used, from the eel fisheries, which have since
European settlement provided a valuable harvest, to
back in presettlement days when the Aboriginal clans
across the region constructed their own eel nets and eel
hatcheries. We know that these lakes have great use.
But sadly, in more recent times, the value from a
recreational and Indigenous cultural history perspective
has been somewhat overshadowed and overlooked in
the quest to provide our growing metropolitan areas
with water at the expense of country areas.
We have had a great debate in the Polwarth region for
some time over borefield pumping, which has been
used to keep an area such as Geelong in water. It is still
cheaper to pump out of the ground, damage aquifers
and deplete swamps and peat bogs at the expense of the
local area in order to make sure that Geelong has its
supply of water. It is important that there is greater
thought given to how we manage our water, our
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waterways, our rivers and our catchments. We need to
take into account the effect that our footprint has on
local communities. For example, questions are being
asked in my electorate now about the possibility of
building more off-river water storage on land that is
currently degraded farmland. It could be used to store
peak winter and spring flows, and something like that
would have an enormous benefit for catchments such as
the Barwon.
We saw during a dry spell in 2015 that the Barwon
River, not renowned for drying up, was on the brink of
drying up completely. Better water storage and water
management could have helped overcome that by
providing more flows. We see man-made catchments
such as the Wurdee Boluc Reservoir, where we store the
precious resources from the Otways, in what could only
be described as a large evaporative pool. The question
quite simply is: would storing that water source closer to
its source near the Otways in deeper, cooler storage have
greater value to the community and be able to provide
more much-needed environmental flows?
Of course more access to and more intelligent use of
water captured and stored from the Otways region,
whether it is the Gellibrand River, the Barwon River or
other sources across the Otways, would mean that we
could put less stress on a river system such as the
Moorabool River system, which currently has an
incredible figure of in excess of 50 per cent of its overall
catchment being harvested and used for agriculture and
township supply. Clearly traditional farming enterprises
need that water; it is the only water they have. A valuable
waterway such as the Moorabool needs its winter, spring
and summer flows where possible.
We have an opportunity to better use our precious water
resources for Geelong by better managing our current
resources. It saddens many people to think that it gets
forgotten about because it is not in the eye of those
sitting in Northcote and Brunswick and it is not trendy
to tie yourself to water storage in the Otways. But of
course the people who live in that community very
much value their water resources and they would like to
see them put to better and more productive use while at
the same time improving environmental values.
In excess of 200 years of settlement has seen our
natural landscapes and catchments change enormously.
In the Polwarth region many of the creeks and rivers
that we drive over today are in fact not naturally
occurring creeks and rivers; they are what were once
drainage areas, so the landscape that we deal with today
is a very different one to what we had originally. While
it is important that we respect and look to understand
more fully our Indigenous and Aboriginal past and the
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way that water was managed and looked after, it is also
important that we accept the new reality that exists in
many of our catchments. Our catchments today will
naturally behave differently; their catchment quantities,
river flows and water flows are all quite different.
Regardless of arguments for or against climate change
and the as yet undetermined long-term effects that
climate change will have on our area, we have to accept
that we have changed the physical environment very
much — and irretrievably to a large extent.
Catchment management and water supply are important
issues to rural communities. The vast majority of our
businesses, industries and enterprises rely heavily on
the water supply, water catchment and water resources
that we have traditionally become used to. In the
Polwarth region we rely heavily on good water supply
for our strong and vibrant dairy industry. In our towns
we rely on good, clean, fresh water supplies to further
value-add to our industries, whether it is the dairy
industry or the abattoirs or even to a lesser extent
manufacturing.
The growing trend in rural and regional areas to
develop recreational fishing in communities and
townships is also another important use of water, and a
pleasing element in this legislation is the reference to
water authorities now taking part in that. I know in my
own community of Colac there is a strong community
push to have more recreational water available. In the
great scheme of things the amount of recreational water
required over a period of time is not excessive or
unachievable. It is an amount of water that would go a
long way to restoring the environmental qualities of
Lake Colac, but of course it would add greatly to the
vibe of the town and to the way that people think and
feel about the lake that sits on their doorstep.
At nearly 80 000 megalitres, Lake Colac has a huge
catchment. It has a huge supply of water that can really
add value to the lifestyle and to recreational
opportunities that might exist in a country town. It is
now only 2 hours from Melbourne, and it would be a
great economic boon to the local tourism industry, with
angling, recreational fishing, sailing, boating, yachting
and other pursuits adding a lot of value to a country
town. It would be another string to its bow, if you like.
But of course we need a government that is prepared to
put recreational considerations into the mix in helping
to determine and decide how water resources are used.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (15:29) — I am
really pleased to add my voice to those in favour of the
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill
2017. I am very pleased for a number of different
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reasons, which I will articulate. The bill addresses a
number of actions in Water for Victoria, and I do want to
congratulate my colleague the Minister for Water. She
has delivered Victoria’s first comprehensive statewide
water plan in more than a decade, and that is a fantastic
achievement. It is all about a vision for the future and
making sure that we have the right policy settings to look
after one of the most precious natural resources that we
have responsibility for. It is an achievement strengthened
by the introduction of this bill, one that will make sure
that we deliver for communities right across our state.
That is absolutely the hallmark of our government in
everything that we do.
This bill looks after all Victorians and ensures that the
greater involvement of traditional owners in particular
are involved in the management of our waterways in a
truly genuine partnership arrangement. Water
corporations, catchment management authorities and the
Victorian environmental water holder will need to
include Aboriginal Victorians in consultative committees
and incorporate traditional ecological knowledge in the
management of our waterways and catchments.
I can personally attest to the fantastic outcomes that can
be achieved when traditional methods are incorporated
into land practices. In my own areas of
responsibility — forest fire management — I have been
working with the Dja Dja Wurrung traditional owners,
undertaking traditional burns as part of the Safer
Together planned burning program. Just in July this
year I was blessed to join elders at a ceremony
celebrating the historical return of traditional burning to
the lands. At the time our government announced a
targeted $250 000 in seed funding to enable Victorian
Aboriginal leaders to develop a statewide traditional
burning strategy, and I am really pleased to say that that
work is well and truly underway.
Recently Scott Falconer, one of the assistant chief fire
officers with Forest Fire Management Victoria, was
awarded a Churchill Fellowship to travel to the United
States to explore Indigenous people’s involvement in
land and fire management. My department will also be
funding a member of the Dja Dja Wurrung people to
take part in this trip so that this important partnership
can continue. I am sure my colleagues the members
for Bendigo East and Bendigo West are just as proud
as I am of this collaboration and of what it will bring
to the Bendigo region and more broadly for Victoria.
As we implement our collaborative approach to land
management across Victoria we will improve
outcomes for our waterways, fire management and
Aboriginal Victorians.
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This piece of legislation also addresses another area of
responsibility for me, and that is climate change. The
bill ensures that we are planning for future challenges
and makes sure we have a healthy water system not just
for today and tomorrow but for well into the future. On
1 November, I am pleased to remind the house, the
Climate Change Act 2017 commenced. We have
legislated for net zero emissions by 2050, with interim
emissions reduction targets every five years, and we
have invested $25.4 million in the recent budget
towards taking decisive action on climate change.
Across the government we have taken a holistic
approach in considering how we can best defend
against rising temperatures and extreme weather events.
Unlike those opposite our government is taking
tangible, practical steps to ensure our policies bring
Victoria into a cleaner future. As the Minister for Water
embarks on the first long-term assessment of Victoria’s
water resource, I am proud to see that climate change is
one of the top priorities on that agenda. It is policies
like this that will ensure Victoria is at the forefront of
the global effort to tackle climate change, whilst the
federal government of course lurches from crisis to
crisis. I commend the Minister for Water for carefully
considering and acting in the interests of the health of
our state for generations to come.
We also know that Melbourne being named the most
livable city for the seventh year running is an incredible
achievement in itself, but it also means we are
experiencing significant population growth in our
suburbs as more and more people want to call our capital
home. We are undertaking significant cross-portfolio
policy work and widespread community consultation to
ensure that we are delivering for our unique suburban
communities. This bill recognises that we have diverse
communities across Victoria and that we must tailor
water management planning to address specific
agricultural, environmental and recreational needs.
The minister is also about to commence a review of our
sustainable water strategies, which will include
community consultation on how best to balance and
share the environmental, consumptive and community
needs for water within the existing framework. I
commend the minister again for empowering
communities right across Victoria to help shape our
response to our changing water needs.
At its heart this bill is about inclusion and achieving the
best results for the Victorian community. It is this type
of legislation that will ensure all Victorians enjoy the
benefits of our wonderful waterways for decades to
come. I commend this bill to the house.
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Mr CRISP (Mildura) (15:35) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Water and Catchment Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. The purpose of the bill is
explained in it, and there are many purposes. The ones
that I am going to focus on in my speech are at
clause 1(a)(vi) and (vii), which provide for functions of
the minister in relation to salinity mitigation and for
salinity impact charges and to validate the imposition of
salinity mitigation charges.
The shadow minister has moved a reasoned
amendment, which I am going to support. The
amendment proposes that this house refuse to read this
bill a second time until there is a regulatory impact
statement completed on the bill’s proposed regime for
salinity impact and until the government agrees to
revert to the original time frame with respect to
reviewing northern Victoria’s long-term water
assessment plan for 2018. In particular that water
assessment plan is something that is extremely
important to my region. I quote Mark Twain, although
sometimes the member for Essendon is better at this
than I. Mark Twain said a long time ago, ‘Whiskey is
for drinking and water is for fighting over’, and there
are certain aspects of this bill that can help to make the
fight as fair as possible.
In 2026 the Murray-Darling Basin Authority will have
completed its major review, and no doubt there will be
changes that will come about as a result of that review.
Delaying our long-term strategy and water assessment
until that time leaves us at risk of being railroaded by the
commonwealth. We need to be forearmed going forward
with our water assessments so that we can very actively
know what the impacts of the Murray-Darling Basin
Authority plans will be. This is important for salinity in
the area because salinity has been very much a focus of
irrigation in the Mallee, which is where I am from.
Regarding the salinity impact charges, the bill provides
for the determination of land in the Mallee region in
salinity impact zones and gives the minister the power
to fix charges for works and measures to mitigate or
offset salinity impacts. The scheme currently exists, but
the amendments will enable these functions to be
delegated to the relevant water authorities and
catchment management authorities. That is an aspect of
this bill that I do support.
Perhaps now a little history as to why salinity is so
important in the Mallee. In geological terms, the day
before yesterday the Mallee was an inland sea. Thus
there are deposits of salt and saline water in the soils.
Over time and with rainfall and so on these salts have
become mobile through aquifers, and in many cases
they drain to the Murray River and progress to the sea.
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To understand how all this works there has been a lot of
geological work done. It is very interesting to see how
salt moves through those aquifers and the various soil
strata. Generally, close to the river, salt does move to
the river. That makes it a high-impact zone, so what
you do close to the river can impact on the entry of salt
into the river. A little further away or where the geology
is a little different, salt drains away from the river, and
this is deemed a low-impact zone.
The management of salinity in the river is extremely
important. Most of the horticultural crops we grow are
very sensitive to salt, and therefore managing those
impacts is extremely important. We also know that
there is a capital city at the end of the Murray River and
that we need to pass water along the Murray River to
South Australia in a way that allows it to be drunk at
the very end of the system.
Salinity is benchmarked in the Murray by taking
readings at Morgan in South Australia, and then you
work backwards from that. Over the years there has
been a lot of work done on salinity in various shapes
and forms. We have interception works, involving the
points where aquifers enter the river, intercepting the
salt with tube wells and, where possible, moving that
water away to an evaporation basin in the low-impact
zone so that the salt will not enter the river.
There has also been a lot of work done in prevention.
Some of the issues with regard to salt were produced
because 100 years ago in Mildura gravity was the only
way to move water, and therefore flood irrigation was
common. This meant that there was a connection
between the irrigation water on the top layer of the
Mallee soil and the hypersaline aquifers below. The salt
starts to move upwards, and when you add hydraulic
load the salt moves towards the river. Through better
technologies it is now possible for horticultural
activities on the top to have minimal impact on the
salinity, particularly in the high-impact zone. Drip
irrigation can also control the amount of water used.
When saline water is diverted it is not all bad — some
good can become of it. I am sure many people have
seen the pink Murray River salt, known as SunSalt,
which is the result of a diversion scheme near Mildura
that moves the intercepted saline water to an
evaporation basin where the SunSalt company proceeds
to mine and produce their salt. In recent times, because
of environmental flows and decisions made in New
South Wales, SunSalt’s supply of saline water has
diminished. They are extremely anxious to produce
more of their product because it is selling extremely
well. Their proposal is that they link the tube wells in
Victorian by an underwater pipe to New South Wales
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in order to move more saline water so they can employ
more people, make more salt and continue to contribute
to the economy. What I have just said sounds like a
great idea, but try working with the commonwealth
government and two state governments on this. I
admire SunSalt’s persistence. I am hoping that some of
the changes being made through this legislation will
free up the catchment management authorities and our
local water authorities so that they can work with
companies like SunSalt to turn what is a pollutant into
something that is a positive. There is a real opportunity
to do that.
I need to make a comment that salinity in the Mallee is
a major problem, but one of the major contributors to
Murray River salinity has been Barr Creek, which is
between Echuca and Swan Hill. There is now ongoing
management of that issue. There have been a number of
prevention works over the years to manage the level of
salt. The most recent one runs from Nyah to the border,
which was done in 1993. It has provided us with a
stable framework to address these salt issues. As a
result of increasing the flow of environmental water the
Murray-Darling Basin plan is in fact diluting the salt
that is naturally entering the river and the salt that is
entering as a result of irrigation.
In looking at how all this is structured, the role of
Morgan as the base mark for the measurement of water
is likely to change. I understand that New South Wales
and to a certain extent Victoria are very keen to
maintain Morgan as a key measuring place, and that is
why New South Wales has chosen to reduce the
number of its active salt bores that are used for
diverting saline water, and that has produced issues for
SunSalt. Environmental water is acting as a dilution
factor for salt as well, which is changing and improving
our river.
I will go back to where we began, which is the need to
do this assessment before we get to 2026. If we arrive
in 2026 and we are not forearmed, we are going to get
done by the process. The Murray-Darling Basin is an
extremely competitive process. If we are not there fully
informed, fully aware and we do not have it all backed
up, Victorians are not going to get the result that they
deserve or need.
‘Whiskey is for drinking and water is for fighting over’
is a saying that is no less true than it has ever been. This
is a valuable and vital economic resource for both
Victoria and in particular for my electorate. This bill is
extremely important with regard to how water is
managed, and in particular with regard to issues
concerning salt.
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Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (15:45) — It is a
pleasure to rise and make a brief contribution on the
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment
Bill 2017. I acknowledge the reasoned amendment that
has been moved by the member for Euroa. I heard that a
reasoned amendment was on the agenda, and I
half-suspected, given the political party that the member
for Euroa comes from, that there would be a deferral of
this bill until The Nationals work out whether climate
change is real, whether it still exists, whether the earth is
still flat, or until they get their house in order. What an
extraordinary contribution from some of those opposite. I
will acknowledge that there are more Liberal Party
members who deny climate change, especially at the
national level, than there are members of The Nationals.
But you can only stop at the federal leader of The
Nationals, who only 18 months ago denied the human
impact on climate change. The third pillar of this bill is
about how you mitigate the impact of climate change on
water. Climate change is an absolutely real and present
threat and an issue —
Mr Katos — Acting Speaker, I draw your attention
to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr RICHARDSON — You talk about climate
change with Liberals and The Nationals and people get
a bit funny. They get a bit hot under the collar; they get
a bit shaky.
Mr Riordan interjected.
Mr RICHARDSON — I was reflecting on the fact
that it is an extraordinary thing for The Nationals to be
talking about water management when a key clinch for
water security in the future is responding to the
ever-present concerns about climate change. It impacts
on everything that we do, and it is absolutely an
economic and environmental imperative that we take
meaningful action. That is why you see the government
looking to invest in a renewable energy target and to
provide mitigation work. It is all part of a package of
how we deal with some of those ever-pressing changes.
This bill is looking at providing those, and some of the
clear focuses of the bill around clear processes to plan
for future challenges such as climate change,
population growth and changing demands for water are
absolutely paramount in the work that we are doing.
I have to take up the interjection of the member for
Polwarth. We sit on a committee together. He is good
company, but it is extraordinary that he is knocking
things like the desalination plant, water security for our
future, which governments in terms of parliaments to
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come will look back on as setting up the insurance
policy for our state. Longer term we need to address
how we manage our water security. That is why the
Water for Victoria plan announced by the Minister for
Water minister was so critical. It has been 13 years
since we have had a comprehensive plan. Some of that
investment is critical to making sure that we have that
resource for the future. It cannot be any more important
than it is in our farming communities for agriculture,
particularly with a dry continent like Australia.
The other thing about the reasoned amendment that I
wanted to touch on is that it is extraordinary that the
member for Euroa is looking at salinity impacts when
this bill provides the necessary rigour. This bill
provides a more robust system and a more robust
legislative framework for the minister’s role in
undertaking salinity management works and measures,
including the determination of salinity impact zones
and the fixing and imposition of charges to pay for the
works and measures. You have already got that. This
makes it more robust with more protection. I wonder if
the member for Euroa wants to reflect on what has been
moved. Maybe she has had a similar approach to that of
the Nats on climate change. She has not done the
homework and has come in here and moved a reasoned
amendment that does not really stack up with the work
that is being undertaken through this bill.
Another critical element is the recognition of
Indigenous Victorians in their role in and involvement
with water values and environmental health, which are
of critical importance. Anyone who has had the honour
of being part of a welcome to country ceremony will
know that the significance of waterways and the land is
always put forward by Indigenous elders. It is
something that all our schoolchildren and all our
community groups should know because it is an
amazing story of the longest running civilisation in the
world and its respect for and connection with land and
water. I am very proud that they are recognised, that
those values are enshrined in this bill and that we will
be working closely with our Indigenous Victorians on
these matters.
The final thing is the importance of the recreational
benefit of these waterways to our state. In my electorate
we have just established on Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning land the
Melbourne Cable Park. People have as recreational
options wakeboarding, waterskiing — the works. We
even have drag boating down in our neck of the woods.
Across different regions it is important that families
have that recreational involvement and enjoyment, so I
am glad to see that in this bill as well. I know that
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others want to make a contribution, so I will leave it at
that. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (15:52) — It
gives me great pleasure to rise to speak on the Water
and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. It is
really quite astounding that we are three years in with
this government and the word ‘water’ has not been
mentioned by those on the opposite side, given that
water is such an important —
Mr Richardson — You weren’t here for the first
year!
Ms BRITNELL — No, I heard and my colleagues
have said quite clearly that it has taken you this long to
get organised. That is no surprise, given the member for
Mordialloc’s lack of understanding of the issue. He
talked so much about nothing for 6 minutes and he
could not even fill the whole 10 minutes. That is not to
mention your colleague the member for Essendon.
Clearly neither of you have been outside the tram
tracks. I would welcome your visit. Come and see the
farms, come and see what we contribute and see how
important water is to our communities.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Kilkenny) —
Through the Chair, please.
Ms BRITNELL — It gives me great pleasure to rise
and speak on this bill. I understand the importance of
water. We do need water so that we have got good
agricultural communities which contribute to both the
environmental importance of our state and the food
needs of not only Victoria but the world. I support the
reasoned amendment and I acknowledge the importance
of what is happening in the north and the importance of
having an impact statement, particularly an impact
statement on salinity, before we go ahead and pass a bill.
They are incredibly important issues and we should not
pass bills before we have knowledge about them.
I might just bring the attention back to South-West
Coast, my electorate. We have an abundance of water.
It has been hydrologically tested and found that our
region has good, safe water underground for use in
agriculture. Of the 100 per cent that we have soundly
environmentally available and capped, we are using
only 35 per cent. We have spoken as a region to the
department and proposed that the department help us
and enable us to get another 10 per cent, still soundly
environmentally used. That would improve the
productivity of the region enormously.
If we increased the current 35 per cent by another
10 per cent, that would enable a $55 million investment
from increased productivity back into the region. That
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is based on modelling of increasing grass production,
which would then be turned into milk and which would
then have a value of $55 million. We already employ
people in the dairy industry. Not only the dairy industry
but also the wool industry, the sheep meat industry, the
beef industry and the cropping industry can benefit
from an increased irrigation capacity. In the dairy
industry alone we employ over 10 000 people in
South-West Coast. The value currently of that milk on
farm is $192 million, of which 80 per cent gets
reinjected straight back into the community, which is a
figure of $153 million.
We currently have the legislation in place to be able to
have that 10 per cent extra. We just need the minister to
urge the department to actually get on and find ways of
doing this. Those ways are actually already identified
by the great work that the people in the food and fibre
group, which I was very involved with before coming
into this place, have done the modelling on. If we just
get people in the department doing the job that they
should be doing, then that $55 million would equate to
another 340 jobs. Every $1 million that is produced in
the dairy industry in South-West Coast creates
6.17 jobs. If you put another $55 million in, that is
another 340 jobs, so it is very significant.
That is just one of the things we need to do. We need to
enable that extra 10 per cent. We could obviously do
more and still do it very safely from an environmental
perspective. We can also access the Dilwyn aquifer,
which is about a kilometre underground. I have seen
schemes in Canada and there are some across the world
and even in Tasmania. For a small investment of
around $2 million you can enable three to 20 irrigators
along a small scheme. There is a very insignificant
ongoing cost to the government, but there is increased
availability of water and therefore increased
productivity.
We know that the world is going to face some
challenges in producing enough food for a growing
population, so I think we have a sense of responsibility
to be able to export food the way we do to the world
and to make sure we do it responsibly. The water exists
and the studies are done and we can do it in a way that
increases productivity very effectively.
There is also a third point I wanted to make about how
we can do better in South-West Coast, and we have the
ability there already to do it. That is to allow for what is
known as winter run take. Rather than allocating water
in the summer to farmers, allowing them to build dams
on their properties and allowing the winter run to go
into the dams is far better environmentally for the river.
In summer there is no take-off because they have
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already got the water stored, so it is far better for river
health as well.
I think what we need to do is not just put a bill in that
does very little but actually get our departments that
have the capacity to do things doing them now. This is
a case in point: I know the food and fibre group had a
meeting with the minister just recently to put this case
forward, so I urge the minister to take heed and think
about how we can get this going already.
The bill also talks about the importance of the
Aboriginal community having some input, and I think
that is really good because in the South-West Coast
electorate we have got the example of the Budj Bim
project, which is a project in the area north of Portland
and west of Warrnambool. What we see there is that for
6500 years the Aboriginal community were eeling and
using a farming system very similar to what you see
today in sheep farming or cattle farming whereby you
fence and rotationally graze and have rest areas. This is
what the Aboriginal community were doing back then,
so clearly there was an affinity and understanding of
intensive farming way back 6500 years ago. It is
important to make sure we do the consultation with
people who have investments, such as farmers who
have been farming in the area for 150 years or
180 years and the Aboriginal community who — some
of them — have been farming there for 6500 years.
I do see that we have some important elements to this
bill, but I do think it is rather amusing that we have the
other side, as mentioned already, standing up and
talking for just a few minutes on a subject they have
very little knowledge about. The lead speaker could not
even fill the 10 minutes allocated to talk about the
importance of such an important resource that we must
do well and continue to do well to manage and one we
know will be something we must allocate responsibly. I
think we have got an opportunity to do that very, very
well in the south-west, as we have been doing for a
very long time and want to continue to do as an
organised group of producers and community members
working with the shires and councils, the farming
community, research organisations such as WestVic
Dairy and the United Dairyfarmers of Victoria — all
working in a way that ensures we get the best out of the
region, improve our productivity and profitability,
create jobs and take part in the challenge the world has
in front of it.
I have probably said this in this place before: we as an
organised community worldwide in the next 50 years
have to produce exactly the same amount of food as we
have produced since we started organised farming some
500 years ago. Before that we were just subsistence
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farmers. Given that we only have about 7 per cent of the
world’s surface to do that on and we have an increasing
population — we are predicted to get to 10 billion people
in the next few years — we have a real challenge on our
hands. I think we have a social obligation, and people
like the community of South-West Coast have the ability
to produce more responsibly and reliably to do exactly
that. Enabling communities to unlock latent capacity, I
think, is what we really need to see our policies
providing opportunity for.
I would rather see a lot more walking the walk. We
know food is important. We talk about white papers for
agriculture, but so far talking the talk is about as far as I
can see it going. Here is an opportunity. The food and
fibre community in South-West Coast have answers.
The opportunity is there. This bill does not even need to
pass for that to take place. I urge the minister to work
closely with the food and fibre community of
South-West Coast and to get the department to get on
with servicing their customers, the consumer, enabling
rather than standing in the way and making life
challenging. I will leave it at that.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (16:01) — I am always
pleased to join debate on any water bills that are before
this house, and I am pleased today to join the debate on
the Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill
2017. I say at the outset that we have been asked to
curtail our contributions, so in the time that I have
before me — it would be about half the normal
10 minutes speaking time — I do want to say that I
speak in support of the bill but against the amendment
proposed by the member for Euroa, which says that
there must be a regulatory impact statement completed
on the bill’s proposed regime for salinity impact. In
practice, water agencies have been dealing with the
impact of salinity for I think now almost my youngest
son’s entire life — he is 27 — since certainly the early
to mid-90s. To actually delay something along these
lines I think would actually disadvantage those the
National Party would purport to represent.
The second part of the amendment is saying that there
should be a regulatory impact statement on salinity
impact until the government agrees to revert to the
original time frame for reviewing northern Victoria’s
long-term water assessment plan for 2018. The bill says
that we should be aligning the date for the long-term
water resource assessment for northern Victoria with
the context of the commonwealth’s review of the
Murray-Darling Basin plan in 2026. I think the
community has been engaged in that plan for some long
period of time, and I think the community wants to see
all three states — actually I think there might be four —
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that are party to that plan and the commonwealth
actually trying to get this right.
In relation to the substantive part of the bill, I am really
pleased to see that it enshrines the involvement of
Aboriginal people and other cultural values and uses of
the waterways. The member for South-West Coast
mentioned Budj Bim, which is just out of Macarthur and
just out of Heywood. I was there about six or eight
weeks ago, around the time of the regional partnership
forum — the day after. At school, probably like the
member for South-West Coast given that we went to the
same school — I am not sure, she was a few years
behind me —
Ms Britnell interjected.
Ms GREEN — Not that many — four or five. Our
school used to have a school camp at what was called
Mount Eccles in those days. I must say to see how that
land and those waterways are being managed now is
just so different. It is just so amazing with the return of
the water there. There is 6600-year-old evidence of the
world’s longest continuous civilisation, the Australian
Indigenous people, the Gunditjmara. There is evidence
that they were involved in aquaculture. There are stone
structures of aquaculture for the farming of eels that
date back to 6600 years ago. That is actually older than
Stonehenge and older than the Pyramids.
I am really pleased that our government and the federal
government are supporting an application for World
Heritage listing for this location. There are also stone
houses there. So that whole assumption since European
colonisation that our Indigenous people were purely
nomadic and had made little impact on the land could
not be further from the truth in the south-west of the
state. I really look forward to when the United Nations
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization
comes out to do that assessment. I think it will be an
absolute game changer not just for tourism in this state,
in this country, but worldwide. For those of us who are
descendant of the colonising people over the last 200 or
so years I think that it will really make a difference in
connecting us to that culture and making reparations for
what has occurred to Indigenous people over that time.
To see that Indigenous people are now involved in
managing that country and managing those waterways
in the ways that they would have done thousands of
years ago is a bit similar to the Yarra River Protection
(Wilip-gin Birrarung murron) Bill 2017 we introduced.
That was the first time that Indigenous people in the
Wurundjeri-willam clan and other related parties in the
Port Phillip region have actually spoken in this chamber
in Wurundjeri language. The bill that was before the
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house then involves our Indigenous people in managing
the Yarra, Birrarung Marr. With the Plenty River and
other tributaries — Darebin Creek and Merri Creek are
tributaries of that river — across our state, I think that
having Indigenous people managing those waterways
and their connection to country is something we can
only learn a lot from. So I think that is a really
important part to have within this bill in giving effect to
the Victorian water plan.
We are a government that is really about ensuring water
security. In previous governments that I have had the
privilege to serve in, we have really wanted to get
ahead of the game with climate change and with
cyclical droughts that are becoming more and more
significant in our state. A water grid allows us to make
the most of the scarce resources, to continue to have
potable water for communities across Victoria and to
have access for domestic use and also for commercial
use because we need to have jobs growth in regional
Victoria. But it is particularly important for agriculture
that we have water across the state.
I commend the work of the Minister for Water. Like
she does in every portfolio that she grabs hold of, she is
incredibly diligent and makes sure she gets across the
detail. This bill is another example of that attention to
detail from this minister and is in stark contrast to those
opposite, like the member for Murray Plains and
Leader of The Nationals, and their approach to water.
They might talk tough now and say that they actually
care about farmers and the agricultural sector having
access to decent water and a decent regime, but it was
so different on their watch. All we saw was the Office
of Living It Up. They were more interested in
featherbedding for their National Party mates and staff
members, as was found by independent inquiries and
reports tabled in this Parliament. This side of politics
would not have indulged in something as appalling as
those opposite did with that complete misuse of
money — the signing of agreements and tenders with
no tender process, involving National Party mates and
electorate officers who had no experience with water at
all and who were making huge profits out of this sector.
We will not do that on this side of the house. We will
not be like the Leader of The Nationals and his indolent
and wasteful Office of Living It Up. We will be more
diligent and actually have a plan that connects to people
in the community and looks to the future, not just
simple featherbedding. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (16:11) — I rise to make
a contribution in relation to the Water and Catchment
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. In doing so it was
interesting to hear from a range of members across this
house because of the geographical diversity of a
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number of those who have spoken. Water means
different things to different people in different parts of
the state. In the north we are very dry, and irrigation is
the lifeblood of our communities. That terminology is
used very commonly up in our region. Water is an
extremely complex issue and no more so than up our
way, and with the overlay of the Murray-Darling Basin
plan that complexity is even greater.
I must say that when there was a reshuffle in this
government just a couple of years ago and our water
minister was made the police minister, I was very
pleased that she held onto the water portfolio, because
for someone to come in cold and try to understand it
would have been a very big challenge. I think the
minister has been well received in our northern
communities in relation to water issues. Her support for
communities in relation to the Murray-Darling Basin
plan and how that impacts on Victoria has been
commendable to date. We urge her to continue on the
path that she has taken, particularly as it relates to the
450 gigalitres of water that we are at risk of seeing
come out of our communities to service South
Australia’s needs.
This is a bill that will amend the Water Act 1989 and
the Catchment and Land Protection Act 1994 to
provide recognition of the social and recreational value
of waterways and catchments as well as the
involvement of Aboriginal Victorians in their
management and planning. From my observations,
those things have been happening for a very long time;
this legislation is really just embedding that notion in
the legislation. I have noticed over many years with my
involvement through various organisations that we seek
to have Aboriginal input into many aspects of water
management and land management. Indeed I think we
would all be well aware that it is quite an impost on our
Aboriginal communities to be able to service all the
committees, boards and organisations that we have in
our communities where we are wanting input from our
Indigenous communities, so we need to recognise that
as part of the burden that they bear in giving us
information.
In relation to recreational matters, again sometimes I do
think sometimes city people do not realise how
important our waterways are to us in the country. We
have something like 30 000 visitors to the Murray
River on the Victorian side between Yarrawonga and
Echuca. Correct me if I am wrong on those numbers,
anyone, but it is huge. They go up there, they camp,
they use the Murray and they enjoy the beaches that are
created along the Murray during the summer. There
was a year when environmental water was sent down
the river by the Murray-Darling Basin Authority

Tuesday, 28 November 2017

(MDBA) during the summer, and of course all those
beaches were under water. The river was flowing at
such a height that it really affected tourism in the area
and the numbers of people who came to our Murray
River towns. Lessons were learned from that, and I
understand they are doing things better.
Among other objectives, this legislation also aims to
reset long-term water resource assessments and to push
out the commencement date from 2018 to 2025 to
coincide with the commonwealth review of the
Murray-Darling Basin plan in 2026. I do not feel
confident that that is an appropriate step. I would urge
the government to go ahead with its assessment at the
time that it intended to, at the time that is currently
legislated for, rather than pushing it out, because I have
very little confidence in the Murray-Darling Basin
Authority being on task and undertaking the sort of
review it is meant to do by 2026. Given the
extraordinary disarray which exists throughout the
Murray-Darling Basin currently, I see that as a really
important issue for the government. Victoria needs to
be doing its own assessment and understanding where it
sits across the whole of Victoria, but no more so than in
our northern communities.
The bill makes clear the role of the Victorian water
minister to engage with irrigators and ensure measures
to control salinity levels in the north of the state. We
remember the serious salinity problems, probably of the
1980s and 90s, but in some ways it has been easy for us
to forget that in the north for a while because of the
millennium drought which sort of defrayed some of
those concerns. In fact it is easy to forget a lot of things
about water, but I well recall the time when there was a
real possibility that Melbourne might one day be
without water. The drought was such that it was so
concerning and so very important that there be enough
resource in the state for people to have enough just for
human consumption. It is easy to forget these things,
and when I hear the political banter between the parties
about desalination and all of those things I often think,
‘But do you remember that Melbourne could have run
out of water had that drought gone on?’. I think it is
very important that we acknowledge our history.
Victoria has a strong history of water reform over many
years with emphasis on compliance demonstrated by its
strict metering of water throughout Victoria and in
particular northern Victoria, where the modernisation
has been going on. I think we need more transparency
in some respects, particularly in relation to the
operation of the water register. Overall, Victoria has
pulled its weight in relation to the Murray-Darling
Basin plan, and it has often been said in our regional
areas that our rural communities have done much of the
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heavy lifting when it comes to the provision of water
for the environment to date.

will be looking into the effectiveness of the
Murray-Darling Basin Authority.

The Murray-Darling Basin Authority and the
management around water is really at a crisis point as
far as I can see, and to just highlight that I would like to
draw this house’s attention to the fact that there are
numerous inquiries, reviews and indeed a royal
commission now happening. On 24 July this year Four
Corners ran a program in relation to the abuse of water
resources, particularly in northern New South Wales.
As a result of that the New South Wales government set
up an independent inquiry, headed by Ken Matthews.
He handed down an interim report on 11 September. It
was damning and found that the state’s water
compliance and enforcement have been ineffectual and
require significant and urgent improvements.

I think based on all of that we can see that water
management is a shambles. Water management, as a
result of many things but in particular the
Murray-Darling Basin plan, the Murray-Darling Basin
Authority’s own issues, the behaviour of the state of
New South Wales and the state of Queensland, and the
demands of South Australia, leaves us in a position
where we as communities in regional Victoria are
extremely concerned. We believe that the
Murray-Darling Basin plan should be put on pause: hit
the pause button, let all these inquiries run their course
and let us find out what has really been happening and
what should really happen to properly manage our
water resources.

Following on from that Four Corners report the
commonwealth initiated a Murray-Darling Basin
Authority review of compliance in the basin and set up
an independent panel to work side by side with that.
That was released just on Saturday. Again, it was quite
damning of many aspects of water management across
particularly New South Wales and Queensland, with
some observations about the other states. That is two.
The third one is the Australian National Audit Office
audit of the national partnership agreement. That also
looks at issues around performance under the
Murray-Darling Basin agreement. The fourth one is
referrals of persons to the New South Wales
Independent Commission Against Corruption, again
arising out of the Four Corners report.

Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (16:21) — I am
pleased to add my comments in regard to this important
piece of legislation before the house, the Water and
Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. As we
know, and as others who have already spoken on this
bill recognised, water is one of those resources that is so
important to human life. It is important to community
life and central to so much that we do in our
communities and across this state.

A Senate inquiry into the integrity of the water market,
moved by Senator Hanson-Young, is currently
underway. The Ernst & Young report is currently being
undertaken and will be delivered to the ministerial
council on 19 December looking at how the
450 gigalitres might be recovered. South Australia has
established a royal commission into this matter. The
New South Wales Ombudsman has delivered two
reports in relation to water compliance in New South
Wales, and the two of them have been buried. An
interim one was tabled in Parliament just recently and
raises very serious concerns about water management.
Don Blackmore chaired the expert panel which was set
up by the ministers for water in New South Wales and
Victoria. He raised a number of concerns about the
Murray-Darling Basin plan’s initial establishment, the
lack of benchmarks, the lack of agreement across a
range of things and a real lack of transparency in the
MDBA. The Productivity Commission has looked at
the issue of water, and it is understood that next year it

We know that good governments recognise that we
need to look ahead to keep tabs on our water resources
and to ensure that we can plan ahead in terms of the
water use that people want to take advantage of in the
years ahead. We know of course that a potable water
supply is important for drinking — for human and
animal consumption and in industry. We know it is
important when growing our crops in irrigation areas in
particular but also in other areas, and we know it is
important for recreation.
If we do not keep an eye on the water resources that are
available to us, we can end up in dire circumstances. I
am thoroughly aware of that in my electorate of
Buninyong. I remember particularly my earlier time in
government when we saw over a number of years
below average rainfall. While people kept thinking, ‘It
will rain; we’ll get the rain sooner or later’, we had a
period of 11 years of below-average rainfall until 2009.
It was very important that the government had been
watching these issues develop and had planned ahead.
A city like Ballarat would have been out of water by
2009 had the former Labor government not invested in
the goldfields super-pipe that brought water to Bendigo
and to Ballarat from central Victoria and recognised
that we need to look at our water supplies over the
whole of the state, to link them together as needed and
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to make the best use of that water. The former Labor
government of course also constructed most of the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, which had seen irrigation
water previously wasted or water running from the
Grampians to other areas, to ensure that farming
territory in the Wimmera and Mallee had water supply.
We saw that so much of that was being wasted as it was
running through poor-quality irrigation canals and into
the sand before it ever got to its final destination.
A whole lot has happened under good government
leadership to ensure that irrigation water is better used
and that we keep water within pipes rather than in open
irrigation channels. We know that within an urban
setting — and we have educated our community so
well in recent years — it is inappropriate to wash cars
with hose water. We know it is important to manage
water sensibly within our homes, using a range of
sensible water-saving principles.
I was pleased to visit a school in my electorate,
St James Parish School in Sebastopol, late last week.
The students there had undertaken a range of
sustainable practices, and one of them was to ensure
that across their school community they were aware of
their water usage. They put signage around their taps at
the school to make sure people did not waste water, and
they were getting that message out there.
It is important that no government takes this for
granted, and that is why this government last year
produced its Water for Victoria plan, which plans ahead
for the next 10, 15 and 20 years and recognises that we
need to continue to do regular assessments of our water
supplies around the state and that we need to talk with
our communities about the appropriate usage of water.
In this bill, as well as recognising the importance of
water for irrigation and the importance of ensuring that
we keep our potable water supplies maintained, we
need to recognise that recreation is important and that a
range of recreational uses need to be recognised within
our legislation, just as we recognise that our Indigenous
communities have had special historical associations
with water and need to be included in consultation in
regard to the best ways to use our water.
The other important thing in my community has been
recognising that there are a number of stressed rivers.
There are stressed rivers right across the state, but none
are more stressed than those in the Leigh-Moorabool
catchment area. So we have needed to recognise that
we have to maintain environmental flows — that is,
that we cannot retain all water just for human
consumption, for industrial use and for irrigation. We
need to ensure environmental flows. This bill attempts
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to ensure that we get the balance right and that we do
our regular assessments — not just for the north of the
state, where we know there are certainly issues of water
availability into the future, but for all of the state.
Of course I would have loved to have been able to talk
for the full 10 minutes normally available to members,
but I know that we have an important legislative
program to continue with this week, so I want to
commend the Minister for Water on the great work she
has done and say that I am really pleased to be part of a
government that recognises that we do need to keep
looking ahead in terms of recognising the importance of
our water usage. This bill is vitally important to keep
moving on to see that we are planning for the next 10 or
15 years, and I commend this bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HALFPENNY
(Thomastown).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

VOLUNTARY ASSISTED DYING BILL 2017
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following
amendments considered:
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”.

5.

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—
“( ) Despite subsection (1)(d)(iii), if the person is
diagnosed with a disease, illness or medical
condition that is neurodegenerative, that
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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—
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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
sets out the specialist registered medical
practitioner’s determination.

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”.
18. Heading to clause 67, after “Registrar” insert “and
Coroner”.
19. Clause 67, after line 34 insert—

()

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.”.

“( ) 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—

10. Clause 19, line 31 omit “process.” and insert “process;”.
11. Clause 19, after line 31 insert—
“( ) that if the person is receiving ongoing health
services from a registered medical practitioner
other than the co-ordinating medical

(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
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voluntary assisted dying substance
specified in the permit was not
self-administered by the person or
administered to the person; or

(b) outlines the support services available to
assist the contact person with the
performance of the requirement referred
to in paragraph (a).”.

(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

25. Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 115—

(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”.

“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.

22. Clause 72, after line 34 insert—
“( ) a person was ordinarily resident in Victoria
for at least 12 months at the time of making a
first request; or
()

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—
“AA Board to provide information to the
contact person after the notification of the
person’s death
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

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

(ii) voluntary assisted dying was the manner
of death.”.
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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”.
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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?

“(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

☐ Yes
☐ No

If a referral was required, provide details of the
referral and attach a clinical report from that
specialist.”.

If No, why not?

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
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?
[Specify reasons]”.

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

Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) (16:28) — I
move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

In speaking to my motion I would like to note and
underscore the fact that the Voluntary Assisted Dying
Bill 2017 was passed by the Legislative Council with a
number of amendments. Whilst the government took the
view when the bill was in this chamber that we would
seek to pass it without amendment — and ultimately a
majority of members of this chamber voted to that
end — it is not something that I shy away from that a
number of compromises were required in order to secure
passage of the bill through the Legislative Council.
As a person who engaged with members of the
Legislative Council to discuss possible amendments —
our first and foremost priority was around protecting
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the integrity of the bill and the framework that has been
so meticulously debated and designed — I am very
confident in providing advice to this chamber that that
objective has been achieved. Those compromises
provided sufficient comfort to members of the
Legislative Council to support the bill, but very
importantly did not undermine the integrity of the bill
or the framework.
I will just briefly step through the amendments that
have been outlined. The default eligibility for access to
voluntary assisted dying was altered from being for
people expected to die within weeks or months but no
longer than 12 months down to 6 months, with an
additional amendment, that was supported, that
contains an exception for people with
neurodegenerative disorders who will be able to request
voluntary assisted dying when their death is expected
within 12 months. In those cases an additional
independent assessment will be required by a specialist
with expertise in that person’s disease.
One of the other amendments that has passed related to
the concept of ‘ordinarily a resident of Victoria’, a
matter that was a subject of great speculation and
debate when it was in this chamber. There has been an
amendment accepted that a person must have lived in
Victoria for at least 12 months before being able to
make a request for voluntary assisted dying. That
requirement is now an express provision of the bill.
An additional amendment that passed the Council was
that a person who has a mental illness must be referred
to a psychiatrist for an assessment. I would make the
argument that that was already an inherent requirement
of the bill, but that was made explicit by virtue of an
amendment insofar as it relates to mental illness and the
potential impact that might have on decision-making
capacity. Both assessing doctors must encourage the
person to inform their regular doctor of their intention
to access voluntary assisted dying.
If the assessing doctor is not the person’s regular doctor
then the outcome of that conversation must be recorded
on the schedule was another amendment that passed the
Legislative Council. Also that the contact person will
be required to return any unused voluntary assisted
dying substance within 15 days as opposed to the
30 days that was in the original bill, and that the
Voluntary Assisted Dying Review Board be given a
role to follow up with the contact person in order to
advise on the safe return of any unused medication
within the prescribed time.
We also had great debate in this chamber about the
inherent jurisdiction of the coroner. A compromise
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position in the Legislative Council that was struck was
that a note be added to the bill that the coroner be
informed of all voluntary assisted dying deaths, but the
deaths still remain non-reportable; again it would be my
argument that that was already inherent in the bill, but
making that explicit really spoke to some of the
concerns of some members of the Legislative Council.
The death certificate for people who have accessed
voluntary assisted dying will now record the manner of
death as voluntary assisted dying, but the cause of death
will remain the underlying condition. Again, a
reasonably contested debate has occurred on those very
issues and I note that in our earlier debate about deferral
of consideration of these amendments that was a matter
of some concern to the member for Box Hill. Given his
interest in that issue, I trust that goes some way to
addressing his concerns. The doctor, with the consent
of the person, will be required to explain to the family
the process of voluntary assisted dying, and
self-administration is an additional amendment. Finally,
additional requirements for information to be collected
by the Voluntary Assisted Dying Review Board will be
provided to Parliament.
That is a summary of the amendments that were agreed
upon and were the subject of a majority vote in the
Legislative Council. I know there are some that will
make the argument that, given that the government took
the view that it did in respect of amendments when the
bill was being considered in the Assembly, perhaps
some of those amendments will go to addressing their
concerns. I would make the observation that the house
of review has done its job. The position of the
government is that we have not accepted any
amendments that would undermine the integrity of the
bill, but we recognised that compromise was required if
we were to secure the successful passage of the bill
through the house.
This bill has been the subject of one of the longest
debates ever in the Parliament of Victoria, a matter that
all of us have felt at a physical, intellectual, political
and emotional level. In acknowledging that I also want
to use this opportunity to express my gratitude to the
parliamentary staff, in particular to the office of
parliamentary counsel that I know have worked
tirelessly. As a person who has worked with them in
respect of that I want to have Hansard record my
gratitude to them as well.
In response to the member for Box Hill’s earlier
contribution when we were considering this issue from
a procedural perspective, I made the point that the
Legislative Assembly considered this bill at the
second-reading stage for 16 hours and 28 minutes. It
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considered it in detail for 20 hours and 37 minutes.
When the matter went to the Legislative Council it
considered it at second reading and was debated for
14 hours, and then the committee stage of the
Legislative Council considered the bill for 47 hours and
27 minutes.
That is a significant period of time and it is certainly
my view that the time for consideration and to vote on
this bill including the amendments is now. This is a
matter that had its genesis two and a half years ago
with the upper house parliamentary committee, a
matter that was the subject of great debate and
consultation, as was the process used by the
ministerial advisory panel — and I would like to again
acknowledge the panel members, particularly the
chair, Brian Owler, and express my gratitude to the
members of the upper house committee as well.
This has been a long, contested, debated and
consultative process. The Parliament in my view has
done its job. It has expressed its will by virtue of
majority votes in both the Assembly chamber and the
Council chamber, and it is my contention to this
chamber and to members of Parliament that it is now
time for us to do our job.
Often in the course of this debate we have heard the
argument that this bill does not come into effect until
2019, so what is a little more delay? My rejoinder to
that is that the implementation work, if this bill is
successfully passed, can only begin if this bill is passed.
It would require the Governor’s assent to the legal
provisions in this bill for the implementation period to
be activated. So I think referring to the 2019 date is a
misnomer of an argument. I think it is a Trojan horse
argument in which people have sought to delay and
defer consideration of this bill. It is a bill that has been
thoroughly considered and debated not only by this
Parliament but by members of the community and by
expert advice. For those who are suffering unbearable
pain and unbearable suffering with terminal illnesses, I
implore and beg of this Parliament for us to focus on
their needs, to get on with doing our job and to not seek
to delay or defer this bill anymore.
When I say that I wish this bill a speedy passage
through the house, I cannot say it with any more
passion, desire, ambition and hope than that. But I wish
this bill a very speedy passage through the house.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (16:38) — As the debate on
this bill has progressed, it has become increasingly clear
that Victoria has a huge shortfall in the availability of
palliative care. On a conservative estimate more than
10 000 Victorians are dying in needless pain each year
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because they cannot get palliative care. While those
who urge this bill upon us argue passionately that
voluntary assisted dying (VAD) is needed to end the
suffering of 150 Victorians a year, they intend to leave
more than 60 times that number to continue to die in
pain. This should be completely unacceptable to
anyone. Whether you support VAD in principle or not,
we should all be agreed that no Victorian should be
forced to choose VAD because they cannot get access
to palliative care that would ease their pain. I appeal to
all members of this house not to allow this bill to
proceed until that situation has been ended. For that
reason I move:
That all the words after ‘amendments’ be omitted with the
view of inserting in their place the words ‘be deferred
indefinitely’.

I ask that that amendment be circulated.
If this bill is passed, the well-off worried well, like the
Andrew Dentons and the Brian Owlers of this world,
may feel able to sleep more soundly in the belief that
they will qualify, if needed, to take home a bottle of
VAD substance to ease their fears of what may lie ahead.
However, while they may sleep soundly in their
new-found comfort, the marginalised, the impoverished,
the disadvantaged and the rural battlers will continue to
die with nights made sleepless not just by fears of the
future, but by real, present and unrelenting pain.
It seems the Premier’s slogan is now that equality is not
negotiable except for palliative care. Suffering is not
just a statistic; it is about real people. It is about the man
who was left lying alone with an untreated
maggot-infested tumour, unable to sleep for weeks due
to the pain and receiving nothing but occasional wound
dressing from his local GP’s clinic. It is about the man
who was sent home to rural Victoria from a major
metropolitan hospital after five days of radiology with
no access to palliative care and who eventually turned
up at a small rural hospital with severe pain and
shortness of breath despite having taken huge quantities
of inappropriate pain medicines that would have soon
killed him. It is about the daughter phoning around
desperately seeking pain relief for her mother suffering
from bone cancer after her oncologist and GP could do
nothing to help and the community palliative care
service was unable to see her for several days. It is
about the 94-year-old woman sent from hospital to
residential care while still suffering from severe
stomach pain, whose visiting GP removed the pain
patch because he thought it was causing constipation
but gave her no alternative pain relief.
These are the gaps and inadequacies in palliative care in
Victoria at the moment. That is the reality that we are
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facing. They are a few examples of the thousands of
Victorians who are being left to die in needless pain and
who will continue to die in needless pain despite this
bill. For all the sanctimonious talk of compassion, for
month after month the Premier and the Minister for
Health have ignored those needs. They pretended they
did not even exist. Suddenly two weeks ago they
scrambled to announce a hopelessly inadequate
package — a package rushed out on a Tuesday with
one set of item descriptions, and not until Thursday,
two days later, was a press release issued with a
completely reworked set of descriptions. The package
that was announced two weeks ago provides just
$9 million a year in ongoing palliative care funding
compared to the $65 million a year minimum that
Palliative Care Victoria estimates is needed. In other
words, it will barely meet the needs of one Victorian in
seven who cannot get palliative care. The other six out
of seven dying Victorians can just continue to die in
pain as far as the Premier and the Minister for Health
are concerned.
Even the government admits this package will provide
home-based palliative care for only 1215 dying patients
a year across rural and regional Victoria. There are no
additional inpatient palliative care beds whatsoever,
while the extra funding for palliative care consultancy
services provides less than one-third of the funding
needed across Victoria, where 60 per cent of
consultancy services are currently unable to meet
demand. On top of that there is no funding in the
package to ensure workforce availability nor for
education for other health professionals in palliative
care. That is despite the fact that ignorance amongst
health professionals about modern pain relief
techniques is one of the biggest contributors to needless
pain for dying Victorians. This is something we learned
from the many, many examples of painful deaths that
were cited during the course of this debate — deaths
where, on closer examination, pain could have been
avoided with proper palliative care.
The package that was announced by the government
two weeks ago was accompanied by an announcement
of yet another review of palliative care services and
their funding — a review that is required to be
completed in just three months — and that is after the
government has sat on its hands and done virtually
nothing for two years since the Auditor-General
recommended that the government review palliative
care service provision as a priority to understand gaps
in the system, to better forecast demand and to inform
future service planning. It is also after the government
has done virtually nothing since the end-of-life choices
report in 2016 made 28 recommendations to improve
palliative care.

Tuesday, 28 November 2017

Those rural members who were led to believe the
government’s package would meet the needs of their
constituents have been cruelly deceived and let down,
as have their electorates and all Victorians. Whether or
not you support VAD in principle, how can anyone
support VAD being rolled out until there is proper
palliative care available as an alternative? If you offer
VAD while denying palliative care, that is not kindness
or compassion; it is callous inhumanity. It is saying to
people, ‘You’re in terrible pain. I could end your pain,
but I won’t. However, I’m happy to help you kill
yourself’. We have heard stories of heartless insurance
companies in Oregon that will not pay for cancer drugs
but will pay for VAD, and we think that cannot happen
here. If we offer VAD but do not offer palliative care,
we are doing exactly the same as those insurers.
Each of us may have different views about the merits of
VAD, but surely we do not believe in a two-class world
where some people are forced to choose VAD because
they cannot get the palliative care they need to end their
pain, while others who have the money or have the
contacts can continue to spend their final days pain-free
with friends or family. That is why I have moved the
amendment that I have, so that if the amendment is
agreed to, this bill will lapse. Whether you oppose
VAD or support it, we should all insist that VAD
should not start until Victorians have a genuine choice,
and thousands of Victorians will not get that choice
under what was announced two weeks ago.
The debates both in this house and in the Legislative
Council and other recent events have not only
highlighted the lack of true choice that Victorians
would have, but they have also further exposed the
many dangers and flaws of the bill. Even if you
consider it could be possible to have a safe model for
voluntary assisted dying, it is clear that this bill is not it.
Time and time again in the Legislative Council,
Minister Jennings was forced to resort to repeating the
untruths, the half-truths and the evasions that have
characterised the spin-doctoring case for this bill. It was
repeatedly claimed in the Legislative Council that the
bill will not open a Pandora’s box, that its limits will
hold over time and that there is no such thing as a
slippery slope. Yet within just days of this bill passing
the Legislative Council, we are already seeing in our
media calls for extensions of the operation of the bill
and talk about the need for people to be allowed to
authorise euthanasia by advance directive, something
that Alzheimer’s Australia was calling for even before
the bill was introduced.
Ms Fiona Patten told the Legislative Council she did
not see any mobile death vans when she visited the
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Netherlands with the Legal and Social Issues
Committee, but the UK Guardian newspaper of
9 November this year carries a detailed article about the
Levenseindekliniek death clinic in Amsterdam, which
specialises in sending doctors and nurses to people’s
homes to dispatch patients whose own doctors consider
they do not qualify, and which expects to end the lives
of 720 patients this year alone. That follows on from
Boudewijn Chabot, who was one of the leading early
Dutch advocates for euthanasia on the grounds of
existential distress, expressing alarm at the rate at which
euthanasia is now taking place amongst demented and
chronic psychiatric patients.
In Canada, within a year of their legislation being
passed, there are calls for extensions of it for children,
for mental illness and for advance directives. There
have also been multiple extensions in the Netherlands
and Belgium, both by legislation and by guidelines,
despite the denials that we have heard.
Advocates point to Oregon as an alleged exception to
the slippery slope phenomenon, but there have been
multiple attempted extensions of the legislation there.
The main reason they have failed to date is that
euthanasia advocates themselves have opposed them
because they do not want to create a slippery slope
argument that could be used to oppose extensions of
VAD to other US states. We have also heard
Switzerland cited as an example, but in Switzerland
euthanasia does not form part of the health system.
Their laws simply provide that non-selfish assisted
suicide is not an offence under their criminal code.
The fact is that once you cross the threshold of
legitimising the intentional ending of life, attitudes
towards other people come to involve a calculus of
whether or not we think their life is worth living. If we
think someone’s life is worth living, we urge them not
to kill themselves. If we think their life is not worth
living, we give our endorsement to them taking their
own life. Even worse than that, we seek to make and
then to implement our own judgements when someone
else is not in a position to decide for themselves.
Karen Hitchcock is a Melbourne doctor who has cared
for hundreds of often elderly patients in hospitals
around Australia. She sums it up powerfully in her
essay in the Monthly magazine of December 2015,
which I can commend to all honourable members to
read if they read nothing else about this debate. In her
essay ‘The right to die or the right to kill’ she says, and
I quote:
Euthanasia is a cheap solution to the difficult and complex
problem of caring for those dependent, suffering and dying.
We search for a clear line beyond which we should agree:
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Yes, your life is not worth living. The line is always arbitrary.
And it is a cliff, not a line.
Any attempt to make death easy will inevitably expose those
in the community who are vulnerable to untimely deaths, to
feeling worthless and burdensome. No panel of doctors or
booklet of rules, no ream of checks and balances, can prevent
this invisible coercion based on new social norms. It is
clinicians on the front line who see this invisible coercion in
action: patients apologising for taking up beds, for being a
burden, for finding themselves disgusting and so wishing they
could die.
I can understand why killing might be framed as a humane
response to your diminished function, physical suffering and
mental anguish. But our responsibility is to help make your
life bearable. I hope for a society with the values and the
resources to allow us to say, don’t be scared. We will attend
to you, ease your pain, witness your anguish. No, we will not
kill you.

Box Hill Hospital in my electorate has the motto
‘Curanda vita’ — life is to be cared for. Such a maxim
ceases to be unconditional once we start regarding
some lives as not worth living. The guiding principle
becomes, ‘We’ll care for you if we think your life is
worth it. If not, we’ll get rid of you as quickly and
humanely as possible’. In fact far too many health
professionals in Victoria already have that attitude.
Victoria is not at the top of a slippery slope with this
legislation; we are already sliding down it at an
increasing pace.
It was argued in the Legislative Council, for example,
that this bill is acceptable because we already starve and
dehydrate people to death. However, we should not be
doing that either. We should not stop providing food
and fluid for a comatose patient with the intention of
causing their death. There can be times very close to
death when nutrition and hydration are of no further
benefit or can even be a burden, and at those times it
can be appropriate to withdraw them. However, to
withdraw nutrition and hydration for the purpose of
ending the life of someone who will not die otherwise,
or will not die quickly enough, is appalling. Those who
are responsible for instigating the tragic taking of life
that has occurred in this way in Victoria since 2003
have a lot to answer for.
Once we embark on the intentional ending of life rather
than the ending of pain, we get into the mindset of
making judgements about whose lives are worth living
and whose lives are not, and these judgements tend to be
exercised more and more freely as time goes on. It is no
wonder that Liz Carr and other disability activists are
alarmed at the direction in which VAD will take us and
are fighting it every step of the way. Exactly how that is
going to play out in a society that ceases to regard all life
as worth living is going to depend on the particular
culture and context of that society. Given Victoria’s past
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record, if we do not come to our senses I very much fear
that we are likely to end up with death by VCAT, with
this current bill being amended over time so that VCAT
will be empowered to appoint a guardian to authorise
someone’s euthanasia on the grounds that they might
have wanted it if they had but turned their minds to it
before they lost the capacity to do so.
It was also repeatedly claimed in the Legislative Council
that doctors and nurses are killing off patients anyway
with overdoses of painkillers and that the bill will
regulate this unregulated practice. However, the claim of
regulating the unregulated is a complete falsehood. Cases
where doctors or nurses allegedly finish off comatose
patients in their final days are not cases that would
qualify under the bill, and the bill creates no new
offences and no new reporting obligations other than for
misapplying the VAD law. In other words, there is
nothing in the bill that regulates any improper or illegal
conduct that is separate from VAD.
With modern palliative care practices there is no need
for hastening the death of a patient in order to relieve
pain or physical distress. As Dr Karen Hitchcock writes
in her essay in the Monthly:
I have never seen a dying patient whose physical suffering
was untreatable. The combination of morphine and
midazolam is extremely powerful; it can be administered and
titrated up very quickly. Barbiturates can render one
unconscious in minutes.

Arguments about painkillers and double effect have no
practical application with good palliative care. Those
doctors or nurses who deliberately overdose, knowing it
will kill off their patient, are either unscrupulously
killing for their own ends or to comply with the wishes
of relatives or else are doing so because of their
ignorance or incompetence in not knowing how
properly to administer pain relief. If some unscrupulous
or incompetent doctors or nurses are killing off patients
outside the law in this way already, they will continue
to kill outside the law and the bill will do nothing to
stop them. Indeed the unscrupulous are likely to be
emboldened to kill off even more readily once
deliberate killing is sanctioned by law, just as we have
seen in the Netherlands.
Another issue that has been brought into sharp relief in
recent days is that of dodgy doctors and doctor shopping.
We have seen the Minister for Health announce a
crackdown on dodgy anti-vax doctors while at the same
time seeking to give open season to dodgy VAD doctors
through unrestricted doctor shopping and the exclusion
of any independent verification. Dodgy VAD doctors are
not just a hypothetical risk. One prominent Victorian
euthanasia advocate doctor has repeatedly made it clear
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that he has not let the law stand in his way in the past and
has pointedly refused to commit to respecting the law in
the future even if this bill is passed.
We have had a covert euthanasia practitioner in
Victoria promise a narcissistic patient that if he ended
his life with Nembutal he would be a hero and his case
would receive national publicity. We have had the same
practitioner refuse to even respond to the request of
another treating doctor to discuss the case of a patient
whom he was advising on how to kill himself. Yet it is
dodgy practitioners like this who think the end justifies
the means who will be able to stretch and break the
rules with impunity if this bill becomes law. All it is
going to take is for a handful of like-minded
practitioners who think they know better than the
Parliament about who should and should not qualify for
VAD being prepared to cross-refer to one another and
to stretch the limits on capacity and prognosis. All they
will have to worry about is getting the paperwork to
look right, because they can know with confidence that
there will not be anyone coming to verify the truth.
To make matters worse, the two assessing doctors can
even be in the same clinic or other medical practice.
Mr Jennings claimed in the Council that professional
standards would stop this, that guidelines could regulate
it and that the expertise and experience requirement
would exclude it, but none of these claims is correct.
Professional standards do not stop it, there is no power in
the bill to make such guidelines and, despite
Mr Jennings’s protestations, the expertise and experience
test seems open to be applied by the standards of two
vocationally registered GPs, not by the standards of a
specialist in the usual meaning of that term.
Furthermore, if a urologist, for example, has previously
brought about the deaths of dozens of patients before
this bill even becomes law, it would seem open for that
urologist to say they have relevant expertise and
experience in relation to any of the conditions they have
already encountered in multiple patients and thus for
that urologist and a like-minded GP to qualify to be the
assessing doctors for any future patients with those
conditions. Mr Jennings also tried to tell the Legislative
Council that guidelines under the bill would stop clinics
promoting VAD services. The only problem is that the
bill provides no power to issue guidelines on that
subject or on any other subject, and there is no power to
stop a clinic promoting VAD services just as they can
promote any other services.
Mr James Purcell in the Legislative Council recognised
the dangers of doctor shopping and in his
second-reading speech called for certification by a
patient’s GP that they were of sound mind and not
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being coerced. Unfortunately instead of insisting on an
amendment that might truly have protected Victorians
from doctor shopping and dodgy doctors, Mr Purcell
ended up accepting an inadequate government
amendment that simply requires the coordinating doctor
to inform the patient that the patient is encouraged to
inform their treating doctors. However, if a depressed
and determined patient, or a patient being induced by
an exploitative relative, goes to a dodgy VAD doctor,
the last thing the patient or the relative will want to do
is to tell their regular treating doctor, who might try to
dissuade them. On top of that, the last thing a dodgy
VAD doctor will want is for a treating doctor to get in
the way. In other words, this worthy call by Mr Purcell
has been turned into yet another of the many sham
safeguards in the legislation that can simply be
sidestepped by anyone who wants to do so.
It is, of course, the vulnerable who will suffer from
doctor shopping, from dodgy VAD doctors and from
doctors whose views about autonomy or about lives not
worth living blind them to what they are doing. The
Andrew Dentons and Brian Owlers of the world will be
well informed and well connected enough to take care
of themselves. As usual with radical social experiments,
the miseries will cascade down to the disadvantaged
and the marginalised. They will cascade down to the
terminally ill family violence victim dependent on an
abusive and belittling carer. They will cascade down to
the nursing home resident spending day after day sitting
in an armchair — one of the 40 per cent of nursing
home residents who never receives a visitor, lonely and
depressed — who is then told they have a terminal
illness. And these miseries will cascade down to the
elderly mother, devoted to her son and blind to his
manipulations, who feels increasingly guilty when he
repeatedly drops hints about the burden that caring for
her is placing on her grandchildren.
We know that there are around 80 000 reported
instances of family violence each year in Victoria.
There are many other unreported instances of elder
abuse as well. Yet despite this, we saw in the
Legislative Council supporters of the bill voting down
an amendment that would have required assessing
doctors to rule out elder abuse before authorising
assisted dying.
We also saw in the Legislative Council repeated claims
that VAD is necessary to avoid terrible suicides by
other means. This is despite the fact that the Coroners
Court has already disclaimed the cogency of the studies
that they provided to the end-of-life choices inquiry and
despite the fact that it is clear that many such suicides
are the result of inadequate pain relief over many years
while others are an impetuous response to bad news by
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despairing patients who are unlikely to wait to go
through a VAD process. In fact there is no evidence
that I am aware of from anywhere in the world that
points to a reduction in other suicides as a result of
VAD. If there are any VAD patients who would
otherwise have taken their lives by other means, they
are being more than outweighed by other suicides in the
wake of the normalisation of suicide as a solution that
inevitably follows from VAD.
If passed, this bill is going to make Victoria’s VAD
regime the most secretive regulatory model in the world.
The bill’s proponents have carefully and deliberately
constructed it so that nothing will ordinarily come to the
attention of the Voluntary Assisted Dying Review board
or the departmental secretary other than what is in the
paperwork filled out and filed by the assessing doctors.
As well, the minister’s hand-picked board and
departmental secretary will have complete control over
what information is made public. The guiding motto of
Victoria’s VAD regime is going to be hear no evil, see
no evil, speak no evil. Find out nothing, investigate
nothing, disclose nothing that could suggest anything
other than that VAD is a complete and
unblemished success.
If the paperwork looks in order, there is no intention for
anyone to look behind it. Unlike almost any other
regulatory regime one can imagine, this scheme relies
almost entirely on self-reporting by those regulated,
with no powers and no obligations for the regulator to
look behind the paperwork, not even to conduct random
audits. So long as the paperwork is in order, the reality
does not matter a damn, as far as the proponents of this
scheme are concerned. All that matters is that nothing
can ever come to light that could adversely reflect on
them or their beloved VAD.
So determined are the proponents of the legislation to
prevent any external review they have even excluded
the coroner from investigating any VAD death where
the substance has been taken in accordance with the act.
The patient could have been finished off with a pillow
after taking the substance, yet the coroner is not
permitted to investigate. The patient could have died
writhing in agony due to issues with the substance, yet
the coroner is not permitted to investigate. What sort of
responsible democracy puts that sort of exclusion in its
legislation? What sort of government puts concealing
its failures ahead of protecting its citizens?
This risk of substance abuse is not just a theoretical one;
it is a major and worrying consideration in orally
administered VAD right around the world. In the
absence of Nembutal, euthanasia advocates have
repeatedly struggled to come up with a workable
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substance. In Oregon the combination of
phenobarbitone, chloral hydrate and morphine has been
burning patients’ throats, while the latest concoction of
diazepam, digoxin, morphine and propranolol has been
taking too long for patients to die.
Our government wants to come up with its very own
dinky-di, homegrown Aussie death substance, but it still
apparently intends to bypass all normal Therapeutic
Goods Administration requirements before this unproven
death substance starts being prescribed to patients. The
risk of a VAD death going horribly wrong is a real one
indeed, and yet the government has gone to
extraordinary lengths to stop the coroner being able to
investigate.
On top of that, of course, the bill prevents any ability
for the coroner to undertake a systemic investigation
of VAD deaths, even though a new regime such as
VAD cries out for systemic investigation. The
government’s Legislative Council amendments
regarding the coroner, which the Minister for Health
referred to a short while ago, have done nothing to
change that; in fact they have reinforced it. One
amendment simply requires that the treating or
examining doctor notify the coroner of a VAD death
at the same time as notifying the Victorian Registry of
Births, Deaths and Marriages. The other amendment
adds a note to the Coroners Act 2008 that confirms
what I have just described — namely, that the coroner
is excluded from investigating any cases where the
substance was administered in accordance with
the act.
As if that is not bad enough, the bill does not even
require the publication of proper statistical data based
on the information received by the Voluntary Assisted
Dying Review Board. The Legislative Council’s
amendment requires publication of nothing beyond
bare numbers of cases. It requires nothing about the
reasons for seeking VAD, nothing about the range and
types of doctors doing VAD assessments, nothing
about the age or other demographics of the patients,
nothing about the circumstances of their deaths and
nothing about any other matter than might shed light on
how the regime is operating or whether there are any
problems that need remedying. The Oregon regime is
secretive enough itself, but our Victorian bill makes
Oregon look open and transparent by comparison.
If any further demonstration is required of how flawed
and discredited this bill is, we need only consider the
absurdity of a law that will require the cause of death of
any person who has been issued a substance permit to be
recorded in the official death records of our state as being
the medical condition that was the grounds for the permit
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being issued even if the person has actually died from
some entirely unrelated cause. This absurdity was
pointed out starkly in the Assembly debate by me and by
others, and yet when the government amended the
relevant provisions in the Council, they retained exactly
the same absurdity in the amended version of the bill.
Thus, for example, if a person is issued with a permit to
obtain a VAD substance on the grounds of cancer and
then they are subsequently killed in a car crash, the bill
will still require their cause of death to be listed as
cancer. What sort of legislative lightweights would allow
that to occur? After all the puffing and pomposity, after
all the claims of careful and meticulous consideration,
this is what we are reduced to.
That is not the only bungle in this supposedly carefully
considered bill. For example, the bill has no separate
provisions for dispensing, handling or recording a
substance that is issued for practitioner administration.
Thus the bill bizarrely requires a pharmacist to inform a
doctor who collects a substance in order to administer it
to a patient how the doctor should administer the
substance to themselves. That is the shoddiness with
which this bill has been put together. The bill has no
requirements for the return to a pharmacy of an unused
substance for practitioner administration, nor any
provisions to document the time of return to a
pharmacy any substance at all by a patient, a contact
person or a practitioner.
Those around Australia or around the world who in
future might look at the Victorian bill and ask
themselves whether or not it could be a precedent worth
following must surely conclude that we are a bunch of
incompetent amateurs whose feeble efforts deserve no
further attention. This is a shoddy bill, and it is a
dangerous bill. It is a bill that purports to meet the needs
of 150 Victorians a year while leaving more than
10 000 Victorians to continue to die in needless pain. It
is not a sound and sensible health policy for the
terminally ill. It fails to comprehend the nature and
magnitude of the issue, it offers an inferior and limited
solution, it creates serious unintended consequences
and its design is hopelessly flawed.
I appeal to all members to shake off the spell of delusion
that has been cast around this scheme, take heed of all
that has come to light since this bill was last before us,
stand up for the 10 000 Victorians left behind by this bill
to die in needless pain each year and to vote at this final
moment for the amendment that I have moved in order to
halt this reckless and ill-considered bill.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) (17:08) — I rise
to support the motion moved by the Minister for Health
and to speak against the amendment to that motion
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moved by the manager of opposition business. It seems
that the cloak of civility has been removed now. I
would submit to the house that both the contribution
and the amendment moved by the member for Box Hill
is an exercise in refusing to accept the democratic will
of this Parliament. None of the substance of the
member for Box Hill’s contribution was new. These are
matters that have been ventilated in their entirety in the
98 hours of debate and consideration in detail that have
been undertaken by this Parliament in both this place
and the other place.
It is not the view of anyone on the yes side that those
opposed to this bill were likely to be persuaded or
assuaged by the amendments that have been passed in
the other place, but it is the view of the government
that for those who moved similar amendments in this
place during the 16 hours of debate and the 25 hours
of committee debate, if their own contributions during
that debate are to be believed and accepted, the bill
should now be in a form which, even though not
acceptable to them, ought to be at least somewhat
more acceptable to them. But it appears that the
suspicion that many of us on the yes side have held all
the way through this debate has been confirmed: even
though many of those in the no camp moved dozens, if
not 150 amendments, none of those amendments was
ever designed to place this bill in a position where they
would then support it.
The member for Box Hill has traversed many of the
same arguments that he traversed during not just the
second-reading debate but during the very extensive
consideration-in-detail stage. His opposition to the bill
remains in place and has not been changed by the
amendments that have been moved in the Legislative
Council. That should be of surprise to nobody because
the member for Box Hill clearly, passionately opposes
this bill. But the fact of the matter is that this bill passed
this place after much debate and it passed the other
place after even more debate, and it passed the other
place after a number of amendments were moved.
As the Minister for Health has already pointed out,
those amendments related to, for example, the reduction
from 12 months to six months, other than for those with
neurodegenerative disorders; amendments related to
people having to be ordinarily resident in the state of
Victoria for 12 months; amendments related to the
return of substances; amendments related to the
jurisdiction of the coroner; and those amendments
related to the notations on the death certificate, amongst
other things. Each and every one of those amendments,
if not in the form moved by those who were opposed to
this bill, traversed much of the same ground as
amendments that were moved by those opposed to this
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bill. On the occasions that those amendments were
moved the speakers in favour of those amendments
said, quite regularly in this place, ‘Well, we don’t
support the bill but we can at least improve it a bit. We
can at least make it better’.
So what do we have? We have a bill which has passed
this place, despite the opposition of those against it; a
bill which has passed the other place with at least some
amendments that those opposed to the bill said in this
place would improve it; and now the bill has come back
to this place for us to either accept those amendments or
reject those amendments.
It would seem to me that we have three choices. The first
choice is that we accept those amendments and that those
who support this bill, despite the fact that they would
have preferred it to go through unamended, accept those
amendments. Those who oppose the bill said in this
place last time this bill was here that even though those
amendments would not satisfy them they would cause
them to believe the bill was better than it was upon first
presentation. In those circumstances it would appear that
the choice for this house is also clear: that we should
accept the bill as amended by the other place.
But the member for Box Hill now throws up a third
option, which is that we accept his amendment to the
motion, that we simply refuse to consider the bill any
further because of all of the concerns that he has
outlined. I say that simply takes us back to where we
began. It takes us back to the place where the member
for Box Hill is simply using a new device to say, ‘I do
not support this bill. I do not think there should be a
voluntary assisted dying regime in Victoria. Therefore,
rather than accept the amendments which have been
moved and carried in the other place, we should simply
refuse to consider the bill any further’. That is simply,
by another device, an attempt to reprosecute the
98 hours of consideration that this Parliament has
already been through.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PAKULA — I say to those who are interjecting
and saying we voted against them —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PAKULA — I was not about to deny it. What I
was about to say to those opposite is that the position of
those in support of this bill has always been clear: it
would have been our preference to pass a bill through
this Parliament in the form in which it was initially
introduced —
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr PAKULA — That, I say to the member for
Hastings, is one of the most unworthy comments that I
have heard from a member in this place.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr PAKULA — Was it the member for Kew? I
apologise to the member for Hastings, and I direct my
displeasure to the member for Kew.
We always made it clear that our preference was for a
bill that was unamended, but we equally made it clear
that if it was required that the government accept
amendments to ensure the passage of the bill through
the other house, then that was something that we were
prepared to do, provided that the fundamental integrity
of the bill was not undermined. It is our clear view that
that is what has occurred.
This house has considered this bill. A number of
members in this place moved amendments which were
at least in substance, if not in form, similar to the
amendments that have been passed by the other place.
The other place has considered the bill and passed it
with amendments. To those who are opposed to this
bill, I say: it is at least as acceptable as it was when it
passed this place or, if your own logic and your own
contributions are to be accepted, it should be somewhat
more acceptable.
In any case this house has considered this bill
extensively, the other house has considered this bill
extensively. It has passed this house unamended, it has
passed the other house with amendments. It is now time
for our house to accept the amendments and the version
passed by the Legislative Council, and to bring this
long-awaited and heavily supported regime into effect
for the people of Victoria.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (17:17) — I rise to speak in
favour of the amendments to the Voluntary Assisted
Dying Bill 2017 adopted by the Legislative Council.
The Liberal Party has been my political home from the
age of 18. I chose the Liberal Party and I remain a
Liberal because only it can deliver sound government
and recognition of personal freedom and autonomy.
Only the Liberal Party is home for the economic and
social classical liberal who sees a role for the state and
her institutions in the great Burkean tradition but who
also values liberty in the path of John Stuart Mill. I
delight in the fact that Ripon has a town named
Stuart Mill.
From these influences it is clear to me that this
Parliament, the Victorian state Parliament, is the right
place to decide this issue. It is the right place through its
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sovereignty and explicit constitutional authority. It is
wrongheaded for the Greens in the federal Parliament
to seek to ride roughshod over state parliaments on the
issue of voluntary assisted dying. It is the right place
because we all come here as representatives. It is our
job and our duty to be legislators. The existing situation
has doctors and nurses deciding who gets the care that
may have the side effect of hastening death and who
does not receive it. We must set the rules over when
death is lawful or not. Death is not a place for shades of
grey in the law.
Also for me, from these philosophical influences, for
those at the end of life with a terminal illness and in
intolerable pain, the laws we make must show mercy.
For me this is a matter of personal autonomy. The
Parliament’s mercy — including to stop the ongoing
horrific suicides such as those detailed in the Coroner’s
Court of Victoria submission to the end-of-life choices
inquiry of those with terminal illness whose pain, both
physical and existential, cannot be salved — is the
purpose of this bill. The decision to die must be for the
patient alone, but we must allow them to have the legal
means to have that choice.
I want to address the experience of being dependent. I
do not mean feeling like a burden. That implies fear of
what another person may or may not feel towards a
situation. No, I mean being dependent: dependent to be
fed, to be taken to the toilet, to be read to. That
dependence is a real experience many people find
intolerable. It is as real a suffering as physical pain. The
loss of dignity is unbearable. I do not shy away from
wanting to alleviate that pain. Clause 9(1)(d)(iv) says
voluntary assisted dying will be available to those who
meet the criteria and for whom his or her illness:
is causing suffering to the person that cannot be relieved in a
manner that the person considers tolerable.

Loss of dignity, loss of autonomy caused by illness that
cannot be alleviated by any amount of pain medication,
yet the suffering so caused can be as intolerable as any
physical pain — these are the reasons I vote the way
I do.
I now want to speak briefly about the free vote on this
bill. The Liberal Party has a real free vote. I am all too
well aware that many colleagues did not and do not like
my vote on this bill, but nobody has ever denied we are
all free to make that choice. By contrast, the Greens had
a party vote and the Premier’s faction of the Labor
Party, the Socialist Left, also had a whipped vote.
Additionally, Liberals had free votes on all procedural
motions whereas Labor forced their MPs opposed to
the bill to vote for various procedural votes that moved
it towards being passed.
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The Liberal Party room vote for a free vote passed in
the knowledge that, by granting it, the bill would likely
pass. The opponents of this bill could have forced a
whipped vote. I do not believe such an action was
entertained by any Liberal MP. We are a broad church,
but we are trenchant in defence of our freedoms. The
parliamentary library, that ornament to the Parliament,
has researched free votes by Liberal Party members
since the formation of the party in 1944. There have
been, I believe, 26 free votes, of which this is the fifth
in the Assembly of the 58th Parliament. Free votes on
matters as varied as abolishing the death penalty, IVF,
abortion and religious freedoms in equal opportunity
laws are part of the Liberal Party’s DNA. The library
also reminded me of a statement by the Honourable
Bruce Chamberlain in 1988. He said a member of the
Liberal Party is allowed to follow his or her conscience
on any issue with no restrictions, and there is no
requirement for any person’s consent. The member is
only required to notify the party of their intention to
vote according to their conscience.

bill passed in that place. Certainly it is the community’s
will that this legislation is passed.

An allowance for a conscience vote on any bill is a core
value of our party, one that sharply divides us from the
Labor Party, where all members must pledge to vote
with the caucus, on pain of expulsion. We must
continue to nurture our traditions of free votes on life,
death and religious freedom issues and a conscience
vote for all issues. It is our cultural heritage, and it must
be guarded fiercely against attack from those outside
the parliamentary Liberal Party who do not understand
or even seek to understand the value of free association.
It would be a terrible day, and the end of the Liberal
Party as most of us know it, if future free votes were not
truly free. I commend the amendments and the
amended bill to the house.

I would certainly implore all members to be supportive
of these amendments and to get this bill passed for the
reasons I put in my original speech — that we know
that there are people who have a terminal illness and
who are suffering at the end of their lives and their
suffering cannot be addressed by even the best of
palliative care, and that people are already taking
matters into their own hands to hasten their death,
whether that is to refuse treatment, which of course is
perfectly legal, or to take some other steps which could
lead to a terrifying and frightening death.

Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (17:23) — I rise to speak in
support of the amendments and hope that they do pass
this house. We have had a very passionate and very
extended debate on the legislation, and hopefully this
house can now finalise these amendments and pass this
bill. It is absolutely critical that this bill pass. It is far too
important for the amendments to fail. I imagine that the
bill would be sent back to the other house and that it
would ping between the two houses for more extended
debate, if that were to occur. So it is absolutely important
that these amendments are accepted and this bill passes.
It has the overwhelming support of the Victorian
community. They are relying on us to get this done.
Over the last few weeks, even further from when the
debate occurred, I have received much correspondence
from many of my constituents who are very pleased
that we supported this bill. It was very heartening to see
the outpouring of emotion in the other place when the

I note that a number of amendments have come from
the other place. I am confident that they do not
undermine the integrity of what is being proposed.
They are not necessarily amendments that I would have
been supportive of, but I understand that in the spirit of
compromise and the need to get this bill passed they
have been put up. There is only one amendment that I
raise concern about. It is changing the death certificates
of people who are accessing voluntary assisted dying so
that assisted dying will be recorded as the manner of
death. I see that as, I guess, a compromise. The cause of
death will still remain the underlying condition, but I
see that acting as a barrier, really, to people accessing
voluntary assisted dying, which we would not want to
do. In the spirit of compromise and the fact that it does
not undermine the integrity of the bill, we are happy to
support these amendments in the hope that this
legislation passes.

I am confident in the safeguards that are in this bill,
with the oversight that will be provided by the
Voluntary Assisted Dying Review Board. We have had
a very long debate. I was disappointed because I think
there was some filibustering, some attempts to delay, to
defer and to defeat this bill. I am certainly happy to
allow extensive debate again in terms of these
amendments coming from the other place. I would take
a dim view if there were any sort of procedures or
filibustering or any tricks to again further prolong this
debate. Certainly I will be urging members to be
supporting these amendments.
Just in response to the member for Ripon, in terms of
the Greens vote on this, yes, it is Greens party policy
that we have voluntary assisted dying. I am very proud
that we are the only party to have ever had voluntary
assisted dying as a party policy. We took it to the last
election. It has been our policy for many years. Colleen
Hartland, our health spokesperson, 10 years ago
introduced a private members bill for voluntary assisted
dying. That bill was defeated, and it is incredibly
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satisfying I think for her now 10 years later to see this
bill having passed both houses and now on the cusp of
being finally put into law.
So, yes, it is party policy, but I can certainly tell you all
that my colleagues are personally in favour of that
voluntary assisted dying legislation. I can tell you
because all Greens, at every vote, are entitled to have a
free vote or a conscience vote. If they are going to vote
against party policy, they merely have to advise the
party room and they are free to do so. There is a process
for that to occur. There are certainly no restrictions on
it, but no Greens member has made that call. There are
eight of us now; I have spoken to them all. They are all
personally in favour of it. I just clarify that fact in
regard to the Greens party policy on voluntary assisted
dying and the ability of members to have a free vote. I
will not go on any further than to say it is absolutely
incumbent on us — and I would certainly encourage all
members — to support these amendments to get this
bill passed. The community is expecting this. The
community supports this legislation, and so I would
support these amendments.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (17:28) — I rise to
support the motion, and I would say to those who do
not and who are seeking to support the amendment
being put by the member for Box Hill that I do think
here today it would be an abuse of process to stand in
the way of the passage of this legislation. I say that as a
moderate voice in this debate because I think the
Parliament has provided ample opportunity — in fact,
as the Attorney-General said, almost 100 hours across
the two houses — to patiently work through each of the
amendments that have been put and for all those people
who wanted to speak broadly on the legislation and
indeed the various amendments to have that
opportunity.
I agree with that speaker from the Greens; I believe that
there was a level of filibustering that went on by those
who opposed this bill. That is something that they have
employed previously by way of a tactic. Let me say
this: if you believe in the democratic institution of the
Parliament and the process, you would oppose the
amendment being put by the member for Box Hill
today. The bill has been voted on in this house and
indeed by the Council and in both places has passed
with a majority of votes. Those who have been opposed
to this bill have been given ample opportunity to put
their arguments, and I do not believe today is an
opportunity for them to relitigate those arguments.
They have put those arguments, but they have failed to
receive the majority support in order for this bill to be
opposed — quite the contrary.
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Mr Watt interjected.
Mr NOONAN — Through ample opportunity, hour
after hour, people have had an opportunity to put those
arguments, and today is not the opportunity, member
for Burwood, for a person like you to come into this
place and abuse the process of Parliament by speaking
extensively and relitigating your argument. I believe it
would be an abuse of process to now stand in the way
of this legislation. It is now time to give those people
who are looking for choice that very choice, and we as
a Parliament today have that choice in order to pass this
legislation. I support the motion that has been put by
the Minister for Health, and I certainly will be opposing
the amendments put by the member for Box Hill.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (17:31) — I would like to
raise some concerns that I have had around the process
that has been implemented by the government in terms
of looking at amendments to this bill, the consideration
that they have given these amendments and some of the
other elements which do concern me around the
opportunity for members, in good faith, to make
improvements to the safeguards or the access to
voluntary assisted dying.
I sat through the entire debate in the Legislative
Assembly, and I guess we came into that debate
knowing that both the Premier and the Minister for
Health had come out in the media that day saying, ‘The
bill is perfect. We are not going to accept any
amendments’. It was somewhat reassuring that during
the debate the Attorney-General did make the
comment — and I am paraphrasing here — that
amendments would be considered in good faith. It
became obvious throughout the debate, though, that no
amendments were actually being properly considered
by the government at the time. That was seen as
something that was very much a political play during
debate, and I think it disappointed a lot of people,
myself included. Also people who were lobbyists,
activists and advocates for voluntary assisted dying
were deeply concerned that the government would not
take on board contributions that would improve the bill.
Therefore we went through the process of it passing the
Assembly and going to the Council, and we saw very
similar amendments adopted and accepted in the
Council in order to have the bill passed. For example,
changing some of the time frames to six months from
12 months is something that was put forward during
debate in the Legislative Assembly. I am really
disappointed that the government did not take those
amendments on board and consider them in good faith
during the lower house debate. If that had been the case,
we may not have seen ourselves in this situation today.
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With all the amendments that were put by our side of
Parliament and also by members of the government
themselves, perhaps we would have had a more robust
bill with improved safeguards that would have retained
the accessibility that is so important for voluntary
assisted dying and the government would not see
themselves in this position now. Whereas beforehand
they were debating that they had a perfect bill that did
not require any amendments, now ironically they are
debating that the amendments that have been accepted
are somehow making this perfect bill more perfect,
rather than saying that the bill originally was not perfect
and giving credit around that in the first place.
I do take exception to some of the comments that I have
heard within the chamber in this debate today around
filibustering. As I said, I sat through the entire debate in
the Legislative Assembly, and I think that there were
absolutely reasonable points that were being put
forward by individual members based on their concerns
with the drafting of the bill. I think that those comments
were certainly not filibustering; they were people trying
to put their views forward and seek amendments to the
bill, and they were doing that in good faith. I find it
quite offensive that there is this accusation that this was
in some way filibustering.
I think it is also deeply concerning that debate was
gagged in the upper house. In 160 years of history in
the Legislative Council on only three occasions has
there been a gag of debate supported — twice in 2003
and once in 1951. To think that on five occasions in the
upper house debate was gagged is absolutely terrible in
my view. With the sleep deprivation that was going on
at the time and the government moving against
adjourning debate, if you put that in terms of what
would happen in an ordinary workplace, to expect
people to work for 26 or 28 hours is completely
unacceptable. I am not talking about the members of
Parliament, although in the context of that we are
expected to make decisions with a clear mind. We are
expected to properly assess information that is coming
forward and make decisions about that and make a
decision about how we will vote, which at the end of
the day will result in whether people can access
voluntary assisted dying in this state or not. I think that
the government should have been adjourning the debate
to ensure that the opportunity for proper sleep was
available to members of Parliament and the fantastic
staff we have in Parliament as well, who were
absolutely exhausted by the end of the debate. It did not
give due respect to the importance of voluntary assisted
dying and how important it is that we get this right.
I do want to point out one more thing that absolutely
disgusted me during the Legislative Assembly debate,

4049

and that was when the member for Pascoe Vale sought
leave to speak for a third occasion on an amendment.
There had been a great amount of leeway and respect
given throughout the voluntary assisted dying debate.
When the member for Pascoe Vale sought leave to speak
for a third time on an amendment, the Premier was in the
chamber. The Premier, who we know is an absolute
bully and only ever gets his way, otherwise it is the
highway and you are gone, actually refused leave for the
member for Pascoe Vale to have that third occasion to
speak on that amendment. I think that is absolutely
disgusting. It was not in the spirit of flexibility that was
offered to other members on both sides of the chamber
throughout the debate, and I just wanted to make sure
that that was on the record — that it was the Premier
who made that bullying decision to not allow the
member for Pascoe Vale to have leave to put forward a
very important point. I spoke to her after that occurred. I
think it was wrong that that was done simply because he
did not agree with what she had to say because she was
going to cross the chamber. That is disgusting and was
not what this whole debate has been about.
In summary I do not think that the government has
handled this well. I think that the amendments should
have been considered in good faith in the Legislative
Assembly in the first place. The Legislative Council
gagging debate is something that is absolutely unheard
of in the 160 years of that house. Also, to refuse
adjournment and the impact that that had on staff in
particular I think is something that is simply not
good enough.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms KEALY — I note that members of the
government are scoffing and laughing at that. You
would think that if that was occurring within a
union-based workplace, there would be absolute uproar
and strife. We need to respect our staff. They do an
absolutely fantastic job. Not adjourning debate at those
times absolutely works against the spirit of the
Legislative Council, the Legislative Assembly and the
parliamentary process.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) (17:38) — I
rise to oppose the amendment moved by the member
for Box Hill and to support the bill as amended by the
upper house, as moved by the Minister for Health. I
wanted to respond to a couple of matters that have been
raised in the debate today and to frankly set the record
straight in relation to what has been alleged about the
position of the Labor Party in relation to the Voluntary
Assisted Dying Bill 2017. It is and remains a
conscience vote. It is a conscience vote. The member
for Ripon in her contribution made some lurid
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suggestion that the Socialist Left of the Labor Party, of
which I am a proud member, in some way bound their
vote. That is simply untrue. It is simply untrue, and I
want to assure the house that every member on this side
of the house and indeed on the opposition side of the
house has the opportunity to examine their conscience,
as we all have done, in arriving at a position in relation
to this incredibly important bill.
As I indicated in my contribution on the bill, we all
come to this debate with our own personal experiences
which of course frame our thinking about this most
important piece of legislation. I do not seek to canvass
my own personal circumstance except to again
recognise that for me and for all of us this is a profound
bill because it does provide a level of protection and
support and compassion that has not been afforded to
many people. It was certainly not afforded to my
mother in her cruel and lonely death. I spoke in relation
to my failure to recognise the father of the Premier, Bob
Andrews, when I went past him coming out of
St Vincent’s Hospital as I was visiting one of my staff
members who had had bypass surgery. I had seen a
man who had withered away, and he was
unrecognisable to me. A fine, proud, robust man whose
life in such a terrible way had withered. Sadly, he of
course passed away within a couple of days. I do regret
the fact that I did not recognise Bob Andrews at that
time and that I did not have the opportunity to provide
him with a compassionate word at certainly one of his
most vulnerable times.
In relation to the member for Lowan, to suggest that we
have gagged debate is an absolutely extraordinary
accusation. Let me remind the house that in the
Legislative Assembly second-reading of this bill there
were 16 hours 28 minutes worth of debate and in the
consideration-in-detail stage, 20 hours 37 minutes, a
total of roughly 37 hours of debate. To suggest that
people did not have an opportunity and I think a
respectful opportunity to not only put their views but to
have their views heard in what I thought was a very
meaningful way is, I say to the member for Lowan,
simply wrong. You sat in the chamber for all of that
debate and I was in there for a vast amount of that
debate as well. This debate was held, I think, in a very
sincere way and in a way where people were incredibly
respectful of the various positions that members took.
I turn the attention of the house to the debate in the
Legislative Council. The second-reading debate went
for 14 hours —

Tuesday, 28 November 2017

Mr WYNNE — I repeat, in the Legislative Council
the second-reading debate went for 14 hours and the
committee stage of the debate, I remind the house, went
for 47 hours 27 minutes. If people felt that that was
gagging the debate, I find that an extraordinary
accusation. It is an extraordinary accusation, and it is
not borne out by what actually happened in the upper
house: 47 hours 27 minutes to consider this matter in
detail, I would submit to you, is by any measure an
extraordinary amount of time for all members in both
chambers to have to not only put their views but to have
had, I think, a proper and reasoned debate about this
incredibly important piece of legislation.
The Minister for Health has in fact agreed to a number
of amendments which are of course before us now for
consideration, including the default eligibility criteria
which reduces from 12 months to six months. The
residency status has been further clarified, and a person
with a mental illness must be referred to a psychiatrist
for an assessment. This was of course already part of
the legislation but was made more explicit through the
amendment. There was also a range of issues in relation
to the return and safe storage of drugs.
From the point of view of the government, this matter
has been canvassed as thoroughly as anybody would
reasonably expect. Yes, this is a bill that evokes
enormous emotions; it evokes enormous passion in
people. That is why we put aside a very significant
amount of the parliamentary debate to allow people to
ventilate those issues, to be respectful of that debate, to
understand that this is historic debate of a bill that is
now before us. A state government for the first time in
Australia will hopefully shortly move to support a bill
that will provide extraordinary comfort for people who
are at the latter stage of their life, people who are
suffering from a terminal illness. These people, as we
know from experience overseas, may not in fact seek to
access the drugs but to know that the opportunity is
readily available to them is, we know from experience,
an enormous source of comfort to people in the latter
stages of their life.
Who am I as a legislator to stand in the way of people
at their most vulnerable? How dare I stand there and
say, ‘This is not legitimate’, that, ‘You ought not have
that opportunity at that critical stage of your life when
you are in insufferable pain from an illness. That
opportunity ought not be made available to you’. From
my perspective and indeed the perspective of many of
my colleagues here, that would be very unfair and not
the right thing for us to do.

Ms Kealy interjected.
This is a good bill. It is a bill that has been thoroughly
debated in this Parliament. It is a bill that ultimately at
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the end of the day when we reach within ourselves,
when we reflect on our own particular circumstances,
we can arrive at what I think has been a reasoned
position where we, as a Parliament, can stand with a
sense of nobility and know that we have done our duty
to the people of Victoria. We have provided people —
at their lowest time, at their darkest time, at a time when
they have endured insufferable pain that they cannot
any longer sustain — with the opportunity, with all the
checks and balances that have been put in place, to die
with a sense of nobility and with a sense of control. In
that respect, I reject the amendment and I support the
bill as amended by the Minister for Health.
Mr WATT (Burwood) (17:48) — I rise to speak on
the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017. I want to first
comment on the comments from the Attorney-General.
The Attorney-General made the point that members
who voted for amendments in the original passage of
this bill through the Legislative Assembly should vote
for the amendments now and this bill should pass. If he
is to be taken at his word, then all of those members
who voted against these exact amendments or
something very similar six weeks ago did the right
thing. They would all vote against them today because
six weeks ago — by changing this bill and introducing
some of these amendments — this bill was not going to
be perfect, this bill was actually going to be faulty. But
this bill was not allowed to be amended. This bill was
perfect in the first place. So if the Attorney-General
wants to say that I should get on board and get out of
the way because these amendments are what I called
for, I remind him that these amendments are what he
said were no good. All of those members who voted no
six weeks ago should actually vote no now.
I also make the point that the Minister for Planning
talked about the fact that there was no gagging in the
upper house. The member for Lowan made it very clear
that in 160 years of Parliament — 160 years of the
upper house — only three times have we had closure
motions. In 160 years the upper house has gagged
debate effectively three times, but on this particular bill
the upper house gagged debate on five separate
occasions. So it is quite disingenuous for the Minister
for Planning to stand here and say, ‘No, there was no
gagging in the upper house — no gagging at all —
besides the five closure motions’.
I also make the point that the member for Prahran
talked about the fact that these amendments do not
undermine the integrity of the bill. So why did the
member for Prahran vote against these amendments or
very similar amendments six weeks ago? If they do not
undermine the integrity of the bill or if they actually
enhance the bill, why would you vote against them? I
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can only say that it must have just been belligerence.
When we talk about belligerence, we talk about the
length of time that we were forced to stand in here and
debate. We finished here at about 11.30 a.m., and I
have got to say that I myself was ready to go for a lot
longer because I had a lot more things that I wanted to
point out. Hopefully I will get to some of those through
this part of the process.
There has been bullying behaviour by the government,
and their attitude has been shown even today. The
member for Williamstown was just standing here
saying, ‘Just get out of the way’. If I have a view, if the
Parliament votes not to accept this bill or if the
Parliament votes to accept the amendment put by the
member for Box Hill, apparently that will be an abuse
of process. If members on the opposite side who voted
against these amendments six weeks ago follow
through with that and once again vote against these
amendments, then apparently that will be an abuse of
process. I could not believe what I was hearing from the
member for Williamstown.
I still have very serious concerns about things that are
not addressed in these amendments. In his
second-reading speech the Premier said:
One doctor provided an account of a paralysed patient on life
support with an end-stage disease. He communicated with his
eyes — eyes that would well with tears upon the mention of
his home, his family and his pets. He endured this for months
until his body shut down. ‘I can scarcely imagine what went
through his mind —

That is the point. The Premier wants patients like this to
be able to access voluntary euthanasia, but a doctor
wrote he could scarcely imagine what went through his
mind. The Premier continued his quote of the doctor:
… immobilised, staring at the ceiling for months, unable to
say where he was hurting … 24-hour machines and alarms,
no hope of recovery, begging to end it all and finally an awful
septic death’.

How does the Premier know that the person was
begging to end it all? Was it because they were
gesturing with their eyes, which would be allowed
under the bill? If I look at subclause 64(3) of the bill —
and this has not been addressed — it says:
The person may make the request verbally or by gesture or
other means of communication available to the person.

A person could gesture with their eyes that they wanted
to end it all. If I gestured with my eyes that I wanted to
end it all, the Premier would find that acceptable. I do
not find that acceptable. This is why I am going to
support the amendment moved by the member for Box
Hill. Even though many of the amendments that have
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come before the house now are amendments that I
argued for — not exactly in this form, but many I
argued for — the reason I am going to support the
amendment by the member for Box Hill is because I do
not think, even with these amendments, that this bill
satisfies my need to protect vulnerable Victorians.
I am a member of the Victorian Liberal Party, and the
Victorian Liberal Party make it very clear on their
website as part of their values that we believe in the
protection of people who are vulnerable in ill health, in
disadvantage or in need. That is the Liberal Party I
stand for. While I listened to the member for Ripon and
agree with her views around people in the Liberal Party
being able to have a conscience vote on every issue and
being able to make up their mind, this bill does not
protect vulnerable Victorians. It does not protect the
disadvantaged or those in need, and it should not be
supported. I have said this before, and I will say it
again: six weeks ago I stood here and called for some of
these amendments, and I support them, but I do not
support the bill, which is why I will vote for the
amendment moved by the member for Box Hill.
There are a couple of things in the Legislative Council
amendments that I specifically want to raise. I do want
to raise amendment 27, which amends clause 117. I
raised in quite a colourful fashion the circumstances
where a person subject to voluntary assisted dying
would go through the process. I actually talked about,
as did the member for Box Hill, someone dying in their
bed having nothing to do with voluntary assisted dying.
While they qualified but did not actually take the
substance, under this bill and this amendment their
death certificate would actually have to have them
dying of the underlying condition which qualified them
for voluntary assisted dying.
Let us say I had cancer, I qualified under the bill and I
went through all the processes — I went through this in
the consideration-in-detail stage; I do not intend to go
through all of the clauses that get me to this point —
and I was at home in my bed and there was a home
invader. We know that under the Andrews Labor
government there is the capacity for this, because in my
electorate we have this. Let us make this very clear: if
there was a home invader and they murdered me, I
would have died of cancer.
The member for Box Hill said something which was
not quite so offensive to members on the opposite side,
clearly. He talked about being in a car accident, but the
end is the same: there is no correlation between your
death and the underlying condition you had to qualify
for voluntary assisted dying. But under this bill, and
even with this amendment, there is no change to that.
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You could still die in a car accident or be murdered in
your bed in the middle of the night, and your death
certificate would be required under this bill to say you
died of cancer or motor neurone disease or whatever
underlying condition you had. It is unbelievable. It has
been pointed out that this is clearly a drafting error
because no reasonable person would say that this is the
intention. But that is what will happen under this bill.
I argued this six weeks ago. I will continue to argue
this. I have yet to find a single person who, when I raise
this with them, says it is acceptable and is what the bill
should do. It is what the bill does, and it should not do
that. This is one of the reasons I will support the
amendment by the member for Box Hill, because even
with these amendments from the Legislative Council
these problems are still not fixed.
One of the other problems that I particularly raise is
around clause 119, which is to do with the Coroners
Act 2008. I remember having this very pertinent
discussion. The Attorney-General and I had a
discussion around reportable deaths. What this bill does
around reportable deaths makes it a little bit more
confusing. These amendments do not fix the problem
that was identified six weeks ago; what they do is make
it more confusing. They actually add after section 4(2)
of the Coroners Act an interpretation which is not the
same as section 14 of the Coroners Act. The
interpretation is different and confusing and —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — The
member’s time has expired.
Mr WATT — I seek leave for a 5-minute extension.
Leave refused.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (17:59) — It is a
pleasure to rise to speak for the amendments from the
Legislative Council but of course against the
amendments put forward by the shadow
Attorney-General. The time to debate this bill is now. It
is important legislation. Holding it up obviously has
nothing to do with the mechanics of the bill itself.
While I recognise that there has been passionate,
dedicated and respectful debate from those opposite, I
disagree strongly.
The shadow Attorney-General would have you believe
that this bill is not about people but about politics and
that it is a social experiment. The bill is about the
people we in Parliament serve. The Parliament has had
adequate time — 98 hours, in fact — of perseverance
and, apparently, gagged debate. There have been
98 hours of debate about this bill, and it is time to
decide on the legislation as per the normal process.
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I would ask those opposite, ‘When did Parliament
become elected by the will of the people but then turn
around and decide that we would not operate for the
vast majority of those people?’. It is obvious that the
community want this bill to pass. The majority of the
community want this legislated. This is about a
government delivering on good legislation, and it has
been as a catalyst from a parliamentary inquiry in fact. I
think what I have got out of the debate this afternoon
from the shadow Attorney-General for one, and the
member for Burwood would be the second, is the
emotional language that we have now had to get to, in
order to put our opinions across. It is not about facts
anymore. The shadow Attorney-General was talking
about a lot of hypothetical issues: the cascading misery,
the legislative lightweights and shaking off the spell of
delusion. We have heard the member for Burwood
talking about axe murderers. I can assure him that if I
ever meet an axe murderer I will ask them how they
would want the bill written up, or if I ever meet an axe
murderer in my bed at night — I think that was the
hypothetical situation — I will write a note before I die
and let you know, just so you know.
I think today has lifted a veil from the fact that this
debate is not so much about the bill itself but what a
minority of people in this Parliament believe. We have
seen people wanting us to legislate around their beliefs,
which are hidden under a thin veil of speaking about
palliative care. We have seen people approaching this
debate as if it is about legislating around their beliefs,
their religion, disguised under a veil of allegations
regarding a somewhat slippery slope and scare tactics. I
would like to make it clear that today is about a bill
going through the proper procedures in Parliament and
whether you deny our community their democracy. It is
that simple. I think it is ironic to hear Liberals — and I
respect the principles of the Liberal Party, founded in
1944 — speak about personal freedoms and about
autonomy and how you value those tenets of being a
Liberal Party member when you are actually denying
people who are going through pain that we may never
experience, and we are certainly not experiencing now,
their personal freedoms and their autonomy to make
decisions on when and where they actually end their life.
In summary I would like to appeal to those opposite
who are voting against these amendments to look at the
communities you represent — stop looking in the
mirror. Whether you are opposed to this bill or not,
there are people like you, your family, your friends,
who will use this bill if it is legislated. They will use
this law. They will take this option.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr EDBROOKE — How can you say that? There
are people — your family, your friends — who will use
this choice, and they will be thankful for this choice. To
not continue the democratic process today by delaying
this process as per the shadow Attorney-General’s
amendment is basically turning your back on the people
who elected you and is an exercise in futility to
undermine Parliament, I believe. Achieving good things
is often very hard, and I would say let us get it done.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (18:03) — I rise to make a
brief contribution in relation to the proposed
amendments to the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017
and particularly to support the amendment as proposed
by the member for Box Hill. We can all recall that we
were debating this bill in this chamber just a few weeks
ago. It was a bill that the government repeatedly told all
of us in here, and certainly all Victorians as well, that it
was a perfect bill and it did not need any amendments.
Here we are, just a few weeks later, and we can see that
the matters that were raised by so many members
speaking against the original bill have been proven to
be quite correct.
During the debate and also in the subsequent
consideration in detail and committee stage that were
held here and indeed in the other place, members
opposed to this bill highlighted the numerous very
serious deficiencies with the bill. I recall many times,
with the matters that I raised during our all-night sitting
here — when I raised matters, as did other colleagues
opposing the bill, in relation to obvious deficiencies in
the bill — the minister repeatedly said to all of us that
there was no need for any amendments, that the bill was
fine and there was nothing to see here. It is only as it
has gone through the rigour of the upper house and has
ended up coming back down to us that we can see, very
clearly, that the words the minister said then were
completely wrong, and that is obvious by the six and a
half pages of amendments that we have now got before
this chamber.
The point I really want to make out of all that is the fact
that a number of the matters that we identified at the
time the government have now addressed, but there are
a number of them that they have not addressed and they
fundamentally cannot address, because of the nature of
the bill itself. That is what concerns me the most: the
fact that the government swore black and blue in this
chamber a few weeks ago that the bill was perfect and
there was no need for any amendments. Here we are, a
few weeks later, and they are saying, ‘No, it’s actually
not perfect; it’s far from it. We are going to put up
amendments’. I wonder how long it will be before the
other matters that we raised, legitimately in my view, in
this place some weeks ago in relation to the
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fundamental flaws in the bill will be acknowledged by
the government to indeed be fundamental flaws as well.
My concern is that at that stage it may well be too late
for some people, because some people may have
availed themselves of this particular bill and the
outcomes of it by that stage. Then it is an irredeemable
situation, obviously, for people in that situation. I think
that there are still grave concerns, and certainly my
community, as I said in my primary second-reading
contribution, was feeding back to me very strongly
what their views are in relation to this bill. Indeed they
have continued to do so — that is, essentially raising
the concerns that we have raised here but also other
concerns as well.
There has been much said today by government
members in relation to the time that has been given to
debate this bill. My view in relation to that is, very
clearly on a bill that is absolutely literally a
life-and-death bill, it should be exhaustively debated,
and that clearly did not happen in the other place.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr ANGUS — I hear the Attorney-General
commenting on that now. We did have an extensive
debate, but there were still other contributions that
needed to be made. I think back again to my very last
contribution in this chamber, which was truncated by
the Deputy Speaker as I tried to extend my
contribution. I think there is still more debate to be had
in relation to the bill. The point on that particularly is
the fact that the government has tried to use, and has
used, essentially the tactics of attrition by making
members work through the day and through the night
just to try to wear down members for no apparent
reason. Clearly with the commencement date of the
new death system being proposed to be June 2019 there
really is no rush, you would argue, in relation to that. It
should be fully and exhaustively dealt with in the two
chambers before we get to that point.
I also note, as I did in my second-reading contribution,
that this bill was not taken to the people at the 2014
election. A number of members on the other side have
said repeatedly that this is the will of the Victorian
community. I would say, as I said then, that that should
have been taken to the people and indeed, if the
government still feels that strongly about it, it is not too
late to withdraw the bill or to support the member for
Box Hill’s amendment and put it to the people at the
election in 12 months time.
One matter that I did not get the opportunity to raise
when we were in the consideration-in-detail stage in
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this place was the contribution that came through from
former Labor Prime Minister of Australia Paul Keating
on 19 October. I was unable to read a couple of those
passages into Hansard and I want to do that now. From
his article of 19 October 2017, he said, and I quote:
Under this bill, conditions and safeguards are outlined that
will allow physicians to terminate the life of patients and to
assist patients to take their own life. This is a threshold
moment for the country. No matter what justifications are
offered for the bill, it constitutes an unacceptable departure
in our approach to human existence and the irrevocable
sanctity that should govern our understanding of what it
means to be human.
The justifications offered by the bill’s advocates — that the
legal conditions are stringent or that the regime being
authorised will be conservative — miss the point entirely.
What matters is the core intention of the law. What matters is
the ethical threshold being crossed. What matters is that under
Victorian law there will be people whose lives we honour and
those we believe are better off dead.
In both practical and moral terms, it is misleading to think
allowing people to terminate their life is without consequence
for the entire society. Too much of the Victorian debate has
been about the details and conditions under which people can
be terminated and too little about the golden principles that
would be abandoned by our legislature.
One of the inevitable aspects of debates about euthanasia is
the reluctance on the part of advocates to confront the essence
of what they propose. In this case it means permitting
physicians to intentionally kill patients or assisting patients in
killing themselves. Understandably, the medical profession is
gravely concerned by this venture.

As the member for Box Hill also very eloquently
outlined in his contribution, as a rearguard action we
have seen the government scrambling about, trying to
cobble together some sort of palliative care package
and put some additional funding towards palliative care
a couple of weeks ago. But again that is very much an
afterthought; it is very much a rearguard action to try to
shore up a bit of support here and there, to recover
some votes in relation to that.
But we can see that that is a gross underfunding. As the
member for Box Hill cited, the funding offer from the
government of around about $9 million a year being
proposed as opposed to Palliative Care Victoria’s
estimate of the need being $65 million or so per annum
just shows the complete gap there. Again, as I said in
my second-reading speech, the $140 million palliative
care package that the coalition announced some weeks
ago will go some way to alleviating that.
What we have got here, in conclusion, is the
government’s desperate attempt to make a bad bill less
bad. The government remains, in my view, condemned
for its behaviour regarding the bill. I think the member
for Box Hill has got far greater vision than the minister
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in relation to the downstream consequences of the bill,
and he very well articulated those in both his
second-reading speech and earlier today in his
contribution when speaking on his amendment. I think
this is a perilous time for the Parliament. I think, as I
said previously, history will judge this Parliament in
relation to this bill because this is literally a
life-and-death bill. I trust members will consider that as
we look at the amendment in a few moments.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (18:13) — I
rise to speak against the member for Box Hill’s
amendment and support the motion as put by the
minister to make sure that this bill can pass this house
soon. I would like to put on the record that all members
of the Labor Party had a free vote on this bill. No-one
from the Victorian Labor Party caucus asked me to vote
one way or another. We have all had a free vote. I
suggest that those who like to think that we did not
think a little bit differently about this. We all had a free
vote, and there is certainly not an argument for
suggesting that this bill should be amended or delayed.
This is a very, very important bill. I was asked to vote
for or against it. As a result of that, I made a decision
and I came in and spoke in this house on that decision. I
said in my second-reading speech that I asked myself,
as the Premier had posed the question: who am I to
stand in the way of this bill? I again ask this today: who
are we now, after this bill has progressed through the
Parliament with over 90 hours of debates and some
pretty arduous debate, including some pretty taxing
situations that we had to deal with, to stand in its way?
Some people said things that should not have been said,
and some people said things that needed to be said. I get
all that, but I think we have had a fair hearing.
And in fact today when I am listening to people opposing
what should be coming into law as compassionate, safe
law, I am just hearing the same stuff I heard those few
weeks ago. I am not hearing anything new. In fact the
axe murderer just had a re-run. The car accident had a
re-run. Even the member for Burwood trotted out the old
thing about the cancer patient. I think we have heard
some really good debate and we have heard some very
poor debate. We certainly do not need to hear a re-run of
the poor debate.
I would just like to say that if you look at some of these
amendments this is exactly why we should pass this bill
with amendments. It has been through a very, very
deliberate, arduous, well-thought-out process. That is
what these houses of Parliament are here for. I sent my
decision to every member of the public who had sent me
a letter saying, ‘Vote this way’ or ‘Don’t vote this way’. I
have sent to every one of those constituents a copy of my
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vote, the way the house voted and a copy of my speech. I
have got to say that not one person has contacted me.
There might be reasons for that that I may not be getting,
but I think one of the reasons that people are mindful of
in their thoughts about this legislation is that they want
the house to deal with it. Actually on receiving my
correspondence, they probably thought the house has
dealt with it and that it has dealt with it in a way that
most of us can accept. I do not see people demonstrating
outside my office, saying, ‘You did the wrong thing’.
They accept the decision that their parliamentarian took
and understand that the bill has been through another
stage in the other house where these amendments have
come from.
I must say that in particular I was very concerned about
one of the amendments, and that was the reduction
from 12 months to six months, because I was very
concerned —
Mr Watt interjected.
Ms GRALEY — Let me speak, member for
Burwood. You have had a fairly good go, and you have
talked about yourself a lot. I am going to talk about
patients. I am going to talk about patients and the
people out there, the people we are supposed to
represent — not your views on things.
I was very concerned about the reduction from
12 months to six months because I was very concerned
that those patients who have neurodegenerative
diseases would not be able to access voluntary assisted
dying. I think that what we have in relation to that
amendment in particular is the good work of the
Parliament taking place. Those people who had
concerns about people with other diseases have had
their term reduced from 12 to six months, but those
people who have neurodegenerative diseases will be
able to request voluntary assisted dying within
12 months of death. Do you know why? Because they
need that. This is a commonsense set of amendments in
many respects if you look at that one in particular, and
that is why we should accept it.
The process has been a good one. It has been the
Parliament working together — both sides. Yes, we
will disagree and we will probably disagree to our
deaths about some of these issues, but the fact of the
matter is that the amendments that have come down
have been quite well formulated. They do tick off on
some of the concerns that particular members of the
houses have had, and they do not undermine some of
the real concerns that people like myself had when we
went to support this bill.
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I have heard a lot of arguments made around the
palliative care situation, and I have got to say the
government was very aware that this was a decision
that a lot of people were making on the basis that they
could not access adequate palliative care services. The
Minister for Health, during this time, has been working
very hard to make sure that an expansion of palliative
care services will be available to people, especially in
regional areas. We have got an expansion of
home-based palliative care in rural and regional
Victoria, a statewide 24-hour phone advice service,
palliative care consultancy services in regional Victoria,
end-of-life care support services grants and five years
of ongoing funding for these services. For people to
suggest — I will throw this into the ring — this as a
reason to oppose or to delay this bill is reckless,
because these services need to be delivered.
I am going to finish up by saying that there are a lot of
people who have been watching this debate. Both the
best and the worst of us have been on display on
occasions, but I certainly do believe that what people
across the board from all parties, no matter where you
live or your background, believe is that we are elected
officials and it is our job to make decisions. It is our job
to get it done. I think that in some of the concern that
we see, this dismay that people have with the
democratic process at the moment and the leadership in
certain areas of our political ecosystem, they are really
saying to us as leaders that we need to get on with the
job of making decisions, governing and sticking to
what we know to be our job — not acting as God
because ‘I disagree with it’ but taking up the role of
being a strong decision-maker, a decision-maker that
has heard all the arguments.
This bill has gone through the process of the house, as I
said, in very arduous and demanding circumstances but
with a free debate available for all of us to contribute to.
I personally am very, very glad to have been able to
participate in such a landmark occasion, but I also think
that it is time now for us all to say, ‘Let’s deal with it’.
Who am I to make this decision on behalf of the people
of the Narre Warren South electorate? I am their elected
representative, and that is what we should be doing. We
should be making a decision — not acting as gods, but
making a decision — and getting on with it.
I oppose the amendment, and I support the bill as
proposed by the Minister for Health. It is safe, it is
compassionate and, I have got to say, as I said in my
second-reading speech, it is time. It is time today. It was
time a few weeks ago, and it is time today. The best we
can do in this house is get on with the business of
governing and get on with the business of making a
decision. It is time.
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Mr CRISP (Mildura) (18:23) — I rise to support the
amendment proposed by the member for Box Hill. In
doing so, like all of us, I am reflecting on the process
that we have been through. When we deal with bills in
this house, mostly we are amending existing acts —
that is, we are adjusting for changes that have occurred
in almost a minor way. We are tweaking various acts,
and that allows for the accumulated knowledge,
precedent and understanding in those acts to continue
and to be useful in the areas of precedent. Now we have
a new bill before us. When you have something
completely new, and that is very rare in this day and
age, then there does need to be a thorough and
comprehensive debate on that bill, and that is what is
occurring. I think that is part of the process of being
thorough and doing our job.
We have learned much in the last week or so from the
upper house debate, and the member for Box Hill raised
many important issues. There is one issue that I want to
raise in what will be a reasonably short contribution,
and that is that the people who have come to my office
have some lingering concerns. They believe this to be a
bad bill, and with the amendments that are proposed
they believe it will be less bad, but they still consider it
to be bad. They made that quite clear to me. But their
concern is over those end-of-life issues.
They had a very frank discussion with me as a small
group about what their concern was. They know that
aged care is expensive, and as older people they are
feeling a self-imposed pressure to do what is best for
their families or their children. In many cases they need
to sell the family home to go to a nursing home for
end-of-life care, yet at the same time they also concede
that they know their families would never put pressure
on them. But the elders feel that they are imposing that
pressure on themselves, and I want them, and they feel
they need, to have the confidence that they have a
choice. That is where we need to arrive at a solution
where we can provide some sort of choice for those
elderly people who are feeling a self-imposed pressure,
and that is where the role of palliative care comes in.
We can do much more with palliative care, and I
support a better palliative care system that can and must
offer better end-of-life options that include being able
to die a pain-free death at home. That is what I was
asked to bring back to the house — to talk about the
things that concern them. Certainly being able to die at
home is something that people do desire, as well as
relief from those financial pressures, particularly when
they are concerned about selling their home. With that,
I will be supporting the amendment of the member for
Box Hill.
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Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (18:26) — I am
pleased to support the amendment by the member for
Box Hill and commend him on his application and
focus on important features relating to legislation which
will impact upon this state and perhaps the Australian
nation in a number of ways. I had the privilege of
listening to the brilliant Liz Carr, a British actor, lawyer
and disability rights advocate, when she spoke in this
Parliament earlier this year. She raised a number of
concerns, but the one which I have stated in here
previously is about when the right to die would become
the duty to die. This particular point was amplified by a
former Australian Prime Minister, Paul Keating, when
he noted:
Once this bill is passed the expectations of patients and
families will change. The culture of dying, despite certain and
intense resistance, will gradually permeate into our medical,
health, social and institutional arrangements. It stands for
everything a truly civil society should stand against. A change
of this kind will affect our entire community not just a small
number of dying patients. It is fatuous to assert that patients
will not feel under pressure once this bill becomes law to
nominate themselves for termination.

John Daffy is a highly principled Melbourne physician,
and he has focused upon this legislation for a long time.
He grew up in country Victoria, pursued an amateur
sporting career, was an outstanding Australian athlete
and conducted his studies in this state where he
practices at three Melbourne hospitals. He has made a
number of statements:
A yes vote will enable state-assisted suicide for people with
potentially treatable depression as well as our most vulnerable
and socially isolated community members.
Yes voters, in good faith, think they are voting for the right to
die for an individual in pain. If modern palliative care was
available to all, we should all be having a pain-free death. We
should be concentrating on providing the best possible
palliative care and support to all Victorians who are not
currently receiving it at this time.

The package that was proposed by the government is
inadequate to meet the need as outlined by Palliative
Care Victoria. Victorians therefore will continue to
suffer while palliative care does not meet benchmark
standards across the state — in inner Melbourne, in the
east of Melbourne, in the west of Melbourne and in
regional Victoria. John Daffy went on to say:
We will be voting for doctors to assist the suicide of patients,
irrevocably altering the doctor-patient relationship. We are
voting to turn back 2000 years of medical ethics.

I repeat:
We are voting to turn back 2000 years of medical ethics.
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Dr Michael Gannon from the Australian Medical
Association has stated on the record that 107 out of
109 national medical associations are opposed to
euthanasia. John Daffy further said:
The international experience is clear. The threshold event is
euthanasia’s initial legalisation. From that point, the only
debate is expanding the indications of the state-sponsored
suicides.
…
A yes vote needs to fully own the collateral damage.
We are voting for a system which cannot be made safe for the
most vulnerable in our community. That’s why the English
House of Commons recently rejected similar legislation (3 to
1) with the overwhelming opinion from that well-informed
Parliament that you simply couldn’t make it safe, no matter
how many ‘safeguards’ you put in place.
I believe that this legislation is a political smokescreen and is
detracting from the real debate which is that superior
palliative care should be available to all Victorians. The real
debate is significantly more expensive. We can’t even get the
trains to run on time. How can we possibly trust a
government department to safely oversee a state-sanctioned
suicide program for our fellow citizens. This course of action
can never be made safe. The English House of Commons got
it right when they said no to similar legislation. Hopefully our
own state Parliament can show similar wisdom and
leadership on this most difficult of issues.

I would like to finish by placing on record some
remarks by Karen Hitchcock, who was quoted earlier:
Over the 12 years that I have worked as a doctor in large
public hospitals, I have cared for hundreds of dying patients.
No-one has ever died screaming or begging for me to kill
them. Patients have told me they want to die. My response to
this is ‘Tell me why’. It is rarely because of pain, but it is
often because of despair, loneliness, grief, the feeling of
worthlessness, meaninglessness or being a burden. I have
never seen a dying patient whose physical suffering was
untreatable. The combination of morphine and midazolam is
extremely powerful; it can be administered and titrated up
very quickly. Barbiturates can render one unconscious in
minutes. Palliative care practices have come a long way in the
past decade.

Dr Hitchcock went on to note:
Euthanasia is a cheap solution to the difficult and complex
problem of caring for those dependent, suffering and dying.
…
Any attempt to make death easy will inevitably expose those
in the community who are vulnerable to untimely deaths, to
feeling worthless and burdensome. No panel of doctors or
booklet of rules, no ream of checks and balances, can prevent
this invisible coercion based on new social norms. It is
clinicians on the front line who see this invisible coercion in
action: patients apologising for taking up beds, for being a
burden, for finding themselves disgusting and so wishing they
could die.
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I can understand why killing might be framed as a humane
response to your diminished function, physical suffering and
mental anguish. But our responsibility is to help make your
life bearable. I hope for a society with the values and the
resources to allow us to say, don’t be scared. We will attend
to you, ease your pain, witness your anguish. No, we will not
kill you.

Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (18:33) — I am
delighted to make a few brief comments in relation to
the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017 that is before
the house. I rise to speak against the amendment moved
by the member for Box Hill. This is a debate that has
been extensive. It has lasted — as the
Attorney-General, who is at the table, indicated —
something like 60 hours. Both houses have enabled
members to speak on the second reading, to vote on the
second reading, to speak on the clauses of the bill
during the course of the committee debate, to vote on
amendments that have been put and then to finally vote
on the third reading. The debate has been extensive, and
it has been exhaustive.
It was not clear to me listening to the member for Box
Hill’s contribution earlier today that if we, for example,
said, ‘We’ll allow not for 60 hours of debate, we’ll
allow for 120 hours of debate’, that that would shift the
manager of opposition business, the member for Box
Hill, from his position. We could afford the member for
Box Hill 600 hours of debate and I still think he would
oppose the bill. This place and the other place could
have voted for every single amendment put forward by
the member for Box Hill, and I think that on the vote on
the third reading the member for Box Hill would have
opposed the bill. That is my sense. I respect the fact that
the member for Box Hill is very firm and resolute in his
commitments, but the Parliament has considered this
bill at length in both houses along the principle that the
chambers are separate but equal.
It has been a good debate. It has been a debate I have
been proud to be associated with. I listened with great
interest to a number of contributions that were made,
both those in favour and those against. What became
apparent to me very early on was that there are good
people with good ideas on both sides of the debate, and
I respect the fact that we come at this through different
lenses and from different angles. You can sit here
dispassionately during the debate, you can listen to a
person who has got an opposing view, as I did, and you
can respect the position that they arrived at. I respect
the fact that when the bill was put before this place and
when amendments were put to the bill, people had a
diametrically opposed view to mine. I accept the fact
that they reached those views through their own ways,
through their own passage through life and through
their own learned experience, as have I, and that they
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have reached a fundamentally different perspective and
point of view.
Ultimately it would come down to this. Ultimately it
would come down to a vote on the second reading, a
vote on amendments and a vote on the third reading in
this place and the other place. It was always going to
come down to this, and it was always going to come
down to the numbers. It was always going to be either a
case of the bill passing without amendments, the bill
passing with amendments or the bill being defeated.
What we saw as a consequence of extensive debate that
went overnight in this place and on two separate
occasions in the other place was the Parliament reach
the conclusion that the bill should be supported with
amendments. As a consequence of that extensive
debate, the extensive examination, there is the
opportunity now to accept those amendments from the
other place and to pass the legislation.
I have sat through a few committee debates in my time.
I sat through two lengthy committee debates in the
other place back in the 1990s on changes to the Audit
Act 1994 that were proposed by the Kennett
government and changes that related to the abolition of
common-law rights for seriously injured workers. It is a
privileged position to have a committee debate, because
as a member you can ask a question of the minister and
the minister can provide a response to that question in
the chamber, or they can seek advice from a senior
departmental official. It enables a member who has got
an issue with a bill to examine and explore that
particular issue at great length. It allows people to try to
ascertain and understand in a lot more detail why a
particular clause is in a bill. It potentially allows
members to allay their fears through that examination.
As we saw in this place, debate lasted for well over
20 hours, and in the other place it lasted for, I think,
over 47 hours. So it did provide an enormous number
of opportunities for members to explore, reflect and get
on the public record, Hansard, their views on the bill
and on specific issues related to it. It was quite a rich
and lengthy debate, which was really important and
really worthwhile and useful.
We have got to the point where we have done all that. I
was listening to the contribution of the member for Box
Hill earlier, and if you took on face value what the
member said, it was almost like this bill just appeared
out of nowhere one day and that it has been pushed
through this house and the other place and is going to
become law tomorrow. The reality is that the bill before
the house is the result of extensive consultation and
discussion. It has been explored at length. It is the
product of an expert panel of people who have
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considered this matter at length. Like other members, I
read the report, I met with members of my community,
I met with healthcare professionals, I met with local
churches and I met with Professor Owler. I looked at
the bill in great detail, I spoke during the
second-reading debate in this place and I spoke a
number of times during the consideration-in-detail
stage. I am not putting myself out there as being any
different from the majority of members of this place
and the other place. I looked at this bill carefully, I
looked at it closely, I consulted widely and I made my
position clear based upon those discussions. I
participated actively throughout the process.
During the sitting day on which we debated throughout
the night I went home and had a couple of hours sleep
and then went out to a function in my electorate, and
people were amazed at the fact that Parliament had sat
overnight and at length. People were incredibly
supportive of the bill that had been passed by us that
day. People were pleased and positive that we had done
that. As a consequence of that we are now in the
position where we have the bill back here with
amendments, which I am very happy to support
because I think this is a really important piece of
legislation that is before the house.
We have done our duty; we have discharged our duty
on behalf of our electorates. Our electorates tasked us to
look at the bill, to read the report, to examine the issue
thoroughly, to come here to make our contributions and
to vote according to our conscience. We have done that,
and I am really pleased and proud of being afforded this
opportunity to do so. It is a great piece of legislation,
and I am proud to support it. I commend the bill to the
house and I oppose the amendment moved by the
member for Box Hill.
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) (18:43) — I rise to
support the amendment put by the member for Box
Hill, and I do that principally because there is no
question that if you are looking at this amendment in a
fair-minded way, the Parliament is not ready to
progress this bill further. It is not ready to progress this
bill further for a number of reasons that I intend to
outline. The first reason is the manner in which this
debate has been conducted in the Parliament. A number
of members have given each other a pat on the back
and have celebrated how well the debate has been
conducted. I do not agree. I think this has been one of
the most disgraceful abuses of parliamentary process
through the use of a gag that I have ever seen.
Regardless of the different views across this chamber,
everybody should have the right to express their view
on all aspects of a bill. If the Parliament and members

4059

of Parliament do not have the opportunity to have their
say on all aspects of a bill — to represent their
electorate or to represent their region — the Parliament
is not doing its job. When the government puts in place
mechanisms in the Council, for example, which deny
people the opportunity to put forward the contributions
they seek to make simply because it does not like those
views, I do not join in the backslapping and I do not
join in the popping of champagne corks. In my view
there is one place where those views should be able to
be put, regardless of how people are approaching the
debate, and that is in the Parliament of Victoria if they
are elected. This government has not allowed that to
happen. It has used the gag in the Council; that is a fact.
It is not a debatable contest; that is a fact. It does not
happen a lot in the Council, but under this government
it has, and that is an absolutely shameful, unfortunate
thing that has happened on a life-and-death issue.
But also, there is no question about it, members of
Parliament in the Assembly have not had the
opportunity to speak on behalf of their districts in the
manner in which they would have liked. That was made
very clear when some members had to leave the
chamber because the government had marathon
sessions that were not needed. The bill could have been
debated at a more reasonable hour to ensure that elected
members of Parliament had the opportunity to speak on
amendments and to put amendments forward. Again
that is not a contested concept. There are members in
the Assembly who had to leave this chamber during the
marathon debate, not because they wanted to and not
because they did not have anything to say on behalf of
their electorate, but because the government in the way
it approached the parliamentary process said, ‘Sorry,
you don’t have that right on a key life-and-death issue.
We’re going to take that away from you’. I think that is
just criminal. As I said, that is why I will not be
indicating that the Parliament is ready to pass this bill.
The other thing that concerns me is that even over the
weekend I met with a number of constituents at
community events, and I met with one constituent in
my office. We in this place have a great appreciation of
the parliamentary process, but for many people outside
of this place the concept of the different stages of a bill
and the concept of where bills are at do not come as
naturally as to some in this place who do it on a
week-to-week basis. A number of those constituents put
to me that they simply did not have the opportunity to
see me, as their member of Parliament, and to go
through what the amendments that had been accepted
meant and what those that had not been accepted
meant. The reason they did not have that opportunity is
that nobody could go through the amendments that
thoroughly, given the debate had only taken place last

VOLUNTARY ASSISTED DYING BILL 2017
4060

ASSEMBLY

week in the Legislative Council, given that it is not like
the Council sat at reasonable hours, given that the
scheme, if it comes in, is not going to come in until
2019 —
Ms Ryall interjected.
Mr GIDLEY — It was a complete rush. To say to
residents in my district or other districts that over two or
three days they should have the ability to look at what
the Council has done, to see their elected
representatives, to put those representations based on
the amended bill and to have those members of
Parliament then come in and debate and vote on this
early the following week, is just nonsense.
Whether or not it is the historic applying of the gag to
silence members of Parliament in the Legislative
Council, whether or not it is putting in place a timetable
in the Legislative Assembly that prevented people from
having the opportunity to speak on different parts of the
bill because of needing to leave the chamber and
whether or not it is bringing this bill into the Assembly
today and seeking a vote on it when residents who are
not part of the parliamentary process and naturally will
take more time to consider the amended bill that has
come from the Council and then seek a meeting with
their member of Parliament and have that opportunity
refused, these are characteristics of this debate which do
the government no credit, regardless of the position you
are coming to on this debate. They do the government
no credit, they do the Parliament no credit.
This debate should have been one where every member
of Parliament had the opportunity to put amendments
and speak on different areas. It should have been one
where we celebrated the contest of ideas, where the gag
was not applied. It should have been one where
members of the public had the opportunity to see their
elected members of Parliament following that rushed
job in the other place and get a better understanding as
to how that would impact them and their life.
That is crucial, given the government went out so hard
and said to people in Victoria, ‘We’ve got this right.
We don’t need any amendments. This bill is perfect in
the Assembly. We don’t need any amendments. We’re
not going to accept any amendments. It’s all fine and
dandy, even though it is a key life-and-death issue’.
Then in the upper house to have a completely different
bill with amendments passed come back to this
chamber and say to the people of Victoria, ‘Well, sorry
about that. We said one thing one week, we’ve done
another thing the next week, and if you want to see
your elected members of Parliament on what we’re
actually proposing, well, that’s tough’ — that does not
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work for residents in my district and it should not work
for any residents across the state.
It also does not work when we had a key life-and-death
issue here where there was not wriggle room up to the
last election. There was not a commitment of, ‘We’ll
look at euthanasia or physician-assisted dying — we
might have a look at it’. It was unequivocal: ‘We will
not introduce or change euthanasia laws’. They were
the words from the Premier of the state before the last
state election. What have we had? We have had the
Premier change his mind.
I do not criticise the Premier for changing his mind on a
key life issue. I do not criticise him for doing that. He is
entitled to do that based on different experiences. But as
I said in my contribution, if on key life-and-death issues
like euthanasia members of Parliament are going to go
to the electorate when they are leading an alternative
government, make a commitment of their position, get
into government and then seek to change that position,
they at least should have the courtesy to go back to the
electorate — at least have that courtesy.
From all of those perspectives, from a leader of the
government who said he would not change euthanasia
laws before the last election, from the government that
has gagged debate, from the government that has
prevented members of Parliament in this place being
able to put the amendments that they wanted because of
the way that it rammed this through the Legislative
Assembly, from a government that is taking away the
rights of residents to speak and meet with their elected
members of their district or region, all of those things,
as well as the content of the debate, make it so
important that we do not rush this.
It is so important that this Parliament does not debate
and further progress this bill. This Parliament, the
people of Victoria and this issue deserve so much more
than what has been provided by this government,
regardless of the views that have been put and how you
come to a position on this issue. The people of Victoria
deserve better. The Parliament deserves better. The
whole state deserves better. I just say to members of the
government that it is not too late, there is an
opportunity; there is an amendment before the house
moved by the member for Box Hill, who has so
eloquently spoken in this debate, and I would urge
members to support that.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) (18:53) — I am
opposing the member for Box Hill’s amendment and
supporting the Council’s amendments to the legislation
before the house. In doing so I want to say that I respect
those people who have a different view about voluntary
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assisted dying. I respect their right to think differently
and to be opposed to this legislation, and I respect the
vast majority of the people who participated in this
debate in the lower house three weeks ago. But my
concern is that we are now at a point where we can
make a decision to either vote for or vote against the
legislation. People know what they want to do. I do not
believe that members in the Assembly do not
understand the significance of the amendments that
were passed in the Legislative Council. I think we are
all aware of those amendments, what they mean and the
impact that they have. I do not think, irrespective of
what these amendments are, that it will change the vote
of anyone from the last time we sat to the present time.
I say that because we have had over 100 hours of
debate, plus the 21⁄2 hours that we will have today and
whatever we do tomorrow in relation to this. This will
be the most debated piece of legislation that will have
ever been before this Parliament. People may say that
that is right, it deserves that, but there will come a point
when the community will want us to call an end to this,
to actually resolve this. We are now debating around
and around in circles. There are no new arguments
coming before the Parliament. They are the same
arguments that have been put before the Parliament —
Mr WATT (Burwood) (18:55) — Under standing
order 155, I move:
That the question be now put.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Couzens) — As I
am an acting speaker, I cannot accept the question. I
call the member to continue.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
my understanding is that if a closure motion is put and
the Speaker or Deputy Speaker is not in the chair, they
should be summoned so they can rule on the motion
that has been put. I submit that you should summon the
Speaker or the Deputy Speaker accordingly.
The SPEAKER — Order! I call the member for
Burwood.
Mr WATT (Burwood) (18:56) — Given the fact
that the member for Footscray and many members on
that side have said we are going around and around in
circles, I move:
That the question be now put.

Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker —
The SPEAKER — Order! No points of order can
be taken at this time. I am advised that the Independent
members have not contributed to the debate, and until I
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ascertain whether or not they wish to contribute to this
debate, I will not allow the motion to be put at this time.
Is there any other member who wishes to contribute to
this debate?
Mr Burgess — On a point of order, Speaker, with
great respect, it is not your decision to make whether
somebody is going to debate or not. They are either in
the house to rise to their feet in their place or they are
not. You cannot be second-guessing members of this
house on whether they want to contribute or not. We
have asked for the question to be put. You can only
decide on that. There is not a point of order to be taken.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the point
the member is making. The standing order clearly sets
out that the Chair must put the question immediately
without amendment or debate unless he or she believes
that one of three things is in occurrence. One of them is
the denial of the rights of a minority. I was unwilling to
put the question until I was sure that the Independent
members of this place had had the opportunity to
contribute to this debate on the amendments. I am
going to call the member on a point of order — the
member for Burwood first — but I caution the
members that this is not a debate about my ruling. This
will need to be a further point of order.
Mr Watt — On a further point of order, Speaker,
are you saying that if the Independents do not turn up to
this house, we are never going to put the question? Is it
your contention that if the Independent members do not
turn up to the house, we will never have the question
put? The members opposite have made it very clear that
we are going around in circles —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member shall
resume his seat. With respect to the member for
Burwood, in ruling on this matter I have made my point
very clear that I would seek to ascertain from the
Independent members whether they wish to participate
in this debate.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Sandringham electorate graffiti
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (19:01) —
(13 702) I have a matter to raise for the attention of the
Minister for Police, and the action that I seek is for her
or a senior police officer to work with the local

ADJOURNMENT
4062

ASSEMBLY

Sandringham community to address the rising scourge
of graffiti within the Sandringham electorate. A
keen-minded constituent by the name of Peter
Stuart-Murray contacted my office recently advising of
the concerns of many local residents regarding the
amount of graffiti that is occurring in the streets.
There have been a number of people over my time as a
local member who have taken on the responsibility of
removing graffiti. Residents in Highett, Sandringham,
Mentone and Cheltenham have often taken
responsibility for clearing up graffiti on public
infrastructure and along the railway corridors.
Outstanding work has been done by a number of
Hampton residents as well. In the case of
Mr Stuart-Murray he has dedicated many hours of his
own time cleaning up after the vandals strike, and he
self-funds the tools and equipment to clear the graffiti.
He noted that twice he has caught the vandals
red-handed, and he has raised concerns regarding the
regularity of the practice, on consecutive Friday or
Saturday nights, of the defacing of public infrastructure.
He is of the view that with good policing work and
good surveillance work, people can be held to account
for the damage that is being done to public
infrastructure and motor vehicles.
On his behalf and on behalf of other residents in the
Sandringham electorate who are concerned about the
scourge of graffiti I seek, as I indicated, that the
minister or a senior police officer establish a stronger
working liaison to try and address the prevalence of
graffiti. I note that two or three years ago there was a
massive graffiti strike in Black Rock. The police did an
outstanding job in allocating time and personnel, and
the offender was caught and prosecuted. Likewise in
Mentone the Friends of Mentone Station and Gardens
have done an outstanding job under the leadership of
Dorothy Booth to work with local police officers to
clean up the local streetscape. This is what I seek
through the meeting with the minister.

Breast screening
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (19:04) — (13 703) I
direct my adjournment matter to the Minister for
Health, and the action I seek is for the minister to
convene a meeting between my office, members of my
community, the City of Moonee Valley and the
Department of Health and Human Services to discuss
ways to increase the rate of breast screening amongst
women in the state district of Essendon. Only 58 per
cent of women in the electorate of Essendon have
regular mammograms. This figure has not increased in
the past two years, and women in my community
would like to see the rate of testing increase.
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Registered training organisations
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (19:05) —
(13 704) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Training and Skills in the other place, and the action I
seek is an urgent review of the departmental procedures
relating to the distribution of information to registered
training organisations (RTOs). Last week I met with a
training provider who has no government funding and
who is looking to close their business because they
have been hampered by bureaucratic bungles. The
training provider was told they would not qualify for
funding because they do not deliver programs. When
the business asked for a definition of ‘program’, they
received advice from the Department of Education and
Training. They then went about ensuring they could
meet that definition, spending considerable time and
money to ensure that they could meet the definition that
had been provided as well as improve their course
offering to attract more students with specialised
equipment and facilities.
Some five months later they received another email
saying the advice they had been given previously by the
department was incorrect and that a new definition of
‘program’ would be sent to them shortly. As such the
company has since withdrawn its application and is
unsure if it will continue. This will equate to the loss of
jobs in my electorate, which also happens to be in the
minister’s region, and will limit the number of places
available for courses such as the certificate II in rail
infrastructure, a qualification needed in our state.
Is this a case of the goalposts being moved to create a
training monopoly to boost declining numbers at
TAFEs, or is it that the left hand does not know what
the right hand is doing because there are too many
bureaucrats? This government has been hell-bent on
tracking down dodgy and corrupt RTOs, and rightly so,
but it is my fear that they have tarred everyone with the
same brush and now every RTO is being viewed as
dodgy. There are many RTOs that provide high-quality
and valuable qualifications to people to help them get
back into the workforce or improve their skill set. I
would have thought a government that says it is
committed to building an education state would be
trying to have as many people qualified as possible, but
that is not the case. It is hardworking small business
people who are suffering because of this government’s
unfair and unbalanced playing field.

Peninsula Community Legal Centre
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (19:07) — (13 705)
My adjournment matter is for the Attorney-General, and
the action I seek is for the Attorney-General to
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accompany me to the Peninsula Community Legal
Centre (PCLC) to discuss the extraordinary amount of
work that they do, the quality of that work and the future
funding initiatives that could be available to them.
As the local member I am extremely proud of the staff at
the PCLC and the initiatives they have put in place to
serve my community. Two specific pilot programs at the
PCLC that are relatively new to our community, widely
used and very much valued are the family violence duty
lawyer trial and the fines clinic. For many years PCLC
has been delivering legal assistance services to our
peninsula community, including people experiencing
homelessness, family violence and disadvantage, and I
look forward to many more years of their crucial service
being supported by the state government. I look forward
to the Attorney-General’s response.

Energy prices
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (19:07) — (13 706) I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change. The
action I seek from the energy minister is that she
provide me with details of government funding that can
offset the cost of backup power supplies now being
installed by industry and farmers in Benambra.
I do not think anyone in this place needs to be reminded
of the warnings from the Australian Energy Market
Operator (AEMO) for this summer. Just today AEMO
have reported that Victorian taxpayers will be paying
for the irresponsible policies of this Andrews Labor
government. Not only has the Premier sold out the
blue-collar workers in the regions in pursuit of Greens
votes in the city, he has also overseen an agenda which
has increased the risk of blackouts and made electricity
more expensive.
Neither industry nor farmers can afford these outages,
even less so at critical parts of the day. Take Tawonga
dairy farmer Kevin Prime. He milks 250 cows twice a
day, generally between 6.00 a.m. and 8.30 a.m. and
then again between 4.00 p.m. and 6.30 p.m. I do not
need to tell you that these times of peak energy demand
are times when these outages are most likely to occur.
Like most farmers, Mr Prime has had to plan ahead. He
has recently invested in a diesel generator to overcome
the potential loss of power mid-milking. That is a
$20 000 investment against a backdrop of depressed
milk prices. He cannot afford it, but this Labor
government’s decision to push ahead with its
ridiculously ambitious renewable energy target has
forced his hand.
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This is a farmer who is not averse to renewable
energy — he has a solar system, but that alone cannot
meet the demand of a full milking run. Mr Prime is not
greedy and he is not about government handouts, but he
asks what compensation can be provided to farmers in
his predicament. Just last week he asked what he should
do with his milk if the power goes out: ‘Surely they
don’t want me to stink this valley out by dumping it
into the effluent ponds’, he said. I think he is right; I do
not think Labor would want dairy farmers dumping
spoilt milk with the risk of a stench leading all the way
back to their ideological policies. I am pretty sure they
would not want a class action from dairy farmers over
the loss of production or over cattle suffering mastitis or
left bellowing in the milking bays with full udders.
Mr Prime is not the only dairy farmer planning for
these outages, nor is dairy the only industry. The
Weekly Times last week highlighted the concerns of pig,
egg and meat producers over the fact that power
companies are urging farmers to stay off the grid. That
is fine in theory but, as Mr Prime’s case demonstrates,
not always practical. We have major manufacturers and
industry in the Benambra district who are reliant on a
stable and reliable energy grid and who are now
scrambling for alternative power supplies to get them
through a government-created disaster. They are the
collateral damage from this government’s policy, and at
the very least they deserve an explanation, if not
compensation.

Brimbank Bicycle Education Centre
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (19:10) — (13 707)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action I seek is that the minister
provide an urgent update relating to the current request
from the Brimbank Bicycle Education Centre (BBEC) to
be granted access to a retired W-class tram, which are
available for community use. The BBEC have requested
this, and I have made representations for the community
group to be permitted use of one of the retired trams.
This tram will provide a number of community services
at Green Gully Reserve, where the community group is
located, including the establishment of a men’s shed,
education and training for children around bicycle safety
and various other activities. This will be a great
opportunity available at a community space accessible to
not only the electorate of St Albans but also the northern
end of the City of Brimbank.
I believe that there is already a W-class tram located at
Copperfield College near Kings Park, and it would be
fitting to have a second W-class tram located in
Brimbank. What better way could there be for this
group to be able to provide additional services,
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including, as I previously said, a men’s shed and
various other activities not only for kids in relation to
bicycle safety but also the ability to provide more
services? Therefore I commend the group’s request and
wholeheartedly support the group’s activities at Green
Gully Reserve. I ask the minister to urgently provide an
update on this matter to the community in St Albans.

Naroghid wind farm
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (19:12) — (13 708) My
adjournment matter is to the Minister for Planning. The
action I seek from the minister is an assurance that he
will listen to the community of Cobden who believe the
changes proposed for the Naroghid wind farm are in
fact substantial changes and as a result need to go
through a public planning process. The Naroghid wind
farm is quoted as being a $100 million investment. The
project claims the farm will have a stated capacity of
43 megawatts, created by 12 Senvion 3.4-megawatt
towers — they are seeking approval to go to a height in
excess of 180 metres — and will power 37 000 homes.
Let us test some of that theory and supposed benefits
for the Cobden community. If this farm goes ahead, the
vital and much-supported Cobden airfield will be put at
extreme risk. Pilots and the local community have told
me the value of the airfield will be dramatically
reduced. Cobden does not have an on-call doctor
service, so an airfield capable of airlifting people to
safety is important. Fire spotters and fire planes are an
important service that can be based in Cobden. Cobden
is also the closest airfield to the iconic Twelve Apostles
and home to a vibrant aero club. Recent years have seen
considerable upgrades at Cobden airfield, and it is one
of the finest airfields in the Polwarth electorate.
If common sense does not prevail, what will the
community get? Wind generation in Victoria at
11.00 a.m. today was producing 7 per cent of its stated
capacity. That would mean that this wind farm would
not be powering the 37 000 homes claimed and the
benefit therein, but instead each $8.3 million wind
turbine would be generating 70 kilowatts of energy —
enough to run not 3083 homes but 35 2-kilowatt
hairdryers. This is not a good deal for Cobden, it is not
a good deal for Victoria and it is not a good deal for
safety in south-west Victoria. It is not a good deal for
Cobden to lose its airport for this golden wind rush.

Footscray Hospital
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) (19:14) — (13 709)
My adjournment matter tonight is to the Minister for
Health. With the finalisation of the site for the
Footscray Hospital, I ask that she and I go down and
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visit the site and engage with the community to find out
what that will mean for the community. I ask this
because I am so pleased that the state budget put money
towards identifying the need to build a new Footscray
Hospital, with the site to be determined after a short list
is prepared, to ensure that the people of the inner west
at Footscray and surrounds get the first-class hospital
that they deserve.
It is only a Labor government that will put the money
into ensuring that the people in the inner west get the
medical and hospital services that they deserve and
have been waiting for some time to receive. Again, I
ask the Minister for Health if she would make the time,
once those decisions have been made and we have a
final site, to come out to that site with me to engage
with the community over what that site will look like
and what we are going to do to provide that hospital for
the people of Footscray and the inner west.

Maroona-Glenthompson Road, Willaura
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (19:16) — (13 710) I wish to
raise an adjournment matter for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. Maroona-Glenthompson Road is
currently being used by a higher than usual number of
trucks due to the closure of the alternate route at
Rossbridge. Despite having more than a year to make
sure Maroona-Glenthompson Road was in suitable
condition to handle truck traffic, the road is just too
narrow, with truck mirrors almost touching when
passing vehicles travel in the opposite direction, and
poor maintenance of the road has resulted in numerous
potholes and significant drop-offs on the shoulders. The
road is simply not safe for local residents or other users
of the road.
Tragically my concerns regarding the safety of our
country roads were realised last week when a truck
driver sadly lost his life on Maroona-Glenthompson
Road last Thursday. People attending the scene of the
accident have told me it appears the truck went off the
road into a 6-inch drop-off at the shoulder, which led to
the driver losing control of the vehicle and, tragically,
losing his life while just doing his job. I extend my
sincere and heartfelt condolences to his family.
To highlight the issues with this road, another truck
accident occurred this morning on this same road.
Again it appears the driver travelled around the bend
and hit a hole, causing the truck to roll. Fortunately in
this instance the driver has survived, and I would like to
acknowledge the Country Fire Authority volunteers
from the Willaura brigade who attended both accidents.
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Maroona-Glenthompson Road, like many roads in the
Lowan electorate, is simply not at a standard to handle
this level of truck traffic. It is simply not good enough
that we have roads that have been so poorly maintained
that people are putting their lives at risk when they are
just doing the jobs they love, taking the kids to school
or going to footy or netball training. Labor’s cuts to the
VicRoads asset management budget over the past three
years and their scrapping of The Nationals’ country
roads and bridges program are taking their toll.
We do not need reduced speed limits on our country
roads; we need roads that are safe for our people to use.
I therefore ask the minister to take urgent and
immediate action to review the suitability of our
country roads to handle the trucks and other traffic they
carry and to provide VicRoads with the budget that
allows them to do their job and to fix up country roads
to save country lives.

Bonshaw Early Learning Centre
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (19:18) — (13 711) I
raise an issue for the attention of the Minister for
Families and Children. I ask the minister to visit Ballarat
early next year to open the new Bonshaw Early Learning
Centre. As the minister would know, $1.6 million was
allocated in the last budget to construct a new
kindergarten and early learning centre in the Sebastopol
West area to support a community that is growing in the
number of houses that will be constructed on the site.
The new kindergarten is being constructed off-site by
ARKit construction, and I understand the kindergarten is
now complete and ready to move on-site. I think that will
happen this Friday, and I will be pleased to see it actually
coming on-site. Afterwards of course it will be
completed so that the kindergarten will be open for
operation for the start of 2018.
Clearly this is very exciting for the people of
Sebastopol. This kindergarten will replace the old
Sebastopol West Kindergarten. I certainly know that
the families will be very excited about this, so I look
forward to the completion of this centre and to the
minister formally opening it next year.

Responses
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) (19:19) —
The member for Polwarth has raised with me a
planning matter in relation to a wind farm at Cobden
and the potential impact of that wind farm on the
activities of the very important airport at Cobden. I am
happy to take that matter on notice, and I will take up
the matter with my office and provide advice to the
member for Polwarth as to where the application is up
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to. Obviously the protection of significant assets such
as airports is very critical in country Victoria, and I am
very aware of their importance, particularly in relation
to medical evacuations and so forth. I can assure the
member for Polwarth that I will take that matter up, and
my office will be in touch on that application and where
it is actually at in the process.
The member for Sandringham raised a matter for the
Minister for Police in relation to the issue of graffiti in
the Sandringham electorate, and the member for
Essendon raised a matter for the Minister for Health on
how to boost the rate of breast cancer screening in his
electorate, a very important issue for all of us. I will
make sure the minister is aware of that matter.
The member for South-West Coast raised a matter
seeking the support of the Minister for Training and
Skills to assist one of her training organisations to get
themselves accredited, and I will make sure the minister
is aware of that matter.
The member for Frankston raised a matter with the
Attorney-General in relation to visiting his very active
community legal centre in Frankston. We know just
how important these legal centres are to our
community, and I will make sure the Attorney-General
is aware of that.
The member for Benambra raised a matter for the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
in relation to the question of potential compensation for
what he regards as an unreliable electricity supply for a
particular dairy farmer, and I will make that matter
known to the minister.
The member for St Albans raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport, seeking an update on the
Brimbank Bicycle Education Centre’s use of W-class
trams that are no longer in service, and I am sure the
minister is aware of that.
The member for Footscray raised a matter for the
Minister for Health, seeking that the minister visit the
potential site of the new Footscray Hospital, an
excellent investment by the government. I will make
sure the minister is aware of that matter.
The member for Lowan raised a matter for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety in relation to maintenance of
Maroona-Glenthompson Road just south of Ararat,
where a tragic accident occurred only very recently. I
will make sure the minister is made aware of that.
The member for Buninyong raised a matter for the
Minister for Families and Children, asking her to visit
the new kindergarten in Sebastopol, which is a great
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community asset as well. I will make sure those matters
are all brought to the intention of the relevant ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house
now stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.23 p.m.
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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.

PETITIONS
4068

ASSEMBLY

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.
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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:

4079

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.
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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
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(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.
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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.

4089

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
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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
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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.
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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
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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

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

ASSEMBLY

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:
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… 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

Wednesday, 29 November 2017

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.
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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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INAUGURAL SPEECH
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
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(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

4141

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

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

ASSEMBLY

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.
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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

Wednesday, 29 November 2017

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
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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.
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.
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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.
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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Thursday, 30 November 2017

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES

The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

Message read recommending further appropriation
for Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms
and Pet Shops) Bill 2016.

VICTORIA LAW FOUNDATION
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Report 2016–17
Adjournment
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General), by leave,
presented report.

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(09:36) — I move:

Tabled.

JUDICIAL COLLEGE OF VICTORIA
Report 2016–17
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General), by leave,
presented report.
Tabled.

SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA
Reports 2015–16 and 2016–17
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) presented reports
by command of the Governor.
Tabled.

That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday,
12 December 2017.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wantirna Park caravan park
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) (09:36) — This
week I tabled in the house a petition on behalf of
residents at the Wantirna Park caravan park who are
being evicted. They will be moved out of that caravan
park where they have lived for many years — many for
30 years. I call on the government to ensure that they
are working with these residents to find them
alternative accommodation.

Knoxbrooke Base Camp
DOCUMENTS

Tabled by Acting Clerk:
Australian Health Practitioner Regulation Agency — Report
2016–17
Financial Management Act 1994 — Report from the
Attorney-General that he had received the Report 2016–17 of
the Judicial College of Victoria
Health Practitioner National Law (Victoria) Act 2009 —
Report 2016–17 of the National Health Practitioner
Ombudsman and Privacy Commissioner
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Primary Return November 2017 and Summary
Variations Notified between 22 September 2017 and
28 November 2017 — Ordered to be published
National Health Funding Pool — Report 2016–17
Ombudsman — Implementing OPCAT in Victoria: report
and inspection of the Dame Phyllis Frost Centre — Ordered
to be published
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 112, 113, 118, 119
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal — Report
2016–17.

Mr WAKELING — I was very pleased to attend the
official opening of the Knoxbrooke Base Camp facility
in Ferntree Gully Village. This new facility will run a
two-year program for children and adults with special
needs who are leaving school. This will assist them with
further education and transition into employment. I
congratulate Knoxbrooke for this great initiative.

Glengollan Village fete
Mr WAKELING — Once again, congratulations to
the residents and staff of Glengollan Village in Ferntree
Gully on another fantastic fete. This annual event raises
significant dollars for the Glengollan community, and it
is great to see that the Ferntree Gully community is
supporting this important event. I congratulate all those
involved for putting on a wonderful event.

Premiers’ Reading Challenge
Mr WAKELING — I was pleased to attend
assemblies at Ferntree Gully North Primary School,
Mountain Gate Primary School and St Andrews
Christian College to recognise students who
participated in the Premiers’ Reading Challenge. This is
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an important event. I congratulate all students who
participate in this reading challenge because of its
importance in improving literacy standards in the state
of Victoria.

Judy Crowe
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) (09:38) —
I rise today to give my thanks, and to recognise the hard
work of Judy Crowe, who at the end of this year is
retiring from her position as president of the Victorian
Association of State Secondary Principals (VASSP). I
have worked closely with Judy over the last three years,
and I can say that she has worked tirelessly and
passionately as an advocate for the principals she
represents.
Judy has dedicated her career to education. She first
trained as a social worker and then completed
postgraduate studies to become a registered educational
psychologist. Judy worked in these fields for a few years,
before finding her calling as a teacher and working in a
number of schools in Victoria and Zambia. Judy then
spent an extraordinary 20 years in the principal role at
Heywood & District Secondary College, Warrnambool
College and most recently Melbourne Girls College — a
large and ethnically diverse inner-city school where she
spent 12 years and where I know she is still regarded
with respect and fondness.
Judy was the deputy president at VASSP for four years,
from 2011 on, before assuming the presidency at the
beginning of 2015. In her role at VASSP Judy
represented a broad range of principals from small rural
schools to large, diverse metro schools, and her
background gave her a unique insight into the varied
pressures of these roles. It is principals like Judy
Crowe, both in her role at the school level and in her
role as a state representative and president of VASSP,
that are at the coalface of delivering our Education State
reforms. On behalf of the government, thank you Judy
for a job well done.
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that — but there is a genuine feeling that this is
overkill and, more importantly, that it is being done
without talking to the locals.
We have also had work started on the Paynesville
Road, increasing the road height in a flood plain, but no
flood study has been completed. This is a major
concern. On all fronts this is rush job, and I ask the
minister to just put the brakes on, talk to locals and get
some feedback from those who will have to deal with
this decision going ahead, as they have not been
properly consulted to date.

White Ribbon Day
Mr T. BULL — Last Saturday I attended the White
Ribbon breakfast in Bairnsdale organised by East
Gippsland Shire Council. It was a great turnout, and it
was very pleasing to see that the event was well
attended, with many people signing the pledge to
support changing attitudes.

Member for Northcote
Mr T. BULL — This week we also welcomed to
this Parliament the newly elected member for
Northcote, who I note is in the chamber. The member
for Northcote is a proud Gunnai-Gunditjmara woman
who resided in my electorate for many years in East
Gippsland. She is the first Aboriginal woman to sit in
this Assembly in its 161-year history. Having known
her for many years and being the shadow Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs, I congratulate her on this
achievement.

Queenscliff Music Festival

Gippsland East electorate roads

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Police) (09:41) — Last
Thursday night I had the pleasure of launching the 2017
Queenscliff Music Festival, which was a great success
over the weekend. At the launch I was pleased to join,
amongst others, festival chairman Geoff Mutton,
festival director Andrew Orvis, councillors and
community members.

Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (09:39) — I repeat
my calls for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety to
halt the centre-of-the-highway wire rope barrier
installation between Sale and Bairnsdale until there
has been proper consultation with the community.
Locals from transport companies are still contacting
my office saying they knew nothing of this until the
decision had been made. Local emergency services
have also not had all their questions answered. In
some areas the installation of barriers will almost
certainly improve safety — there is no doubt about

This was the 21st festival, and as someone who has
volunteered at the event in the past and having been to
many of the festivals, I know personally that the festival
has gone from strength to strength. Over that 21 years it
has changed and grown to take account of changing
music preferences. This is only the second time in its
history where all the tickets were sold. This year we
had 60 local, national and international acts entertaining
large, enthusiastic crowds over the weekend on five
different stages. The festival is one of the major events
in the region, attracting people from right across
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Victoria, Australia and overseas. It is why the state
government has been proud to be a regular sponsor
each and every year of this event.
Of course events like this do not happen without the
support of so many volunteers — nearly 400 of
them — many of them from the local community of
Queenscliff. This is very much owned and celebrated
by the local community. I congratulate all the staff, the
volunteers and the board on another successful festival.

Cr Tony Francis
Ms NEVILLE — On another matter, I thank Tony
Francis, who has been the mayor of Queenscliff for the
last 12 months, for his great work. I also take the brief
opportunity to congratulate Queenscliff councillor and
long-time resident Susan Salter on her recent election as
mayor, and I congratulate Cr Boyce Pizzey as her
deputy. I look forward to working with the council over
the next 12 months.

Port of Melbourne
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (09:42) — After arguing
the same case for years, I was not surprised to read an
article in the Age with the heading, ‘A bridge too far:
warning bigger ships won’t be able to reach port of
Melbourne’. The article of 10 November begins:
The next generation of bigger container ships bound for
Australia will not be able to safely pass beneath the West
Gate Bridge nor enter the Yarra River channel to reach the
city’s port, costing Melbourne valuable trade, industry warns.
The warning follows the release of new data that shows
Sydney overtook the port of Melbourne as Australia’s busiest
last financial year.
Shipping and transport groups say the Andrews government’s
failure to resolve looming constraints at the port of Melbourne
has put Victoria at risk of losing import and export trade to
interstate ports and even to New Zealand, with negative
consequences for the health of the state economy.

The article goes on to say that last month the biggest
container ship ever to visit Australia, the Susan
Maersk, was able to dock at the port of Brisbane. The
article continues:
Neil Chambers, director of the Container Transport Alliance
Australia, said shipping lines were beginning to use larger
ships to reduce transport costs and Melbourne risked losing
trade to Sydney and Brisbane in coming years.

He then went on to say:
Melbourne is constraining the rest of Australia …

The Premier and the Treasurer, who is in the house,
have been caught out again misleading Victorians and
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have done deals that have put a lot of money at their
disposal but in return have allowed for enormous
damage to be done to the Victorian economy,
destroying thousands of Victorian jobs.

Karen language teaching
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) (09:44) — I rise to inform
the house about a recent celebration of the inaugural
graduating class of Victorian certificate of education
(VCE) Karen students. The event was held at the
Victorian School of Languages (VSL) centre in
Werribee. I also had the pleasure of officially launching
the first VCE Karen textbook. In 2007, a little over
10 years ago, I had the opportunity to launch the
first-ever Karen classes. The Victorian School of
Languages centre caters for the many multicultural
communities in Werribee. The VSL and the Karen
community should be proud of the pivotal role they
have played in developing the year 12 Karen textbook,
which is now available to Karen students across
Australia. Victoria is the only place worldwide that
formally teaches Karen to year 12 level. That should be
a point of pride for our state and is further evidence of
our rich cultural and linguistic heritage.
I also acknowledge the tireless work of principal Frank
Merlino, the Karen teachers and the Australian Karen
Organisation for making the Karen textbook and its
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority
accreditation possible. I commend the students for their
hard work and wish them all the very best for the future.

Mount Waverley electorate road infrastructure
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) (09:45) — Today
in the Parliament I rise to again outline the historic
congestion-busting transport project that will be
delivered for residents in Glen Waverley and Mount
Waverley on the election of a Liberal-Nationals
government. The project will include the removal of
traffic lights and grade separation for a number of key
intersections that cause enormous traffic disruption for
motorists. These intersections include the corner of
Springvale Road and Ferntree Gully Road, Glen
Waverley, as well as a neighbouring intersection in the
Forest Hill electorate of Springvale Road and
Burwood Highway, just to name a few.
Under our plan travel times for local residents will be
slashed so that residents can get to where they need to
go faster. Road safety will also dramatically improve
as intersection bottlenecks disappear. Local roads in
my district often bear the brunt of severe arterial road
congestion, as motorists cut through local streets to
avoid congested arterial roads. Under our plan less
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cars are likely to use local roads to avoid dangerous
and congested intersections, which will benefit
residents greatly.
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to speak at the launch, and I look forward to seeing the
work they do to shape our community.

Hawkstowe railway station
Bus route 703
Mr GIDLEY — I rise in the Parliament to call on the
Andrews Labor government to stop dithering and fix bus
route 703. Route 703 is supposed to be a SmartBus
standard of service, but this government continually
refuses to invest the necessary funds to make sure the
frequency of the service is actually to SmartBus
standards, the consequences of which are that Glen
Waverley and Mount Waverley residents continue to
receive a substandard level of bus service. They are
forced to wait for long periods of time for a major, key
bus route and are often required to leave the bus part way
through their journey as the bus terminates part way
through its service. This route has particular significance
for our community, given its links to local shopping
centres, train stations and Monash University. I again call
on the Andrews Labor government to stop their cuts to
public transport services in the Mount Waverley district
and fund a full SmartBus service for route 703.

Whittlesea Community Futures partnership
project
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (09:46) — Two
weeks ago I had the pleasure of speaking at the
Whittlesea Community Futures (WCF) partnership
project launch at the Mill Park Library. The WCF
partnership project is a truly innovative project that is
bringing the community together. With more than
45 government and community-based organisations,
the project aims to take on the difficult question: how
do we make sure every member of our community is
included, safe, healthy and happy? The project aims at
focusing on communities who are adversely affected by
infrastructure and social institutions: the culturally and
linguistically diverse, children, the elderly and people
with disabilities.
We launched WCF’s most recent initiative that helps
people with disabilities with employment in the
community. Specifically the launch was for the
Chancez Cafe, which is training and hiring people with
disabilities to give them the skills and confidence to
work in the hospitality industry — what a great
initiative. I am really proud to see WCF doing some
great work since it commenced in 2006 with the
support of the previous Labor government. This
advocacy group is a prime example of how Labor
governments give power to communities to shape their
own futures. I would like to thank WCF for inviting me

Ms D’AMBROSIO — I would also like to briefly
touch on my inspection of the new Hawkstowe station,
which is under construction as part of the government’s
$600 million rail extension to Mernda. The project is on
time for completion, and the concrete U-troughs are
now in place over Hawkstowe Parade, which will hold
the rail and platforms. This is fantastic, and it will make
sure my community is even better connected —
The SPEAKER — The minister’s time has expired.

Euroa electorate flood risk
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (09:48) — I wish to draw the
house’s attention to the very real prospect of flooding
across my region over this weekend. I am deeply
concerned about the prospect for very real impacts on
communities like Benalla and Seymour and down that
Hume corridor. I do note with some concern the slow
progress on a number of flood mitigation works like
the Seymour flood levy and the decommissioning of
Lake Mokoan, which many Benalla people are
concerned will exacerbate the next serious flood. I do
note certainly and put on record my thanks to the
Minister for Emergency Services, who has agreed
today to brief opposition members on the likely
impacts of a significant rainfall event that is likely to
come this weekend.

Heathcote early childhood hub
Ms RYAN — I wish to draw the government’s
attention to an application from the Heathcote
community for funding to establish an early childhood
hub. Heathcote Community Children’s Services
Association has applied to create a hub that will provide
care and education for up to 76 children a day as well as
a kindergarten program for four-year-olds and flexible
long day care options. The hub will also include
consulting rooms for early childhood services such as a
maternal and child health nurse, Bendigo community
health professionals, pastoral care counselling and a
range of educational programs such as parenting skills.
This project is entirely community-driven. The absence
of child care has long been an issue in Heathcote, which
is why I was proud to support the community’s
application for funding, and I urge the government to
do the same.
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Kilmore revitalisation project
Ms RYAN — I also call on the Andrews Labor
government to fund the Kilmore town heart
revitalisation project from the Growing Suburbs Fund.
Mitchell Shire Council has an application in at the
moment —
The SPEAKER — The member’s time has expired.

oBikes
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) (09:50) — We all support active transport that
sees more of us walking, cycling and using public
transport, especially given our government’s record
investment in public transport. That is why we held
out great hope for the introduction of the dockless
oBike. Instead we have seen a questionable business
plan turn a great idea into urban clutter which has
gone beyond being an amenity risk as it seeks to take
over the public realm in inner-city Melbourne for
private gain, and now we are seeing an increasing risk
to the disabled and the elderly.
With bikes up trees, in lakes and canals, off piers, on
roofs and increasingly scattered over footpaths, parks and
other public areas, it is now time for the operator to clean
up its act and deliver on its commitments to local
government or to have regulatory powers, including
impoundment, confiscation and fines, applied. I have
received complaints from across the inner-city
communities, particularly from the elderly and disabled,
about the plague that oBikes have become, cluttering and
making potentially dangerous our public spaces.
At a time when we are all seeking to make the public
realm accessible and to increase the use of bikes and
other forms of transport as a safe and enjoyable option,
oBikes should not be given a pass out from compliance
and potential docking facilities. It would be a pity to see
such a good idea crash through poor management and
the ignoring of community sentiment. The fate of the
business is in its own hands. Comply or perish. Secure
and make safe your bikes or lose them.

Simon Lewis
Mr FOLEY — I want to call out for special
mention the efforts of St Kilda Life Saving Club
captain Simon Lewis for his international —
The SPEAKER — The minister’s time has expired.
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Moonee Ponds Creek
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (09:51) — Today I
want to speak about the fate of Moonee Ponds Creek.
The area around the creek, called Arden Macaulay, will
soon form a new neighbourhood between North
Melbourne and Kensington, home to tens of thousands
of new residents. But I am seriously worried that this
Labor government, so early in the planning for this
area, is failing current and future residents. With
planning scheme amendment C190 Melbourne City
Council wanted land abutting Moonee Ponds Creek to
be rezoned ‘public park and recreation’ to allow for the
rejuvenation of the creek and a park for residents to
enjoy, but the planning panel appointed by the Minister
for Planning sided with VicTrack and said that the land
should be rezoned ‘mixed use’, greatly inflating the
value of the land, making it totally unaffordable for
council to buy and turn into a park and effectively
locking it up for private development.
My understanding is that council split the difference
and said it would leave the land zoned as it is now, as
an industrial zone, but requested that the planning
minister articulate a plan for public access to a future
park. However, the minister ignored that request. We
now have the absurd situation where this government is
cramming tens of thousands more people into an area
with no plan for the open space that is necessary to
make that new community livable. It is not the first
time something like this has happened. This Labor
government is not listening to the community when it
comes to planning. I call on the government to remedy
the situation and announce how they will ensure all
residents in Arden Macaulay have access to the open
space they will need.

Southern Women’s Action Network
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (09:53) —
Twenty-one years ago a small group of women,
including me, came together to establish the Southern
Women’s Action Network (SWAN). Our very first
meeting came about after I read a notice placed in the
local paper by Carole Ford, Breda Smythe and Eunice
Cain which urged women to get involved in social
justice issues. I contacted a number of wonderful Labor
women, and we turned up at the Mount Martha
Community House. These women included Debbie
Roberts, Fran Rule, the late Lindsey Steele, Carole
Ford, Breda Smythe, Val McKenna, Maureen McPhate
and Denise Hassett. We reconvened a few weeks later
around my dining room table, and the discussion
touched on many issues revolving around women’s
empowerment and gender equality. Together we came
up with the idea of establishing SWAN.
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We deliberately inserted the word ‘action’ into the
name of the group. We wanted to provide women from
the Mornington Peninsula and surrounding suburbs
with the opportunity to hear and meet with other
women who were interested in social justice issues and
community activism. Our very first public meeting
featured Joan Kirner as a guest speaker, and we drew
over 100 women to that meeting. It was just the
beginning. When women support women, women win.
We have organised petitions, letter-writing campaigns,
fundraising efforts and countless forums.
During the Iraq war we all wanted to be better informed
and organised a forum with a very young Andrew Wilkie
as key speaker. Domestic violence, sexual harassment,
mental health, the plight of asylum seekers, refugees and
Indigenous women, and climate change have all been on
our agenda. We are off next Sunday to protest against the
Adani mine. The list of speakers is a star-studded cast. I
am particularly proud of how SWAN members have
made a difference within the peninsula and beyond. It
was such a pleasure to catch up with these extraordinary
women to celebrate all that we have accomplished across
the past 21 years. Thank you to everyone. I hope there
are plenty more happy birthdays.
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Words cannot convey the appreciation the GippSport board
and staff have of Barry’s remarkable commitment,
enthusiasm and passion he has brought to the executive
officer role. The success GippSport experiences today is a
reflection of the amazing outcomes Barry has achieved in the
leadership role, and the valuable relationships Barry has
created for the betterment of community sport in Gippsland.

That says it all. Although the Doc wishes his golf
scores were actually his cricket scores, he is highly
respected in education, sport and recreation, and rightly
so. Enjoy your retirement, Doc.

Victoria Against Violence

Latrobe Special Developmental School

Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) (09:56) — I rise today
to acknowledge the Victoria Against Violence campaign,
which commenced on Saturday, 25 November. For the
third anniversary of this campaign it is crucial to keep the
conversation going regarding the role that every
Victorian has in preventing family violence. Of course it
is impossible to talk about all the vital work that the
Victorian state government is doing to advocate for the
safety of women and children without talking about the
late Fiona Richardson. Fiona was focused and clear
about the importance of creating a prevention agency
whose role is to give families, women and children a
second chance at a life of peace and happiness. I look
forward to this agency being established.

Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (09:54) — I note the state
government’s $61 million announcement earlier in the
week to support students with disabilities or additional
needs, which will be gratefully received, and rightly so.
But we also need to ensure facilities match student
support, and in that light I call upon the state
government to provide funding to rebuild Latrobe
Special Developmental School (LSDS) in Traralgon.
LSDS is truly an amazing school with incredible
teachers, staff, parents and of course students, who are
such an inspiration. However, some of the school’s
buildings, including classrooms, bathrooms and the
staff room, are in really poor condition and in desperate
need of an upgrade. In fact most of the school’s
classrooms are portables, which in my view are
completely unsatisfactory for students and teachers
alike, with accessibility a major issue. This school
needs an upgrade, and it needs it urgently.

As the Minister for Women, Fiona frequently spoke of
the impact that gender inequality has in regard to family
violence. As Victoria’s first Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence she was a passionate advocate for the
importance of prevention playing a huge role in saving
lives. Thanks to Fiona and all her incredible work we can
better raise awareness about the scourge of family
violence, call the community to action through
campaigns such as Victoria Against Violence and strive
for a society that is based on love and respect. Fiona
would have been particularly outspoken about the
Weinsteins and Burkes of this world. Her words, I am
sure, would have comforted all the victims of workplace
harassment, bullying and assault. Fiona dedicated so
much of her working life to advocating for the protection
of vulnerable women and children and fully committing
to her vision of a Victoria that is safe and free from
violence. We will remember her legacy always.

Barry Switzer

Student conveyance allowance

Mr NORTHE — I also wish to acknowledge my
mate Barry ‘Swooper’ ‘the Doc’ Switzer for his nearly
14 years of service as the executive officer of
GippSport and also for his long history with education
in this state. I note the following quote when it was
announced that the Doc would be retiring:

Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (09:57) — Two weeks
ago in this place my coalition colleague the member for
Euroa raised the issue of the education department’s
ruling on the conveyance allowance and how to
determine the nearest school. For country people the
strict guidelines applied in these circumstances are, as
the member for Euroa pointed out, ridiculous. The
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department fact sheet is almost apologetic in tone when
it says:
… it determines the shortest route rather than the shortest
travel time.

Jessie Arney from Chiltern recently raised this exact
issue. Her two children attend Trinity Anglican College
on the border, but a review by the department has
determined that Cathedral College Wangaratta is
closer — 40.1 kilometres away compared to 46. But the
reality is the school bus timetable means that going to
the Wangaratta school adds 50 minutes to their travel
time each day — almost 5 hours extra a week. I can cite
other examples where the shortest route also fails to
take into account topography, such as where the nearest
school for an Upper Murray family was up and over a
‘serious’ hill.
I fully understand the need for rules to guide
decision-makers, but as it stands presently the rules
have become an excuse to avoid making a challenging
decision. Apply some common sense and, heaven
forbid, meet the needs of real people. Other members
can expect an influx of such concerns in the coming
months, peaking in January. I hope the department can
show some flexibility in handling what for country
people is a significant issue.

Damascus College
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (09:59) — Last week I
visited Damascus College Ballarat to advise principal
Matthew Byrne and other school leaders that their
school would be receiving $1 million from the
Andrews Labor government’s capital funding program
for non-government schools. The $1 million will
support a $2.5 million project to refurbish and extend
some of the school’s science rooms and the arts space.
That will be well received by the school.

Ballarat Steiner School
Mr HOWARD — I was pleased to visit Ballarat
Steiner School last week to share the news that they
will receive $634 000 from the Andrews government
for the construction of a new multipurpose building and
for refurbishments to the current multipurpose space.
This new building will be a great addition to the
growing school.

St James Parish School
Mr HOWARD — Last Friday I had the pleasure of
visiting St James Parish School in Sebastopol to hear
what students have been doing to lead the way in
environmental sustainability, which has seen the school
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earning a 3-star ResourceSmart Schools accreditation.
Students have integrated a number of initiatives into the
school, including creating a school veggie garden with
composting, organising plastic-free wrapping days for
school lunches, changing over to energy-saving light
bulbs, placing signage beside light switches and taps
promoting energy-efficient use and publishing articles
about sustainability in the school newsletter. Well done,
St James.

Woady Yaloak Primary School
Mr HOWARD — This Monday I visited the
Scarsdale campus of Woady Yaloak Primary School to
announce that the campus would receive funding from
the Andrews government school shade grants program
to install a large double shade sail to protect students
from the sun. The new shade sail will give students the
benefit of UV protection while being active outdoors —
a great job.

Warralily Village shopping centre
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (10:00) — Last
Saturday I was invited to officially launch the Warralily
Village shopping centre, Armstrong Creek, as part of the
community day celebrations. There was much buzz as I
cut the ribbon on this new village of shops, including a
supermarket, cafe, gym, dentist and medical facility. I
was pleased to be part of the day, which included a time
capsule filled with memorabilia from locals which will
not be opened until the mid-2040s. As a local of the area
I am pleased to see these shops opened, and I look
forward to being around and seeing the time capsule
when it actually is opened. My congratulations go to the
entire team at Warralily and APD Projects on a great
facility. Special thanks to Karen Cartwright for her work
organising the day’s activities.

AWA Alliance Bank Stadium, Belmont
Mr KATOS — Last Saturday evening I was pleased
to attend the official opening of the AWA Alliance Bank
Stadium in Belmont. This new stadium has been created
by locals getting behind each other to create a new home
and much-needed new facility for basketball in the
Geelong region. It was amazing to see the transformation
of this timber warehouse into a complete six-court
basketball stadium. I congratulate the entire Geelong
Supercats team, supporters and volunteers on a terrific
job. I would also like to congratulate Dean Anglin, CEO
of the Geelong Supercats, and his team on continuing to
fight for this dream. Well done to all, and I wish you a
successful season.
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Christian College Geelong
Mr KATOS — I was pleased to attend the Christian
College Geelong art, design and technology
extravaganza, held at the college, where many parents,
students and staff enjoyed an evening of outstanding
student artworks, design features, media projects and
fashion design. I congratulate the principal, Glen
McKeeman, and the staff at Christian College for
fostering such growth of the students and encouraging
the students to excel in these areas, and I would also
like to congratulate all the students who had
pieces featured.
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just how good they can be. That love of music has even
extended to love itself, including two of my friends who
met at a choir reunion in 1996 and have since married
and produced two more EEPS choristers.
Anne has also been exceptionally committed to
promoting the work of young Australian composers.
The choir’s final performance on Sunday at the
Melbourne Recital Centre was magical. I congratulate
her and all past and present EEPS students involved in
the performance. I also congratulate those involved in
the performance: Stephen Leek, Alexander Clayton,
Dom Chaseling, Monica Edwards, Sue Hamerton,
Megan Reeve, Vivien Williamson —

Dorothy Kingston
Ms WARD (Eltham) (10:02) — Dorothy Kingston
was a stalwart of the Labor Party in the north-eastern
suburbs of Melbourne, in the Menzies and Jagajaga
federal electorates, where she made an enormous
contribution to campaigns and candidates. She combined
style, elegance and grace with a fierce determination and
passion for social justice. She was a master of
organisation, bringing people together to put on events
that met her exacting standards. She was a woman of
clarity, insight, empathy and manners. She contributed to
a fairer society in many ways, including through her
involvement with Doncare and her contribution to the
Asylum Seeker Resource Centre. She was motivated by
kindness and a care for others, and she got things done. I
know that she would have been very proud of this place
passing the Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017. I will
miss Dorothy, as will a former member for Eltham,
Steve Herbert, and my community.

Montmorency South Primary School
Ms WARD — Congratulations to Montmorency
South Primary School on their amazing participation in
the Premiers’ Reading Challenge this year. Over
20 000 books were read at this exceptional school. To
have so many students participate in this challenge is
just fantastic. A shout-out to the following students for
their hard work: Darcy, Xanthe, Sarah, Jemima, Cooper
and Charlotte.

Anne Williams
Ms WARD — I offer heartfelt thanks to a towering
figure in the Eltham community, Anne Williams, the
choir director of the Eltham East Primary School (EEPS)
choir. For nearly 40 years Anne has built this primary
school choir to be one of the top school choirs in the
world. Anne has made a massive contribution to over
1000 local children, instilling not only a love of music
but also confidence, resilience and an understanding of

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

Justices of the peace
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (10:03) — On behalf of
the member for Ripon and the Leader of the
Opposition, I am very pleased this morning to take up
the cause of the Buloke branch of the Royal Victorian
Association of Honorary Justices. Its very hardworking
honorary secretary, Mr Garry Larmour, JP, has written
to both the Premier and the Leader of the Opposition
asking the Premier to take urgent action to appoint a
number of justices of the peace (JPs) in the community
which the Buloke branch is so dedicated to serve.
In particular Mr Larmour has raised the issue of Sea
Lake where there are four listed JPs, one of whom has
left the district and another who lives in Nandaly. The
branch believes there is an urgent need for at least one
new appointment in Sea Lake. In St Arnaud there are
three JPs, one of whom is over 100 years old, and
there is an urgent need for at least two, preferably
three, new appointments. In Wycheproof there are
three JPs, although one does not live in the immediate
area and one is of very senior age, and the branch
believes that there is a need to appoint at least one
additional JP for Wycheproof. Mr Larmour and his
colleagues work so hard to serve the community, and
they deserve that support. If elected next year, the
member for Ripon, the Leader of the Opposition and
myself will give top priority to the appointment of JPs
across Victoria. They travel long distances and work
incredible hours.

Yarrabah School
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (10:05) —
Recently I had the pleasure of joining the Premier at the
Yarrabah special school to make an incredible
announcement of a $500 000 investment in the
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much-needed hydrotherapy pool. Yarrabah School will
of course be completely rebuilt after the Victorian
Labor government invested $20 million in this school.
The school, known as the little school with a big heart,
has grown substantially over the last couple of decades.
The school now has 300 students, and it is known as
portable city. We have got to find a better way. That led
the Premier to do a series of consultations with the
wonderful parents and teachers at Yarrabah. It was a
real education in the challenges that they face and the
needs of their students and their community.
Making this announcement was a special moment, with
parents and teachers coming together on Monday with
the Minister for Education and the Premier. It will
change this community and give every student the
opportunity — because a Labor government believes
that every student, no matter their circumstances,
deserves the very best education and care, and we
believe that no student should be left behind. I made that
commitment to my community when I came in as the
member for Mordialloc. We are living up to that with
this investment in Yarrabah, and I cannot wait to see this
rebuild get underway. That hydrotherapy pool will be
fully funded and delivered as part of this package.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT
(AUTOMATED VEHICLES) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 29 November; motion of
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety).
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (10:07) — When I left off last night, I
was talking as industry minister about how important
autonomous vehicles are to the Victorian economy going
forward over the next few decades. I was just about to
quote data from the World Economic Forum then, which
estimates that between now and 2021 the digital
transformation of the automotive industry will generate
$67 billion in value for that sector and $3.1 trillion in
societal benefits. That includes improvements from
autonomous vehicles, connected travellers and the
transportation enterprise ecosystem as a whole.
By being proactive, we are well positioned to take
advantage of this opportunity. Consistent with our
commitment to move to a low emissions economy,
autonomous vehicles will reduce our carbon footprint
and boost our environmental credentials. While the era
of large-scale car manufacturing in Victoria is over, we
have been fortunate to retain the engineering expertise
of Ford, Holden and Toyota. We have world-leading
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designers right here. We have a world-leading proving
ground where vehicles are brought from overseas to be
tested in Victoria. So the opportunities are there for us
to harness this important industry, this
multibillion-dollar industry, that will be autonomous
vehicles.
It is fantastic that all three companies are actively
supporting their global parents, each of which have
committed to the rollout of autonomous vehicles.
Ford’s Asia Pacific Product Development Centre,
located in Victoria, is one of four product development
centres operated by Ford around the world and employs
over 1700 Victorians. Last year Ford announced its
intention to bring to market by 2021 a level 4
autonomous vehicle certified by the Society of
Automotive Engineers for use in a ride-hailing service.
Holden also supports its US parent General Motors in
the development of General Motors vehicles. General
Motors is actively developing autonomous vehicle
systems and last year its new Bolt electric vehicle went
into production, with self-driving prototypes being
tested from the middle of this year.
Globally, Toyota announced that it will make
autonomous vehicles available for public sale by 2020,
in time for the 2020 Tokyo Olympics. As industry
minister I have seen some of the work that Toyota are
doing, particularly with hydrogen, and the investments
they are making. We are going to see them at the
forefront of change.
In addition to this, though, it was very interesting to
hear the member last night talking about the work of
companies like Bosch. I have met with Bosch, and I am
going out to meet with them again shortly. They are
doing a tremendous amount of work in designing and
testing autonomous vehicles at their facilities in the
south-east. Bosch demonstrated one of their vehicles as
part of the World Congress on Intelligent Transport
Systems (ITS) held in Melbourne last year in October.
The Minister for Roads and Road Safety is at the table,
and I had the pleasure of representing the minister and
the Treasurer at an ITS dinner last weekend to meet
some of the world leaders who are in Melbourne and
are very much supporting technology and driving
change in the vehicle manufacturing sector.
Most industry experts believe autonomous vehicles will
be powered electrically. This is great news for
Victoria-based manufacturers such as Nissan Casting,
which is making components for electric vehicles for its
global parent. The autonomous vehicle industry is a
global industry, and Victoria is ready to engage on a
global scale. But it is not just happening; it is happening
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because as industry minister I can say we have a new
vision for Victorian manufacturing through our
advanced manufacturing statement, released by the
member for Williamstown, which will prepare Victoria
for the jobs of the future, which will innovate to capture
high-value manufacturing opportunities, which is
focused on building scale capability and supply chain
excellence and which will foster a globally competitive
business environment.
The member for Caulfield last night was asking all sorts
of questions like, ‘When are you going to get started?’.
I have had a brief chat to the member for Caulfield this
morning. I do want to inform the house that we have
already started. The work of the roads minister is well
underway. We are actually testing vehicles right now,
whether it be on EastLink through our partnership with
ConnectEast, whether it be on CityLink or whether it be
what we are doing with Bosch.
The member for Caulfield spoke about the video about
Bosch and what they are doing. He obviously did not
pay enough attention to it, because if he had actually
watched the video closely, he would have seen Victoria
branding on it. Thanks to the roads minister, the
Victorian government has actually funded and is behind
the Tesla that featured on that Bosch video. So I ask
him and I urge him not only to talk about Bosch but to
actually look at who is helping fund Bosch and who is
helping get behind the Tesla vehicles. It is the Andrews
Labor government.
On a more serious note, the member for Caulfield
rightly did ask about liabilities and where all that rests. I
want to assure him that because of the work of the
roads minister, the work of his department, the
consultation with VicRoads and the consultation indeed
with overseas jurisdictions, Victoria will authorise trials
of automated vehicles by granting a permit to the
person or entity responsible for the trial of the
automated driving system (ADS), which will be known
as an ADS permit. The ADS permit scheme is based on
the learner permit scheme for human drivers to drive on
the road. Victoria’s ADS permit approach is easy to
understand and leverages existing regulatory controls to
monitor trials and maintain road safety.
Victoria’s ADS permit scheme will require the
applicant for an ADS permit to demonstrate they have
met requirements as set out in the regulations and the
guidelines; they have a safety management plan in
place; they have a fully licensed human driver — the
vehicle supervisor — supervising the trial who is able
to take back control when requested, if required, for
early trials; they have insurance; they are subject to
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conditions as set out in the ADS permit; and they
obviously comply with the road rules.
Applicants, vehicles, supervisors and the automated
vehicle will be required to pass or undergo tests or
assessments that ensure the safety of all road users.
Anyone who wishes to test or develop an automated
driving system which is able to perform the entire
dynamic driving task without human input for sustained
periods of time will need an ADS permit. This is
termed ‘conditional automation’. The human driver
does not have to monitor the driving environment or the
ADS but must be receptive to ADS requests to
intervene and to any system failures. Driver assistance
systems such as cruise control, autopilot, driver
correction or functions that parallel park will not
require an ADS permit as they still require human
input. The National Transport Commission published
national enforcement guidelines in November 2017 that
made clear that unless you have a permit, the human
driver is still responsible and must have proper control
of the vehicle at all times.
The roads minister is leading on this. It is very much a
proactive approach. Our approach recognises the
automated driving systems doing the driving and uses
the existing regulatory framework for monitoring trials,
law enforcement and accident investigations. This was
all in the roads minister’s second-reading speech, but I
hope I have spelt it out for the member for Caulfield. It
is also very much spelt out in the regulations. We are
now going to create the environment for safe driving
and safe testing.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (10:14) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Road Safety
Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017. The
purpose of the bill is to insert provisions in the Road
Safety Act 1986 which take into consideration the
development and testing of automated vehicles on the
Victorian road network. Specifically the amendment
implements the government’s commitment to support
trials of automated vehicles and a level of automation
as agreed to at a meeting of the Transport Infrastructure
Council in 2016. A number of provisions within the bill
will deliver that purpose. The bill establishes a permit
scheme to authorise testing and development of
automated vehicles on Victorian roads, imposes
sanctions for trials of automated vehicles without an
automated vehicle permit or in breach of the conditions
of the permit and enables Victoria Police to impound an
automated vehicle used on a Victorian road without or in
breach of a permit.
Perhaps at this point I will pause to reflect on comments
made by the previous speaker. Although the liability
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issues for the trial are quite clear, I think one of the
challenges into the future, based on the way people are
talking and their expectations around automated
vehicles, is that there will be a transformation from
personal liability over time to the corporate liability of
the people who provide the vehicles. You often hear
people talking about car sharing and about shuttles
picking them up. The liability of the person who is
nominated as the responsible driver of that vehicle will
probably have to be changed to be a corporate liability
of the provider of the vehicle and the technology. That
is before us.
I visited La Trobe University not so long ago, and there
was an automated vehicle shuttling people around the
campus. I spotted one going past. I have yet to ride in
one, but there was certainly a well-written sign to tell
you exactly what it was.
There are some details in this trial proposal that do
require some discussion. The bill requires applicants
who wish to conduct testing and development of
automated driving systems (ADS) on Victorian roads to
make an application to VicRoads, and that is something
everybody is pretty familiar with for various other
things. The bill enables the responsible minister to issue
guidelines and policies setting out the minimum criteria
for those trials. No doubt there will be some learning
experiences, so I am sure the minister’s guidelines over
time will change as required.
The bill enables VicRoads to require a trial applicant to
demonstrate that the ADS, test driver, trial or vehicle
has met the requirements in the relevant guidelines,
policies, assessments and requirements. I think that has
been covered by some of the previous comments. The
bill provides VicRoads with broad powers to grant or
refuse permits for trials and to impose conditions on
those permits, including limiting of the trial to specified
areas, dates and times. That should not be difficult for
VicRoads because there are all sorts of permits in that
area as well. That should not cause too many issues
other than those which we have experienced at various
times when we have to deal with something oversized
or irregular. VicRoads should have the experience to
manage that.
The bill ensures that legal obligations that currently
apply to a human driver also apply to the ADS
entity-applicant to enable the identification of the
drivers for the purpose of law enforcement and accident
investigation — I covered some of those matters a little
earlier — and enables the existing offences under the
Road Safety Act 1986, and the regulations made under
it, and the Crimes Act 1958 to apply. It enables police
to prosecute trial permit holders who do not comply
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with conditions of the trial permit, enables VicRoads to
cancel, suspend or vary the permit and enables fees to
be charged of course for the trial permit.
When we come to automated vehicles, their rollout will
not be as soon as some think and probably sooner than
most think as we move into a new world. Most people’s
first experience with artificial intelligence will be when
they actually take a ride in an autonomous motor
vehicle. It will be for many people that first step into
that brave new world of artificial intelligence. I think
over time these cars will become electric, and that was
alluded to by the previous speaker. Of course
autonomous cars will change our society. Electric cars
will also change our society, and the two interacting
together will bring a period of substantial change.
In relation to electric cars, most people in your average
Australian household will have two cars. One of those
vehicles probably only does a short run; it may well
take someone to and from work or to and from a place
where they catch public transport to work. The other
car might sit at home during the week and be used for
longer trips at the weekends; or it may do what most of
us who are parents will remember as the school run,
followed by the supermarket run, followed by another
school run and then delivering the children to their
various places of passion. These are all short trips and
will be very suited to the electric car of the future.
I think in current times we look forward to a brighter
future with autonomous cars and electric cars, but we
also need to be aware that electric cars are going to
increase the demand for electricity in our society and
change when that demand occurs. Those two aspects
together with our current energy situation in Victoria, as
we linger on the edge of energy crises from time to time
as reported in the media, mean we need to factor in
future growth in energy. Victoria’s population is
growing, people are becoming more fond of their
appliances and reverse-cycle air conditioning, so there
is growth in demand, and certainly how and when
electric cars are charged will present a number of
challenges for our generation system.
Also, for many people who are looking to manage their
energy bills, an electric car battery is probably the
biggest and best battery you will ever add to the side of
your house. I see all sorts of issues here. Recently I was
talking to the manager of a substantial business in
Mildura and suggested to him that it would be in an
employee’s interest to charge their battery up at work in
their electric car, take it home and use it to run their
house at night. He was a little taken aback and not
impressed with that idea. We will need to consider this
issue. In a further conversation I said that perhaps on
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cloudy days — the manager had a considerable number
of solar panels on the roof of his engineering
business — it could work the other way: the cars could
be used to run the factory. People are pondering those
issues and they, too, are something that we will have to
consider and manage as we go forward because I am
sure autonomous vehicles will become electric vehicles
very quickly. Again, charging them up, how and where
we get that energy from and when we get it will mean
that the energy uncertainty in our future will remain.
I will now look at a social aspect of autonomous
vehicles. One of the things we all see in peak hour is
children being dropped off at school in Melbourne and
in the country. Some walk, some ride, many come by
bus, but so, too, do many come by car with their
parents. The autonomous vehicle may well change
what we often call the kiss-and-go zone at a primary or
secondary school where children are dropped off by
their parents. If it is an automated vehicle I think we are
going to have some issues around safety and confidence
about how children not supervised by a parent will be
delivered to their school or to their place of passion,
whether that be a sporting ground or whatever, and if
that will over time change whether parents attend and
how important that is in the social structure of the
society and communities in which we live. It is a small
step to have legislation on automated vehicles. It is a
brave step into the future and one that I think will have
some interesting but troublesome aspects.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) (10:24) — I am very
pleased to have the opportunity —
Mr Pesutto — I draw your attention to the state of
the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr J. BULL — I am pleased to have the
opportunity to speak on the Road Safety Amendment
(Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017. This bill comes from a
government that knows how to get things done. The
Andrews Labor government promised not to waste a
single day in office. We on this side of the house know
and understand this great gift of government and the
importance of working hard each and every day for this
great state.
Automated vehicles of course require a
well-maintained, well-serviced network of roads. and
when it comes to the roads that these vehicles will be
driving on, and have in the very early stages already
started driving on, we know that we are upgrading a
significant network of roads right across the state,
whether that be the CityLink-Tulla widening project,
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which is hugely important to my electorate, the M80
ring-road, the West Gate tunnel project, the north–east
link or the western roads package — the list goes on.
When we talk about these vehicles of the future we
certainly know that there will be 50 less level crossings
to deal with, thanks to the Andrews Labor government.
The world we know is moving at a rapid pace. Other
members have made contributions on this fact and we
know that every day technology becomes smarter and
more advanced.
In our quest to develop these new technologies, though,
we must always endeavour to maintain safety and
provide the infrastructure and the framework around
these technologies to create a safer community. If we
are to take, for example, the evolution of medicines —
and I was reflecting, in some of the research for this
bill, on the advancing technologies that we have seen
right through the medical profession — we know that
millions of people are benefiting from things like
pacemakers, things like vaccines, advances like
defibrillator units and surgical procedures which 50
years ago could not have been dreamed of.
I was also reflecting on my first car. I purchased it
for —
Mr Pearson — Was it a Torana?
Mr J. BULL — It was a Torana, member for
Essendon. I may have mentioned it before. I think you
also may have —
Ms Ward interjected.
Mr J. BULL — It was a Sunbird, member for
Eltham. It was a 1975–76 Sunbird. I think I picked it up
for around $1500 in Sunbury. It had a big red engine,
no power steering and no cruise control. It had a choke,
so you had to pull the choke out to start it in winter, no
reverse sensors and no rear camera. It did not have
heated seats, but in summer I tell you what, they were
hot — as hot as the member for Essendon. There was
no keyless entry. If you think about the incredible
advances, that was just 30 to 40 years ago. If we think
about some of the vehicles that —
Ms Ward — Thirty to 40 years ago! Did you get
you licence when you were two?
Mr J. BULL — Here we go. I will ignore the
interjections from my own side, believe it or not. If we
think about 30 to 40 years ago, the cars that existed then
through to the cars we are lucky enough to have
today — not to mention crumple zones and a whole
range of safety technologies that assist us — we
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certainly know there are great options and great
opportunity in this space. However, we know that due
to fatigue, driver error and of course alcohol and drugs
we lose far too many people on our roads. If automated
vehicles do have the potential to save lives, to help the
environment through smarter technologies and to
provide a safer way of getting to work and getting
home, then why would we not look at developing
them? That is exactly what the Andrews Labor
government is doing, not to mention, as the minister
mentioned before, those huge economic benefits that
will be provided through the rollout of these vehicles.
Setting the context, we know that in November 2016
the Transport and Infrastructure Council supported the
testing and development of automated driving
technology on Victorian roads. We know that in
December 2016, so not long after, the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, who is in the chamber at the
moment, launched a future directions paper setting out
how Victoria will continue to support the development
of autonomous vehicles. This included supporting trials
of automated vehicles, with any level of automation,
including where a driver is not present in the vehicle.
It is certainly true to say that this is an ever-changing
and rapidly developing industry. It is an industry for
which we need legislation and regulation that provides
a framework for safe on-road testing and the
development of automated driving technology which
enables this technology to be developed for local traffic
conditions. The bill will position Victoria as a leader in
automated driving technology, which will help create
investment opportunities and generate more jobs —
which the minister did also mention in his contribution.
It will also enable the impacts of automated driving
technology on Victoria’s legal framework and transport
network to be assessed.
There are a number of details of this bill that members
have mentioned. I will in the time that I have got
remaining briefly mention those. We know that the bill
amends the Road Safety Act 1986 to establish a
performance-based permit scheme which authorises the
testing and development of automated driving
technology on public roads. The bill requires applicants
who wish to conduct testing in the development of an
automated driving system (ADS) — which has already
been mentioned — on Victorian roads to make an
application to VicRoads for approval. It enables the
responsible minister to issue guidelines or policies
setting out the minimum criteria to be met to obtain a
permit for such trials and enables VicRoads to require
the trial applicant to demonstrate that the ADS test
driver trial or vehicle has met the requirements in the
relevant guidelines.
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It is certainly fair to say that this will be a changing
dynamic for VicRoads to deal with. This legislation sets
out a number of those requirements, which will assist
VicRoads in allowing these trials to occur, and a review
process to help us understand what areas we need to
improve, what are the opportunities in this space and
what are the ways that we can improve going forward.
We know that the legislation will enable the existing
offences under the Road Safety Act 1986, and the
regulations made under it, and the Crimes Act 1958 to
apply. It will also enable the police to prosecute trial
permit-holders who do not comply with the conditions
of the trial permit and will enable VicRoads to cancel,
suspend or vary any such trial permit.
In here, late yesterday evening, the member for
Caulfield spoke about the need for us to get moving
with this. I do find it somewhat startling that the
member for Caulfield, who did not get a whole heap
done in four years in government, is lecturing those on
this side of the house on getting things done. What we
need is high-tech, safe and modern advances in
technology — those that have the capacity to change
the way in which we live and change the way in which
we work. This is an important first step in automated
vehicle rollout, and I look forward to seeing these
vehicles evolve, possibly with the Sunbird. Maybe the
Sunbird could come back and make a cameo
appearance, and the member for Essendon and I could
go down the Tulla together. I would like to commend
the bill to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (10:34) — I am
very pleased to make a contribution to the Road
Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017.
By way of background, the role of innovation, of
invention, of inventors defining products that are
manufactured for domestic and global markets is a
great thing. In the Sandringham electorate there have
been a number of businesspeople who have conceived
of an idea, have started a project in their garage or on
their living room table and have ultimately exported a
product to the world.
There was great work undertaken by Tab Fried and his
business TED Engineering, where design tooling was
undertaken on products that ended up being used for the
Boeing 777 in Seattle. Tab was a migrant who arrived
in Australia just with his suitcase and his aptitude for
hard work and innovation. He developed an enterprise
that employed many people — a highly skilled
engineering business — and he made a great
contribution to the district and also to global aviation.
Another enterprise was Ronstan, started by Ron Allat
and Stan LeNepveu. Ron and Stan started a business
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from the ground up and their product, which had its
genesis in their workshop in Advantage Road, Highett,
is exported to 46 countries around the world.
Going back in time there is the suburb of Sunshine,
which is named after the Sunshine combine harvester
developed by Hugh Victor McKay. He once employed
3000 people in Sunshine. As a result of his vision and
his engineering skill and the ability to develop the —
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr THOMPSON — I will avoid commenting on
the interjections made in relation to the Harvester
judgement other than to note that a company which
once employed 3000 people no longer operates
today — 3000 workers of yesteryear no longer had that
opportunity through the enterprise that Hugh Victor
McKay established. There is this balance between the
vision splendid and some of the practical realities of
developing product for the export market rather than
seeing Australian manufacturing, ingenuity and
invention being shipped offshore.
The bill before the house is designed to support
innovation. The bill amends the Road Safety Act 1986.
It establishes a permit scheme to authorise the testing
and development of automated vehicles on Victorian
roads. It imposes sanctions for trials of automated
vehicles without an automated vehicle permit or in
breach of conditions of the permit. It enables Victoria
Police to impound an automated vehicle used on a
Victorian road without or in breach of a permit. The
opposition regards the bill as one worthy of support. It
provides safeguards in regard to what is potentially a
significant economic opportunity for Victoria. The
development and testing of the automated driving
system is rapidly accelerating across the world, and
anything that can be done to position Victoria to attract
innovative emerging industries and associated
employment should be welcomed and facilitated.
The member for Caulfield earlier noted the work done
in South Australia and its proactive positioning in
relation to this level of engineering and innovation. He
noted the work being undertaken by Mobileye and the
developments in autonomous vehicles and the
development of enterprise and innovation in this
particular area. Again, the role of innovation will be
critical to future employment opportunities. It is also
critical for the competitive advantages that Victoria has
in a number of sectors, certainly in the motor vehicle
sector.
One of our critical advantages was cheap energy
supplies, which enabled Ford and General Motors
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Holden to set up. Whatever the socialist dream and
vision may be, there is an economic reality that, unless
you can compete against global competitors and improve
at a rate faster than those people against which you are
competing, you will fail. Hence the experimentation and
innovation must also be undertaken in an environment
that nurtures the opportunity for economic development
and economic growth with favourable business
conditions and a favourable environment for investment
and a regulatory environment which encourages
innovation, enterprise and opportunity, not one that will
drive businesses out of this state. Sadly one could visit
the suburb of Sunshine today and one would not see the
enterprise that Hugh Victor McKay built there 120 or
more years ago.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (10:39) — This
legislation provides the legal architecture to deal with
safety and innovation and to drive new jobs. The
Andrews Labor government has partnered with the
automotive and technology industries to support safe
and effective trials of automated vehicles on Victorian
roads. VicRoads has engaged with the industry to seek
feedback on the Labor government’s future directions
paper, which outlines the need for regulatory changes to
allow testing on highly automated vehicles on our
roads. The consultation focused on ensuring that road
safety during testing on public roads was taken care of,
what constitutes a driver being in control and
understanding how the changing technology interacts
with our transport system.
This is the context that this legislation has been brought
in — to look at how we deal with the accelerating
change in technology. How do we harness it? How do
we use the innovation for safety? And how do we
actually then address it? What are the new industries
and jobs that can flow from this? I would like to
acknowledge the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
who is at the table, who was recently with me in
Broadmeadows. This bill draws these bigger-picture
legislative ideas down to what they actually mean for
businesses. We were together at a local company that
was able to do international leading work.
This goes to the history and heritage of Victoria. We
have had a fantastic result in road safety with a
bipartisan approach over a generation going all of the
way back to seatbelts being made compulsory. I think
we can say that with pride as a Parliament. This is a
another piece of legislation that is dealing with the
requirements for safety and then, even more so,
harnessing the technology that will drive
improvements, creating the settings with businesses and
giving them — as the member for Broadmeadows, I am
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happy to say — some financial support where the new
jobs are needed the most.
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the purposes of law enforcement and accident
investigation, so that covers off any unforeseen
propositions on compliance to make sure that we know
who is in charge and who is responsible. I think that is
an important proposition as well.

There you see the full sweep of what a government can
do and how it can embrace change, make change a
friend, not an enemy, and show people, ‘Here’s how
you have the jobs for the future’. This is this critical
dynamic that we are all facing now in how we address
these issues. I just want to acknowledge the minister for
this piece of legislation, which is part of a whole series,
a regime, of changes and initiatives brought by the
Andrews Labor government. You have to keep driving
the change and be part of what the new industries and
jobs will be.

The bill also enables the existing offences under the
Road Safety Act 1986, and the regulations made under it,
and the Crimes Act 1958 to apply, so there is the
regulatory oversight. It enables police to prosecute trial
permit-holders who do not comply with the conditions of
their trial permit, so that is important as well — that there
are sanctions and a mechanism to address that. It enables
VicRoads to cancel, suspend or vary the permit trial.

For the detail of the bill, what it looks at are some
amendments to the Road Safety Act 1986 to establish a
performance-based permit scheme which authorises the
testing and development of automated driving
technology on public roads. It provides the framework
for safe on-road testing and development and enables
technology to be developed for local traffic conditions.
That is a critical point, because the question that has to
be worked through with any innovation is: is it fit for
purpose for the specific requirements? And if not, what
adjustments have to be made? That is important for that
proposition.

I have tried to set out the context of change, what is
needed to do it and the regimen for scrutiny,
accountability and application. I also just want to
address the fact that Victoria will authorise trials of
these automated vehicles by granting a permit to the
person or entity responsible for the trial. The ADS
permit scheme is based on the learner permit scheme
for human drivers learning to drive on the road.
Victoria’s ADS permit approach is meant to be easy to
understand and to leverage existing regulatory controls
to monitor the trials and maintain road safety, so they
are the overarching propositions.

The bill positions Victoria as a leader in automated
driving technology, which will help create investment
opportunities and generate more jobs. And that comes
back to the example in the electorate of
Broadmeadows, where there is this locally based
company that is exporting to a number of countries.
This means that they can develop the technology, get
the value out of the intellectual property (IP) and
increase jobs here, which is a theme that I like to beat
like a drum as much as I can because I think this is
really what we must do as a state to be the leader
nationally. So that is important for that proposition.

I guess the next question is: why is Victoria taking such
an approach to regulating trials? The response has been
that Victoria’s approach recognises the automated
driver system doing the driving and uses the existing
regulatory framework to monitor the trials, law
enforcement and accident investigation. This approach
provides clarity of responsibility and liability. It enables
appropriate monitoring and intervention to ensure
safety for the community and creates a solid foundation
for adapting to further innovation and change, including
the wider deployment of automated vehicles at a later
stage. So this is a tiered approach to address any
concerns that people could have with how this might
play out over time, how it develops and how
technology changes.

The bill also enables the responsible minister to issue
guidelines or policies setting out minimum criteria to
obtain a permit for the trials. It enables VicRoads to
require the trial applicants to demonstrate that the
automated driving system (ADS) test driver trial or
vehicle has met the relevant guidelines, policies,
assessments or requirements, so there is good oversight
to make sure that compliance is met. It provides
VicRoads with broad powers to grant or refuse permits
for trials and impose conditions on those permits,
including limiting the trials to specified areas, dates and
times. That is to make sure that it is controlled. It
ensures that the legal obligations that currently apply to
a human driver also apply to an ADS entity or
applicant, and it enables the identification of drivers for

Victoria’s ADS permit approach recognises that there is
a driver — an automated driving system designed by a
company or person to drive a vehicle. A legal entity,
whether they be a person or a company, that wants to
develop an ADS for use on Victorian roads will need to
have an ADS permit and be responsible for that ADS.
The bill also clarifies insurance cover, and Victoria’s
no-fault transport accident compensation regime will
apply to persons injured in any traffic accidents
involving an automated vehicle.
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In summing up, the legislation sets out how this can be
road-tested, how it can be done in a manner that is safe
for the drivers and for other road users, how we can
look at investing in innovation, how we can drive that
and how we can actually make sure that companies like
the one in my electorate get the value from their
intellectual property and hopefully get a market
opportunity in a greater way here in Victoria, in
Australia and internationally. That completes the virtual
circle, as what we are trying to achieve is to bring the
jobs here and then take the IP to the world. I want to
recommend the bill to the house.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (10:49) — I
too am pleased to rise to speak on the Road Safety
Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017 for a
number of reasons, but I welcome the bill from an
entirely selfish perspective. As a regional member of
Parliament I spend a lot of time in the car, and the idea
that there might one day soon be a car that will drive me
to and from where I want to go so that I am able to do
some work in the car is welcome. I estimate that in most
weeks I would spend about 10 hours in the car, and to
have those 10 hours back to do work, to check emails
rather than get home at 8.30 at night and then find
50 emails sitting there waiting to be read, would be
fantastic. If it comes to that, it will revolutionise our
work, but it will actually revolutionise our whole society.
I am reminded of one of the semiregular articles on the
future and what the predictions might be when it comes
to autonomous vehicles, which was on the ABC a few
months ago. I shared it on my Facebook page. I thought
that I had cleverly paraphrased a line I got from The
Simpsons, which was, ‘I, for one, welcome our new
insect overlords’, as ‘I, for one, welcome our new robot
overlords’, because of the reasons I have just pointed
out. The idea of having someone drive me around is
fantastic. Interestingly, some people on Facebook did
not quite get the humour attached to that and thought
that it was entirely inappropriate for a member of
Parliament to be welcoming our new robot overlords.
The article was interesting. As I said, they are coming
out regularly now. In fact I think there is a fair bit of
clickbait involved in some of them. But this one was on
the ABC and quoted Tony Seba, who is a lecturer at
Stanford University in the US. He is known as a chief
disruptor with over 20 years experience in venture
capital, business entrepreneurship and clean energy
technologies. He predicts, and there are many
predictions out there, that by 2024 the whole concept of
individually owned cars will be obsolete. The internal
combustion engine will not be competitive with electric
motors. As a result there will be a whole range of
flow-on effects: car dealerships will cease to exist,
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global demand for oil will plummet and so will its
price, and by 2030, 95 per cent of US auto miles will be
travelled by autonomous on-demand electric vehicles.
As a result the automotive and oil industries as we
know them will collapse.
I do find some of those predictions a little fanciful. If
you are one of the people who goes out and buys a new
car outright and you have just bought one now, you are
very unlikely to be ready to dump it in the next couple
of years. Some of the predictions, too, which offer great
potential for our community and our society could be
great, but again I am not sure how they will play out —
for example, the prediction that no-one will own a car
and that we will just Uber up a driverless car and as a
result will not need parking facilities in our cities. I am
not sure where the cars are going to go. They have
dropped you off, so they are either clogging up the
roads or they are going to need to go somewhere.
Some of those predictions are probably a little
premature, but even if this does come to pass and there
is a massive market penetration of autonomous vehicles
in the next 20 to 30 years, whatever it might be, there
will be dramatic changes for us. There are the issues of
insurance, and obviously as legislators we need to deal
with the issues of ethics and the law, and that is what
we are starting to do here today. But there are issues for
governments. If people do not own their own cars, a
huge amount of revenue for state governments in car
registrations will be lost. If electric vehicles and electric
autonomous vehicles take over, there are implications
for fuel tax. Again a large amount of revenue for the
federal government could be lost. These could be very
challenging and very disruptive changes for us if it all
does come to pass.
As I said, I am a bit sceptical that some of these things
will happen as quickly as Tony Seba predicts and as
many others are predicting. Elon Musk is out there
saying that they will be on the road by 2021. That is
possible; we already have autonomous vehicles being
trialled on the roads in the US, here in Australia and in
Victoria. But I am not so sure that consumers are going
to want to give up their own vehicle and simply say,
‘I’ll just call up a car when I need it’. We have that at
the moment and they are called taxis, but people still
prefer to buy a car and have it sitting in the driveway. It
is perhaps one of those predictions that come from
economists who always say that people are rational and
they will do what is most rational for them. But that is
not always the case, particularly when it comes to cars.
The member for Sunbury highlighted that when he
talked about his Sunbird. It was not necessarily a
rational choice; it was probably just a financial one at
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the time. I think we could start a trend for ‘Sunbury’s
Sunbird’. There is a slogan in that somewhere. I for one
am rather embarrassed to admit that my first vehicle
was a 1982 Ford Laser. After having spent about six
months determined to get a VL Commodore, I was
convinced by a dodgy car yard salesman that Lasers
were a good car, and they were a good little car. It was
also brown. It still hits me to this day that one day when
I was driving out of the car park at Waverley Park, with
a couple of mates hanging out of the window having
beers — of course I was not, as the driver — a bloke
went past in his Commodore and said, ‘What, have you
got your mum’s car today?’. That was a long time ago,
but as you can tell, it still hurts. The little Laser was a
good car. My older sister had a Sunbird, and I could
have only dreamed of a Sunbird, member for Sunbury.
Since the member for Sunbury’s Sunbird, my Laser and
subsequent vehicles we have seen very rapid advances,
so some of the predictions that I talk about may not be
so fanciful. As the member for Sunbury indicated,
things like reversing cameras, which only five to
10 years ago were seen as a great new innovation, are
now fairly stock standard.
We have got cars that will self-park or reverse park on
their own. I know that having those has saved many
people in the community a lot of embarrassment. I do
not have one, but I know some colleagues who have got
cars that are already semi-autonomous in the sense of
braking on the freeway as cars slow in front of them
and the like. We have seen rapid advancements in the
last 10 or 20 years, and I am sure that that will continue.
The pace of change of technology, as we know, only
tends to accelerate. It may well be that some of these
predictions come to pass, but there is still a fair way to
go as to whether that will be the case and whether some
of the more dramatic predictions happen as quickly as
has been suggested.
This bill does set up the framework that needs to be in
place. I must say, even us debating this bill highlights
how quickly this field is developing. There was a
comment made before about what we did in government
or what we did not do in government. Even three years
ago I do not think anyone was seriously contemplating
autonomous vehicles. Indeed only about 18 months ago I
talked to one of my colleagues about what we should
have in a policy sense and that we should perhaps send
something off to the Victorian Law Reform Commission
regarding driverless vehicles because we are going to
need to deal with them. Even in that short amount of
time things have developed quite rapidly, and so we have
this legislation before us today.
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The bill establishes a permit scheme to authorise testing
and development of automated vehicles on Victorian
roads, imposes sanctions for trials of automated
vehicles conducted without an automated vehicle
permit or in breach of a condition of the permit and
enables the police to impound an automated vehicle
used on a Victorian road without or in breach of a
permit. As I said, the bill sets out the framework. It will
enable us to continue to take a leading role as a state. I
certainly welcome this bill. I look forward cautiously
but with great excitement to further developments in
autonomous vehicles and am happy to be supporting
this piece of legislation today.
I will just continue to reflect on that while we get
towards question time and to assist my colleagues who
are coming in who might have missed the history of my
Laser and the member for Sunbury’s Sunbird. I
commend the bill to the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER (11:01) — Order! I would like to
welcome to the gallery Ms Sharren Haskel, a member
of the Israeli Knesset. Welcome to the chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Bourke Street tragedy
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (11:01) — My question
is for the Premier. In the face of scathing criticism by
the Supreme Court, how can you explain to the victims,
families and broader community affected by the Bourke
Street tragedy in January your government’s
unacceptable delay in providing the documents required
so that criminal proceedings can go ahead against
Mr Dimitrious Gargasoulas, the man alleged to have
committed the Bourke Street atrocities while on bail?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:02) — I thank the
member for Hawthorn for his question. I understand
that, contrary to the accusation and claim made in his
question, all documentation has been provided to
Victoria Police, as requested by them. There was an
FOI that was lodged by the defence, as I understand it,
and that matter has been processed as well in
accordance with the fact that that is an independent
process and ought always be an independent process.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Police
will come to order.
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Supplementary question
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) (11:02) — In January,
Premier, you said you would not waste a minute in
reforming the bail system. Why then cannot your
government act on simple things such as providing
documents to court, and why after nearly 11 months
post the Bourke Street tragedy do our bail laws remain
unchanged?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:02) — I thank the
member for Hawthorn for his question. In relation to
FOIs that were lodged and processed I am advised they
were processed in line with the stated publicly
well-known time frames, the appropriate time frames as
outlined in the act indeed. So the shadow
Attorney-General is wrong; as is so often the case he is
wrong. I reject each and every one of the assertions
made in his question and his attempt to play politics
with this terrible tragedy.

Ministers statements: severe weather event
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:03) — I rise to
update the house on a severe weather event which has
been forecast both for regional Victoria and indeed for
metropolitan Melbourne in coming days. This is a very
serious matter and one that will pose a real challenge to
communities right across the state and will be a direct
challenge to public safety.
I commend to all Victorians that they pay particular
attention to the warnings that will be issued by
Emergency Management Victoria and the warnings and
other advisories that will be provided by VicRoads,
public transport operators and Victoria Police. I
commend to them: follow that advice; it is critically
important in order to keep you and your family safe.
One example of that of course would be to never enter a
body of water or flooded roads. Driving into that can be
so dangerous, not simply for those who are making that
decision but also for those who might be called upon to
rescue them.
Speaking of those who might be called upon to put
themselves in harm’s way in order to keep the
community safe, in anticipation of what will be a very
challenging time for our emergency services, both career
and volunteer, can I extend on behalf of all Victorians
our gratitude and our thanks and the admiration that we
have for the fact that they all too often put themselves in
harm’s way to keep the rest of us safe.
This will be a very challenging period for our state, and
we will be able to deal with these challenges because of
the bravery, the training and the dedication of our
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emergency services and, I would hope, the common
sense and good judgement of all Victorians. Please
listen to those warnings, heed them. That is the best
thing you can do in order to keep yourself and your
family safe and, what is more, not put our emergency
services in harm’s way by having to come to your aid.
This will be a very challenging period but I know
Victorians are equal to this challenge.

Northcote by-election
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (11:05) — My
question is to the Premier. The Animal Justice Party has
gone on the record stating that:
We’re preferencing Labor —

in Northcote —
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 …

Premier, who from your government was responsible
for offering half a million dollars of taxpayer-funded
initiatives and grants to the Animal Justice Party in
exchange for preferences at the Northcote by-election?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The Attorney-General is
warned.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:06) — Someone
over there said, ‘It’s not funny’. No, it is not funny to be
asked questions about preferences by a bloke who gets
a car because of his preferences. That is how it works in
the National Party. The animal justice movement and
their political representatives are free to make their
own —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr ANDREWS — Can I put it to the Leader of the
Opposition that those who are passionate about animal
welfare are indeed expert in these matters, and they
have formed the conclusion that this government’s
credentials in relation to animal welfare are second to
none. The government made election commitments in
2014 and we have honoured all of those election
commitments in relation to animal welfare, and the fact
that those opposite have no credentials in this regard
must upset them.
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Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the question was very specific: it was
about who in the Premier’s government was actually
responsible for offering half a million dollars of
taxpayer-funded initiatives in return for preferences. He
has not addressed that issue in his answer, and I ask you
to bring him back to answering the question, please.
The SPEAKER — The Premier has been
responsive to the question.
Mr ANDREWS — The election commitment was
made way back in 2014, and we have delivered against
that commitment. Broadly, narrowly, specifically, any
way you want to look at it, we have delivered on that
election commitment.
As for matters of preferences, they are dealt with by
registered officers of political parties. We do not sit
around drinking bottles of wine and eating lobsters. We
do not sit around eating pizzas —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The Premier will resume his
seat. I warn members on both sides of the house.
An honourable member interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! Question time is a robust
forum but I will not have a situation where I cannot
hear the answers or the questions from members of the
place. Members will be removed from the chamber
without warning.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question related to who in government offered
$500 000 in exchange for preferences. The Labor Party
state secretariat, last time I looked, did not have the
authority to offer taxpayers money to any political
party. So the Premier has not answered the question —
he is avoiding the question. Who in the government
offered that half a million dollars in exchange for votes?
The SPEAKER — Order! I can only rule on the
question that has been asked. The Premier is being
responsive to the question.
Mr ANDREWS — Thank you very much, Speaker.
I am rejecting the ridiculous assertions made by the
questioner and the would-be leader over there. The
Animal Justice Party have looked at the record of this
government and judged it to be second to none. We
made commitments in 2014, and they are being
delivered in full.
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Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (11:10) — Premier,
was half a million dollars in taxpayers money a fair
price to pay for 282 Animal Justice Party preferences in
the Northcote by-election?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! This is the fourth last
question time of the year. If members wish to stay and
enjoy it, they should stop shouting across the chamber.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:10) — Is that the
best the Leader of the National Party, which is not
actually a party, has got? That is the best you have got,
is it? That is the best you have got. We make
commitments and we deliver on them.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
has been warned.
Mr Pesutto interjected.
The SPEAKER — And the member for Hawthorn.
Mr Richardson interjected.
The SPEAKER — And the member for
Mordialloc.

Ministers statements: severe weather event
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Emergency Services)
(11:11) — I rise to update the house on the preparation
for the severe rain event that the Premier has just
outlined. It is going to be a challenging three days for
our emergency services, with severe weather predicted
across the state with the risk of flash flooding and
riverine flooding as well, and this preparation needs to
take place at a time when the sector is still dealing with
heat and fire challenges today.
A severe weather warning is in place for heavy rainfall
from late Thursday for most of Victoria and
metropolitan Melbourne. I can advise the house that the
state control centre is activated and running in support
of the severe weather expected in Victoria over the next
three days. Local incident control centres will be
activated and a four-day plan is being developed to be
active from Friday until Monday.
Victoria State Emergency Service (SES) will be the
lead agency for response, and their units are ready to
go, with Ambulance Victoria, the Country Fire
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Authority and the Metropolitan Fire Brigade all ready
to assist.
There will be a state emergency management
committee of cabinet meeting at 1.00 p.m. We are
arranging briefings from Emergency Management
Victoria’s Commissioner Lapsley and the deputy chief
officer of the SES, Tim Wiebusch, this afternoon. There
will be a briefing for the shadow minister and
particularly affected opposition members, such as the
members for Euroa and Benambra. That will be at
2.00 p.m. today. I will also ensure that the member for
Shepparton is briefed this afternoon. At 3.00 p.m. the
commissioner and the deputy chief officer of the SES,
along with the Bureau of Meteorology, will provide a
full media briefing at the State Control Centre.
We will continue to work closely with the sector over
coming days and provide them with every support that
they need. I would like to thank our emergency
services, the men and women at the State Control
Centre and the incident control centres and particularly
our volunteers with our SES units, thanking them in
advance of what will be a very difficult period.

Northcote by-election
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (11:13) — My
question is again to the Premier. Minister Pulford has
stated in Parliament that the government decided to
form Animal Welfare Victoria and allocate half a
million dollars in taxpayer funds just a few days before
its rushed announcement on 19 October. The ballot
draw for the Northcote by-election was also conducted
on 19 October, with early voting beginning later that
same day. Premier, isn’t it the case that you had to
make the announcement on that day about establishing
Animal Welfare Victoria and the half a million dollars
in taxpayer funds so the Animal Justice Party would
start delivering its preferences to Labor straightaway?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:14) — The answer
is no.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — I warn the member for
Warrandyte.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (11:14) — Premier, if
the half a million dollars delivered to Animal Justice
Party causes on the day they began preferencing the
Labor Party in the Northcote by-election is all just a
coincidence, will you now release the list of
organisations which were promised a share of the half a
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million dollars you announced and whether any of
those organisations that were funded are associated
with the Animal Justice Party or its members?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) (11:14) — I thank the
member for his question. I am happy to arrange a
briefing for him on all matters relating to animal
welfare, something he knows nothing about.

Ministers statements: north-east link
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:15) — It is a pleasure to rise to update the
house on the biggest transport project in Melbourne’s
and Victoria’s history. It is very much about giving
back local roads to the local community. It is about
building that missing link so we get vehicles — cars,
the freight industry — around the city of Melbourne. It
is also about increasing the capacity of the Eastern
Freeway. We know there are those pinch points around
Elgar Road and Bulleen Road. I remember that the last
time I was down in Bulleen Park it took me an hour on
a Saturday morning just to get out of the park because
of the gridlock on Bulleen Road.
If you are a local member and you knew that, you
would think you would have a policy position on this.
You would really think you would have a policy
position. If I was a local member in the north-east, I
certainly would not be telling my community that they
could rot in congestion for the next 20 years.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have warned the house
already that I am not going to tolerate that level of
shouting across the chamber.
Mr DONNELLAN — Thank you, Speaker, for the
protection from the screaming banshees. Let us be very
clear: if I was in the north-east, I would not be telling
them they would have to wait for 20 years for a
solution. I certainly would not be telling them that —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast will leave the chamber for the period
of 1 hour.
Honourable member for South-West Coast
withdrew from chamber.
Mr DONNELLAN — I would certainly be selling
the benefits of this project, the 30-minute travel time
savings between the north and the south-east. I certainly
would not be talking to my federal defence minister,
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trying to stop major projects which will get
15 000 trucks off local streets. And I would not come
up with the idea that the local community would think
that open-cut mining in the middle of suburbia to put
big bridges, sky left, sky right, was a solution for their
issues. Open-cut mining in the middle suburbs of
Melbourne will go down like a lead balloon. I would
certainly provide leadership and get on with the job of
being a real leader.

North-east link
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:17) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
Within 300 to 400 metres of road tunnel portals sit the
smokestacks for exhaust fumes. Minister, can you
confirm that within this distance from your proposed
north-east link tunnel portal in Rosanna also sits
St Martin of Tours Primary School?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:18) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition
for his question. As the Leader of the Opposition would
be well aware, as a former Minister for Planning, at this
stage we are developing a reference design. So in terms
of how specific we can be, as I have indicated
previously, when we went out to the community we
indicated that to those who may be affected by this
project — and we were very conservative — those
75 houses and 135 businesses. We were very, very
open, in the same way as we have put up a design as a
proposition currently, which will be worked through to
a reference design. Once that reference design is
available, again, it will go to the public. Like everything
else we have done, we have done it openly. We have
not hidden. We have ensured we have engaged with
people. There have been many, many thousands of
people who have been engaged directly by this, and we
will ensure that we will work with them to minimise the
impact and ensure the benefits of this project are shared
across the north-east.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) (11:19) —
With the tunnel portal of the north-east link in Rosanna
currently planned to exit near Borlase Street,
Yallambie, Minister, can you confirm that to pipe the
Banyule Creek and pave over the native habitat that the
council has designated as wetlands the state
government will require environment protection and
biodiversity conservation (EPBC) environmental
referral to the federal government, and have these
discussions commenced?
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Treasurer.
The Leader of the Opposition and the Premier will
assist with the running of the house.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) (11:20) — I think you better stop that mouth
moving. It just does not stop. As I indicated to the
Leader of the Opposition a couple of seconds ago, a
reference design is being developed presently and is
being done openly with the public. We will work
intensively with the public to ensure we minimise the
disruption and ensure the benefits of this project are
shared across the north-east.

Ministers statements: level crossings
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(11:21) — I rise to advise today that yet another level
crossing is gone, consigned to the history books. This
morning the boom gates at Camp Road in
Campbellfield have been removed forever. The
member for Broadmeadows is pretty happy with that
and the Victorian community is pretty happy with that,
particularly given that this was the scene of a tragic
fatality. This level crossing is gone and it is gone for
good. This takes us to number 11 of the level crossings
that are gone in just under three years.
Moving from the north to the south, works are well
underway to remove the level crossing at Skye Road in
Frankston. Three level crossings are gone on the
Frankston line — Skye Road is the fourth — and all up
we are removing 13 level crossings on the Frankston
line. We know the former Liberal government did not
get rid of any level crossings. They did not get rid of
any level crossings —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — And you can put that in your
Frankston line newsletter.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Members on my right will come
to order.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is both misleading the house and debating the
issue. I ask you to bring her back to making a ministers
statement
Ms ALLAN — On the point of order, Speaker, I
accept I may have strayed a little in my contribution,
but I absolutely refute the claim that I am misleading
the house. They did not fund or finish any level
crossings during their four years in government.
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Honourable members interjecting.
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Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.

The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the point
members are making. That accusation can only be
made by way of a motion in the house.

Honourable member for Burwood withdrew from
chamber.

Ms ALLAN — Me think they doth protest too
much, Speaker. The Metro Tunnel project and the
13 level crossings on the Frankston line will give us a
chance to run more trains more often on the Frankston
line. To achieve this we also need more stabling to run
those more trains, and where do we want to do this? At
Kananook, to put in extra stabling. You would think
this would be something that would be broadly
supported, but sadly not. Despite the need to run more
trains on the Frankston line and to put in the stabling,
those opposite yesterday in the Legislative Council
tried to stop the planning scheme amendment that
would support the construction of extra stabling at
Kananook. This is the Leader of the Opposition
instructing his members in the other place to stop these
works on these Frankston level crossing, which also
puts at risk jobs, while we are getting on with removing
level crossings.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Eltham will
leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Eltham withdrew from
chamber.
The SPEAKER — The minister had strayed from
her ministerial statement. I ask her to come back to
making a ministers statement.
Ms ALLAN — They are a bit touchy because they
know that with the removal of 13 level crossings —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Ferntree Gully
will leave the chamber for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Ferntree Gully withdrew
from chamber.
Ms Allan interjected.
The SPEAKER — The Leader of the House will
come to order.
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the House —
Ms Allan interjected.
Ms Ryall — If the Leader of the House would be
quiet for a moment I could actually raise my point of
order. The Leader of the House is misleading the house.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — I warn the member for Ivanhoe.
Ms Ryall — The Leader of the House is misleading
the house. There was no commitment by Labor, no
funding in relation to Mitcham and Rooks roads level
crossings. It was fully funded, planned, built and
delivered, and the Springvale Road, Springvale, level
crossing as well. So clearly she is misleading the house.
She has continued to do this for a number of years now,
and it is about time she was actually held to account for
misleading this house.

Port of Melbourne
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (11:25) — My question is to
the Minister for Ports. I refer to the massive delays,
disruption and costs to shipping and port users being
caused by the picket imposed at the port of Melbourne
by members of the Maritime Union of Australia (MUA)
and I ask: what action will the minister take to end this
picket and enable urgent medical supplies, Christmas
goods and perishables to begin moving again?
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Ports) (11:26) — I
thank the manager of opposition business for his
question. It is an enterprise bargaining agreement
negotiation. These are matters for negotiations between
the employer and the employee, and that is obviously
something that we will monitor and ensure is being
done appropriately. But these are matters under the
federal legislation and very much for them to sort out. It
is not something that the state has the capacity to
intervene on, because if I remember very correctly, the
industrial relations powers of the state were handed
over to the Feds many years ago.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The member for Hawthorn has
been warned.
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Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) (11:26) — I refer the
minister to the fact that this picket has nothing
whatsoever to do with enterprise bargaining agreement
negotiations but relates to a matter of port security and I
ask: is it a fact that the government’s support of a
culture of bullying and intimidation by the MUA and
the CFMEU is contributing to the port of Melbourne
for the first time ever losing its status as Australia’s
largest container shipping port?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! the member for
Mordialloc will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Mordialloc withdrew from
chamber.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Williamstown is warned.
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Ports) (11:27) —
Very clearly, no, we will not intervene. This is
obviously something which needs to be sorted out
between the employer and the employee, and it is
appropriate in those circumstances they do so.

Ministers statements: employment initiatives
Mr CARROLL (Minister for Industry and
Employment) (11:28) — I rise to update the house on
how the Andrews government is creating record job
growth in this community. The Andrews government
has literally rewritten the rule book on jobs and job
creation. Three times the number of jobs have been
created under our government compared to those
opposite. We inherited a manufacturing sector in
decline. Those opposite — their mates in Canberra,
while they were chomping on cigars — oversaw the
demise of manufacturing.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
member for Box Hill on a point of order, the member
for Hawthorn will leave the chamber for the period of
1 hour.
Honourable member for Hawthorn withdrew from
chamber.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has immediately commenced to debate the
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issue. I ask you to instruct him to make a ministers
statement in accordance with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — I ask the minister to come back
to making a ministers statement.
Mr CARROLL — Coming from Alan Stockdale’s
apprentice, I will take that as a compliment. We
inherited a manufacturing sector in decline. They did
nothing opposite. We will support communities. I want
to congratulate the members for Broadmeadows and
Dandenong, and also the member for Geelong, for what
they are doing with their auto transition task force. We
are getting results, whether it be right around the state,
whether it be in Pakenham.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CARROLL — The member for Bass should
pay attention — Rotomould plastics, almost 100 jobs.
The Leader of the National Party seems to forget the
Northcote by-election has been and gone, but the
member for Northcote is here, and out in Fairfield we
have created 13 jobs at Shiny Embroidery. With over
100 years experience in car manufacturing — backing
manufacturing, backing support — our more than
$100 million in manufacturing support is creating jobs.
For the first time in 10 years there have been nine
months of consecutive growth and expansion in the
manufacturing sector — something they could only
dream about. They are now commissioning an audit.
They will cut jobs. Here he is — the author of
WorkChoices.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will immediately leave the chamber for the
period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew
from chamber.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has returned to debating the issue. I ask you to
bring him back to making a ministers statement in
accordance with sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — I ask the minister to come back
to making a ministers statement.
Mr CARROLL — While Michaelia Cash fails, the
Andrews Labor government’s $68 million Jobs
Victoria program has been a runaway success. We have
rewritten the rule book. Thirty-seven hundred
Victorians from disadvantaged backgrounds are in
work — 40 to 50 people a week, whether they be
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Indigenous Victorians, whether they be from family
violence backgrounds, wherever they may come from. I
say to the member for Buninyong that Phillip, who we
met only recently, was homeless, and he is now in work
at the Ballarat observatory cafe. He is doing his
certificate in hospitality. That is 3700 in 12 months —
40 to 50 a week — under the Andrews Labor
government, which is always putting people first.
Mr T. Bull — On a point of order, Speaker, I have
got several questions, the answers to which are all
overdue, which I would politely request you to follow up
on. The first one is constituency question 13 332 to the
Minister for Police relating to additional police for Lakes
Entrance over the summer holiday period. The rest are
questions on notice. There are six questions from 13 167
through to 13 172 to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety in relation to wire rope barriers; question 13 175
to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs in relation to the
Heritage Fund; 21 questions to the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing, from 13 176 to 13 197, relating to
the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS); a
further 21 questions to the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing relating to the NDIS,
questions 13 198 through to 13 217; a single question to
the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation, 13 280; a question to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety relating to deer warning signs,
question 13 282; question 13 285 to the Minister for
Emergency Services relating to roadside burning; and
question 13 288 to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety, again in relation to wire rope barriers. These are
all issues that are very important in my electorate. They
are overdue, and I would respectfully request that you
remind the ministers we want some answers on these
questions prior to Christmas. Thank you.
The SPEAKER — I will follow those matters up.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions without notice and ministers
statements
The SPEAKER (11:33) — Before moving to the
first constituency question I will make a quick ruling.
On Tuesday the Deputy Leader of the Opposition asked
me to review the Minister for Roads and Road Safety’s
answer to a supplementary question he had asked. I
have reviewed Hansard and consider that that answer
was responsive to the question.
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CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Rowville electorate
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (11:34) — (13 742) The
question I wish to raise is for the Minister for Planning.
Minister, under changes proposed by Labor’s so-called
smart planning system what requirements will be in
place to ensure communities are consulted about new
developments and to protect the freedom of residents to
have their say and raise objections to planning
applications that impact on their own neighbourhoods?
The Rowville residents are deeply concerned that the
reform advisory group, the expert panel advising
Labor’s Victoria Planning Provisions framework, does
not include residents or community groups although
local government representatives and industry bodies
are on the panel. They are also concerned at the
prospect of some parts of the planning process being
privatised and an expansion of a number of planning
applications which will not require a permit,
particularly if those include medium and high-density
developments.

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (11:34) — (13 743)
I direct my constituency question to the
Attorney-General, and I ask: what is the latest
information about the Moonee Valley Legal Service’s
applications to the Community Legal Centre Assistance
Fund and the Family Violence Duty Lawyer Fund?

Gippsland East electorate
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) (11:35) — (13 744)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, and the information I
seek is the date the minister will visit East Gippsland to
discuss increasing energy prices with business owners,
given her commitment to do so last sitting week.
Last sitting week the minister said:
I would be happy to meet anywhere and with any business
right across the state to discuss any energy cost challenges
that they are facing.

This is on the back of her statement that increases
would be in the vicinity of 4 per cent only. I have
several businesses keen to take her up on that offer. The
Bairnsdale RSL has reported a 95 per cent increase in
its electricity bill, adding $80 000 to its running costs.
Cranes Asphalting and Eastern Asphalt are
experiencing electricity price increases in the order of
110 per cent, and the Paynesville Hotel is confronting
an increase of $1500 per month. Price hikes of this
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magnitude cannot just be absorbed or passed on. They
are resulting in staff cuts, reduced investment in plant
and, sadly, business closures. So I ask the minister
when she will fulfil this commitment and meet with
businesses from my electorate.
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livability while also delivering density in clearly
defined and appropriate locations close to the activity
centre. Dandenong residents are keen to ensure that
they have been heard, and this amendment will deliver
on these objectives.

Narre Warren South electorate

Northcote electorate

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (11:36) —
(13 745) My question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety and concerns the Western Port Highway. I
ask: what planning has been undertaken for a future
upgrade of the Western Port Highway? Many residents
who live in my electorate use this road to get to and
from work each and every day. One of them, Stuart,
recently contacted me to raise his concerns about
congestion at the intersection of the Western Port
Highway and Hall Road during peak times. He has seen
the great progress we are making on the removal of the
level crossing at Thompsons Road. We are upgrading
the Monash Freeway, the intersection of Pound and
Shrives roads and many more local roads. The Andrews
Labor government is getting it done, and local residents
like Stuart want to see more.

Ms THORPE (Northcote) (11:38) — (13 748) My
question is to the Minister for Education. When will Bell
Primary School, Thornbury High School, Northcote
Primary School and many other schools in my electorate
of Northcote receive the funding they were promised in
the Northcote by-election? During the by-election
campaign I visited a dozen schools and learned how hard
teachers and school communities have been fighting for
the resources they need. In some cases school buildings
are literally crumbling around students.

Nepean electorate
Mr DIXON (Nepean) (11:36) — (13 746) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. Minister, what is the justification for the
safety barrier upgrades to the Nepean Highway
between Old Moorooduc Road and Wallaces Road,
Dromana? There is no crash history on that section of
road that I am aware of. Constituents are also baffled as
to why this is being done, especially as there are many
other more worthy safety projects such as the long
overdue sealing of the apron of the Wallaces Road and
Nepean Highway intersection, which is quite nearby.

Dandenong electorate
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) (11:37) — (13 747)
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Planning. I ask the minister: how will the recent
decision to split and approve part 1 of
amendment C182 to the Greater Dandenong planning
scheme impact on planning and development in Greater
Dandenong, particularly in and surrounding central
Dandenong? I have been approached by many
constituents over the last year about the importance of
making sure that any updates to the planning scheme
ensure that zoning for Dandenong achieves high
amenity standards while also accommodating expected
growth in population. I have been strongly advocating
on their behalf for appropriate policies and controls for
our area that both protect and enhance Dandenong’s

Schools in Northcote have been crying out for funding
for a long time. While I am glad that the government
promised nearly $20 million to local schools because of
the hotly contested by-election, the government must
now deliver this urgently needed funding. The
government must also make school funding more
transparent so that schools are funded across the state
based on need, not just on marginal seat status. There
are other schools in my electorate that still desperately
need proper funding and they cannot afford to wait for
another election.

Oakleigh electorate
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (11:39) —
(13 749) My constituency question is to the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change. I ask: can
the minister inform me and my community how
residents in the Oakleigh electorate will benefit from
the latest announcements regarding significant rebates
on power bills from three major electricity retailers?
Could the minister also indicate if there are further
plans and options being investigated by this
government to provide benefits to electricity customers
in the electorate of Oakleigh? I would also like to put
on record my appreciation for the minister’s work to
provide better support to energy consumers in Victoria.
Her efforts stand in stark contrast to the lack of
leadership coming from Canberra, where the federal
government has all but vacated this space. There is also
a lack of leadership from those opposite whose only
solution is to go back to the past.

Bass electorate
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) (11:39) — (13 750) My
question is for the Minister for Public Transport.
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Minister, I get constant requests from the residents of
Pakenham to upgrade the McGregor Road railway
crossing. The residents want a solution to the major
bottleneck which is causing considerable traffic delays
and disruption in the area. I regularly speak to people
who have their daily lives disrupted as they drop their
children off at school, get to work, attend doctors’
appointments and recreational activities and generally
move around the community. This request is supported
by the Cardinia Shire Council, which has identified the
crossing as the biggest bottleneck for traffic in our
entire shire. We have the ridiculous situation where
McGregor Road goes from four lanes to two lanes to
cross the railway line and then back to four lanes. To
make matters worse, the signals operate for extended
periods when completely unnecessary. I have spoken to
train drivers who confirm this. The problem is getting
worse on a daily basis. Will the minister commit to
upgrading this level crossing without further delay?

Frankston electorate
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (11:40) — (13 751)
My constituency question is for the Minister for Industry
and Employment, and the question I ask on behalf of my
constituency is regarding Frankston Chisholm Institute’s
$75.9 million redevelopment. Chisholm’s Frankston
campus is embarking on this new exciting project that
will make it one of the most advanced and innovative
training and skills institutes in the region. After the
minister and Premier’s announcement on Monday I
would like to know how local procurement policies and
the position colloquially known as the ‘jobs cop’ will
apply to this redevelopment. There are many
opportunities for local Frankston and peninsula residents
to attain skills and job training at Chisholm, but what
opportunities are there for local suppliers to be contracted
and for local apprentices to gain employment on this site
and also the other massive state government investments
in Frankston?

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT
(AUTOMATED VEHICLES) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (11:41) — I am
delighted to make a contribution on the Road Safety
Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017. Previous
speakers have outlined the purpose of the bill and its
various functions and aspects. I am actually quite
interested in this bill just from the broader role this bill
will play, assuming it becomes an act of Parliament, in
terms of growing and developing the economic fabric
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of the state. The reality is that we are living in a rapidly
changing environment and certainly a rapidly changing
economy. I found this quote from 2015 in an article
headed ‘The battle is for customer interface’:
Uber, the world’s largest taxi company, owns no vehicles.
Facebook, the world’s most popular media owner, creates no
content. Alibaba, the most valuable retailer, has no inventory.
And Airbnb, the world’s largest accommodation provider,
owns no real estate.

If you had said that quote five, 10 or 20 years ago, it
would not have made sense. It would not have seemed
possible that you would have a set of circumstances
where this was the case, yet this is the case as we know
it. The reality is that we are starting to see rapid
technological change which is having a huge impact
upon industry, growth and development.
There is a book called Big Bang Disruption: Strategy in
the Age of Devastating Innovation. In the book it talks
about the end of the bell curve as we know it in terms of
the product life cycle or the life cycle of the company,
where you have a period of start-up, a period of growth,
a period of escalation and a period — it is the same
period often — of profitability before you see gradual
decline and a company ceasing to exist. I think if you
look at the New York Stock Exchange, companies which
dominated the New York Stock Exchange for decades
throughout the course of the 20th century are often now
no longer appearing as newer companies take shape.
That has been a standard function of business, industry
and economic policy for generations. Big Bang
Disruption posits that what we are looking at is the
destruction of the bell curve. You see rapid adoption,
rapid change in terms of technology and innovation
and then rapid destruction of that value. For example,
if you look at the rise of GPS technology, you had
instances where GPS technology was being sold for
about $200 per unit, yet within 18 months of the
introduction of navigation apps on smartphones GPS
manufacturers had a destruction in their market value
of around 85 per cent.
Historically, if you had seen that there was an emergent
technology on the horizon, you would have said,
‘We’ve got mature cashflows. We’ve got a strong
balance sheet. We run a good business. We employ a
lot of people. Let’s create a team of staff to respond to
this emerging challenge. Let’s fund it, let’s respond to it
and we will meet that challenge’. You might have had a
window or a horizon of five or 10 years. It might have
been in the distant future. I know when I spoke one
time with Steve Bracks about Toyota’s development of
electric cars, he said that that came out of the oil price
shock of 2000, which led to a team being taken offline
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and established to create the electric Camry. When you
have got time, when you have got mature cashflows
and when you get a strong balance sheet, you have got
the ability to respond and respond effectively.
What we are seeing now is that that is no longer the
case. You are seeing the massive introduction of
technology. You are seeing the massive adoption of that
technology. You are seeing the massive and rapid
destruction of the technology that predates it. A bill like
this one I think is really important because we are the
first state that is seeking to introduce legislation of this
nature. So from that perspective we will have the
benefit of the first-mover advantage, which means we
will be able to try and look at this technology, look at
the way in which it might function and work, look at its
adoption, trial it, test it and refine it.
It is really important when you think about it in the
context of the changes to the superannuation industry
which were developed under the Keating government.
We now have the sixth largest funds under
management in the world, at US$1.6 trillion. We are
the largest funds manager in Asia. In many respects we
are almost becoming the Switzerland of Asia.
So we have got enabling legislation — potentially
enabling legislation, presuming it passes — coupled
with a massive influx of funds from compulsory
savings through superannuation. We have got the
ability to try and find ways in which we can
commercialise these assets, to look at the way in which
we can utilise technology and to create a new market
which has got the potential to be deployed in Asia,
which we know will be the area where there is the
single highest rate of economic growth activity over the
course of the next, possibly, 100 years.
The other point to note, too, in relation to why I am
attracted to this legislation is that Fortune magazine on
13 March last year found that cars are parked 95 per cent
of the time. From the point of view of economic
utilisation of an asset, leaving aside a home, a car is
probably the most expensive asset a person will buy, and
95 per cent of the time that asset is not being used at all.
So if we were to look at greater asset utilisation through
driverless cars, then you could conceive of a future
where people might have the option to turn around and
say, ‘Look, I will not worry about buying a vehicle; I
will look at using a driverless car’.
Presumably what you would find — and again this is
probably gaming it forward a bit — is that you would
not have the need for stabling. Indeed I remember back
when the Brumby government was looking at the
Meeting Our Transport Challenges plan, which was a
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really insightful policy document from about 2008, one
thought at that stage was to look at running the train
network all night, because if you have the trains
running all the time, you do not have to worry about
stabling. I think that is a really important point,
particularly if we are looking at Melbourne growing to
be a city of 8 million people. Where are you going to
park all these cars?
If for 95 per cent of the time a car is not being used, you
are going to see more and more constraints, particularly
in inner-urban areas like mine. So if we are looking at
finding ways in which these assets, being cars, can be
more effectively utilised and those assets can be
sweated, then you might find that you are going to see
less congestion on our roads, which would be a really
important issue in terms of trying to get cars in and out
of the Hoddle grid, but you will also probably find that
you will have less cars being parked on the sides of
roads. I certainly think that in an electorate like
Essendon, where we are seeing massive population
growth and massive residential infill, that would be a
significant factor as well.
I was reflecting on an article I read recently about
Apple. When it established itself as a company, Apple’s
real beauty was not the fact that it developed
technology. Its real beauty and the success of the
company was its ability to integrate a series of
technologies in the one platform. The reality is that
mobile phone technology had been around long before
the iPhone, and Nokia was the world leader in terms of
mobile phone telephony. We had emails, and we all
remember the early BlackBerry where you combined
an email function with a phone function. We also had
digital cameras.
The beauty of Apple was its ability to synthesise and
systems-integrate those three technologies in the one
platform. Nokia had looked at doing that previously,
but they felt that people wanted to have a really strong
battery and they could not quite get a battery to be
powerful enough and small enough to enable that to
occur, so they did not go down that path, whereas
Apple was able to synthesise those things together.
Enabling legislation like this provides an opportunity
for companies to trial the technology, for funds
managers to potentially fund the technology and to find
ways in which we can commercialise the technology to
enable that technology to be exported at a global level.
The reality is that as an economy we are quite small —
1 per cent of global trade — but we have a highly
educated workforce, we are perfectly located in terms
of the Asia-Pacific region and we will be able to trial
cars that drive on the left-hand side of the road, which
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will be relevant for countries like, say, Indonesia or
Japan or Singapore. On that note, I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) (11:51) — It also
gives me great pleasure to speak on the Road Safety
Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017. It is one
of those areas of public policy that most people can
identify with, or think they can, whether it be an
everyday experience or on television like The Jetsons
or in their dreams. This is one of the opportunities for
the future.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — The member for Essendon
talks about my love for George Jetson.
I think there are obviously a couple of things here that
are very important. I want to focus a bit on the
opportunities the government has as a regulator to
achieve some things beyond the rudimentary regulatory
framework that is obviously critical in this area of
public policy. As a beginning, this bill seeks to develop
a permit scheme to clarify the legal obligations that
apply to a human driver and to an automated driving
system (ADS) permit-holder and to enable the
identification of drivers for the purposes of law
enforcement and accident investigation. They are very
prudent and important things.
The bill also enables the existing offences under the act,
regulations and road rules to apply to ensure the safety
of the trial for all road users. It enables police to
prosecute non-compliance of the conditions of an ADS
permit and provides a whole range of other
requirements and regulatory protections in relation to
safety and the monitoring of these trials.
I had a very unsophisticated understanding of
automation when it came to vehicles prior to
researching for this bill. In some respects the issue of
automated vehicles came up in my consciousness last
year in discussions about hire car regulation. There
were stories that Uber’s ultimate plan was to move to
automated vehicles and that kind of thing. I started
thinking about what that meant. In researching for this
bill it became clear that automation means different
things in different contexts. Automation already exists
in, for example, mining industries and other industries
where there is a particular fixed route that a vehicle or
truck or train may travel on. In terms of vehicles for
passengers there is a whole range of steps and
definitions. There is obviously mild automation — that
is my terminology, I think they called it driver
assistance. Fundamentally there are things like cruise
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control and a whole range of other things. There is
partial automation, conditional automation, high
automation and full automation, or whatever other
terms people prefer.
I think in the future, in terms of some of the
contributions from the house, the opportunities are
effectively for full automation. Picking up on what the
member for Essendon said in relation to a report he
quoted that cars are generally parked for a significantly
greater amount of time than they are actually driven —
when you think about it, that really is a lack of utility of
an asset. There is the opportunity for a car to transport
somebody to conduct business or leisure or whatever it
is, and in the time that they are being transported they
can actually devote themselves to other things,
including recreation, conversation with family or work.
They are then not required to find a parking spot for
that vehicle and then either that vehicle or another
vehicle can come on its own — I say on its own; I
mean through programmed technology — and pick up
that person and take them back home. In between times
it is being used by others — that could be a privately
owned vehicle or some kind of share scheme.
These things are critical obviously, and the protections
in this bill for a trial are appropriate; for example, the
scheme that this bill would authorise will require an
applicant for an ADS permit to demonstrate that it has
met minimum requirements as set out in the regulations
and guidelines; require that the applicant has a safety
management plan in place; and require a fully licensed
human driver or vehicle supervisor supervising the trial,
who is able to take back control when requested, if
required for early trials. Obviously rudimentary things
like insurance and those things are important because
there is a market out there that needs to determine the
threshold for insurance on these things. The ADS
scheme also requires that the applicant be subject to
conditions set out in the permit by VicRoads or the
government. So they are all critically important things.
In the time I have remaining I want to focus a bit more
on what opportunities the government, the state and the
public fundamentally, through government
intervention, can have in an area like this. Of course the
market — industry and consumers — primarily will
drive advances in technology. It is not necessarily
government, but what government does have the
opportunity to do is leverage some of those for broader
benefit.
There are a couple of areas. One would be the model
that the Andrews Labor government has shown with
the procurement policies we have, using the power of
the Victorian government’s procurement to engineer
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social outcomes for disadvantaged people and others —
for example, the Aboriginal employment targets, the
traineeship targets we have in a project in my
electorate, the level crossing removals on the
Cranbourne-Pakenham line, and the recently released
social enterprises strategy around how we engage
not-for-profits in these big projects. With all due respect
to Lendlease, John Holland and all those other
companies, these are the things that they would not
even think about doing if it were not for the role of
government in the procurement process for those
projects. We are doing it in a whole range of projects,
including in level crossing removals in other parts of
the state, Melbourne Metro and things like that.
A good friend of mine engaged me in a conversation
around the opportunities in the regulatory framework
that we are developing for the permit system for trials
of automated vehicles to incorporate some other
elements in relation to gender balance in this sector and
this industry, and I will just read out some of her
remarks. She says:
… we’re at the beginning of almost a new industrial
revolution with a brand-new industry creating jobs, university
degrees, IT systems and new manufacturing.
Currently these industries are all dominated by men, and my
concern is that, as we are moving into essentially ‘a new age’,
it’s really important that we make provision for women to be
included right from the start. Otherwise feminism will
constantly be playing catch-up.
The provisions that encourage women —

as an example —
and girls to study STEM —
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but generally in the Victorian government’s regulatory
oversight and establishment of the regulatory framework
to account for some of those social outcomes, if I could
call them that, in the development of this infant industry,
and we can really only do that through funding
incentives and our regulatory role. So I commend the
minister for the development of this bill. I commend him
also for taking on board those concerns that I
expressed — or rather those opportunities in fact that I
expressed — and I look forward to the brave new world.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (12:01) — I take great
pleasure in joining the debate on this driverless car bill.
I always enjoy talking on transport bills. As someone
has written recently, I think it was in the Age, the
Minister for Public Transport is in danger of turning
into a transport nerd. Well, I think that happened to me
a very long time ago when I worked in the then small
ministry of transport in the 1980s. I was sucked in as a
transport nerd, and that is just how it is.
The next stage for we transport nerds is to embrace the
driverless car, and I know from media reports that in
Melbourne’s north there is actually a trial at La Trobe
University for a driverless bus at the moment. That is
occurring, so I think that will be a really good
opportunity to see how this technology can possibly
work. I think one of the questions that we have had in
the Australian environment is how driverless vehicles
can be adapted to deal with our Australian emblem, the
kangaroo. Given that there are quite a few around the
La Trobe University precinct — as a former student, I
know that — these vehicles travelling at low speeds
will be able to assist in the body of knowledge that can
ensure that this technology can be applied and used
across Victoria and across Australia.

science, technology, engineering and mathematics —
are fantastic, and it would be great to see the government
actively include women in the new auto industry — for
example, by way of quotas —

or targets perhaps —
for jobs in manufacturing, education places and
decision-making bodies.
Critically, the people who write the algorithms for these cars
will have enormous control on the way we interact in the
world, and the way we’re going it will only be men.
Ultimately my point was that at the moment the AI —

artificial intelligence —
in these cars is developed from the perspective of only half of
the population, but we’re at the beginning and have an
opportunity to change that now.

I have had conversations with the minister, and I have
discussed with him the opportunities not just in this bill

Trials have already begun on specific roads — on
freeways on the Transurban network and on
EastLink — prior to this bill, but the difference is that
they actually have to have a human involved and a hand
on the steering wheel. So to actually go to the next
evolution there needs to be a legal framework to ensure
that these vehicles can be tested without a driver and
with use of the technology.
When I look at how long I have been driving a
vehicle — and I am not going to exactly say, but if
someone wants to look at the parliamentary handbook,
they will see how old I am — I got my licence when I
was 18 years old, so —
Ms Thomas — I know.
Ms GREEN — Yes, the member for Macedon
knows. She has been driving for about as long as I
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have, I think. My first car was a Datsun 180B. My
surfing chick friends who I grew up with in
Warrnambool thought I had sold out and become a
petrol head because the Datsun 180B had been a rally
car; it had been in the Repco Reliability Trial. It had a
full racing harness, it had a rollover cage and, much to
my father’s disgust, it had a tachometer and Saas
steering wheel.
When I look at the vehicle that I drive now, a
Subaru XV, it really is chalk and cheese. The
Datsun 180B certainly went like the clappers, but
there was a lot of engine noise, no cruise control, no
power steering and no airbags on the sides or
anywhere else. This model was before the era of
retractable seatbelts, although it did have the lap sash
racing seatbelts. It was a 1973 model, so I think it
would have been produced virtually at the time the
first cars that had seatbelts in them were released. It
was quite the second-hand car when I got it, and it still
had a speedometer that was in miles not kilometres,
having been built the year before the metric system
was adopted in Australia for that purpose.
I love driving my Subaru XV now. It is simply the best
vehicle I have ever owned and extremely safe with the
number of airbags that it has. It adjusts for the speed of
other vehicles so you do not get too close to the vehicle
in front. It is three years old now, and my uncle and
aunt have bought the current model. They say that their
model even shifts the car back into the lane if they stray
out of it.
To get my licence I had to learn how to parallel park. I
have a friend who is my age who cannot parallel park to
this day. I simply do not know how she got her drivers
licence but somehow she managed to. I was always
taught to use the shop windows, particularly when I am
parking in a shopping strip, and that has pretty much
kept me from having bumper-to-bumper problems
during parallel parking. It is quite amazing now that
many vehicles can park themselves, and tones, bells
and whistles let you know you are getting too close to
the vehicle in front or at the rear. The reversing cameras
are fantastic. I even towed the A’van with the Subaru
XV. Even though the A’van is 20 years old, it does
have its own braking system, and that is an enormous
improvement.
In representing a rapidly growing electorate, which
neighbours yours, Acting Speaker Spence — we are
sort of having a competition as to how many people can
move into our electorates — we both know that there is
not enough road surface for a lot of the vehicles that are
in our communities. Cabcharge and other companies in
the transport industry anticipate that there will be

Thursday, 30 November 2017

driverless vehicles, particularly taxis, by 2025 to 2026.
Many people who are in this chamber will be in the
chamber at that time. The young people who are
moving into our electorates will particularly benefit
from the new, growing suburbs where there are
driverless cars.
With mortgage stress — Mernda is one of the top five
mortgage stress postcodes — and with the Mernda rail
project, the improvements in the Plenty Valley bus
network and the cycling and walking paths that come
with the Mernda rail project, I have a very real
aspiration that many households will be able to choose
to reduce from two and three cars down to one car. The
impact of driverless technology could be that almost
no-one will have to go to the expense of having to
purchase their own vehicle in the future. In terms of
land use planning for our growing cities, it could mean
the end of the double and triple garage — there may be
no garage at all, or just a small one for bicycles.
Perhaps the children’s pram, some toys and some tools
to do some things in the garden might be the only
things that a garage might be required for in future.
We are seeing with multi-unit and apartment
developments now that a lot of them are including share
cars as part of the body corporate fees, which means
that people with one car can borrow one if they just
occasionally need a second car, and people in high
public transport areas may not have a car at all and just
use that share car. As the Parliamentary Secretary for
Tourism and Major Events, I think this will be
amazing, particularly for food and wine producers. The
great wine purveyors like us to be able to taste their
product, so driverless cars will offer that into the future.
I think it will lead to jobs growth.
This is a great innovation. I am glad that Victoria is
leading the way at a national level, but I think that the
Minister for Public Transport is correct in saying that we
do require a national approach to this. State road laws are
primarily the responsibility of the states, but I hope that
the transport ministers ministerial council will take a
coordinated approach to this and that other states will
benefit from the trials that will be occurring. I look
forward to it not being too many years away, and I
certainly hope, not that I am saying I am going to retire
any time soon, that when I am in retirement I can be in
one of these great driverless cars, sitting back with my
feet up, enjoying a glass of wine, watching a movie or
just enjoying the countryside. I think it is great. The
brave new world is here. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (12:11) — I also
rise to speak in support of the Road Safety Amendment
(Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017 and the amendments to
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the Road Safety Act 1986 that are required to allow this
to happen. I do not like to brag, but I will anyway. This
is another example of the Andrews Labor government
really leading the way in a lot of progressive issues, not
just social policy issues but also industry issues,
because the governments that permit trials and the easy
production of innovations such as automated vehicles
by loosening regulations while maintaining safety are
the governments that will encourage that type of
industry and the jobs that go with it into the state.
As I understand it, in November 2016 the National
Transport Commission reported that there were
716 regulatory barriers to trials of automated vehicles,
and states across Australia have responded in individual
ways. The states of New South Wales and South
Australia have looked at ministerial directions so that
when it comes to trialling automated vehicles ministers
must give exemptions or make directions, which is a
really ad hoc way of dealing with that. Whereas what we
are looking at in Victoria with the passing of this
legislation is using the existing regulatory framework,
with some changes and amendments, to allow for
automated vehicles. In some ways it is a little bit like the
learners permit. If the owner of an automated vehicle
wants to trial it, they must apply for a permit. They will
of course undergo rigorous testing and checks to ensure
that they are in a position to test an automated vehicle, be
in charge of it and be responsible.
This legislation allows for those permits to be issued,
which is better than a one-off arrangement. It provides
for all entrepreneurs, all industries and all companies —
it is mostly envisaged that companies would be looking
at doing the testing and trials of the automated
vehicles — in a streamlined way to apply for a permit,
be checked, have that permit issued and, with certain
restrictions and regulations, be able to test an automated
vehicle in order to, hopefully, very soon come up with a
design that works and leads the way and then
manufacture those vehicles in Victoria.
This legislation has been very carefully considered. It is
cautious. It makes use of the existing regulatory
framework to provide for regulation for automatic
vehicles. It is another example of how the law must
change with changes in society. The bill uses what we
have already in order to allow for the trialling and
testing of automated vehicles. It is of course another
lever that governments have to promote and entice
businesses to come to Victoria, to innovate and to look
at creative ways of developing new products in an
environment that allows them to do so in a safe and
supported way. Hopefully they can then go to the next
step of developing and manufacturing such vehicles in
Victoria and thus creating jobs for the future.
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Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (12:16) — I rise to make
a contribution on this bill. Clearly the purpose of it is to
set a framework around how we go forward with the
testing of these motor vehicles that are now upon us. I
think we have been seeing them coming for quite a long
time. Some of the motor vehicles that are on the roads
now have amazing add-ons that we did not see coming
five or 10 years ago, and probably 15 or 20 years ago
there was not anything much other than the usual
standard features of a motor car. Now you can be
driving along and your vehicle will slow down if you
get too close to the vehicle in front. There are features
like that and also headlights that turn when you turn.
There is a whole range of amazing things that are
already being introduced into motor vehicles, but this
next step of an autonomous motor vehicle is pretty
amazing. To set up the environment where we can test
them more and more I think is very welcome.
The bill has been on the agenda for quite a while. I was
at an Australian Automobile Association conference
quite a few years ago when the possibility of this
happening was being talked about. Within a couple of
years Google had its Google car out on the road in
California. In some ways now it looks quite basic when
you look at Mercedes, Tesla and some of the vehicles
that are coming out looking incredibly new, smart and
not at all clunky. The Google car had this great big
thing on top like a robot that made it look very odd.
The RACV has been very active in this space for quite
some time in working with various motor vehicle
manufacturers to be at the forefront of what the industry
can look like but also to look at what the environment
in Victoria will need to be to allow these vehicles to
operate. The RACV has been involved in a lot of the
testing. I saw in an article from August this year that
RACV drivers and engineers were testing automated
vehicles on Melbourne freeways. This was on the
Monash-CityLink-Tullamarine corridor. Whilst RACV
vehicles program leader Ernest Litera was sitting in the
car he was required to have a hand on the steering
wheel because the laws at the moment do not provide
for you to sit in a car without doing that. So all this
testing still requires some level of human intervention.
In today’s Age there is an article about the difficulty
these cars are having with Melbourne’s hook turns. It
seems that the complexity of the hook turn in our city
streets is very challenging for computer programmers,
and they are looking at ways to overcome that. There are
so many things they have ironed out, but this seems to be
one on a global basis that remains a problem for them. I
do not know whether Melbourne is the only place that
has the hook turn, but it seems to be a great challenge.
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The uses of these cars are just mind-boggling. I look to
the fact that I have a husband who has glaucoma. His
eyesight is deteriorating, and yet he still works full-time
and travels around the region we live in to attend
schools and clinics. The day will come when he will be
told he will not be able to drive, and yet he will still be
a productive member of society and will live in a
regional area where being able to access something like
an automated vehicle would be just an amazing thing in
relation to his mobility and his ability to continue
providing services.
I recall when my mother decided to give up her licence.
Like all such decisions, it is hard to come to it. She has
always made good decisions, so no-one had to heavy
her in any way. Often making decisions about giving up
your licence when you get older can be a real challenge
for families. One does wonder whether automated
vehicles will provide the opportunity for older people to
go on driving way beyond the time the law might
require them, or their good sense drives them, to give
up their car and stop driving. For a lot of people
isolation is a real issue. Access to a motor vehicle and
the concept of shared motor vehicles create great
opportunities for people in many areas — not only in
regional areas — to be able to jointly access vehicles
like this. In some ways it will be a very significant
challenge to the taxi industry in the future, and we
certainly understand that that has had a lot of challenges
in recent times.
The Subaru is a car that I have recently had reason to
drive. It is interesting to note all the features included. It
alerts you if you stray from a lane. It keeps you at a
certain distance from the car in front of you. The ability
to have an automated vehicle when you drive long
distances would be terrific. I must say, I have this vision
of the many trips I make from Shepparton to Melbourne
being autonomous so that I can be hands-off, sitting in
the car reading documents, reading papers and being
up-to-date. There is so much time lost behind the wheel
of a motor vehicle when you live long distances away
from the places you need to go. I know I often hear
country people saying, wouldn’t it be great if you could
be sitting there having your breakfast, reading the paper
and be in Melbourne 2 hours later? There are really great
opportunities arising out of all of this.
I suppose the challenges that we still have in relation to
autonomous vehicles are that despite the fact that we
know that they are 90 per cent safer than the human in
actually avoiding accidents and the like, they still have
some weaknesses. There is a lack of trust in these
vehicles because someone is not seen as being in
control. The fact that we are putting this legislation in
place is a wonderful thing and there is lots of testing

Thursday, 30 November 2017

going on out there now. I certainly welcome the day in
the not-too-distant future when I will be sitting behind
the wheel — I do not know if it will be a wheel, but
whatever it is — to travel such long distances and not
be exhausted at the end of the trip.
I often talk about passenger rail services. If there is one
thing we need for Shepparton it is a fast train. That
would solve many problems. Given the difficulties with
that, I think we will probably be seeing autonomous
cars on the road sooner than very fast trains, but we can
certainly hope that we will have better train services
much more quickly than that. The advantage of trains,
as we all know, is that when you are sitting on a train
you can get on with your work or you can be listening
to things. It is an incredibly time-saving way of
travelling.
I mentioned that 90 per cent figure before. I will read
from the article that I was talking about in relation to
human error. It says:
With human error contributing to more than 90 per cent of
crashes, automated vehicles have enormous potential to
reduce the road toll, and to help those with limited mobility
travel more easily.

I am sure that when the road rules for autonomous cars
come in we probably still will not be able to drive a car
in situations where we might be wanting to sleep or we
have overindulged in alcohol or the like. I think those
road rules will still remain in place because it is very hard
to imagine that you would not need to have some level of
human control, but that is the challenge. These vehicles
may turn out to be such that we can confidently sit back,
switch off our minds from the driving task and let the
vehicle do all the work. I commend the bill because it is
taking us a step further into the future and probably frees
us up for much better things.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SCOTT
(Minister for Finance).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

HEALTH AND CHILD WELLBEING
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 16 November; motion of
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health).
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (12:26) — It is a privilege to
speak today on the Health and Child Wellbeing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. This is a
broad-ranging bill that focuses on four main elements
that the government is seeking to address, which are
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issues that have come up over the last two years. The
first element is to tighten immunisation evidence
requirements under no jab, no play; the second is to
establish mandatory reporting for cases of anaphylaxis
in hospitals; the third is to clarify provisions relating to
the reporting of allegations of child abuse, sexual
misconduct and other child-related misconduct; and the
last is to place under statute the power of the health
complaints commissioner to prosecute.
I would firstly like to speak to the first element of the
bill, which is around the no jab, no play policy of this
government and the associated legislation. This
amendment is in relation to an issue that arose in
August this year when Dr John Piesse said that he could
help anti-vaccination parents sidestep the no jab, no
play laws by providing evidence that a child was unable
to be vaccinated for medical reasons. To date there
have been 42 cases identified where this type of
evidence has been provided, perhaps not necessarily
based on medical fact, for parents to avoid their
children being vaccinated.
The issue of no jab, no play has been controversial in
some parts of the community. I think that most people
understand the importance of herd immunity. If we
have a critical number of people within the community
immunised, that will provide greater immunisation for
the entire population so that those few people within the
community who have a medical reason why they
cannot have a vaccination are actually covered because
all other people within the population are vaccinated. It
could be a virus, which in most instances is what this
issue is applicable to, that is not communicable between
different individuals who are not vaccinated.
Unfortunately we have seen a number of reported cases
of measles in pockets of the state recently. This is
because if we do not have that herd immunity the virus
can easily move from one individual to another
individual who is not vaccinated. This is a particularly
dangerous situation for people who are
immunocompromised: our elderly, people who have an
immune disease and people who cannot for medical
reasons have vaccinations.
I understand that there are some people in the
community who are deeply concerned about the impact
of vaccinations on childhood development and what
vaccination may result in for their children. This is
sometimes on the back of very misleading and false
information which has been circulated by some
high-profile celebrities and doctors, who have sought to
spread misinformation about the implications of
vaccination. Most notably this has been be a false
association between vaccination and autism. This is
something that has been absolutely disproved by the
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medical fraternity, that there is an association between
autism and vaccination. However, because the
information has been distributed to the wider
community, it is still believed by some that this could
be the case.
There are also stories that this is around supporting the
pharmaceutical companies, so it is all about big pharma
and getting money through to pharmaceutical
companies. This certainly is not the case in Australia. I
think that is based on situations within the American
system, but again I do not believe that it is fact. In
Australia there are certainly not those opportunities to
get money through to big pharma so that they may
support, I guess, government bodies or political parties
in certain ways. We do not see that. There are rules and
laws against that in Australia, and I do not believe that
that is the case, having worked within the health system
for all of my career prior to entering Parliament.
It is deeply concerning that the trigger for this
amendment to legislation has come about because of a
doctor who seemingly has the intention to provide
misleading medical certificates that are not based in
medical fact to offer parents who do not want their
children to be vaccinated an opportunity to use a
loophole and not have their children vaccinated. It is
disturbing that a doctor would use his position to
intentionally target people and market himself as
somebody who can work through a loophole in order to
get people to come and see him. I think that it is a
disgrace upon the medical profession that somebody
would operate in that manner and certainly a disgrace to
think that a doctor who had undertaken years of
medical training would be willing to provide false or
misleading medical reports in order to get patients
through the door and therefore money into his pocket.
This is the sort of individual that we do not need to see
in the medical fraternity. It brings a bad name upon
everybody. I think that he should be dealt with in the
most severe way and that he certainly should not be
practising as a doctor any longer.
It is important that we do close some of those
loopholes, but unfortunately this legislation does not
address many other loopholes that are available for
exemptions to vaccination. If the government was
serious about closing those loopholes, we would
certainly see a much broader array of amendments
being put forward in this bill. I think it is disappointing
to see that we have targeted only one area, one
loophole, because it came through the media that it was
an issue, as opposed to addressing some of the other
loopholes which were identified when the no jab, no
play legislation was brought in in 2015 and came
through Parliament in 2016.
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For example, there are exemptions around Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander children being vaccinated.
There are also exemptions in place for children who are
in the care of concession card holders. That represents
about 7000 children in Victoria. We are not talking
about small numbers and there being only a small
pocket of individuals. If the government’s intention is
to achieve herd immunity in the community, we need to
get the largest possible number of Victorians
immunised and we need to close off those loopholes. I
would have preferred that this legislation dealt with
those loopholes in a much broader sense. However, it is
pleasing that at least one of the loopholes may be closed
should this legislation pass.
We also do not have an understanding of how effective
the no jab, no play policy has been. Unfortunately there
is not any data available in relation to the number of
exemptions that have been provided within Victoria
under the no jab, no play laws. This is something that I
think should be addressed. I acknowledge that it is
extremely difficult to do so because generally that
information is held by the individual centres as opposed
to coming through to a central data point such as the
department of health. That would be the most likely
body that should be the end point of the collection of
that data, but generally it is held at a local centre level.
If we are going to measure the success of the no jab, no
play legislation and this policy, we really need to get an
understanding of whether we are achieving herd
immunity. I know that we do receive some statistics
about immunisation rates, but we also need to make
sure that we understand what are the trends in terms of
exemptions. That might provide us with the additional
information we need to see if there is a pocket or a
section of the state where there is a higher number of
exemptions being issued than in other areas of the state.
Therefore we could identify if there are any doctors
who are intentionally marketing the fact that they will
provide a medical exemption for vaccination of
children in the same way that Dr Piesse has been found
to have worked around that loophole and created a
business around that.
Access to data is exceptionally important around
reporting but also for transparency and understanding in
the community. People who live in an area where there
may be a high number of exemptions which therefore
results in lack of herd immunity need to be aware of the
community that they are living in. Where possible we
can give some information to individuals so that, if they
are immunocompromised and if there is an outbreak of
a certain disease in a region, they can avoid it. This is
important information, and I think it is the
responsibility of government to ensure that we have
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accountability for policy and also that we provide as
much information as possible to Victorians.
I would like to now move on to the section of the bill in
relation to mandatory reporting of cases of anaphylaxis
in hospitals. This amendment to the legislation came
about after the very sad story of Ronak Warty, who
died from anaphylaxis after consuming a mislabelled
beverage bought from an Asian supermarket in
Burwood East. Through the coronial inquiry it was
found that his parents took every step to ensure that
their lovely son Ronak was not exposed to dairy
products. He had an exceptional allergy to dairy
products. They purchased the coconut milk in good
faith. Unfortunately the imported product was not
labelled correctly. It was not labelled that it contained
cow’s milk and the anaphylactic shock that this young
man went into unfortunately contributed to his untimely
death. I do issue my sincere and heartfelt condolences
to the Warty family. It must be absolutely heartbreaking
to lose a child. It is something that I cannot imagine, but
as the mother of a four-year-old I feel nothing but their
pain — to think that they went to every effort to protect
their son but due to labelling on a food product that
they checked but was mislabelled they now will not
have the joy of seeing their young man grow, thrive and
be successful. It is a terribly sad story.
Most sadly, it took so long for the government to react
and to recall that product through the framework which
is currently in place. It in fact took six weeks for the
mislabelled beverage to be recalled. It was too long,
and in some ways it is a surprise — but a very good
thing — that nobody else was involved in a significant
allergic reaction during that period of time, or at least
there were no reactions that the public have been made
aware of.
The coroner did an inquest into this case. A mandatory
reporting system was recommended for children
presenting to Victorian hospitals and emergency
departments with anaphylaxis. Within this bill there is a
requirement for hospitals to report cases of anaphylaxis
to the secretary of the department. I would like to refer
to the coronial investigation and report, because there
are a number of recommendations included within this
report. First, of course, is ensuring that the Department
of Health and Human Services (DHHS) secretary
investigate, consult widely and formulate a program for
mandatory reporting for children who present to
hospitals and emergency departments with anaphylaxis.
The second recommendation is for the DHHS secretary
to incorporate into the process of formulating the
mandatory reporting program interrogation of the
sources of anaphylaxis whereby if, as in Ronak’s case,
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it becomes apparent that a contributing factor involves a
packaged foodstuff or labelling of a packaged
foodstuff, the report can be directly referred to the
department’s food safety unit.
To impose this mandatory reporting upon hospitals is
exceptionally difficult, and I think that that was noted
within the minister’s contribution to this report.
Through the reporting system that hospitals all use there
may not be an opportunity for hospitals to report
whether a foodstuff was believed to be the trigger for
the allergic reaction and anaphylaxis. It is something
that would be unlikely to be under investigation or to be
known at that point when the report is made through the
hospital reporting system. So I can certainly understand
the coroner’s recommendation that there be a link to the
food safety unit and that foodstuffs be identified
wherever possible. However, it does not appear that this
is addressed within the legislation. I acknowledge that it
may not be the most appropriate place for relationships
to the food safety unit to be included. However, I do
urge the minister and the government to ensure that
there is a strong linkage in the implementation of this
legislation, should it pass, so that there is a secondary
investigation into reports where there is anaphylaxis or
an allergic reaction and suspicion a food product may
be involved, so that we can rapidly recall products.
It is difficult to ensure that we have enough information
and enough data reported so that we can scrutinise it to
save a life, but it is also difficult to ensure that all of that
data is reviewed in a timely manner and action is taken,
which in this instance would be the recall of a food
product that has been mislabelled and which may
potentially save a life. We also need to balance that,
though, with responsibility for the incredible amount of
additional data and reporting that is put upon our health
services with sometimes limited feedback to the bodies.
I recall as CEO of Edenhope hospital the sheer amount
of additional reporting that we would have to provide
and the limited amount of feedback that that would
result in to improve the services that we were delivering
to the local community.
If the government is imposing additional administrative
burden or additional responsibility upon the hospitals, I
would urge the government to provide additional
funding for hospitals as well. Unfortunately, as the
administrative burden increases on our healthcare
services, more money has to be put into administration
and there is simply less money available for services to
buy new pieces of equipment, to provide that paint job
to make sure the facility looks of a standard suitable to
patients coming through or to make sure they can keep
on top of minor building works and maintaining their
assets. So I would urge the government to take into
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account that this will put an additional administrative
burden on our healthcare services and that perhaps it
should consider providing some additional funding to
our hospitals to make sure that services, particularly in
rural areas where there is a much smaller administrative
unit, can continue and we do not just end up with a
hospital full of administration staff and no patients. I
think there might be a Yes Minister episode dedicated to
that most efficient hospital, which was all managers and
where no patients came through the doors.
We do need to take into account as well that this will
rely very heavily in a practical sense on human beings,
the fantastic staff within our health services, to
remember to report these types of instances. It will be
something that I think will have to come through
looking at a medical review of all cases of anaphylaxis
that present within hospitals. That may be occurring in
any case, but it will require an amendment and will,
again, add additional administrative burden to our
health services. I would like to also ensure that we have
full coverage of all of the different health services
within Victoria. I know under new section 130A,
‘Definitions’, that:
anaphylaxis reporting body means—
(a) a public hospital; or
(b) a denominational hospital; or
(c) a private hospital; or
(d) a multi purpose service; or
(e) a privately-operated hospital within the meaning of
the Health Services Act 1988 …

Just from my perspective, I have three fabulous bush
nursing centres in my electorate, at Lake Bolac,
Dartmoor and Harrow. They do an absolutely fabulous
job. They are legitimate health services that have nurses
on site, sometimes nurse practitioners and often visiting
GPs. If somebody presented to a bush nursing centre
under this legislation, there would not be mandatory
reporting. In some instances, such as, obviously, if
somebody is in anaphylaxis, it may be of such
significance — and it is a significant event — that it is
likely that person would be referred on to a hospital
setting. However, that may not occur in all instances.
Just for completeness of the bill, it may be worthwhile
including bush nursing centres within that listing to
ensure that no anaphylaxis case is missed within the
state of Victoria.
I would now like to move on to the third element of the
bill, which is around clarifying provisions relating to
the reporting of allegations of child abuse, sexual
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misconduct and other child-related misconduct. This is
really around the reportable conduct scheme for the
child safe standards. There have been conflicting
interpretations of some provisions within the statute,
and this bill makes three principal changes. The first
one is clarification that foster carers and kinship carers
will be considered employees of the entity which
appointed them; however, this does not create an
employment relationship between the parties.
Just on that point, I would like to make special note of
the foster carers and kinship carers right across the
state. They are poorly funded. They do an incredible
job. They pick up children who are in need at
sometimes very, very short notice, and they do this
really for the reward and love of what they do and to
ensure that some of our most vulnerable children
actually find a home for a period of time and are safe,
nourished and loved and cared for. I thank every foster
carer and kinship carer around the state. They do an
absolutely amazing job. But we need to make sure that
we clarify that relationship and that anyone who is not
doing the right thing is picked up and removed from
that program. For the most part our foster carers and
kinship carers do an absolutely outstanding job, and I
thank them for that.
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commissioner effectively and, if she has the power to
prosecute, she has the resources at her fingertips to
enable her to do so.
This bill does have wide support. We will not oppose
the bill in the Legislative Assembly, but I would like to
just make note of a few other elements. Something that
has come through in my research for my contribution
today has been around the need for hospitals to have the
funding they need to deliver the services that the
community relies on.
I recently was privileged to be the number one
ticketholder for the Great Wimmera River Duck Race.
This event was run last weekend, with all 2000 ducks
sold at five bucks a head. It was a fantastic and very
competitive race. The wind was challenging at times
and it took the ducks from one side of the river to the
other, but they did a fantastic job. As a result the friends
of the Wimmera Health Care Group Foundation raised
about $9000 for the Wimmera cancer centre, which is
an outstanding achievement for a committed group of
volunteers. They do an absolutely fantastic job, and I
thank each and every one of the friends of the
foundation committee for their efforts in continuing to
raise great money for our local hospitals.

The second element of the proposed section clarifies the
definition of the head of an entity, who is required to
report under the scheme. This is quite sensible. We need
to ensure whose responsibility it is to make a mandatory
report so that there is not confusion and so that the report
actually does occur. We need to ensure that there is not
an out for an entity that has not done the right thing and
made a report when it should have. This element of the
bill also allows for increased information sharing. Again,
it is very important that if we know there is someone not
doing the right thing, we can share that information so
that other organisations and agencies and the children
within that system are protected.

We have got ladies auxiliaries or hospital auxiliaries right
across the region, and they put a tireless amount of work
in to raise money for our hospitals so that they can
purchase things like televisions and more comfortable
seating. I know at Edenhope and District Memorial
Hospital our hospital auxiliary raised a lot of money to
actually build a hairdressers salon on site so that our
elderly residents in aged care could get their hair done
nicely and feel like they were actually having an outing.
They did not even have to leave their building to feel like
they were being pampered. This salon has made an
enormous difference to their lives. I thank all of the
hospital fundraising bodies across the electorate.

The final element of the bill relates to the health
complaints commissioner. Recently the health
complaints commissioner, Karen Cusack, raised
concerns about her power to prosecute under the Health
Complaints Act 2016, including the lack of a specific
provision in the statute that would cause unnecessary
delay in prosecution if the common-law power of the
commissioner were challenged. This bill essentially
places that power into the statute. It seems like an
eminently sensible move. However, again, if this
requires additional work to be undertaken by the health
complaints commissioner, I would urge the minister to
provide additional resources for the health complaints
commissioner so that a backlog of complaints is not
created, she is able to undertake her position as

We do need to see more funding for our hospitals.
Unfortunately most of our hospitals, in particular the
Hamilton Base Hospital, have received little, if any,
capital funding over the past three years under the
Andrews Labor government. The coalition had an
election commitment to provide a significant amount of
capital money so they could provide an upgrade to their
emergency department (ED) and intensive care unit
(ICU). We have not seen the government interested in
this at all. It is exceptionally disappointing for the
Hamilton community that the people at the hospital
have had to make do with a reconfiguration of their ED
and ICU, facilities that are simply outdated and
desperately in need of an injection of funds. That would
certainly help the valuable medical, clinical, nursing
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and administrative staff that work at Hamilton hospital.
It would help them to do their job. It would make sure
that local people have access to the best possible health
services, and of course that is what country people
deserve. They deserve to have access to the highest
quality health services, the same level that a similar
hospital would provide if you lived in Melbourne.
Another element of course around healthcare outcomes
in our region is access to public transport. Yesterday I
heard the story of somebody who had to travel over
7000 kilometres over the duration of their cancer
treatment because they were going back and forth to
Ballarat. This is simply not good enough. It is
incredibly difficult for people to use public transport in
that area. Unfortunately under the Andrews Labor
government we have seen numerous cuts to services.
We have seen the ridiculous changes to schedules so
that we now have longer travel times to our part of the
state. We have lost services to sections of our state.
Something that is being sold as an additional service
might involve a bus and a train leaving at exactly the
same time from Melbourne. That is not an additional
service; it is a cut.
We need to have better access to public transport in our
region. It would mean that people who cannot drive,
particularly where there is not access to other transport
options like a taxi or even a community vehicle, would
be able to get to the health care that they need. I know
firsthand that people are not accessing health treatment,
seeing a GP or even getting their pharmaceutical
supplies simply because they cannot get to a medical
service, so I urge the government to look at a
whole-of-health strategy that is beyond the changes that
are included in this bill. We actually need to make sure
that people can get to healthcare services as well as
delivering high-level services right across the state.
In summary, there are elements of this bill which we
think are eminently sensible. It is not a major bill in
terms of the changes that are being made. It is making a
number of amendments that should improve the overall
system. The only concern that I really have is around
some of the loopholes. There was further action to close
loopholes around the no jab, no play policy to ensure
there is greater herd immunity within the state of
Victoria, which particularly looked at closing some of
those loopholes around the 70 000 Victorian children
who are currently eligible for legitimate exemptions.
We need to make sure that we have adequate data
reported in a public way to understand exactly how
many people have been given an exemption under the
no jab, no play requirements. We also need to make
sure that we sufficiently fund our hospitals so that
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where there is an additional administrative burden there
is no risk at all that health services will be cut.
I would like to thank everybody involved in the health
sector in my electorate; they do an absolutely fantastic
job. I urge everybody to take care of their health needs
and to make sure that they see a doctor and if they think
something is not right, that they follow that up. I know
it is exceptionally difficult to get in to see a doctor at
the moment; we have had a huge number of GPs leave
the area. But please persist; make sure you sort out and
deal with the issues that are presenting. It will mean that
you are available for your family in the future and it
will mean that you will be a much healthier and more
productive person. Hopefully you will enjoy a much
longer life if you look after your health needs first.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) (12:55) — It is my
pleasure to rise in support of the Health and Child
Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. As we
have heard, this bill will improve the operation of three
very important regulatory schemes that have been
introduced by the Andrews government, those schemes
being the no jab, no play scheme, the reportable
conduct scheme and the scheme for complaints about
health service providers.
I will start with no jab, no play. All of us in this place
know that this has been a signature policy of this
government and one that has been very effective. It
came into effect at the beginning of last year and was
designed to increase immunisation rates among
Victorian children by requiring all children to be fully
vaccinated before enrolment in either child care or
kindergarten. Our most recent data from the September
2017 quarter shows that 94.9 per cent of children aged
five are now fully immunised, well above the
Australian average of 94 per cent, which is an
incredible feat.
To demonstrate the success of the no jab, no play
scheme and to compare that to where we were sitting in
the same quarter in 2014, the rate at that time was
92.6 per cent, so the scheme has indeed been very
successful. Despite this, circumstances have emerged
that require us to tighten the no jab, no play
requirements. In particular we have become aware of
an openly anti-vaccination doctor who has been
providing letters for the purpose of assisting families to
avoid the no jab, no play laws. We believe he has
provided letters to some 42 families so far, which
obviously compromises the integrity of our
immunisation program but also, quite frankly,
compromises the safety of all Victorians. In my view
‘extraordinarily reckless’ is the most polite way to
describe conduct like this.
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That demonstrated to us the need for additional legal
safeguards, and this bill before us today achieves this
by simplifying the definition of immunisation status
certificates so that in most situations only an extract
from the Australian Immunisation Register will be
accepted. The definition as it stands is fairly complex
and allows for a range of documentation to be presented
to prove immunisation status. This somewhat enabled
the anti-vaccination doctor I just referred to to provide
misleading certificates to a number of parents, so what
we are seeking to do in this bill before the house is to
essentially remove the scope for this kind of misleading
and ultimately harmful activity.
We have rectified this by making immunisation history
statements the only evidence of a child’s immunisation
status that will be accepted in early childhood services
and primary schools. This will ensure that only medical
practitioners authorised by the commonwealth will be
eligible to certify that a child cannot be vaccinated for
medical reasons. All requests for medical exemption
will be submitted by an appropriately qualified doctor,
with appropriate evidence to the Australian
Immunisation Register for noting on a child’s
immunisation history statement. A letter from a doctor
with basic registration will no longer be sufficient.
Immunisation history statements are easily available
online or via the post from Medicare. They are easy to
read and interpret, and we know that most parents
already use these statements for enrolment purposes.
For those reasons they are an accessible and convenient
mode of establishing a child immunisation history.
The bill will also allow, by regulation, for periodic
checks of immunisation status post-enrolment in those
childcare or kindergarten facilities. As it stands, once a
child is enrolled there is no further check to ensure
that any further scheduled immunisations have taken
place. Of course the vast majority of Victorian
families keep their children’s vaccinations up to date,
but I think an extra prompt will assist in achieving
those last few percentage points that we need to get
over the 95 per cent rate for vaccinations for all early
childhood age groups and in all local government
areas across Victoria.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m
Ms WILLIAMS — As I was saying before I was
rudely interrupted by lunch, of course the majority of
Victorian families keep their children’s vaccinations up
to date. We know that most people do the right thing,
but I was also talking about that post-enrolment prompt
to ensure that further vaccinations were being kept up. I
was saying this is very important in achieving those last
few percentage points that we need to get over the
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95 per cent rate for vaccinations in all early childhood
age groups and in all local government areas across
Victoria. It is also worth noting that there will be
consultation with the early childhood sector before
those regulations are made.
Another element of the bill before the house today
relates to the hospital reporting of anaphylaxis.
Anaphylaxis is the most severe form of allergic reaction
and can be fatal. Many of us will know people who will
experience an anaphylactic reaction; indeed many in
this place may well have children who do, either
temporarily or permanently. We often see this being
displayed as a reaction to particular foods. Nearly half
of anaphylaxis presentations in hospitals are related to
food, and the rate of anaphylactic cases has been
steadily increasing since 1993.
The amendments in this bill respond in particular to a
coronial recommendation made in 2016 which related
to the tragic death of a 10-year-old boy who died after
consuming a coconut drink that contained milk, which
is a very common allergen. The labelling on the product
failed to disclose that the product did in fact contain
milk. As you would expect, a food recall was ordered,
but this did not take place for five weeks because the
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
was not immediately informed of the incident.
The amendments before us seek to eradicate this delay
so the department can take timely action in response to
reported cases of anaphylaxis. It does this by requiring
public and private sector hospitals to report cases of
anaphylaxis to the secretary of DHHS. The reporting
period will be a matter of days rather than months —
this will be prescribed in regulations — and will be
determined in consultation with hospitals and other
public health experts. This information provision is also
extremely important in informing research into
anaphylaxis, which we would obviously hope would
lead to better responses, treatments and ultimately
health outcomes for all Victorians.
Moving to other measures in the bill related to the
health complaints commissioner, as many of us will
recall, the health complaints commissioner role came
into effect earlier this year. This role is broader than that
of its predecessor and includes the ability to investigate
and, where necessary, prosecute both registered and
unregistered healthcare providers. The bill before us
contains an amendment that clarifies that the
commissioner is empowered to issue legal proceedings
for breaches of the Health Complaints Act 2016. While
this can already take place under common law, the bill
makes the power explicit, which will put it beyond
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legal challenge. This is important in avoiding any
procedural delays that may arise from such a challenge.
Moving to changes in relation to the Child Wellbeing
and Safety Act 2005, this government has driven
significant reform to protect vulnerable members of the
community, including arguably the most vulnerable,
being children in our community. These reforms have
included the introduction of child safe standards early
last year and the first phase of the reportable conduct
scheme in July this year. The implementation of these
reforms has been closely monitored by the Commission
for Children and Young People in conjunction with
DHHS, and this process has allowed us to devise
measures to improve the operation of the scheme and
better support the implementation and operation of
these reforms.
To this end, the bill before us proposes amendments to
the Child Wellbeing and Safety Act. The key
amendments as part of this include some clarification of
definitions to ensure the identity of the head of an entity
is clear and ensuring that all formal kinship and foster
carers are covered by the scheme. That particular part
takes place within the definition of ‘employee’, which I
note the previous speaker spoke about in greater detail.
It also contains new regulation-making powers to
provide for the disclosure of reportable conduct
information to relevant interstate, territory and
Commonwealth bodies in certain circumstances. This
reflects the original intent of these reforms and will
ensure the commission can appropriately consult and
liaise with relevant bodies in other jurisdictions — for
example, the national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS). The bill also contains some technical
amendments to clarify the application of child safe
standards to certain organisations.
This bill is an exercise in further strengthening very
sound Andrews government reforms, with the objective
of protecting vulnerable cohorts in our community. For
that reason it should be supported, and I commend the
bill to the house.
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (14:07) — I too rise to
speak on the Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. This bill does four main things:
it tightens immunisation evidence requirements under
the no jab, no play legislation; it calls for anaphylaxis
cases in hospitals to be mandatorily reported; it also
clarifies provisions relating to allegations of child
abuse, sexual misconduct and other child-related
misconduct; and it places under statute the power of the
health complaints commissioner to prosecute.

4207

We are certainly not opposing this bill, and we think
there are some good provisions within it. One of the
things that I am very passionate about is child
immunisation. I am a mother of one and stepmother to
four and, touch wood, none of them has ever been ill
with these sort of illnesses that we know should have
been eradicated an awfully long time ago.
Unfortunately there are people still out there — the
anti-vax movement — who believe it is their right to be
able to not vaccinate their children and will go on
flouting the law, which unfortunately then goes and
puts other children at risk.
I have just come back not so long ago from a global
women’s leadership forum in Houston. One of the
speakers that I was so impressed by was a woman by
the name of Dr Rebecca Richards-Kortum, the director
of Rice 360 Institute for Global Health at Rice
University. One of the things that Rebecca has done is
spend her entire career — she and her colleagues —
trying to keep babies alive in sub-Saharan Africa. We
have people like these who are putting their entire
careers — their entire lives — into the preservation of
life, and then there are others who are quite happy and
willing, because it is trendy or they are out there under
false information, to put other children’s lives at risk.
We know that that happens. I find it reprehensible in
this day and age when the internet is used —
Dr Google, as they call it — that people find one bit of
false information and that is perpetuated and leads to
harm to others. Obviously there has got to be that herd
immunity — that mass of immunisation — to protect
most. The more we see coming through who choose not
to — and it is an elective — immunise their children,
for whatever reason they have in their heads, the more
they are putting everybody else at risk.
You only have to look at the revelation earlier this year
when Dr John Piesse said he would help anti-vax
parents get their piece of paper saying that there were
valid medical reasons why their children could not be
vaccinated. A whole lot of them were coming out; in
fact 42 cases were identified. That is 42 children who
could be putting other children and themselves at risk.
Their parents are putting their own children at risk.
The bill helps tighten the evidence requirements for
immunisation and the evidence to say, ‘No, I can’t
immunise’. There needs to be a medical reason. I
certainly think that that is a very, very good step
forward to tighten up against people like that.
Obviously that doctor has been suspended — his
medical registration has been suspended, as it rightly
should be — while the investigation continues. But we
basically need to be able to tighten up, and that is
something that this bill allows to happen.
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Only an immunisation history statement from the
Australian Immunisation Register will be accepted as
evidence for enrolment as far as preschool and
playgroups and those sorts of things goes. That is great.
The requirement is that it will have to be issued no
more than two months before the date when the child
starts at the centre and there will need to be periodic
checks after that. There are very tight guidelines that
the immunisation history statement have around those
who can certify medical contraindications where it is
harmful for a child to be immunised, but they are very,
very rare. They are not conscientious objections; they
are valid medical reasons.
Primary schools will now need to record the
immunisation status of each child so information is
available in case there is an outbreak. I think that is
incredibly important. As a parent, and as somebody
who still has a child and a stepson at school, we need to
know if something does happen and who around us is
not playing ball.
Some of the other things that are coming about by way
of introduction of this legislation are that there will be
changes made to the Public Health and Wellbeing Act
2008 around the reporting of anaphylaxis cases in
hospitals. I want to place on record my sincerest thanks
to the Royal Children’s Hospital and its allergy clinic.
Many years ago — probably about 10 or so years
ago — my daughter had penicillin for an earache and I
had to rush her down to Maroondah Hospital. She was
not able to breathe, was blotchy and was swollen — it
was horrendous — and of course they said she had an
allergic reaction to penicillin. A childhood allergy
specialist said to me about a year or two ago, ‘You
know, they can grow out of it. There might have been
other things going on at the time in Charlie’s body.
Why don’t you get her tested?’ Of course as a mum you
do not want to put them in any harm’s way.
The Royal Children’s Hospital allergy clinic were just
sensational. We had a couple of visits and then on the
last one they actually had her in for the best part of a
day. She was given microdoses of penicillin and then
increasing doses over the course of quite a few hours.
As there was no reaction, she was allowed to take some
penicillin home and we monitored her very carefully
for a few days. Happily, it has come back that she is no
longer allergic to penicillin. So I want to place on
record my thanks to the people who do work in the
space of childhood allergens and the good work they do
in giving comfort to those of us who want to find out
whether in fact it is an ongoing concern. One of the
biggest fears is, if your child is like me and likes to
wander off around the world, what happens if she ends
up in hospital somewhere in a country where she does
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not speak the language and they do not know that she
has an allergy to something like penicillin and she ends
up dying. So we are over that one. For some parents of
course that is not as easily done. Their children do in
fact have an anaphylactic reaction to whatever it might
be, whether it be peanuts or lactose or whatever, so it is
really important that hospitals do have mandatory
reporting of this. They can then of course not only just
look at the clinical side of that for the case of that child
but also see if there is an increase in prevalence of these
sorts of events.
Of course that was after — and other speakers have
spoken about this — the death of a beautiful young boy
who was allergic to milk. Due to the inaccuracy of
labelling on a coconut milk product he unfortunately
died, but it took a very long time for that beverage to be
recalled — I think it was about six weeks — and
obviously it put other people at risk during that time. So
with mandatory reporting we can obviously get
information out there. As for the shadow minister for
consumer affairs, I point out that one of the things we do
need to know is if there is a trend happening. I remember
when I was minister, for example, we had an issue where
I think five or six people went to hospital because of
synthetic marijuana that they had bought in a sex shop —
or something along those lines. It is the sort of thing that
you need to get on top of very quickly to be able to shut
it down before any more harm is done, so I think that is
certainly a very logical thing to do.
There are other changes that are happening, and there
are some technical amendments that have got to
happen. I think there are some very logical changes.
Perhaps even other places in the world are looking
towards those jurisdictions that are doing the right thing
around the immunisation space and, as I said, there is
no reason for us to oppose this.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) (14:16) — I rise to
speak on the Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. The bill ensures that Victoria’s
child immunisation laws are absolutely up to scratch
and that they protect every child in Victoria. This will
make it harder for dodgy healthcare providers to
operate in our state. This bill will also strengthen and
clarify existing legislation to improve its operation.
Specifically the bill will strengthen and simplify the no
jab, no play scheme. It will also implement compulsory
reporting of all children who are brought to hospital
with various conditions, in particular anaphylaxis, and
will crack down on dodgy doctors by improving the
power of the health complaints commissioner to bring
healthcare providers to prosecution.
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The no jab, no play legislation has existed since 2016. It
makes sure that Victorian kids are immunised before
they attend kinder. As a proud aunty of an
eight-year-old and a five-year-old, I have had the
firsthand experience of seeing my niece and nephew
going through the immunisation process, so I
understand wholeheartedly the importance of making
sure that every child is protected and immunised before
they get to kinder, during their stay at kinder and also
through their primary school years. By next year it is
expected that 95 per cent of schoolkids will be
immunised as a result, and this is fantastic for our
community. The high rates of immunisation are vital to
ensuring that diseases and illnesses are not spread in
Victorian schools. I am extremely proud of the
Brimbank community’s high statistics when it comes to
children that have been immunised. Over 80 per cent of
kids in Brimbank are protected, so this means that the
legislation does work, and it does save lives.
The proposed amendments will just simplify the scheme
and of course all the requirements. The amendments
centralise proof of immunisation to an Australian
immunisation history statement, which is easily
accessible by parents online. It is important for parents to
be able to have access to this sort of information online
and also via Centrelink. The amendments also allow for
checks to be conducted on a regular basis to make sure
that schoolkids continue to be immunised and also, most
importantly, to remind parents and carers to do so if
children are not immunised.
Another key element of the bill is the compulsory
reporting of cases of children that do have a number of
diseases, and let me say that in these amendments is
something that the coroner recommended: that this
mandatory reporting system be established.
Unfortunately this comes after the tragic death of a
child due to him drinking mislabelled milk. We have all
heard some pretty horrible and quite sad and tragic
stories of babies and children that have lost their lives
due to incorrect information, so it is important that the
reporting continue. It will allow the department, when
there are cases that are not quite right, to investigate and
most importantly to take immediate action to make sure
that these incidents do not occur. We must do this to
protect the lives of the most vulnerable in our
community, and they are our babies and children.
As I have previously said, there is a lot of false
information relating to immunisation, and it saddens me
that many parents are being tricked and misled into
thinking that immunisations could actually harm their
children. As we have heard from speakers today, and I
say this again, there is absolutely no evidence that
immunisation harms children. This is a myth that does

4209

damage and can have serious effects to the extent of
someone losing their life. So Victorian parents need to
be aware and be vigilant about dodgy doctors and
health providers who choose to ignore the facts and
encourage the spread of preventable diseases. This is
not medicine. It is an absolute lie and no better than a
witch tale, and it is hurting vulnerable Victorian
children and destroying families.
Earlier this year the Andrews government established
the office of the health complaints commissioner, and
one of the powers of the commissioner is the ability to
investigate and prosecute all health providers. This is
an important step. In its first five months the
commissioner has reported receiving a 500 per cent
increase in complaints about health service providers
compared to the previous year. The message is getting
out there. These new laws also give the commissioner
the power to name risky providers in order to protect
other parents and the public from dodgy health
services. This is key, I believe, to making sure that
other parents and, most importantly, our community
are aware of these dodgy practices.
It is important that the commissioner has the power to
prosecute health providers. There is no point having a
commissioner who just investigates and names dodgy
operators. Those who are breaking the law or providing
misleading advice that can take someone’s life must be
prosecuted. The bill makes it clear that the
commissioner can take serious action in order to protect
Victorians and our most vulnerable. As an aunty, I
know that the most precious things are our children,
and we owe every single vulnerable Victorian and
every single child and infant protection. We must as
legislators protect them against these dodgy healthcare
providers. We will put a stop to those who harm
Victorian kids and stamp out dodgy operators.
In my electorate of St Albans, in Brimbank, we saw
that in October more than 500 new babies were born at
Sunshine Hospital. There is no doubt that the western
region corridor continues to grow at a rapid pace. This
is more than 100 more births than at the same time last
year, and that is why the Andrews Labor government is
delivering the new Joan Kirner Women’s and
Children’s Hospital, and I am very proud of that. It is so
important that we marry this up with good legislation
that protects our children and makes sure that there is
an opportunity for every child to be protected against
unnecessary preventable diseases by being immunised.
I am very happy to see this legislation being tightened
up. The Andrews Labor government is taking childhood
immunisation very seriously. This is a serious issue in
our community. We are taking real action to stamp out
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dodgy health providers. They should not exist, but the
ones that do exist should feel the full force of the law.
Since the introduction of the no jab, no play legislation
almost 95 per cent of school kids will be immunised.
That is a significant number, and we need to make sure
that we continue to monitor these numbers and increase
them so that we have 100 per cent immunised. That is
the result we should be aiming for. This policy works.
This policy saves lives. I thank the Minister for Health
for bringing this bill to the house.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (14:26) — I am
delighted to rise and make a brief contribution on the
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment
Bill 2017. As our lead speaker, the member for Lowan,
has indicated, we will not be opposing this bill. There
are four main elements that I want to go through and
get a few things on the record in my brief contribution.
The bill will establish mandatory reporting for cases of
anaphylaxis in hospitals, which is an important step
forward, and I will go into that in more detail in a
moment. It places under statute the power of the health
complaints commissioner to prosecute. It clarifies
provisions relating to the reporting of allegations of
child abuse, sexual misconduct and other child-related
misconduct. It tightens immunisation evidence
requirements under the no jab, no play legislation,
which we have just heard about from the speaker on the
other side.
The mandatory reporting of anaphylaxis is an essential
part of this bill, and it is important that what is being
reported locally is reported on a broader scale. We
know that Ronak Warty died from anaphylaxis after
consuming what was a wrongly labelled drink bought
from an Asian supermarket in Burwood East. It took six
weeks for that beverage to be recalled, and as a result
the coroner has recommended there be a mandatory
reporting system for children presenting to Victorian
hospitals and emergency departments with anaphylaxis.
The bill requires hospitals to report those cases of
anaphylaxis to the secretary of the health department.
Hopefully this will improve reporting and reduce risk
into the future.
The no jab, no play legislation came into effect on
1 January last year. In August this year Dr John Piesse
said he could help anti-vax parents sidestep the no jab,
no play laws by providing evidence that a child was
unable to be vaccinated for medical reasons. That is just
flouting those laws, and so far there have been 42 such
cases that have been identified. This bill will tighten the
evidence requirements for immunisation so that the
only immunisation evidence that will be accepted for
enrolment will be with an immunisation history
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statement from the Australian Immunisation Register
dated no more than two months prior to the date on
which the child first attends an early childhood service,
and periodically after that.
The third element is the reportable conduct scheme for
child safe standards. Firstly, it clarifies that foster carers
and kinship carers are to be considered employees of
the entity which appointed them, even though this does
not create an employment relationship between the
parties. Secondly, it clarifies the definition of the head
of an entity who is required to report under the scheme.
Lastly, it allows for increased information sharing.
In terms of the health complaints commissioner,
another element in this bill, Karen Cusack, the health
complaints commissioner, raised concerns recently
about her power to prosecute under the Health
Complaints Act 2016, including the lack of a specific
provision in the statute that would cause unnecessary
delay in prosecution, particularly in the common-law
power, if the commissioner were challenged. Because
of this, the bill places that power in the statute.
We have a couple of concerns around the extra reporting
by hospitals. We do not want to make compliance too
difficult for the hospitals, but I am sure it will be rolled
into their standard operating procedures. I see that the
modifications to the Health Complaints Act 2016 are a
good step forward. The health services in my
electorate — Alpine Health in Myrtleford, Northeast
Health in Wangaratta, Yarrawonga Health and Cobram
District Health — are exceptional health services. In
terms of complaints, we get more compliments than
complaints in my office about those health services, so I
do not see that that will be a major issue.
Numurkah District Health Service, Nathalia District
Hospital and Cobram District Hospital have suggested
that they are going to have a possible merger, and that
was floated last week. I have not heard any downsides to
that just yet. The irony is that Numurkah hospital, which
was flooded back in 2010, was rebuilt through a coalition
commitment so we have a new hospital, which is a great
facility. We certainly have been champions for country
health in our communities. Ironically I have just come
from a flood briefing about what is going to happen in
the next couple of days and we could find communities
like Numurkah coming under the pump again.
Numurkah District Health Service is now about 1 metre
higher that it once was, so I do not think there will be any
dramas there.
This bill clears up a few significant steps in the four
main elements that have been raised by both sides. I
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think it is a positive step forward as it will tidy up some
grey areas in those four areas that we have discussed.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (14:32) — I rise
to speak briefly on the Health and Child Wellbeing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. The Andrews Labor
government has already introduced a number of child
welfare and health policies and initiatives into this
chamber. The no jab, no play laws were introduced a
short time ago by the Andrews Labor government to
ensure that we work towards all Victorian children
being fully vaccinated before they start kindergarten or
school. Of course it is a very important thing to protect
those children as well as other children and others in the
general community and to ensure that everybody is
vaccinated for diseases — diseases that really are
awful, fatal, debilitating and which vaccination will
hopefully one day be able to eradicate completely from
the world.
The no jab, no play policy was clearly successful. It put
in place what it set out to do, which was to increase the
rates of vaccination amongst children. We are getting
closer to the 95 per cent immunity target that the
government is aiming for. Of course we need to do this
to stop the spread of diseases and to try to eradicate
some of them. Victoria now has a record-high rate of
children aged five years and over that are fully
vaccinated. The rate in Victoria is even higher than the
Australian average. We believe that the health and
wellbeing of every Victorian child is a priority, and we
are protecting our most vulnerable Victorians with
these initiatives.
The bill we are debating today seeks to make small
changes to the scheme that is already in place. With
regard to the no jab, no play scheme, the bill clarifies the
definition of ‘immunisation status certificate’. The
current definition is broad and allows for a range of
documents to prove one’s immunisation status. By
making the official Australian Immunisation Register
extracts, known as immunisation history statements, the
only acceptable evidence of a child’s immunisation
status in order to be enrolled in early childhood education
and care we are creating a more streamlined and
simplified system as well as a more regulated system.
These particular amendments came about in response to
the need for a more regulated scheme after it was
exposed that something like 42 families provided
misleading certificates to a number of early childhood
centres, certificates that had been written by a particular
anti-vax doctor from Melbourne. Such certificates were
not created as intended under the act, and the situation
was allowing those parents that did not believe in
vaccination to put other children at risk by providing
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certificates from a doctor who was against vaccination.
As a result, this bill seeks to remove the option of
providing a doctor’s letter to show that a child cannot
be vaccinated for medical reasons. There has to be
more evidence than that.
The amendments will also require early childhood
education and care services to collect and provide
information which will be used in conjunction with
periodic checks of immunisation status after the child is
enrolled. We are making these amendments to ensure
there is ongoing accountability from both parents and
services, as enforced by the Department of Education
and Training.
It is important to note that there will be consultation
with early childhood services with regard to developing
the regulations around the frequency and timing of
immunisation checks. Early childhood services,
primary schools, parents and immunisation providers
will be supported through a joint communications
strategy to ensure that they all have access to
information and resources. By amending these aspects
of the current legislation we will also ensure that
potentially harmful and misleading activity by the
anti-vaccination movement and anti-vaccination
doctors is minimised, thus giving further protection to
the rest of the community.
This bill also seeks to make changes to the Health
Complaints Act 2016, which came into effect earlier
this year, to protect Victoria from unregistered
healthcare providers. The act established the role of the
health complaints commissioner. This appointment has
been extremely successful, with many complaints being
registered from those that have been unhappy with the
health care they have received. The amendments to this
act also provide the commissioner with a more clarified
role, which includes investigating and, where
necessary, prosecuting registered and unregistered
health service providers in Victoria.
The bill provides explicit power to the commissioner to
issue legal proceedings, whereas previously this power
did not exist. This will work to avoid any potential legal
challenges or procedural delays and will put the matter
beyond doubt to ensure that healthcare providers that
are in breach of the act and are putting the community
at risk are dealt with quickly. It is vital that we make
these amendments to the act to provide further
protection for the Victorian community from providers
that are not doing the right thing as well as to put
appropriate systems in place that will allow the
commissioner to be more efficient and effective in
resolving and responding to complaints.
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The bill also makes minor amendments to the Child
Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005 to further improve the
regulation of the way that organisations manage the
prevention and response to allegations of child abuse
and child-related misconduct. Although some of these
changes are quite small and very technical, they are
essential to clarify definitions within the act and to
ensure that the act and legislation achieves its
purposes — that is, the protection of children from
abuse while under the care or authority of supervisory
organisations.
There have been numerous inquiries and reports on the
necessity to further protect our children through law,
but of course when laws are introduced there is a period
when you need to see how that legislation is being
implemented. Then if necessary, we need a flexible
system through which we can make amendments and
changes — technical changes; whatever it is — to
ensure that the legislation in its implementation period
is working the way that it should be and is not being
used in a way whereby loopholes are taken advantage
of. Therefore we need to make sure that bills like this
one, which is an omnibus of various changes, are based
on the operation of systems in place prior to the
changes being implemented.
There are also amendments within the bill that create
new powers to facilitate interaction with other state
and commonwealth bodies and allow reportable
contact information to be shared with the relevant
bodies in other jurisdictions when and where this is
necessary. There have always been restrictions around
the sharing of data due to privacy concerns. This
legislation implies that issues such as the protection of
children outweigh issues of privacy and that we ought
to be able to share information with different agencies
but in such a way that —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms HALFPENNY — Sorry, I have lost my train of
thought. In terms of the sharing of information, we need
to have a system that provides for privacy and the
confidentiality of information but also allows for data to
be shared with other states, for example, and with other
departments within our own state. Both the
Commission for Children and Young People and
reporting organisations have responsibilities under the
reportable conduct scheme, and these amendments and
other minor amendments will allow them to perform
these responsibilities in a more streamlined manner
whilst keeping with the intent of the act.
Overall this bill tidies up a number of areas where there
seem to be some shortcomings in the legislation. The
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Andrews Labor government is working very quickly
and very hard to ensure that these technical
amendments are introduced to this Parliament and
passed as soon as possible so that the full force of
legislation around the protection of children through the
no jab, no play provisions are put in place so they can
do what they are intended to do in accordance with the
title of this bill, which is to protect the health and
wellbeing of children in our state.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) (14:42) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Health and Child Wellbeing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. The purpose of the
bill is to tighten the immunisation and evidence
requirements for no jab, no play regulations; to
establish mandatory reporting for cases of anaphylaxis
in hospitals; to clarify provisions relating to the
reporting of allegations of child abuse, sexual
misconduct and other child-related misconduct; and to
place under statute the power of the health complaints
commissioner to prosecute. I will discuss each of these
purposes.
The mandatory reporting of anaphylaxis is very
important. I know it does not affect a large section of
the population, but for those it does affect it is a
life‑and‑death issue. This bill requires that hospitals
report cases of anaphylaxis to the secretary of the
department. That is about collecting the data and being
able to use it to save lives.
I will now discuss the reportable conduct scheme for
child safe standards. Following conflicting
interpretations of some of the provisions within the
statute, this bill makes three principle changes: it
clarifies that foster carers and kinship carers are to be
considered employees of the entity which appointed
them — however, this does not create an employment
relationship between the parties; it clarifies the
definition of the head of an entity that is required to
report under the scheme; and it allows for increased
information sharing.
The bill also deals with the health complaints
commissioner. The health complaints commissioner
has raised concerns about her power to prosecute under
the Health Complaints Act 2016, including the lack of a
specific provision in that statute that would avoid
unnecessary delays in prosecution if the common law
power of the commissioner were challenged. This bill
places that power in the statute. This provision is
important. I have referred people to the health
complaints commissioner over the years. It is part of
our health system that if there is an outcome at a
hospital or health service that people are unhappy with,
they first need to approach the health service that they
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have a concern with and go through a complaints
process with them. Then if they are not happy with that,
they can proceed to the health complaints
commissioner. I support the idea of trying to resolve the
issue first with the health service, but we do need the
health complaints commissioner as an extra measure. If
there is a serious issue, the commissioner needs to have
powers to ensure that we learn from the bad outcomes
within our health system. Unfortunately the system is
not perfect. We do not expect it to be, but do we expect
to learn from the problems that arise.
Now to the no jab, no play provisions, which I think are
an extremely important part of this legislation. The no
jab, no play laws came into effect on 1 January 2016,
and in August 2016 an issue arose around them which
meant that we needed to tighten the laws. The laws
need to be tightened in order to ensure that those who
should be immunised can be immunised.
We need to bear in mind the issue of herd immunity
and what we need from vaccination levels or
immunisation levels within our community. Herd
immunity means that a group or ‘herd’ can avoid
exposure to disease by ensuring that enough people are
immune so that no sustained chains of transmission can
be established. This protects the entire population,
especially those who are too young or too sick to be
vaccinated. We need to know how many people need to
be immune to a disease to achieve herd immunity. That
is calculable by knowing how infectious diseases are
transmitted. At the very top end, with measles, 95 per
cent plus is required. For other diseases such as flu,
which this year was of considerable concern to our
community, it is a little less than that.
Whatever the figure is, evidence has emerged that
suggests that our immunity tends not to be
homogeneous across the population that we are trying
to protect. There are enclaves or subsets of a population
that are not immunising their children. This then
potentially leads to a situation where we have high
immunisation rates — those that theoretically should
give us herd effect — but this does not actually provide
herd effect in certain enclaves due to some
socio-economic or ideological reasons. There might be
clusters of people who are not immunised adequately,
and they then risk an outbreak occurring in that
microsection of the population.
Some of these diseases and how serious they are have
been very quickly forgotten across our community, but
not for someone of my age. I went to school with
someone who had a leg in a caliper from having had
polio. Many of us can remember tuberculosis being an
issue in our community. Many of these diseases were
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thought to have actually been eliminated from our
community. They are back, for various reasons. The
importance of that I think is something that we need to
remind the community about. Just because we have not
seen them does not mean that we should stop
immunising our children, because once these diseases
take hold back in our community the consequences are
really horrific.
The no jab, no play law is the front end of that, but what
should be on people’s minds is responsible parenting
and realising that in order to protect those in the
community who genuinely cannot be immunised,
everyone else needs to be. Otherwise we will go
through some tragic stages in our community that we
had left behind or should have left behind. We have
wonderful rates of health in our community, but if
enough people drop us below that herd effect and do so
in certain enclaves, then we are going to see a
resurgence of diseases and the consequences of those
diseases that we do not want to see.
I spent many, many years in health governance, and
much of that time was spent across some isolated rural
communities, many of which did not enjoy very good
socio-economic status. Maintaining immunisation in
those microgroups at a level to protect them was
something that was of great concern to me and to all
those health professionals who were involved. It was a
challenge, and at times it was a challenge that was
extremely frustrating and disappointing because for
various reasons we had outbreaks of diseases that I
never wanted to see again — and there were
consequences.
This is legislation that I feel very strongly about. We
still need to be vigilant in this space to continue to
deliver a very strong message to our community that
immunisation is vital for the safety of our children.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (14:50) — I am really
pleased to rise today to speak on the Health and Child
Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. I want to
say how refreshing it is on this Thursday afternoon to
be here and to really be as one in this Parliament in our
support of doing everything that we can as a Parliament
and in our community to boost our vaccination rates
and in doing so ensure that we are looking after the
most vulnerable children and people in our community
who for some medical reasons are not able to be
vaccinated and ensure that we build and boost that herd
immunity. So I commend the member for Mildura for
his contribution, and the member for Bayswater also. In
doing that I might say that the member for Bayswater
and I probably agree on very few things but on this one
we are as one.
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I reflect again on how important it is that our
parliaments be really diverse in the way in which they
are made up. It makes me proud again to reflect on the
number of women that now sit in this house,
particularly on this side of the chamber, and those of us
who as mothers or carers and others who have had very
real and direct experience of caring for tiny babies and
understanding the real impact that some of these
diseases can have. The member for Bayswater talked
about one of her own children. I had an experience
when my daughter was in about year 10 and, despite
being a fully immunised child, she contracted
whooping cough because of its increased prevalence in
our community. It was quite horrendous. It was very
difficult for Olivia. It impacted her schooling
substantially. It is very difficult to care for a child with
a disease like whooping cough because it is very hard
to alleviate any of the symptoms.
The bill will improve the operation of the following
regulatory schemes to ensure they achieve their policy
purpose: no jab, no play; the Health Complaints Act
2016 in relation to the ability of the health complaints
commissioner to bring legal proceedings; and the
reportable conduct scheme and child safe standards.
The bill also provides for mandatory reporting of cases
of anaphylaxis in hospitals.
The bill tightens and simplifies immunisation
requirements for enrolment in an early childhood service
or primary school. It clarifies and provides certainty
about the health complaints commissioner’s ability to
issue legal proceedings for offences under the Health
Complaints Act 2016. It provides for various minor and
technical amendments to the Child Wellbeing and Safety
Act 2005; and as I said, for mandatory reporting of cases
of anaphylaxis by hospitals.
I really did want to concentrate my contribution today
on the really excellent work that this government has
done with our no jab, no play policy, which is doing so
much to boost levels of immunisation in this state. I
make the observation, Acting Speaker Richardson, now
that I am looking at you on this Thursday afternoon,
that this will be something that is of deep concern to
you as the father of a very small child. Victoria’s no
jab, no play laws came into operation on 1 January
2016. They promote the immunisation coverage by
requiring all Victorian children to be fully vaccinated
before their enrolment in child care or kindergarten can
be confirmed. In the September 2017 quarter 94.9 per
cent of children aged five are now fully immunised.
This is fantastic. This is real cause for celebration. But
we cannot rest on our laurels; we need to continue to
keep getting the message out there.
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As the Minister for Health has said, we are on the cusp
of reaching the Holy Grail of 95 per cent, which is the
target immunisation coverage which will ensure, as I
said before, that herd immunity to halt the spread of
dangerous virulent diseases such as measles. I really do
congratulate the Minister for Health on everything that
she has done in this space. It is very fair to say that our
Minister for Health has stood firmly on the side of the
health and wellbeing of children against the relentless
campaigning of those in the anti-vaxxer movement,
who I have to say have been quite vicious in their
campaign techniques. I am so pleased that in this debate
the science, the evidence, is clear and, as I said before,
we as a Parliament are all as one on this issue.
I did want to point out that today I have received some
data on my own electorate. If we look at the percentage
of children aged five and above in my electorate who
are now fully immunised, the figures tell an interesting
story. In Macedon Ranges shire 98.9 per cent of all
children are immunised. That is awesome. I am very,
very pleased with that, and I have to use opportunity to
congratulate Jeandanielle Evans, who is the coordinator
of maternal and child health services, for this result in
Macedon Ranges shire. This is a fantastic achievement.
Mount Alexander shire is predominantly within the
electorate of the member for Bendigo West, but I have
some of that shire within my electorate. It has an
immunisation rate of 95.9 per cent. But Hepburn shire,
which includes the towns of Daylesford and Hepburn in
my electorate, is sitting at 90.9 per cent. So there is
clearly work to be done.
This bill is about taking away those excuses, if you like,
that some parents might proffer for not getting their
children immunised. We are really incentivising them
to get their children immunised by saying, ‘Actually,
it’s no longer okay’. We know that there is a group who
are steadfastly against vaccination and who hold quite
confused views. But there is another group of parents,
and they are a significant element of those whose
children are not immunised. They simply really
struggle to remember or struggle to get to the doctor or
the maternal and child health centre on time or indeed
because of a range of other circumstances, including
disadvantage, family violence or poverty, are just not
able to attend to the healthcare needs of their children.
It is people like that, families in those circumstances
and children in those circumstances, that I really spend
my time trying to reach out to to ensure that we can
boost immunisation rates amongst some of the most
disadvantaged cohorts in our community.
While I am discussing immunisation, I did want to
commend my parliamentary intern from first semester
this year, Rachel Collins of Monash University. I asked
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Rachel to do a report for me on the health literacy of
parents in the Macedon Ranges, with a specific focus
on the understanding of oral health care needs of babies
and small children and of immunisation. Having just
told you about the immunisation rates in Macedon, you
will not be surprised to discover that what Rachel did
indeed find was that parents in Macedon Ranges were
very well-informed and ready to get their children
immunised. I did want to put that on the record because
I know that the Minister for Families and Children in
the other place would be very delighted to learn that
parents in my community in a focus group said that the
maternal and child health nurses are always talking
about immunisation with parents and the importance of
complying with the national immunisation program.
Again, a big shout-out to the maternal and child health
nurses in the Macedon Ranges shire and across our
community. Of course we are celebrating 100 years of
maternal and child health care in the state. It is so vital
for supporting babies and their mothers and fathers in
that really very precious time when there is so much
information that you need to take on board. Our
maternal and child health nurses truly are a godsend.
They are very precious, and I am always in awe of them
and their work. They of course are hugely supportive of
the work that this government has done in
immunisation.
Before I conclude, one thing that Rachel did discover
was that VaxOnTime is not as well-known as it perhaps
could be, and I would suggest that we might do some
more promoting of VaxOnTime. I commend the bill.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (15:00) —
Protecting our children’s health is crucial. This bill
introduces a series of changes to make improvements.
But it would be remiss of me not to mention and
acknowledge a significant event that occurred today.
A world-first initiative was announced that will
transform Victoria into a living laboratory to ensure
better health, development and wellbeing for our
children and their families — this is how the head of
the Murdoch Children’s Research Institute, Professor
Kathryn North, defined its significance. It is the
Generation Victoria (Gen V) initiative, and the aim is
to invite parents of all babies born in 2020 and 2021
across the state to participate. Together they will
create a holistic picture of the health and wellbeing of
Victorian children and uncover the causes of a broad
range of conditions pertinent to this bill and to the
strategy of the Andrews government.
Gen V has been made possible through a partnership
with philanthropy. The Paul Ramsay Foundation
committed nearly $25 million over five years and the
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Victorian government put in $2 million now, which is
in addition to the government’s more than $33 million
investment in genomic sequencing, which is helping
thousands of Victorians with rare diseases or cancers
get the diagnosis and treatment they need faster. This
also goes to our medical research leadership and
excellence, because we have the Murdoch Children’s
Research Institute at the heart of it, the University of
Melbourne as a major contributor and also the Royal
Children’s Hospital. For the University of Melbourne it
is their department of paediatrics. This is a coalition
across health and education sectors.
One of the key things that it will do is embed this
approach into our education and health systems. We
will be able to extract the data and get the research that
counts and then be able to mine it in a way that protects
privacy but allows us to actually look at what the
critical issues are that we need to address now and in
the future. So that has been a wonderful announcement
today, and I want to commend the Minister for Health,
who I think is Australia’s most effective health
minister — that stands on a whole range of initiatives
that she has delivered, particularly with this one. I
supported the ‘big idea’, as the Murdoch Children’s
Research Institute called it, from the first time I heard it.
You can see, if we get the alignment right, how
important this will be.
Here is a modern epidemic put simply: one in
20 children has food allergies, one in five children born
into disadvantage is intellectually impaired before they
get to school and they do not catch up, one in four
children has mental health problems and one in three
children is obese or overweight. These are the modern
issues and dilemmas that Professor Kathryn North cited
at today’s announcement. The whole proposition about
this Generation V strategy is that we will embed the
research into medical institution systems, we will look
at how to prevent childhood problems and then
hopefully our children will be the healthiest generation
ever by 2030. That is her stated objective. This is a
groundbreaking, internationally leading proposition that
has happened here in Melbourne and, again, it goes to
our international leadership and excellence.
It is one of our great sectors, medical research. I have
been humbled to be a part of working with some of the
brightest people you could meet anywhere, who dedicate
their lives. They are culturalists, not monetarists. They
are making an effort that gives them meaning, and their
applied intelligence is of the utmost significance.
I think if you look across the range of initiatives that the
health minister has brought in in legislation, this is
another one to actually counter this conflict that we
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have between culture wars and knowledge wars.
Particularly on the no jab, no play issue — I referenced
this when the bill was originally introduced in 2015 —
knowledge is power, and we as a community have to
decide whether we support enlightenment — that is,
evidence-based science rigorously tested, independently
reviewed by experts — or whether we will be captured
by fear and prejudice. These are the core issues at the
heart of the introduction of the Andrews government’s
no jab, no play bill because it is intended to boost
immunisation rates right across the Victorian
community, and unfortunately they have to be tightened
up. That is what these amendments are designed to do.
The amendments in relation to no jab, no play, the
Health Complaints Act 2016, the reportable conduct
scheme and the child safety standards are intended to
improve the operation of these regulatory schemes to
ensure they achieve their policy purpose. The
commitment to the implementation of mandatory
reporting of anaphylaxis responds to a coronial
recommendation. The amendment will ensure the
Department of Health and Human Services can respond
and take timely action where necessary in response to
reported cases of anaphylaxis.
What the bill is directly aimed at doing is improving the
operation of the three important regulatory schemes
introduced by the Andrews Labor government — no
jab, no play; the reportable conduct scheme; and the
statutory scheme for responding to complaints made
about health service providers — and providing for
mandatory reporting of cases of anaphylaxis to the
Department of Health and Human Services by public
and private hospitals, so there is the key mandatory
reporting proposition. It will also tighten and simplify
immunisation requirements for enrolment in an early
childhood service or primary school and clarify and
provide certainty about the health complaints
commissioner’s ability to issue legal proceedings for
offences under the Health Complaints Act 2016.
On immunisation, this is still an issue that is being
debated and contested within the community. I just
want to reference how it was put — I thought very
well — in the book called The Knowledge Wars by
Nobel laureate Peter Doherty. He made the point that
parents feel that they are empowered to say whether or
not their children should be vaccinated and that can
immediately distance us from any desire to understand
where the risks really lie.
All these reactions are very human.
The problem is, though, that real advances in human
wellbeing are based in discovery and innovation, not in the
dogmatic pronouncements of dubious ‘leaders’ or in widely
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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, the abandonment of reason and
intellectual integrity is not in the best interests of any of us.

I think that eloquently sums up what is at the heart of
this bill: the necessity to keep legislating, to keep
educating and to try to get people to understand where
the real risk lies and what its consequences could be. I
recommend the bill to the house.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (15:09) — I am pleased
to rise to speak on the Health and Child Wellbeing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. I know in my
electorate families are very happy to see this bill come
to the house. I want to acknowledge the work of the
minister and the importance of this bill to my
community of Geelong. I have met with quite a few
families who have experienced the shocking
circumstances of their children developing childhood
illnesses which never should have happened, which
were preventable, particularly things like whooping
cough. For those families to have to sit by and watch
their child virtually choking to death has been
horrendous, so the support for this bill in my
community of Geelong has been very, very strong.
This bill will tighten and simplify immunisation
requirements for enrolment in an early childhood service
or primary school — so no jab, no play — clarify and
provide certainty about the health complaints
commissioner’s ability to issue legal proceedings for
offences under the Health Complaints Act 2016 and
provide for various minor and technical amendments to
the Child Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005, to ensure the
reportable conduct scheme operates as intended and to
clarify the operation of the child safe standards. In
relation to the reportable conduct scheme, this includes
clarifying the range of kinship and foster care
arrangements covered by the scheme.
The bill will also provide for mandatory reporting of
cases of anaphylaxis by hospitals to enable timely
intervention to prevent further cases wherever
possible — for instance, where the cause was
consumption of food in particular and the product label
did not disclose the presence of an allergic substance.
The amendments in relation to no jab, no play, the
Health Complaints Act 2016, the reportable conduct
scheme and the child safe standards are intended to
clarify implementation matters regarding these existing
regulatory schemes.
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The majority of parents do the right thing for their
children. I am sure all parents want what is right for
their children. We also have the anti-vaxxers, which are
a very small group in my community. There are also
issues around lack of transport, lack of access to
services, poverty and affordability that do have an
impact on people.
But in saying that, I know that our maternal health nurses
are playing a critical role in educating our community
and in educating families that are reaching out. Straight
after the mother has come out of hospital they go to the
home, and in what they determine to be at-risk cases they
will continue to go to the home to ensure that the support
that family needs is provided. Parents can also go to a
centre located in their local community. So the work of
maternal health nurses is really critical. They do an
amazing job. I have respect for the maternal health
nurses in my community because I know the vital role
they play and the support they give, particularly to
disadvantaged communities in my area. I know that we
as a government are providing more and more resources
for maternal and child health nurses, providing more
training and picking up on a lot of areas that traditionally
have not been but are now becoming a priority,
especially in the area of family violence and disability.
In terms of family violence, there are a number of
families in my community that have needed to be
supported to go to the maternal health nurse because of
the family violence that is occurring in their home.
They do not want the nurses to go to their home; they
want to be able to access the service outside their home
because of that family violence, which is why their
children are not up to date with their vaccinations. In
probably a small minority of families there are very
specific issues that I know the maternal health nurses
are working on, but of course we have the anti-vaxxers
who, as mentioned earlier, are quite vicious in their
opposition to immunisation of their children.
The Minister for Health has made a public commitment
to implement mandatory reporting of anaphylaxis in
response to a coronial recommendation in 2016, which
is referred to in this bill. But in relation to no jab, no
play, there is no doubt that immunisation at an early age
helps protect children from serious childhood illnesses.
As I said, my community supports this very strongly,
and I have met with many parents with children who
have experienced terrible childhood illnesses that were
obviously quite preventable.
Serious side effects from and allergic reactions to
vaccines are very rare. Scientific evidence proves
vaccines are safe and effective and have saved millions
of lives since community vaccinations began in Australia
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in 1932. Prior to vaccination, children were dying or left
with serious damage from smallpox, diphtheria, polio,
tuberculosis, whooping cough, measles, rubella, mumps
and chickenpox, to name a few. The introduction of
vaccinations has seen these diseases almost eradicated,
but unfortunately some are now making a comeback due
to a small group in our community who do not support
the immunisation program or are not educated enough to
understand their importance or, as I said earlier, have
extreme difficulties in accessing or even thinking about
those issues.
As I said, our maternal health nurses play a vital role in
providing professional support to babies, children and
their families, and they do an amazing job along with
other professionals who provide support as well. The
strong community expectation is that we ensure that
no-one in our community is exposed to the risks of these
diseases and that we must close any loopholes that put
the community at risk. I know that my community in
Geelong do not want their children put at risk and have a
very strong position in support of this bill.
The reporting of cases of anaphylaxis by hospitals to
enable timely intervention and prevent further cases
wherever possible — for example, where the cause was
consumption of a food and the product label did not
disclose the presence of an allergenic substance — is
important. Anaphylaxis is a serious allergic reaction
and can cause death without prompt medical attention.
Within minutes of exposure to the allergen or trigger
the person can have potentially life-threatening
symptoms such as breathing difficulties. One of the
more common triggers that can lead to anaphylaxis is
food. There can be allergic reactions to crustaceans —
lobsters, prawns, crabs, those sorts of things — eggs,
fish, milk, peanuts; tree nuts such as almonds, cashews,
pecans and walnuts; and sesame or soy products.
A lot of parents are very diligent in ensuring they know
what their children are eating, but when they go out
publicly to eat, whether that be at a cafe or restaurant or
at a birthday party or whatever, it is more difficult for
them to be able to prevent their child from eating
something that is going to cause a reaction. Reporting
the reaction through hospitalisation ensures that there is
some follow-up on whatever that child may have eaten.
It may not have been labelled correctly, and therefore
the parent or whomever has care of the child may not
have known that whatever that child ate caused the
reaction. That reporting can then trace back to what the
child ate and whether labelling, for example, was an
issue. If it was, it can then be dealt with.
This is a great preventive measure, not necessarily for
that person, because they have already had the
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reaction, but being able to identify those issues around
labelling and what is being provided will make a
significant difference to other people. I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (15:19) — It is a
pleasure to rise and speak on the Health and Child
Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 and
contribute to the debate. There is no greater gift, I have
recently learned, than becoming a parent. I think
anyone that has children or interacts with little ones will
know how precious they are, and how dedicated you
become to every single thing that they do and all their
interactions. You live and breathe every little ailment
and every little issue, and you want to protect them
forever. One of those important things when you
become a parent is that engagement with the maternal
and child health nurse, and the importance of setting the
agenda of their health care. I put on record the
important services that our maternal and child health
nurses provide in our community. I know that we made
an announcement to bolster their support in the
disability space earlier this week.
The bill also sets out an agenda for dealing with some of
those nasty diseases that 100 years ago claimed
children’s lives. Particularly, the first one being the
whooping cough vaccination in the first eight weeks that
all the family have to get — their immunisation is very
important before they meet little bubby. I think every
person comes to that position of loving, supporting and
caring for their children from a happy space.
We have a very concerning trend, with the elevation of
social media in an online world, where opinion is taken
as fact, and where institutional, well-known
literature — empirical evidence and peer-reviewed
science — is undermined by bloggers, by so-called
contributors and by opinion leaders. I think a really
difficult challenge in our society is how that impacts on
the health, wellbeing and approaches that people take. I
do not think anyone that puts forward their supposed
issues undermines the strong empirical evidence about
vaccinations. The people that I talk to, some of them in
my community, are genuinely interpreting them and
coming from a place of what they truly believe. That is
terribly worrying when we have the weight of empirical
evidence, that people come to a sense of belief based on
things that they have read or contributions which take a
long time to track down.
We have seen this in other areas where science is
denounced and empirical evidence is torn apart by
contributions in the media or in blogs. We must address
these issues, and work for science to be given respect. If
empirical evidence is being held to the standards that
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we all respect — like for our doctors, the CSIRO, our
researchers and our universities — there would not be a
need to mandate these types of approaches. We would
have that respect and people would understand things
like herd immunity. The fact is that without herd
immunity we undermine the safety of children who
physically cannot be vaccinated for whatever health
issues. We undermine their safety and their wellbeing.
So we have a significant challenge that the Victorian
government is looking to address in the no jab, no
play policy. I will acknowledge that we were one of
the first jurisdictions to really mandate that you could
not go to kinder unless you had the relevant
vaccinations. I think that is important to protect those
kids who cannot physically be vaccinated. I think we
have a duty to all Victorians to protect those that
cannot be vaccinated, to ensure we have that magic
number — over 93 per cent — so that no-one is put at
risk from these severe illnesses.
To people who raise concerns about vaccinations: we
have had a substantial decrease in some debilitating
illnesses — illnesses that plagued us and killed people,
where we lost hundreds, thousands of people, to
diseases that medical advances have meant that a
simple vaccination now protects us from. So it would
be troubling, I think, as a parent if my child was not
able to be vaccinated. I think we have an obligation as
a society, for the greater good, to ensure that we
respect that empirical evidence and ensure that our
children are vaccinated. No jab, no play has been
taken up by other jurisdictions. I think the federal
government now has a version of that and other states,
I have seen, are looking at that.
We have still got so much more to do. I acknowledge,
importantly, that there was a campaign earlier this
year — the Victorian government is working towards a
95 per cent vaccination rate across our state — to
protect our children and their wellbeing. I think that is
critically important. Further addressing the narrative
around the undermining of empirical evidence, I have
been astonished and angered by reports that certain
doctors are trying to circumvent people getting
vaccinations by basically saying that they are exempt
and providing exemption letters for vaccinations. I am
so pleased to see that this will be banned. They have to
be struck off the register — there are no two ways
about it — for circumventing their duty of care,
undermining the profession and the absolute critical
care that they provide. We have seen throughout the
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017 that, whatever
people’s views, the high level of care that doctors have
for their patients, the obligation they have and that very
personal relationship. For those people to undermine
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their profession and empirical evidence is outrageous,
and they have no place in any connection with care.
They should feel the full force of the law for risking the
health and safety of the people that they should be
advising and supporting.
Finally, this bill has a number of parts but one is the
mandatory reporting by hospitals if someone has an
anaphylactic reaction, and that is mandated. We had the
very tragic death of a young 10-year-old boy, Ronak
Warty, in 2013, who had coconut milk and thought that
it did not have any milk products in it, but sadly passed
away. For months there was no coverage or reporting of
that incident and the potential dangers of the labelling,
so you could say there was a real hole in our system
and a risk to Victoria’s health and wellbeing. This bill
addresses some of those challenges. We put on the
record our condolences, but at least from that tragedy
Victoria’s legislation and lawmaking has responded.
Hopefully no family has to go through that and no-one
is put at risk of harm in the future as a result of a
labelling issue. If there is an instance where an
anaphylactic reaction has occurred, for whatever
reason, the mandatory reporting of that reaction will
ensure coverage and support going forward.
This bill strengthens the Victorian Labor government’s
investment in and support for the health and wellbeing
of Victorians. We are looking to invest in our hospitals,
support our nurses and doctors, properly resource our
primary health network and then ensure that our
children are given the greatest protection, that no child
is put at risk, that we mandate the numbers for herd
immunity and we continue to strive for the protection of
our little ones. As a father, I could not think of anything
more important than protecting my little girl and all the
children in Victoria against some of the nastiest
diseases we have seen. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (15:28) — I rise to
contribute to the debate on the Health and Child
Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. As we
have heard, this bill will improve the operation of three
important regulatory schemes introduced by this
government to make sure that they achieve their
intended policy purpose. They include: the no jab, no
play laws; the reportable conduct scheme; and the
statutory scheme for responding to complaints made
about health service providers. We have also heard that
this bill will provide for the mandatory reporting to the
Department of Health and Human Services of cases of
anaphylaxis at public and private hospitals. This is in
response to a coronial recommendation.
All these amendments are designed to ensure that the
health and wellbeing of our children — the youngest
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and most vulnerable members of our community — are
safeguarded. In my contribution today I am going to
focus on amendments to the no jab, no play laws. In
terms of public health outcomes these laws have been
so important here in Victoria. Our no jab, no play laws
followed an election commitment to increase
immunisation rates for young children in our
communities. This is because we obviously value
science and we most certainly value the health and
wellbeing of our young children, but we also know that
immunisation — or vaccinations — of children is one
of the best forms of prevention of some of the diseases
that did in fact take away children in years not that long
ago, in some cases only 30 or 40 years ago.
Health and wellbeing is everybody’s business, and
perhaps this is nowhere more relevant than in the case
of immunisation where we need to achieve what is
known as herd immunity. That is to ensure optimal
protection, particularly for our most vulnerable and
certainly our youngest members in the community. It is
very pleasing to read that since we introduced these
laws in 2014 our immunisation rates have jumped from
around 92 per cent in 2014 to 94.9 per cent now. I place
on record that this is in fact a record high for Victoria
and above the national average of 94 per cent. It is very
close to the herd immunity required, which is 95 per
cent. It is a significant achievement. Parents, childcare
workers, health providers and healthcare workers
should all be commended for the role they have taken
in ensuring that we achieve this quite significant target.
We know that all children in Victoria should be
receiving their scheduled vaccinations at six different
points in their early childhood. These are at two
months, four months, six months, 12 months,
18 months and then finally at four years of age. The no
jab, no play laws we introduced and which came into
operation on 1 January 2016 obviously promote
immunisation coverage by requiring all children to be
fully vaccinated before their enrolment in child care or
kindergarten can be confirmed. We know that the case
for vaccines is backed up by science. The scientific
evidence is clear. Vaccines work; vaccines save lives.
We also know that prevention is obviously much better
than cure.
The proposed amendments in the bill that relate to the
no jab, no play laws will tighten and simplify
immunisation requirements in a couple of ways. Why
are we doing this? We saw earlier this year a handful
of medical practitioners trying to help families
deliberately circumvent or avoid compulsory
immunisation. The bill before us will reduce the
number of options for documents that may constitute
an immunisation status certificate. New section 147
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will make immunisation history statements, which are
official extracts from the Australian Immunisation
Register, the only evidence of a child’s immunisation
status that can be accepted as evidence of
immunisation status by early childhood services and
primary schools. These statements are available online
or by post from Medicare. In fact it is what I use for
my son; it is what most people use. It is what childcare
providers and kindergartens are used to seeing.
Prior to the amendments in this bill the law allowed
parents and guardians to provide a letter from their
medical practitioner which said their child had a
particular medical condition, such as a form of
anaphylaxis or a compromised immune system, that
prevented them from being immunised. Earlier this year
we saw a raid on the clinic of a Melbourne GP. He was
ultimately suspended from practising following
allegations that he was helping anti-vax parents sidestep
the no jab, no play laws. Forty-two cases are known
with this particular doctor. The doctor provided what he
claims were medical contraindication letters to families
in Victoria with the stated intent of avoiding
immunisation for their children.
What the amendments in this bill will do is make it a
requirement that medical practitioners must be
authorised by the commonwealth to be eligible to
certify that a child cannot be vaccinated for medical
reasons, and it must be on an immunisation history
statement. Under this bill parents will be required to
provide and early childhood services will be required to
collect immunisation history statements to make sure
and to verify that each child has received their
age-appropriate vaccines and that they are permitted to
enrol in and attend that childcare or kindergarten
service. As we know, again this is to ensure that we are
encouraging, we are promoting and we are supporting
parents and carers to have their children properly
vaccinated before they attend childcare services and
kindergartens.
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285 000 Victorian children. The reach is very broad. It
is important that we do simplify this to make sure that
everyone is aware of the certificates that are required
and that any exemptions that are permitted are given
only on the one immunisation statement.
Obviously for the health and wellbeing of our young
children it is absolutely imperative that we achieve herd
immunity with vaccinations in this state. We know that
unvaccinated children lower the level of protection for
everyone, not just for themselves but also for babies
who may be too young to be vaccinated or other
children who for various medical reasons — for
example, if their own immune systems are
compromised — may not be able to be vaccinated
themselves, so they need to rely on the rest of us
achieving herd immunisation with our own children.
Unless children cannot be immunised on legitimate and
compelling medical grounds, all children in Victoria
should be immunised.
The case for vaccines is one which has certainly been
made through scientific advancements. It is backed up
by the science. The experts have maintained that this is
the best way to prevent those childhood diseases that
unfortunately have afflicted so many children in the
past. Vaccinations really have resulted in one of the
most significant historical public health advancements
and achievements for us all.
We know vaccinations work. They save lives. They
protect lives. Certainly practitioners who peddle
misinformation about immunisation are putting the
health and wellbeing of all of our children at risk, and it
is entirely unacceptable that they continue to do this.
We do not need rogue anti-vaccination doctors
operating in secret, trying to help families avoid the
requirement to immunise. For the health and wellbeing
of the youngest members of our community we need to
make sure that as many children as possible are
immunised. I commend this bill to the house.

The bill also allows, by regulation, for periodic checks
of immunisation status after the children have enrolled.
This is important because at the moment, once a child
enrols in kindergarten or child care, there are no further
checks to ensure that that child then meets the
requirements for the age-appropriate immunisations or
the next scheduled immunisations or to ensure that
those have taken place. Periodic checks will address
this. They will also act as a prompt for parents to make
sure that their child’s vaccinations are all up to date.

Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (15:39) — It is a
pleasure to rise to speak on the Health and Child
Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. It is a bill
that makes amendments in relation to the no jab, no
play policy, the Health Complaints Act 2016, the
reportable conduct scheme and the child safe standards,
and these amendments are intended to clarify
implementation matters regarding existing regulatory
schemes. I hope to touch on each part of the bill, but I
will focus principally on the no jab, no play section of
the legislation.

Victoria’s no jab, no play laws apply to approximately
3300 childhood services, so this is an awfully large
number of services supporting an estimated

We know how important vaccinations are. Vaccinations
in many cases have eliminated diseases, but if
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vaccination rates are not kept up, then the risk is still
there. We need to keep implementing this important
policy so that Victorian children are protected from
serious and potentially life-threatening illnesses.
Vaccinations provide young children with maximum
protection against serious and potentially
life-threatening illnesses and help control and manage
public health risks. The removal of the exemption last
year was in line with changes made by the federal
government to eligibility for childcare benefit
payments. This has been a policy that the Victorian
government has pioneered, and it is further
strengthened by this bill.
I have some interaction with this policy personally. I
have been just re-elected for a ninth term as chair of
Godfrey Street Community House in Bentleigh. I wish
Victorian parliamentary elections were that easy. I
could only dream of a ninth term in this seat, but
nonetheless —
Mr Walsh — That’s probably true.
Mr STAIKOS — Well, that is what history shows,
Leader of The Nationals, but we will see.
It has been nine years that I have been chair of Godfrey
Street, and Godfrey Street has always meticulously and
very strictly implemented the no jab, no play policy.
There have been times — these have been very rare
occurrences — when our staff have come into contact
with a family who has sought enrolment but has
objected to vaccination, and at all times the Department
of Health and Human Services has been very, very
helpful in dealing with those matters.
The no jab, no play laws came into operation on
1 January 2016, and there has been some notable
success. As of the September 2017 quarter, 94.9 per
cent of children aged five are now fully immunised.
That is a record high for Victoria, well above the
Australian average of 94 per cent, and it compares to
92.6 per cent in the same quarter of 2014. This is a
significant achievement, close to the 95 per cent herd
immunity target necessary to halt the spread of
dangerous diseases such as measles.
This bill, in relation to no jab, no play, does two things.
It simplifies the definition of ‘immunisation status
certificate’ so that in most situations only an extract
from the Australian Immunisation Register will be
accepted. The current definition is complex and allows
for a range of documentation to be presented to prove
immunisation status. This has contributed to the ability
of that anti-vax doctor, John Piesse, to provide
misleading certificates to a number of anti-vax parents.
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We have heard quite a bit in the media about Dr Piesse,
who by all accounts is a very, very irresponsible fellow.
I understand he has supported around 600 families to
dodge these vaccination laws and has been banned
from practising by the Australian Health Practitioner
Regulation Agency (AHPRA). Back in September this
year, when he was at AHPRA’s Melbourne offices, he
was met by 50 of his supporters. One of them,
according to some media reports, was holding up a
placard which read ‘Piesse = Galileo’. What a
ridiculous claim. Galileo was one of history’s most
pioneering scientists. Galileo backed science. It is clear
from the actions of Dr Piesse that he does not back
science. In fact Galileo was said to have been the father
of modern science. What Dr Piesse has been doing, by
contrast, is completely irresponsible.
The community overwhelmingly is with us on the no
jab, no play policy and wants us to strengthen it,
because it is not just in the interests of the children of
those families who are objecting; it is in the interests of
all children, because vaccinations have been hugely
successful in eliminating disease and preventing serious
disease and death. This is a policy that enjoys full
bipartisan support. The federal Minister for Health,
Greg Hunt, is a significant supporter and is on the
record as saying:
Vaccination saves lives and it protects lives … It’s safe, as the
Chief Medical Officer and all of the body of research points
out, and if it is accurate that there are registered doctors who
are advocating an anti-vaccination position then they will
have the full force of the authorities come down on them.

I have no doubt that the families who have objected to
vaccination love their children and want what is best for
them but are very, very misguided. A lot of them claim
a link between vaccination and autism, a link that was
only suggested in 1998 by a UK researcher, whose
research was based on only 12 children and has since
been proved to be completely wrong. This is something
that our government has pushed and our government
has supported, and we continue to strengthen it through
important changes to the legislation like this one.
The bill also allows, by regulation, for periodic checks
of immunisation status post-enrolment. Currently, once
a child is enrolled, there is no further check to ensure
that any further scheduled immunisations have taken
place. Periodic checks will serve as an important
prompt to parents to stay up-to-date with vaccination
schedules. There will be consultation with the early
childhood sector before regulations are made.
The bill also makes some important changes in relation
to the way we deal with anaphylaxis. This comes out of
a very tragic event, the death of 10-year-old Ronak
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Warty, who drank a coconut drink that was imported
from Taiwan and contained an undeclared milk
ingredient. This bill includes amendments to require
hospitals to report all cases of anaphylaxis to the
Department of Health and Human Services. This will
ensure that the department can respond and take timely
action in its response. Reports made under this bill will
trigger immediate action, where necessary, and also
inform research. For example, where anaphylaxis was
triggered by an allergen in mislabelled food, the
response would include removing it from sale and
ensuring appropriate labelling. The reports will also
play an important role in research into anaphylaxis.
The bill also contains an amendment to clarify that the
health complaints commissioner is empowered to issue
legal proceedings for breaches of the Health
Complaints Act 2016. While any such prosecution
could currently rely on common law, the bill makes the
power explicit to put the matter beyond legal challenge
and avoid any potential procedural delays.
The bill also makes an important change which comes
out of the Betrayal of Trust inquiry into the handling of
child abuse by religious and other non-government
organisations. In response to that inquiry the
government introduced child safe standards from
1 January 2016 and the first phase of a reportable
conduct scheme, which commenced on 1 July 2017.
The main amendments to the reportable conduct
scheme are to clarify that kinship carers and foster
carers are covered by the reportable conduct scheme —
that was the original intention of the scheme — and to
clarify the definition of ‘head’ of an entity in order to
clearly identify who is responsible for notifying and
responding to allegations of reportable conduct. It is an
important bill. It makes important changes. I commend
it to the house and I wish it a speedy passage.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) (15:49) — I am
delighted to make a contribution on the Health and
Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017.
This is a really important piece of legislation because it
builds on some earlier initiatives by the Andrews Labor
government in relation to the no jab, no play policy,
which the member for Bentleigh was just explaining.
It is interesting to look at the rates of childhood
mortality over the passage of time. In ancient times they
were always quite high. In fact if you look at
18th century Sweden, one-third of children died in
infancy. In the 19th century in Germany it was every
second child who died.
I remember reading with great interest about the rise
and the development of the Enlightenment. As you
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would appreciate, that was a movement in the
18th century which sought to use reason, intellect and
understanding as a way to build a better society, a more
just society and a fairer community. There was a notion
that manifested itself in different ways which was then
called ‘the noble savage’, which was that people who
lived in a non-westernised society lived an idealised
existence before colonisation. But it also represented
itself in the perfection of childhood. It was Jean-Jacques
Rousseau who said:
Man is born free, and everywhere he is in chains.

The notion was that childhood was seen to be a
wondrous and very special gift and something that
would be cherished. There was an English nobleman
called Sir Brooke Boothby who only had one daughter.
Her name was Penelope. He very much embodied the
spirit of the Enlightenment and believed deeply in his
daughter. He wished her to be exposed to all the
wonders of the world, to live a privileged life and to
fulfil her potential. He doted on his daughter in a very
significant way. Sadly, when Penelope was five she
contracted an illness — we do not know what it was —
and she died. Boothby was devastated by the loss. He
wrote on her tombstone:
She was in form and intellect most exquisite. The unfortunate
parents ventured their all on this frail bark. And the wreck
was total.

After he lost his daughter his marriage dissolved. He
fled England. He went to live in France and died in
abject poverty and misery. It might have been that he
lost his daughter through a non-infectious disease. She
may have had cancer or she might have had any other
disease. In light of the times in which they were living
it is reasonable to suppose that if Penelope had been
born today, the disease would have treated and she
would have survived.
Even in 1960 the global infant mortality rate was
18.2 per cent. That was the global level, so that
obviously includes the industrialised world, what would
have been the communist world and the developing
world. It fell to 4.3 per cent globally in 2015, and in
Western societies now it is less than 1 per cent. We are
seeing these rapid changes and rapid improvements in
childhood mortality as a result of tackling infectious
and communicable diseases. But of course, as others
have indicated in their contributions, this does run the
risk of being undone when herd immunity falls below
95 per cent, because when you get to the point where
vaccination rates drop, there is a great risk of these sorts
of illnesses coming back and children finding
themselves victims of these diseases. The bill before the
house further strengthens the regulatory regime to
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ensure that this does not occur and that the broader
community is not put at risk by the cavalier actions of a
few, because we know that the applications of this can
be profound.
Others have spoken about their experiences as parents.
It is a moment of great fear when you have a child who
is ill and you just do not know why they are ill. My
youngest daughter had two week-long stints in the
Royal Children’s Hospital before she was aged one. I
remember talking to this fantastic doctor at the Kids. He
was an Irishman. He looked at my wife and me one
night and said, ‘I just don’t know what is wrong with
her’. You have a feeling of absolute fear and panic
when you have got a paediatric specialist who cannot
work out what is wrong with your daughter. You know
that she is ill, and you know that she is not responding
to treatment. It is scary. In our case we were really
fortunate. She came good; she was fine. But that was
with a really high standard of care in a world-class
facility in an environment where you have got herd
immunity and in an industrialised society where the
mortality rate is less than 1 per cent.
The reality is that if Juliet had been born when
Penelope was born, I suspect that we would have lost
her. When I think of missing out on all the joys I have
had in the last six years, of the dark cloud that would
have hung over me for the last six years and the pain,
the trauma, the fear and the hurt that I would have
endured if I had lost her, I cannot contemplate what that
would have been like. I just cannot conceive of what
that would be like. Understanding that there are people
in the community who, for whatever reason, have taken
it upon themselves to flout the law, to put the health and
safety of their children at risk and to put the health and
safety of other children and the community at risk
demands a strident response. It demands a proper
response to deal with those matters. The bill, I think,
does that and does it well.
The bill also ensures that there is a level of
standardisation in relation to aligning the state with the
commonwealth immunisation requirements. I have
been on the record many times indicating my strong
view that having that level of standardisation is a really
important initiative. It is desirable that there be a
standard response between us and the federal
government and across other jurisdictions as well. It
leads to better outcomes when you are looking at these
baseline issues. That will reduce the regulatory burden,
and it will reduce the level of complicity in this area. I
think that is really important as well.
I note that clause 20 of the bill substitutes new
section 143B into the Public Health and Wellbeing Act
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2008. That relates to the obligations of people in charge
of early childhood services. From my perspective a lot
of the early childhood services that I see in my
community do a fantastic job. There is a growing body
of evidence that shows that the first 1000 days in a
child’s life are vitally important.
I was really pleased when I saw the news this morning
about Generation Victoria being established and the
first longitudinal study of every child in Victoria born
in 2021. There will be a longitudinal study developed,
and it will enable data to be captured and analysed as
part of that process. I think it will play a really
important role in trying to understand and pick trends
that are emerging and will be a more effective and
efficient way of delivering public policy outcomes. It is
a really important initiative. With those words, this is a
really important bill, and I am delighted, on this fine
Thursday afternoon, to commend the bill to the house.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) (15:59) — I am
pleased to add my comments on the Health and Child
Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 that is
before the house. As the name of the bill indicates, this
government continues to be committed to addressing a
broad range of issues associated with health and
wellbeing. In relation to children, we know that we
need to be even stronger in our advocacy and ensure
that our laws are the best they can be to protect children
and to support the ongoing good health of our children.
Looking at the central issue of this bill, which is around
the vaccination of children, it is amazing to think how
far we have come in the last 100 years. It is not that
long ago that we had very high child mortality rates. It
must have been so distressing for families 100 or
200 years ago to know that many of their children
would not live to adulthood. Of course many families
had a large number of children to protect against the
loss of some of their children so they could at least get
some of them through to adulthood. It must have been
hugely distressing to lose any children.
All of us in this house who have children quake when
we consider the potential mortality of our children, so
we are pleased to live at a time when a great deal of
progress has been made in many areas of medicine but
particularly in the area of vaccination. We can
vaccinate our children for all of the major health threats
that are out there, including tuberculosis and polio.
They are diseases that were of great concern when I
was a child, but fortunately we do not hear much of
them these days. When I was in early primary school
there was a child in my class who had suffered from
polio and wore a caliper to school. Fortunately he was
not too badly affected, but what an awful disease polio
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was. But other awful diseases, whether it be
tuberculosis, whether it be typhoid or whether it be
cholera — which we know still affects people in a
serious way in Third World countries — are all
preventable diseases today, and the capacity of our
system of vaccination has meant that in countries like
ours these diseases are no longer a threat.
Thirty years ago when medical professionals provided
advice to the community, the community was almost in
awe of that advice. We understood that we needed to
take the advice of the scientists of the medical
profession. We were impressed that science was
making great headway and we responded to that
science. Perhaps partly because of the internet and
social media there now seems to be a group of people
who call themselves scientists whose sole role is to
challenge the views of the majority of scientists and, as
a result, put doubt into the minds of community
members, who then start to question mainstream
science and, in this case, the validity of vaccination. We
know that there is also questioning of global warming.
Fortunately the people on this side of the house
understand and appreciate the science of global
warming and know we need to do more about it, but it
is sad that people are questioning a whole range of
these areas of science, which means that we do not
make the headway that we would if we listened to the
advice of mainstream scientists.
In regard to vaccination, we know that there are parents
who listen to these oddball scientists, these people who
clearly are acting without looking at mainstream
science. These people give advice to parents that by
vaccinating their children they might be putting them in
harm’s way rather than out of harm’s way. It is
incumbent upon governments to try and fight these
oddball scientists by countering the media that is
critical of medical science.
This government recently introduced no jab, no play
legislation, which took effect at the start of last year.
That legislation makes clear that this government
recognises that vaccination is important and that not
only is the government going to promote vaccination
but it is going to try and enforce vaccination for most
children in the childcare system and the school system.
Of course we do recognise that there are cases where
vaccination might not be appropriate for some children
in certain circumstances, but we do not want to see that
becoming a loophole. What we have seen since the
legislation was proclaimed last year is that there are
some doctors who, for one reason or another, want to
support parents who are not happy about vaccination
and who have these false concerns. These doctors are
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happy to write letters that schools have then accepted as
a waiver on a child’s need for vaccination. This is
clearly not in the interests of the children. It is good that
doctors who are willy-nilly signing to say that children
do not need vaccinations are being reviewed.
As part of this process I have learned a new word,
‘contraindication’. These doctors can write these letters
of medical contraindication, which means that children
do not need immunisation. This legislation will ensure
that letters from individual doctors are no longer
acceptable to childcare agencies, kindergartens and
schools and are not sufficient to confirm that those
children do not need vaccinations. We will have a system
involving national immunisation statements where
people will need appropriate doctors to state the reasons
why a child should not be vaccinated, and only in those
cases will the vaccination requirement be waived. It will
be a much more restrictive system and will recognise
appropriate paperwork on a national basis, as has been
outlined by other members of this house.
It is disappointing that there are not more members on
the other side of the house taking an interest in this
debate. It appears that they are ready to go home today.
But on this side of the house we continue to recognise
that this is a very important issue that we need to follow
up on. In this bill before the house the government is
taking sound action, as any good government does. It
looks at legislation that is in place to see that it
continues to work as it is intended to, but where there
are unseen cases where the law is not functioning as it
should be, it adjusts that legislation. That is what this
bill is doing, following up on the issues that we have
identified over the past year.
The other major issue that is contained in the bill relates
to anaphylaxis. Again, this is another amazing area. We
see that there are so many more children these days
who are reporting to hospitals or to others in the
medical profession with severe allergies to food, insects
or other things, and they are having severe reactions
that we know are resulting in death. We know that we
have had a substantial system of training those in our
healthcare system, child-care system, kindergartens and
schools to be able to use EpiPens where they are
appropriate for students who have a potential for these
anaphylactic reactions, and that is a good thing. But this
bill recognises that there has been an issue sometimes
of slower reporting of anaphylactic reactions identified
in hospitals, particularly where they relate to food
allergies. We have heard of the case of the 10-year-old
boy who died in 2016 after consuming coconut milk. It
is a matter of ensuring that in those cases hospitals or
anybody who identifies these concerns report them as
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quickly as they can so that they can be followed up and
the food can be removed.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (16:09) — I am
very pleased to join this debate and speak in support of
the Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. We have now had a good run of
speakers who have covered many aspects of this
particular bill. It is an omnibus bill and there are
principally four aspects to it. The first and probably the
most prominent aspect of this bill is really about
tightening the no jab, no play provisions in the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act 2008. As other members
have also indicated, there is provision in the bill for
mandatory reporting of anaphylaxis in hospitals. There
are some minor changes made in relation to the Health
Complaints Act 2016 to make clear that the health
complaints commissioner can issue legal proceedings.
Finally, there are also some clarifying provisions within
the bill which relate to the reportable conduct scheme
for child abuse allegations.
I want to spend a bit of my contribution on the area that
other speakers have gone to. I do note that this bill is
being broadly supported across all parties. I make the
very clear point that vaccines save lives and that there
have been many wonderful health advances over many
decades. I think it is important to recognise the
contribution, if you like, of both Melbourne and
Victoria in terms of those advances that have been
made. I had the great pleasure as industry minister to
visit both CSL in the north of Melbourne and GSK in
the outer east. These are very, very big outfits
employing many highly skilled workers making a vast
array of vaccines which are distributed throughout the
world. It is really one of Victoria’s great industry
success stories as much as anything else, the area of
pharmaceuticals, medical technologies and biotech. It is
an area where I think we will continue to see significant
growth by way of contribution to the Victorian
economy. By extension, when we look at that economic
contribution, we can also take great pride I think as a
state and as a country that many of the greatest medical
minds in terms of the health protection vaccines are
concentrated here in Victoria. Embedded in that work is
obviously the great research that underpins many of
these medical advances.
We know that the vaccines that have been developed
over the years provide very critical and very effective
interventions to prevent diseases across the world. We
know that it is estimated that worldwide immunisation
programs probably prevent in the order of the
2.5 million deaths each year. That is a very significant
outcome by way of health protection and health
promotion. Within the context of this debate it is
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important I think to recognise that immunisation is not
just about protecting individuals but is also about
protecting communities and stopping the unnecessary
spread, if you like, of preventable diseases in
communities where vaccination rates are lower than
they should be.
I am drawn to the origins of the no jab, no play
legislation that was brought in in Victoria. Going back
to a period in opposition I remember that we had higher
rates of whooping cough starting to emerge throughout
the community. I note that back in August 2015 in an
ABC news report the Minister for Health said that there
had been about 1000 more cases of whooping cases in
the year before that particular report in 2015. One of the
things that I think we can be very proud of in
government is the reintroduction of the free whooping
cough vaccination for parents, again as a preventive
mechanism to ensure that whooping cough is prevented
by way of higher rates of vaccination. The Andrews
Labor government obviously made no apologies in
terms of its approach in relation to not only putting
forward legislation such as the no jab, no play
legislation but also investing in areas where we know
we can in fact reduce preventable health problems such
as whooping cough, which obviously cause great havoc
across our community.
The other observation I will make is that if you go back
a couple of years ago it had become clear that the level
of vaccination rates had started to plateau. Again you
have to ask what policy levers you have available to
you as both state and federal governments in order to
address those sorts of policy challenges where you
know that the broader benefit that can be derived from
policies for the community generally should absolutely
outstrip and outweigh those minority views in the
community where individuals may have great volume
to their voices but the outcome for the community
without lifting those vaccination rates can be the onset
of preventable illnesses and indeed in some of the worst
cases, death. We had vaccination rates in Victoria
hovering around 92 per cent for a number of years, and
then we saw a level of plateauing.
There is much talk. As a local member I have also been
contacted by anti-vaxxers, as I think they are probably
best known, in relation to this issue of choice, with
people not being able to essentially enrol their children
in early childhood development, child care and the like.
They are absolutely opposed to this as some sort of
assault on their civil liberties. I think it is really
important to look at the scientific evidence around
vaccination and vaccination rates, because it is
absolutely overwhelming, and it is very clear that the
benefits of vaccination far outweigh the very low risks.
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It is also important to point out that all vaccines must
pass stringent safety testing. That safety testing is
required by law, and once the vaccines are in use, their
safety is continually monitored by the Therapeutic
Goods Administration and indeed other organisations
as well. So the scientific evidence is absolutely clear.
One of the hardest parts I think of being in public life
and public office is when we become the subject of
outrageous attacks by people who have a very strong
ideological view which clearly stands poles apart from
the scientific evidence that is available to us. I want to
commend the health minister, because I think we all
recall that the health minister came under significant
attack by trolls through social media. I will not put any
of the comments on record because those comments
are really despicable and of course were targeted at
our health minister. The health minister stood up and
called those people out for what they in fact are — a
great risk to the health and wellbeing of our
community at large. She had the courage to stand up,
as a lot of us have had to from time to time, and say,
‘The evidence does not support the attacks that you
are making, and further, the attacks that you make are
really about destabilising public confidence in this
very important policy area’. I commend the health
minister for her courage, but I suspect it was not
courage she drew on, it was common sense.
It is very pleasing to know as we stand here today that
Victoria has achieved its best ever immunisation
coverage — 94.9 per cent of five-year-olds have
up-to-date vaccinations. That is a very good effort. That
reverses a situation we had a couple of years ago when
we had essentially plateaued in terms of those
immunisation rates. That in part, if I go back to it, is to
do with the reintroduction of free whooping cough
vaccinations for expectant mothers and parents of
newborns. That is a very good policy. It has been my
pleasure and in fact my privilege to be able to speak in
support of this. I have not gone to all aspects, but I
certainly commend the bill to the house.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (16:19) — I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

The reason I move that the debate be adjourned is that
during the debate on the government business program
on Tuesday the Leader of the House said:
I signal to the opposition that the government is agreeable to
that, time permitting —

that being consideration in detail on the Domestic
Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops)
Bill 2016 —
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As has been our recent practice, that time will be made
available on Thursday afternoon.

I have been sitting here for quite a period of time as we
have been talking about the Health and Child
Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. The
debate has gone for quite some time and has become
repetitious. Given that there was an agreement to deal
with the puppy farms bill in consideration in detail, I
would like to see that agreement honoured. There were
32 pages of amendments that only became available to
the opposition on Monday, and there are a lot of
questions that we would like to take into consideration
in detail and ask the minister representing the Minister
for Agriculture in this house.
The dog owners who have contacted us have raised, as
I said, a lot of issues. There is something like 600 dog
owners and members of Dogs Victoria in the Macedon
Ranges area who have come to me specifically with a
whole range of questions that they would like
answered. I would like the opportunity to put those
questions to the minister and get those answers rather
than have the debate gagged.
There are very important questions to be asked on
behalf of the cage bird sellers. As we all know, there
were some consequences for those who sell non-native
birds that have meant it has been very, very difficult for
them to hold bird sales since this issue has been raised.
They have also sent some questions to us as well.
For those who will be applying to be commercial
breeders in the future, there is nothing in the legislation
that gives any time line for when the additional
regulations will be needed or when it will be
determined that they will have to comply with them to
become a commercial breeder in this state. I can see
nothing in the legislation before us, which is why I
would be looking to ask the minister questions about
the process for developing those regulations. Will there
be a regulatory impact statement about those particular
regulations, and will they be disallowable regulations
into the future? This side of the house would like some
scrutiny around that.
When those regulations are finally developed and they
are finally in place for people to apply for — which
again is something I would like to raise with the
minister — as I understand it, if the chief veterinary
officer gives reasons as to why someone should not
have a licence to be a commercial breeder, there is no
right of appeal around that particular provision in the
legislation. We would like to get those answers for
those people out there who are conducting commercial
businesses and have significant financial investment in
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those businesses. They are at risk if they cannot get
answers like this from the consideration-in-detail stage.
If someone does go through that process and does
finally get a permit to operate a commercial business,
they initially only get that licence for 12 months.
Subsequently they can get it renewed for three years.
We would like there to be some certainty for those
people. They need to know what rights they have in
that particular time frame so that they can go to their
bank manager and understand what risks the bank
would take with people not having a licence to operate
into the future.
As I understand the amendments — and this is why I
want to ask the minister some questions in consideration
in detail — there is in new section 58AH detail about a
commercial dog breeding business transferring from one
property to another, but there is nothing that I can see
that talks about how someone could actually sell their
business to another person and how that licence and
business can be handed across. That is another question I
would like to ask of the minister.
This legislation sat around for over 12 months, and then
32 pages of amendments were dropped on the table on
Monday. There are a lot of questions to be answered,
and I am bitterly disappointed that the Leader of the
House, after giving a commitment on Tuesday, would
now renege on that commitment. On behalf of the
10 000 to 15 000 dog owners in Victoria who are very,
very interested in this legislation, I advise that they are
bitterly disappointed in the Andrews government and
the minister.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change) (16:24) — We
oppose this procedural motion, and we do that for very,
very good reason. We have some very serious issues
that are managed through the Health and Child
Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 that we
on this side of the house want to be able to speak on. To
attempt to trump this by moving a procedural motion is
very much a denial of a number of speakers on this side
of the house who have campaigned really, really
strongly for a long time to improve the health outcomes
of many, many people in our community.
We understand that of course the mandatory reporting
of cases of anaphylaxis by hospitals is a really
important issue, and it is one that is very much near and
dear to the hearts of so many people on this side of the
house. We know, each of us, many stories of families
who have had significant health issues that have arisen
out of anaphylaxis, and the treatment and the
mandatory reporting of these cases which this bill
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facilitates is really going to be very welcomed by the
broader community, especially young families with
children who suffer from what can be a very, very
deadly health situation.
Denying the opportunity for members on this side of
the house to contribute, share their stories and tell the
stories of families that they know with respect to the
impact that this bill and its provisions will have to
improve health outcomes is something that we do not
support. This is really important to understand. Also of
course the bill that we have got in front of us contains
many, many other important and consequential changes
to shore up our policy of no jab, no play laws, which
came in on 1 January 2016 — something that our
government is very, very proud to have delivered. To
give full force to those commitments is something that
is really important. We have a number of speakers on
this side of the house that want to have the opportunity
to put on record the views of their communities on such
an important health issue.
Our government was elected to deliver on four key
areas in government, and those are better health
outcomes, education, better public transport and
transport options, and jobs. Health is a critical issue that
is very much near and dear to the hearts of so many
members on this side of the house. As of September
this year, just in this past quarter, 94.9 per cent of
children aged five are now fully immunised. This is
something that is a direct result of the terrific work of
the Minister for Health in our government, and the bill
that we have got here before us is about trying to get
even more young people immunised and given that
protection from deadly diseases.
People are really wanting to get up and actually
contribute to this bill, and we want to make sure that
members on this side of the house are afforded that.
This is a very important piece of legislation. It is
legislation that speaks to our commitment as a
government to improving the health outcomes, and the
lives of course, of so many people right across our state,
no less so young people — children aged five in terms
of their immunisation outcomes.
We have seen for too long a decline in the rate of
immunisation. I myself have had many families come
to me and many people who run kindergartens really
concerned about the spread of diseases that we once
thought were eradicated, that had once been eliminated
from our environment and from our community. This
bill, the opportunity to be able to speak on these really
critical issues, is so important, and this is what needs to
be allowed to continue. We know of course that the
proposed amendments to the Public Health and
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Wellbeing Act 2008 and this bill will tighten and
simplify requirements for immunisation in a couple of
ways. These are really important issues that need to be
allowed to be debated and contributed on by people on
this side of the house.
It is also important of course that when we talk about
the importance of health outcomes we understand that
health outcomes and health experiences can be very
different across the whole area of Victoria. The
experiences in Williamstown, the experiences in
Frankston, the experiences in Albert Park and the
experiences in regional Victoria will differ. We know
that health evidence differs across the state, and that is
why it is so fundamentally important to provide the full
opportunity to members on this side to have their say.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) (16:29) — I rise to speak in
support of the member for Murray Plains’s motion to
adjourn debate. Clearly the Health and Child Wellbeing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 is an important bill,
and I do not think that that has been in question.
However, we have heard from members of the
government reading the same speech notes and
delivering the same speech over and over again for the
past 2½ to 3 hours. We are not hearing any new
material being brought to the debate, and I think it is
disappointing that this filibustering is continuing when
there have been so many concerns raised around the
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet
Shops) Bill 2016.
If we refer back to the Leader of the House, what she
stated on Tuesday of this sitting week was:
I signal to the opposition that the government is agreeable to
that, time permitting. As has been our recent practice, that
time will be made available on Thursday afternoon.

We had the inaugural speech from the new member for
Northcote, but this is reference that we will have
opportunity to bring the Domestic Animals
Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill into
consideration in detail today. There is a very good
reason that we want to debate this bill and bring it into
consideration in detail. There are 32 pages of
amendments in relation to this bill, and we were only
briefed on these amendments on Monday afternoon.
There are many, many questions that need to be
answered and these are not questions that we are raising
ourselves — these are questions that have been raised
by people in our own electorates, people who are
deeply concerned about how this bill will impact on
their business and their industry.
I think that it is certainly warranted that those questions
are allowed to be asked of the minister responsible in
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this place and that we should be able to seek answers so
we can relay this important information back to them
because, seeing that there are 32 pages of amendments,
there really is a lot of material to go through and we
know that this bill has been deeply flawed from the
beginning. This bill, as I said, is from 2016 originally. It
has gone through an inquiry. The government took it
out of circulation and made a huge number of changes
to it because it simply did not hit the mark. It was going
to create enormous damage to legitimate breeders
within our state.
One of the key questions that I wanted to ask the
minister responsible in this place was for an explanation
as to how this bill will operate in relation to working
dogs, particularly how it will impact on the working
dog auction which is featured as part of the Casterton
Kelpie Association festival which is held every year in
beautiful Casterton. The working dog auction is held on
the Sunday of this weekend event and is the main
fundraiser which keeps that event going. It is now in its
21st year and the voluntary committee do an
outstanding job, but they have expressed to me deep
concern that any changes to this legislation may mean
they can no longer hold those kelpie auctions. It may
mean they can no longer have their main stream of
revenue that will keep the festival alive. If Casterton is
at risk of losing its festival, then I think that we should
certainly see some amendment to this bill to make sure
that is not the case.
This is a very important community event. If people
have not been to that event before, it is not just about
the working dog auction; there are fantastic dog events
over the entire weekend with lots going on in Casterton.
The auction in itself has raised in excess of $2 million
over the past 21 years. That is an enormous amount of
money going through this very small community, and it
is something that supports so many businesses in the
region. I still would like that question answered, if at all
possible, to support the fantastic Casterton Kelpie
Association, the hard work of Karen Stephens, the
president of the committee, and also Nancy Withers,
who does a fantastic job in running the working dog
auction as chairperson of that subgroup.
We need to make sure we have adequate time for
consideration in detail of this bill. There are 32 pages of
amendments which were briefed to us on Monday
afternoon, with many more questions from breeders
right across the state. There are lots of questions also
from not just dog breeders but also cat breeders and
people in the bird industry — right across the board.
We need to have those questions answered. The people
who are involved in and who rely on this industry
deserve to have these questions answered, and I urge
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the government to support this motion to adjourn
debate immediately.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (16:34) — Quelle surprise!
The National Party want to adjourn an important health
bill. So they would because we saw what they did in
government. They could not have cared less about
health, particularly regional health. For the member for
Lowan, who has come out of the health sector and is on
the front bench in relation to mental health and other
matters like that, to be speaking in support of her
leader’s desire to adjourn this important bill, which
goes to ensuring that we have herd immunity for human
beings — I would have thought that that is something
the National Party might actually know a bit about or
be a bit concerned about —
Ms Kealy — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
think the accusation that in any way, shape or form I do
not care for my fellow human beings is deeply
offensive. I certainly have deep care for many people,
and I think I show that on many occasions through the
contributions I make in this place. I think what the
member for Yan Yean said is deeply offensive, and I
ask her to withdraw those comments.
Ms GREEN — I withdraw. I think that no-one
should be surprised that those opposite would seek to
shift conversation from an important bill around public
wellbeing to move back onto a bill that has had lots of
ventilation over a very long period of time and will get,
I am sure, very detailed scrutiny with the relevant
minister in the other place. Why wouldn’t we be
surprised that the National Party would want to adjourn
a public health and wellbeing bill and complain about
consideration in detail of another bill? We should not
be surprised that there is a lack of interest in health.
I draw to the attention of those that have been tut-tutting
on the other side who have just come into the Parliament
during this term — the member for Lowan and the
member for Ripon — that I cannot even count on one
hand the number of times we went into consideration in
detail on a bill between 2010 and 2014. The manager of
government business indicated on Tuesday that we
would go into consideration in detail on this bill if we
had time, but we do not have time because there are a
number of people, me included, who have not yet gotten
to speak on the Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. I desire to speak on that bill, as I
know a number of other people do.
Ms Kealy interjected.
Ms GREEN — I have not had the opportunity to
speak. I really would not want to speak while the
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member for Lowan is interrupting, but I would actually
like to be able to get up and speak on this bill, because
herd immunity for our children is incredibly important.
It is incredibly important to actually take it up to those
anti-vaxxers, those kooks, and the Minister for Health
has certainly done that. There are also other changes
that are needed to ensure that further recommendations
of the royal commission into the abuse of children are
able to be implemented. We also need some changes to
the food standards so that products can be removed in a
speedy way and we deal with those who have
transgressed in having products like that. We need to
really ensure that that little boy, Ronak Warty, did not
die in vain and that this bill is effectively debated.
The Leader of The Nationals knows full well that his
colleagues in the upper house will get a very long
period of time to consider this bill in detail. I oppose the
adjournment of the Health and Child Wellbeing
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. It is an important
bill before the house, I desire to speak on it and I am
opposed to its adjournment to go into consideration in
detail on another bill.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (16:39) — I
rise to support the motion of the member for Murray
Plains and Leader of The Nationals to adjourn this bill.
In doing so, I take up some of the comments by the
member for Yan Yean that we have not had enough
debate on the current bill, the Health and Child
Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017.
There have been 16 speakers on this bill so far, 12 of
them from the government benches. Now, if the
member for Yan Yean cannot get herself on the list
when there are 12 other government speakers, then that
is her problem, not ours. There have been 12 speakers
on this bill from that side and we have gone into this in
great detail.
The Leader of the House made it clear that she would
be happy for us to go into consideration in detail on
the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and
Pet Shops) Bill 2016 legislation. She said there are
some other features on the program that we have to
get through, including the inaugural speech for the
new member for Northcote, which we have done. We
have had 16 speakers on this bill. There is no need for
us to continue debating the Health and Child
Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 when
there is important business to deal with on the puppy
farms legislation. Just like the government is breaking
its promise to go into consideration in detail on this
legislation, it made a promise in 2014 to introduce
this puppy farms legislation and it has messed it
up completely.
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The government is expecting us to have just a quick
debate on this legislation, having given us the bill over
12 months ago and then adjourn it off. The government
then dumped on the Parliament on Monday 32 pages of
amendments to this important domestic animals
legislation, and now are saying that we do not have
time to debate it. Now there are numerous questions
that are still unanswered on this legislation. As I said,
the government messed up this legislation from the
start. We have had a commitment, and the legislation
includes a cap of 10 on the number of breeding females,
but there is supposed to be an exemption provided by
the minister with certain conditions for up to
50 breeding females. We do not know what those
exemptions and criteria will be for a registered business
being able to get a permit for up to 50 breeding females.
What are the criteria? What are the regulations? What
are they going to be? What is the rationale for the limits
that the government has committed to?
We have heard from many speakers this week,
including myself, that the RSPCA and the Australian
Veterinary Association (AVA) do not support a cap on
the number of breeding females, because the AVA says
there is no scientific justification for it. Indeed the AVA
makes the point that putting these arbitrary limits on the
number of breeding females a registered business can
have could actually be counterproductive when it
comes to animal welfare. In addition we need the
government to explain what its rationale is. It is time
the minister faced the Parliament and explained where
she got these figures from because they make no sense
from a scientific perspective and they make no sense
from an animal welfare perspective.
The other matter that is of concern to a number of the
breeders in this state is the implementation date of
2020. When the government made its commitment in
2014, it set 2020 as the implementation date to give the
industry time to transition. However, we are now three
years down the track; we are into the end of 2017. We
have just gone past the three-year point since the last
election and the government still has not got its act
together to get this legislation through. We believe the
implementation date of 2020 should be extended. Of
course it is our view that this legislation should not be
passed. But if it is to be passed then the government at
least needs to be giving the industry a proper transition
period. Two years and a maximum of three years is not
enough. As I said, for the government to have dropped
32 pages of amendments on us on Monday, having
briefed industry only late last week and having not
briefed some of the key players on this at all, to now
say, ‘We’re not interested in letting you discuss the
issues or to ask questions of the minister more
particularly’ is a disgrace. The government should be
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supporting the motion of the member for Murray
Plains, the Leader of The Nationals, to adjourn the
health and wellbeing bill now so that we can debate the
detail of this very important domestic animals bill
immediately.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) (16:44) — I rise to
reject any notion that we should be delaying anyone
talking on this bill today. It is an important bill and
adjourning debate today means that people like myself,
with a right to speak on this bill as an elected member,
will not have that right. The bill covers three very
important aspects of our health system. The one that is
closest to my heart though, as some people on this side
of the house will know, is the mandatory reporting of
cases of anaphylaxis by hospitals to enable timely
intervention and also making sure that product
ingredients reflect correctly what is in the jar or what is
in the can.
Members on this side of the house will know that my
daughter, Charlotte, was born in 2004, and we almost
lost her at two-years-old because she has got a very
severe nut allergy. We found out the hard way. She had
a sliver of peanut butter on a slice of toast. I remember
the day profoundly because I was suffering from an
illness at the time and was stuck in bed but ended up
being in hospital on a drip myself when they saw me.
Like I said, we almost lost her. Her airways closed up,
and it was only probably because of some of the
training I had as a firefighter that we were able to keep
her alive until the ambos got there.
The journey from there has been a lot about that fear
and hoping that the people who work at these
companies care as much about people with anaphylaxis
as I do. We often go shopping and see the labels that
say, ‘May contain traces of nuts’, or ‘Produced on
machinery that also produces products that contain
nuts’. It is a lifelong journey and I would like to say that
I am very proud of Charlotte in the way that she has
handled it. She has got an EpiPen with her at all times
of the day. From three years of age she would go to
children’s parties and actually ask the parents, ‘Does
this cake contain nuts?’. That is the life she has.
We still have this fear — when we are at the
supermarkets, when we go to an ice-creamery, any kind
of place where there might be peanuts contaminating
food products or food handling equipment — that this
could be the day. It is a very important bill for people
suffering anaphylaxis in their families. I would
certainly like the time nominated to me to actually tell
our story and talk about how important this bill is.
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Then of course we go across to the no jab, no play
policy aspect of this bill. We have seen the amount of
venom that has been directed at people who speak with
science on their side. We have seen the Minister for
Health come out and disclose some of that abuse that
she has copped. This bill is very important to ensure
that we have herd immunity, which is the only thing
protecting a lot of kids. The irony of this of course is
that while many of us donate money to different
agencies to go overseas to missions or whatever to
inoculate children, and immunise them against diseases
that we no longer have, we sit in a country today with
people, as someone on the other side of the house
mentioned today, who look up Dr Google and who
make these assumptions about immunisation causing
autism, for which there is no evidence, and that
immunisations cause other kinds of debilitating
illnesses or that people can catch what they are being
immunised against from the immunisation itself, even
though the immunisations are basically inert proteins.
I think we should be able to get up and voice our
opinion on this. That is not to say that the Domestic
Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops)
Bill 2016 is not an important piece of legislation, but
we have spoken on the puppy farm bill before. It has
been aired quite a lot. We heard a member opposite
saying we have had 12 government members speak on
this bill. There are a lot more than 12 government
members on the benches. I think I have the right to
speak on this bill and that no-one on the opposite side
of the chamber can deny me that right. I have not heard
an argument contrary to that.
At the moment I have told part of my story, but there is
definitely a conversation that I have had with my family
about this bill and I would like to ensure that it goes
into Hansard and that my support for this bill is noted
in perpetuity. I will not be supporting any amendment.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (16:49) (By leave) — The
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet
Shops) Bill 2016 was tabled in this house in September
2016. When it reached the upper house it went into
committee, and there were subsequently a number of
recommendations made. On Monday of this week most
of us received 32 pages of amendments to this bill, and
here it is on the business program for this week. While,
generally speaking, I supported the government
business program in terms of the bills that were to be
discussed, I say there should be an opportunity for us to
be able to go into detailed consideration on this bill.
This bill caused a lot of angst out in the wider
community, and certainly in regional communities,
because it is not just about puppy farms; it is about a
whole range of things to do with the management of

4231

domestic animals. I myself have spoken with people
who breed birds and people who breed dogs in small
numbers, and they have expressed a lot of concern
about it.
The amendments that are here and the bill indeed itself
certainly introduce what we might call a lot of red tape,
it seems to me. It would be my desire to have much
more time to deal with this bill and to be able to go
back to some of the groups I met with earlier to help
them understand what the amendments are and get an
understanding from those constituents as to what they
are thinking about this. But in any event, to go into
detailed consideration gives us the opportunity to ask
some of those questions on behalf of our constituents.
I understand that the bill that is currently under
consideration is a very important bill and that many
people have spoken about it. It deals with important
issues in our community, but similarly the time frames
we are given in this place to deal with things do at times
require the fact that not everybody gets to speak on
everything. This is an important, large piece of
legislation that would dramatically change the
landscape for the management of domestic animals in
this state, and to not have the opportunity to be able to
have some detailed discussion and ask the minister
questions about it is, I think, very disappointing.
I do not think it is appropriate that we should have to
just tick off a bill one way or the other here and hope
that the other place will deal with it. That is not what
this house is really about. Unfortunately there are times
when you might genuinely support a bill and vote in
favour of it hoping that it will be improved in the upper
house. That is a really unsatisfactory set of
circumstances. We ought to have the opportunity in this
house for more debate and to go into the bills before
they are put to a vote. I really cannot emphasise that
enough. So many bills are put through the guillotine
before sufficient opportunity to debate them not only in
the way, for instance, the member for Frankston has
talked about but in a detailed way.
I think that many of these amendments are
consequential, but many of them are also quite
significant. For instance, there are changes to
definitions to what a farm working dog is. That may
seem trivial to some, but it is probably quite important
to people out there on farms and to those people who
also breed very specialised breeds of dogs for working
on farms. I support the member for Murray Plains’s
motion on this and hope we can go straight into detailed
consideration of this bill.
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House divided on Mr Walsh’s motion:
Ayes, 39
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hibbins, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.

Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Thorpe, Ms
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Noes, 43
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Howard, Mr
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

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

Motion defeated.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (16:59) — It is
a pleasure at this lovely time of the day to speak on the
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment
Bill 2017. What a terrific piece of legislation it is. I
have got the Minister for Health in front of me, and I
am very glad to see that she has been so vigilant and so
thorough in bringing such a comprehensive bill to the
house on some very, very important matters.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set down for
consideration of items on the government business
program has arrived, and I am required to interrupt
business.
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Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

WATER AND CATCHMENT
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 28 November; motion of
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Water); and Ms Ryan’s
amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words:
‘this house refuses to read this bill a second time until
there is a regulatory impact statement completed on the
bill’s proposed regime for salinity impact and until the
government agrees to revert to the original time frame
with respect to reviewing northern Victoria’s long-term
water assessment plan for 2018’.

The SPEAKER — The question is:
That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the
question.

Those supporting the reasoned amendment by the
member for Euroa should vote no.
House divided on question:
Ayes, 47
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms

Languiller, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Sheed, Ms
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Thorpe, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr
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Noes, 35
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.

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

Question agreed to.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
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Members supporting the amendment moved by the
member for Murray Plains should vote no.
House divided on question:
Ayes, 46
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

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

Noes, 36

Read third time.

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT
(PUPPY FARMS AND PET SHOPS)
BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 29 November; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport); and
Mr WALSH’S amendment:
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

Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.

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

Question agreed to.
(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’.

The SPEAKER — The question is:
That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the bill.

The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the bill be now read a second time, government
amendments 1 to 156 inclusive be agreed to and the bill be
now read a third time.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 46
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr

Knight, Ms
Languiller, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
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Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Thorpe, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 36
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.

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

Question agreed to.
Read second time.
Circulated amendments
Circulated government amendments as follows
agreed to:
1.

Clause 2, line 13, omit “33 and 35” and insert “34 and
36”.

2.

Clause 2, line 16, omit “Sections 22 and 90(2)” and
insert “Section 22 and Division 2 of Part 3”.

3.

Clause 2, after line 17 insert—
“(3) Sections 35, 66(2), 76(3), 84(2) and 91(2) come
into operation on a day or days to be proclaimed.
(4) If a provision referred to in subsection (3) does not
come into operation before 1 July 2018, it comes
into operation on that day.
(5) Division 1 of Part 3 comes into operation on a day
or days to be proclaimed.
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(6) If a provision referred to in subsection (5) does not
come into operation before 1 July 2019, it comes
into operation on that day.”.

4.

Clause 2, line 18, omit “(3)” and insert “(7)”.

5.

Clause 2, line 18, omit “(4)” and insert “(8)”.

6.

Clause 2, line 21, omit “(4)” and insert “(8)”.

7.

Clause 2, line 21, omit “(3)” and insert “(7)”.

8.

Clause 2, line 22, omit “2017” and insert “2018”.

9.

Clause 5, lines 23 to 31 and page 4, lines 1 to 8, omit all
words and expressions on these lines and insert—
“(b) an enterprise which carries out the breeding of dogs
(other than GRV greyhounds) to sell, if the
enterprise has 3 or more fertile female dogs and the
proprietor is not a recreational breeder; or
(c) an enterprise which carries out the breeding of
cats to sell, if the enterprise has 3 or more fertile
female cats and the proprietor is not a recreational
breeder; or
(d) an enterprise which trains or boards dogs (other
than GRV greyhounds) or cats for the purpose of
profit; or”.

10. Clause 5, page 4, after line 24 insert—
“farm working dog means a dog that herds, droves,
protects, tends or works stock on land used solely
or primarily for primary production;
farmer means a person engaged in primary production
whose primary source of income is from that
primary production;”.
11. Clause 5, page 5, after line 7 insert—
“microbreeder means—
(a) a person who carries out the breeding of dogs
to sell, who is not a member of an applicable
organisation, if the person has no more than
2 fertile female dogs; or
(b) a person who carries out the breeding of cats
to sell, who is not a member of an applicable
organisation, if the person has no more than
2 fertile female cats;
primary production means the maintenance of animals
or poultry for the purpose of selling them or their natural
increase or bodily produce;”.
12. Clause 5, page 5, after line 10 insert—
“recreational breeder means—
(a) a person who carries out the breeding of dogs
to sell, who is a member of an applicable
organisation, if the person has no more than
10 fertile female dogs; or
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(b) a person who carries out the breeding of cats
to sell, who is a member of an applicable
organisation, if the person has no more than
10 fertile female cats;”.
13. Clause 5, page 5, line 19, omit “definition” and insert
“definitions”.
14. Clause 5, page 5, line 22, omit ‘58R(1);”.’ and insert
“58N(1);”.
15. Clause 5, page 5, after line 22 insert—
‘caged bird sale means an event conducted over a day or
days at which caged birds are sold;
declared bird organisation means an organisation that is
declared to be a declared bird organisation under
section 58T;”.’.
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(b) is primarily being trained to be a farm
working dog by the farmer.”.’.

19. Clause 6, lines 19 to 23, omit all words and expressions
on these lines and insert—
‘(1) In section 5A(1) of the Principal Act—
(a) for “may declare, by notice published in the
Government Gazette, that an organisation is
an applicable organisation” substitute “may
approve an organisation as an applicable
organisation, by notice published in the
Government Gazette,”;
(b) in paragraph (a), for “declared” substitute
“approved as”.
(2) Section 5A(1AA) of the Principal Act is
repealed.’.

16. Clause 5, page 6, after line 4 insert—
20. Clause 6, after line 26 insert—
‘( ) In the definition of breeding domestic animal
business in section 3(1) of the Principal Act, after
“paragraph (b)” insert “or (c)”.

‘( ) In section 5A(2) of the Principal Act omit “an
applicable organisation or”.’.

For the definition of applicable organisation in
section 3(1) of the Principal Act substitute—

21. Clause 6, lines 28 to 30, omit all words and expressions
on these lines and insert—

“applicable organisation means an organisation that is
the holder of an applicable organisation approval;”.

‘“(3) An application for an applicable organisation
approval—

()

()

Insert the following definitions in section 3(1) of
the Principal Act—

“applicable organisation approval means an approval
under section 5A(1), including an approval that is
renewed under section 5C;
approved commercial dog breeder means a person who
has a commercial dog breeder approval;
chief veterinary officer has the same meaning as in the
Meat Industry Act 1993;
commercial dog breeder approval means an approval
under section 58AA;
relevant Council, in relation to a domestic animal
business, means the Council of the municipal
district in which the premises is situated on which
the domestic animal business is being or is
proposed to be conducted;”.’.

(a) must include a report containing the
prescribed details about the organisation and
its activities; and
(b) must include the organisation’s code of ethics
and details of how the code is enforced; and
(c) must include the outcome of any disciplinary
action taken by the organisation for breaches
of the code of ethics during the preceding
year; and
(d) must include any other information required
by the Minister; and
(e) must be accompanied by the prescribed
application fee.
(4) In making a decision to give an applicable
organisation approval, the Minister may consider
any information included in or accompanying the
application for the approval.

17. Clause 5, page 6, line 16, omit ‘old.”.’ and insert “old.”.
18. Clause 5, page 6, after line 16 insert—

(5) An applicable organisation approval must specify
the following—

‘(6) For the purpose of paragraph (b) of the definition
of domestic animal business, a farmer is not to be
taken to be conducting a domestic animal business
in respect of any fertile female dog that the farmer
has that—

(a) the period for which the approval is to remain
in force, which must not exceed 3 years;

(a) is primarily being kept or worked by the
farmer as a farm working dog; or

(c) any condition to which the Minister considers
that the approval should be subject.

(b) the matters that must be set out in the report
required by the condition in section 5D(b);
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(a) the period determined under subsection (5)(a);
or

Thursday, 30 November 2017

35. Clause 8, lines 25 and 26, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert—
“(c) to appoint Departmental authorised officers
under section 71 or restricted authorised
officers under section 71A; or”.

(b) the revocation of the approval.”.’.
22. Clause 7, page 8, line 23, after “organisation approval”
insert “or applicable organisation approval”.

36. Clause 8, line 33, omit ‘premises.”.’ and insert
“premises; or”.
37. Clause 8, after line 33 insert—

23. Clause 7, page 9, lines 6, 7 and 8, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert—
“(4) The Minister may renew the approval if—
(a) in the case of a dog obedience training
organisation approval, the Minister continues
to be satisfied of the matters set out in
section 5B(2)(b); or
(b) in the case of an applicable organisation
approval, the Minister continues to be
satisfied of the matters set out in the relevant
guidelines referred to in section 5A(1)(b).”.
24. Clause 7, page 9, line 31, after “organisation approval”
insert “and an applicable organisation approval”.

‘(e) under Division 3B of Part 4.”.’.
38. Clause 8, page 12, lines 1 to 10, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.
39. Clause 10, lines 26 to 31, omit all words and expressions
on these lines and insert—
‘(1) For section 12A(1) of the Principal Act
substitute—
“(1) A person must not sell, or give away, a dog or
cat unless the dog or cat has been implanted
with a prescribed permanent identification
device.
Penalty: 10 penalty units.

25. Clause 7, page 9, line 33, omit “30” and insert “31”.
26. Clause 7, page 10, line 6, after “organisation approval”
insert “or an applicable organisation approval”.
27. Clause 7, page 10, lines 10 and 11, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert—
“(b) in the case of a dog obedience training
approval, the Minister is not satisfied of any
of the matters set out in section 5B(2)(b); or
(c) in the case of an applicable organisation
approval, the Minister is not satisfied of any
of the matters set out in the relevant
guidelines referred to in section 5A(1)(b).”.

(1A) It is not an offence under subsection (1) for a
person to give away a dog or cat that is not
implanted with a prescribed permanent
identification device to a shelter or pound.”.’
40. Clause 10, line 32, omit all words and expressions on
these lines and insert—
‘(2) For section 12A(2) of the Principal Act
substitute—
“(2) A person must not advertise a dog or cat for
sale or giving away, or cause a dog or cat to
be advertised for sale or giving away unless—
(a) one of the following applies—

28. Clause 7, page 10, lines 13 and 14, omit “dog obedience
training organisation”.

(i)

29. Clause 7, page 10, line 16, after “organisation approval”
insert “or an applicable organisation approval”.
30. Clause 7, page 10, lines 17 and 18, omit “a dog
obedience training organisation approval” and insert
“such an approval”.
31. Clause 7, page 10, lines 26 and 27, omit “dog obedience
training organisation”.
32. Clause 7, page 11, line 3, omit “dog obedience training”.
33. Clause 7, page 11, lines 4 and 5, omit “a dog obedience
training organisation approval” and insert “an approval”.
34. Clause 7, page 11, line 10, omit “dog obedience
training”.

the advertisement includes the
unique number contained in the
microchip contained in the
prescribed permanent identification
device implanted in the dog or cat;

(ii) the dog or cat is the subject of
written veterinary advice under
section 10D(2) and (2A); and
(b) if the dog or cat is being sold by or on
behalf of a registered domestic animal
business, the advertisement includes—
(i)

the registration number issued by
the Council for the registration of
the premises on which the business
is being conducted; and

(ii) the name of the Council that
registered the premises.
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56. Clause 29, page 27, line 14, omit “(2)” and insert “(3)”.

41. Clause 11, omit this clause.

57. Clause 29, page 27, line 16, omit “(3)” and insert “(4)”.

42. Clause 13, page 18, lines 4 and 5, omit “under
section 69(1)(aa)” and insert “under section 69 in respect
of the registration or renewal of registration of a dog”.

58. Clause 32, page 28, lines 5 to 32, page 29, lines 1 to 33,
page 30, lines 1 to 26, omit all words and expressions on
these lines.

43. Clause 13, page 18, lines 16 and 17, omit “under
section 69(1)(a)” and insert “under section 69 in respect
of the registration or renewal of registration of a cat”.

59. Clause 32, page 30, line 27, omit “58Q” and insert
“58M”.

44. Clause 22, line 5, before “A proprietor” insert “(1)”.

60. Clause 32, page 31, lines 6 to 11, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.

45. Clause 22, line 12, omit ‘units.”.’ and insert “units.”.

61. Clause 32, page 31, line 12, omit “(3)” and insert “(2)”.

46. Clause 22, after line 12 insert—

62. Clause 32, page 31, line 15, after “Minister” insert “,
which must require the applicant to provide information
concerning the matters in section 58O(1)”.

‘(2) A person who is the proprietor of the breeding
domestic animal business does not commit an
offence under subsection (1) if the person is an
approved commercial dog breeder.”.’.
47. Clause 23, after line 25 insert—
“(2) A person who is the proprietor of the breeding
domestic animal business does not commit an
offence under subsection (1) if the person is an
approved commercial dog breeder.”.

63. Clause 32, page 31, lines 18 and 19, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.
64. Clause 32, page 31, line 20, omit “(d)” and insert “(c)”.
65. Clause 32, page 31, line 23, omit “will— ” and insert
“will remain on call for the duration of the sale; and”.
66. Clause 32, page 31, lines 24 to 29, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.

48. Clause 23, line 26, omit “(2)” and insert “(3)”.
67. Clause 32, page 31, line 30, omit “(e)” and insert “(d)”.
49. Clause 29, page 26, line 9, before “The Council”
insert “(1)”.

68. Clause 32, page 32, lines 1 to 4, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.

50. Clause 29, page 26, after line 14 insert—
69. Clause 32, page 32, line 5, omit “(g)” and insert “(e)”.
“(2) Subsection (1) does not apply if the breeding
domestic animal business is to be conducted by a
proprietor who is an approved commercial dog
breeder.”.
51. Clause 29, page 26, line 18, before “The Council”
insert “(1)”.
52. Clause 29, page 26, after line 24 insert—
“(2) Subsection (1) does not apply if the breeding
domestic animal business is to be conducted by a
proprietor who is an approved commercial dog
breeder.”.

70. Clause 32, page 32, line 7, omit “58R” and insert
“58N”.
71. Clause 32, page 33, lines 3 and 4, omit “, and the
number of each species of animal,”.
72. Clause 32, page 33, lines 6 to 8, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.
73. Clause 32, page 33, line 9, omit “(c)” and insert “(b)”.
74. Clause 32, page 33, line 11, omit “(d)” and insert “(c)”.
75. Clause 32, page 33, line 13, omit “(e)” and insert “(d)”.

53. Clause 29, page 26, line 28, before “On and from” insert
“(1)”.

76. Clause 32, page 33, line 14, omit “58S” and insert
“58O”.

54. Clause 29, page 26, after line 35 insert—
“(2) Subsection (1) does not apply if the breeding
domestic animal business is being conducted by a
proprietor who is an approved commercial dog
breeder.”.
55. Clause 29, page 27, after line 13 insert—
“(2) Subsection (1) does not apply if the breeding
domestic animal business is to be conducted by a
proprietor who is an approved commercial dog
breeder.”.

77. Clause 32, page 34, line 5, omit “58U(1)” and insert
“58Q(1)”.
78. Clause 32, page 34, line 9, omit “58U(2)(e)” and insert
“58Q(2)(e)”.
79. Clause 32, page 34, line 14, omit “58T” and insert
“58P”.
80. Clause 32, page 34, line 19, omit “to— ” and insert “to
the relevant Council.”.
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81. Clause 32, page 34, lines 20 to 22, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.
82. Clause 32, page 34, line 23, omit “58U” and insert
“58Q”.
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(4) The Minister must cause a notice of a declaration
made under this section, or a revocation of such a
declaration, to be published in the Government
Gazette.
58U Notice to Secretary of caged bird sales

83. Clause 32, page 35, line 22, omit “58V” and insert
“58R”.
84. Clause 32, page 36, line 19, omit “58R(2)(b)” and insert
“58N(2)(b)”.
85. Clause 32, page 37, line 1, omit “58W” and insert
“58S”.
86. Clause 32, page 37, line 18, omit ‘units.”.’ and insert
“units.”.

(1) A declared bird organisation that intends to
conduct a caged bird sale from any place other than
the following places must give notice in
accordance with this section, to the Secretary of its
intention to hold the caged bird sale—
(a) a premises registered under Part 4 for the
purpose of conducting a domestic animal
business from which caged birds may be sold;
(b) a person’s residence.

87. Clause 32, page 37, after line 18 insert—
Penalty: 10 penalty units.
‘Division 3C—Bird sales held by declared bird
organisations
58T Minister may declare an organisation to be a
declared bird organisation
(1) The Minister may declare that an organisation is a
declared bird organisation if—
(a) the organisation has applied to the Minister to
be declared a declared bird organisation; and
(b) the Minister is satisfied that the organisation
represents members with an interest in—
(i)

birds and bird keeping; and

(ii) the promotion of aviculture; and
(iii) the wellbeing of birds, whether in
captivity or in the wild; and
(c) the Minister is satisfied that the organisation
has processes in place to educate its members
about, and to ensure that its members comply
with—
(i)

the Code of Practice for the Housing of
Caged Birds made under the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986, as
varied from time to time; or

(ii) any other code of practice relating to
caged birds approved by the Minister for
the purposes of this section.
(2) An application for a declaration under
subsection (1) must be made in the form approved
by the Minister.
(3) A declaration under this section remains in force
until the earlier of—
(a) the end of the period (if any) specified in the
declaration; or

(2) The declared bird organisation must notify the
Secretary in writing of the caged bird sale at least
14 days before the caged bird sale commences.
(3) The notification to the Secretary must include the
day or days on which the caged bird sale is to be
conducted and any other prescribed details.
(4) A declared bird organisation does not commit an
offence under subsection (1), if the organisation
intends to conduct the caged bird sale in
accordance with an animal sale permit.”.’.
88. Clause 34, page 38, line 5, omit “disposal” and insert
“giving away”.
89. Clause 34, page 38, line 8, after “sell” insert “or give
away”.
90. Clause 34, page 38, line 18, after “sold” insert “or given
away”.
91. Clause 34, page 38, line 24, after “sale” insert “or giving
away”.
92. Clause 34, page 39, line 3, omit “disposal” and insert
“giving away”.
93. Clause 34, page 39, line 9, omit “disposal” and insert
“giving away or provision”.
94. Clause 34, page 39, line 11, omit “dispose of” and insert
“give away”.
95. Clause 34, page 39, line 21, omit “disposed of” and
insert “given away”.
96. Clause 34, page 39, line 29, omit “of or under
6 months” and insert “that is not of a certain age”.
97. Clause 34, page 39, line 30, omit “dispose of” and insert
“give away”.
98. Clause 34, page 40, line 1, omit all words and
expressions on this line and insert—

(b) the revocation of the declaration.
“(b) under—
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6 months of age, if a dog; or

(ii) 8 weeks of age, if a cat.”.
99. Clause 34, page 40, line 7, omit “disposed of “ and insert
“given away”.
100. Clause 34, page 40, line 12, omit all words and
expressions on this line and insert—
“(b) under—
(i)

4239
“(a) section 12A(1) or (2) or 13(1) or (2);”.

113. Clause 47, page 57, lines 9 and 10, omit “or Council
authorised officer” and insert “, a Council authorised
officer or a Departmental authorised officer”.
114. Clause 47, page 59, lines 25 and 26, omit “or Council
authorised officer” and insert “, a Council authorised
officer or a Departmental authorised officer”.
115. Clause 64, line 19, after “means” insert “a Departmental
authorised officer,”.

6 months of age, if a dog; or
116. Clause 65, line 10, before “After” insert “(1)”.

(ii) 8 weeks of age, if a cat.”.
101. Clause 34, page 40, line 18, after “sale” insert “or giving
away”.
102. Clause 34, page 40, line 21, omit all words and
expressions on this line and insert—
“(b) under—
(i)

6 months of age, if a dog; or

(ii) 8 weeks of age, if a cat.”.

117. Clause 65, line 13, after “means” insert “a Departmental
authorised officer,”.
118. Clause 65, lines 27 to 29, omit “44B, 45A, 63A,
63AAB, 63AAC, 63AAD or 63AAE” and insert “45A,
58AF or 63A”.
119. Clause 65, page 72, after line 2 insert—
‘(2) In section 82B(2)(b) of the Principal Act, for “or
63A” substitute “63A, 63AAB, 63AAC, 63AAD
or 63AAE”.’.

103. Clause 34, page 40, line 28, omit “disposal” and insert
“giving away”.

120. Clause 73, line 18, after “If” insert “a Departmental
authorised officer,”.

104. Clause 34, page 41, line 1, omit all words and
expressions on this line and insert—

121. Clause 75, page 77, lines 8 to 10, omit “44B, 45A, 63A,
63AAB, 63AAC, 63AAD, 63AAE” and insert “45A,
58AF, 63A”.

“(b) under—
122. Clause 75, page 77, after line 27 insert—
(i)

6 months of age, if a dog; or

(ii) 8 weeks of age, if a cat.”.

‘(3) In section 84Q(2A) of the Principal Act, after
“63A” insert “, 63AAB, 63AAC, 63AAD,
63AAE”.’.

105. Clause 34, page 41, line 6, omit “etc.”.
123. Clause 83, line 28, before “In” insert “(1)”.
106. Clause 34, page 41, lines 8 and 9, omit “sell or exchange
a dog or cat for payment or reward” and insert “sell a
dog or cat”.
107. Clause 34, page 41, lines 17 and 18, omit “or exchanged
for payment or reward”.
108. Clause 35, line 30, omit “3 November 2017” and insert
“4 December 2021”.
109. Clause 36, page 46, line 22, omit “registration.” and
insert ‘registration.”.’.
110. Clause 36, page 46, lines 23 to 29, page 47, lines 1 to 31,
page 48, lines 1 to 32, page 49, lines 1 to 35, page 50,
lines 1 to 32, page 51, lines 1 to 34, page 52, lines 1 to
33, page 53, lines 1 to 8, omit all words and expressions
on these lines.
111. Clause 46, line 18, omit all words and expressions on
this line and insert—
‘(b) for “12A,” substitute “12A(1), 12A(2), 13,”.’.
112. Clause 47, lines 28 and 29, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert—

124. Clause 83, lines 29 and 30, omit “44B, 45, 45A, 63A,
63AAB, 63AAC, 63AAD, 63AAE” and insert “45,
45A, 58AF, 63A”.
125. Clause 83, after line 30 insert—
‘(2) In section 84WA(1) of the Principal Act, after
“63A” insert “, 63AAB, 63AAC, 63AAD,
63AAE”.’.
126. Clause 90, page 83, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), omit “12A,” and insert
“12A(1), 12A(2),” (where twice occurring).
127. Clause 90, page 83, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), omit “12B(1), 12B(2),
12B(3), 12C(1), 12C(2), 12C(3),” (where twice
occurring).
128. Clause 90, page 83, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), after “37(2),” insert
“37A,”.
129. Clause 90, page 83, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), omit “41EA(1),”.
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130. Clause 90, page 83, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), omit “58V(1)” and insert
“58R(1), 58U(1)”.
131. Clause 90, page 83, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), omit “63AAE(1),
63AAE(2),”.
132. Clause 90, page 83, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), omit “63AAB(1),
63AAB(2), 63AAB(3), 63AAB(4), 63AAC(1),
63AAC(2), 63AAD(1), 63AAD(2), 63AAD(3),
63AAD(4),”.
133. Clause 90, page 83, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), after “63J(1)” (where
secondly occurring) insert “, 96”.
134. Clause 90, page 84, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), omit “12A,” and insert
“12A(1), 12A(2),” (where twice occurring).
135. Clause 90, page 84, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1) of that clause, omit
“12B(1), 12B(2), 12B(3), 12C(1), 12C(2), 12C(3),”.
136. Clause 90, page 84, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), after “37(2),”
insert “37A,”.
137. Clause 90, page 84, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), omit “41EA(1),” (where
twice occurring).
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63AAB(3), 63AAB(4), 63AAC(1),
63AAC(2), 63AAD(1), 63AAD(2),
63AAD(3), 63AAD(4), 63AAE(1),
63AAE(2),”.’.

142. Clause 93, line 9, omit ‘permit; or”.’ and insert “permit;
or”.
143. Clause 93, after line 9 insert—
‘(ac) unless, in the case of a caged bird, the bird is sold
at a caged bird sale that is notified to the Secretary
by a declared bird organisation in accordance with
section 58U; or”.’.
144. Clause 95, page 86, line 21, omit ‘and”.’ and insert
“and”.
145. Clause 95, page 86, after line 21 insert—
‘(af) the sale of caged birds, including the details to be
included in a notification of a caged bird sale given
to the Secretary by a declared bird organisation
under section 58U; and”.’.
146. Clause 95, page 87, line 10, omit “and” and insert
‘and”.’.
147. Clause 95, page 87, lines 11 to 19, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.
148. Clause 98, line 12, before “In Column” insert “(1)”.
149. Clause 98, after line 18 insert—

138. Clause 90, page 84, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), omit “58V(1),”.

‘(2) In Column 2 of Part 1 of Schedule 1 to the
Principal Act, for “Dogs kept for working stock.”
substitute “Dogs kept or used as or being trained
to be farm working dogs.”.’.

139. Clause 90, page 84, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1) of that clause, omit
“63AAB(1), 63AAB(2), 63AAB(3), 63AAB(4),
63AAC(1), 63AAC(2), 63AAD(1), 63AAD(2),
63AAD(3), 63AAD(4), 63AAE(1), 63AAE(2),”.

150. Part heading preceding clause 99, omit this heading and
insert the following headings—

140. Clause 90, page 84, in Column 2 of the proposed Table
to be inserted by subclause (1), omit “12B(1), 12B(3),”.

“Part 3—Further amendment of the Domestic
Animals Act 1994

141. Clause 90, page 84, lines 1 to 4, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert—
‘( ) In the Table at the foot of section 85(1) of the
Principal Act—
(a) in Column 2 opposite the reference to
Departmental authorised officer in Column 1,
after “63A(1),” insert “63AAE(1),
63AAE(2),”;
(b) in Column 2 opposite the reference to
Restricted authorised officer in Column 1,
after “63A(1),” insert “63AAB(1),
63AAB(2), 63AAB(3), 63AAB(4),
63AAC(1), 63AAC(2), 63AAD(1),
63AAD(2), 63AAD(3), 63AAD(4),
63AAE(1), 63AAE(2),”;
(c) in Column 2 opposite the reference to Council
authorised officer in Column 1, after
“63A(1),” insert “63AAB(1), 63AAB(2),

Division 1—Advertising and information register
amendments”.
151. After the New Clauses proposed by amendment
number 155 insert the following heading—
“Division 2—Amendments relating to commencement of
10 fertile female dog limit”.
152. Clause 99, omit this clause.
NEW CLAUSES
153. Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 13—
‘AA Registered dog or cat to have identification marker
outside premises
For section 20(2)(b) and (c) of the Principal Act
substitute—
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“(b) a dog that is being kept or used as or being trained
to be a farm working dog; or
(c) a dog that is going from place to place for the
purpose of being kept or used as or being trained to
be a farm working dog, if it is under the effective
control of a person; or”.’.
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(ii) any information contained in or
accompanying the application
under section 58AC.
(2) The Minister may refuse to grant or renew the
approval of the proprietor of a breeding
domestic animal business as a commercial
dog breeder if—

154. Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 31—
(a) the proprietor has been found guilty of—
‘BB New Division inserted after Division 3 of Part 4
(i)
After Division 3 of Part 4 of the Principal Act insert—
“Division 3AA—Commercial dog breeder approval
58AA Approval of commercial dog breeders
(1) The Minister may approve the proprietor of a
breeding domestic animal business that is
conducted on a registered premises to conduct
that business on that premises as a
commercial dog breeder, on receiving an
application for the grant or renewal of
approval under section 58AC.
(2) Within 40 days of receiving an application
under section 58AC for the grant or renewal
of approval, the Minister must give the
applicant for the approval written notice—
(a) of the decision; and
(b) if the approval is granted or renewed, of
any other conditions imposed on the
approval under section 58AF(6).
(3) A decision by the Minister to grant or renew
an approval under subsection (1) takes effect
on the later of the following—
(a) the day the notice under subsection (2) is
given to the applicant;
(b) the date specified in the notice.
58AB Considerations in deciding to grant or renew
approval
(1) The Minister must not grant or renew an
approval of the proprietor of a breeding
domestic animal business to conduct that
business as a commercial dog breeder under
section 58AA unless—
(a) the chief veterinary officer has
recommended, under section 58AE, that
the Minister do so; and
(b) the Minister is satisfied that the approval
should be granted or renewed after
considering—
(i)

the chief veterinary officer’s
recommendation under
section 58AE and the reasons for
making it; and

an offence under this Act or
regulations made under this Act; or

(ii) an offence against the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986
or regulations made under that Act;
or
(iii) an offence against a law of another
State or a Territory of the
Commonwealth that corresponds
with a law referred to in
subparagraph (i) or (ii); or
(b) the Minister reasonably believes that the
proprietor has failed to comply with this
Act or any regulations made under this
Act; or
(c) the Minister reasonably believes that—
(i)

in the case of a grant of an
approval, the applicant will not be
able to comply with a condition on
the approval under section 58AF;
or

(ii) in the case of a renewal of an
approval, the applicant has not
complied with a condition on the
approval under section 58AF.
58AC Application to Minister for commercial dog
breeder approval
(1) The proprietor of a breeding domestic animal
business may apply to the Minister for the
grant or renewal of a commercial dog breeder
approval.
(2) An application under subsection (1)—
(a) must be in the form approved by the
Minister; and
(b) must contain and be accompanied by
any information required by the
Minister; and
(c) must be accompanied by a business plan
for the next 3 years of the business which
includes and is accompanied by any
prescribed information about the
business; and
(d) must contain and be accompanied by
any other prescribed information about
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the business or other relevant matters;
and
(e) must be accompanied by the prescribed
fee.
(3) An approved commercial dog breeder may
apply for a renewal of the current approval no
later than 60 days before the expiry of the
approval.
58AD Chief veterinary officer may ask for report
and monitoring
(1) For the purpose of making a recommendation
under section 58AE, the chief veterinary
officer may—
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(a) the approval is being renewed; or
(b) the premises on which the breeding
domestic animal business is being
conducted is being transferred.
(2) It is a condition of a commercial dog breeder
approval that the holder of the approval must
not keep more than 50 relevant fertile female
dogs.
(3) It is a condition of a commercial dog breeder
approval that the approved commercial dog
breeder submit a report to the Minister
containing the prescribed information at the
time required by the Minister.

(a) ask the relevant Council for a report on
the premises on which the domestic
animal business is conducted; and

(4) It is a condition of a commercial dog breeder
approval that the approved commercial dog
breeder maintains public liability insurance
for the breeding domestic animal business as
prescribed.

(b) ask for a Departmental authorised officer
to enter and search the premises under
Part 7, for the purpose of monitoring
compliance with a relevant provision
(within the meaning of section 74AB),
and give a report on that entry and
search.

(5) It is a condition of a commercial dog breeder
approval that the manager of the breeding
domestic animal business and any employees
of the business have the prescribed
qualifications or training.

(2) For the purpose of subsection (1)(a), a report
of the Council must include a copy of any
report from an entry and search of the
premises under Part 7 carried out in the 5
years preceding the application for grant or
renewal of approval.
(3) For the purpose of subsection (1)(b), a
Departmental authorised officer may exercise
any power that a Council authorised officer
has under Part 7.
58AE Chief veterinary officer may make
recommendation
(1) After considering any report under
section 58AD(1), the chief veterinary officer
may make a recommendation as to whether or
not the proprietor of a breeding domestic
animal business should be granted a
commercial dog breeder approval or the
commercial dog breeder approval of the
proprietor of a breeding domestic animal
business should be renewed.
(2) The chief veterinary officer must give reasons
for any recommendation made under
subsection (1).
58AF Conditions of commercial dog breeder
approval
(1) It is a condition of a commercial dog breeder
approval that a Departmental authorised
officer may monitor compliance with a
relevant provision under Part 7 on the
premises on which the breeding domestic
animal business is being conducted when—

(6) A commercial dog breeder approval is subject
to any other conditions—
(a) that are imposed on the approval by the
Minister; or
(b) that are prescribed, including conditions
for or with respect to—
(i)

the keeping of dogs and related
matters; and

(ii) the premises on which dogs are
kept and related matters; and
(iii) the staffing of premises and related
matters.
(7) An approved commercial dog breeder must
comply with any condition of the approval
under this section.
Penalty: In the case of a natural person, 246
penalty units;
In the case of a body corporate, 600
penalty units.
58AG Period of approval
(1) A commercial dog breeder approval remains
in force—
(a) for the initial grant of the approval, for a
period of 12 months after the approval is
granted; and
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(b) for any renewal of the approval, for a
period of 3 years after the approval is
renewed.
(2) If an approved commercial dog breeder has
applied for renewal of an approval, the
approval remains in force until the application
for renewal is determined.
(3) If an application for approval is made because
an approved commercial dog breeder is
selling or otherwise transferring the breeding
domestic animal business to another
proprietor, the commercial dog breeder
approval remains in force until the application
for approval of the new proprietor has been
determined.
58AH Transfer of premises
(1) If an approved commercial dog breeder
transfers the premises of the breeding
domestic animal business for which the
breeder is approved to another premises, on
the transfer of the premises the approval is
cancelled.
(2) Despite subsection (1), if a new application
for approval for the new premises has been
made before the expiry of the existing
commercial dog breeder approval, the
existing approval remains in force until the
application is determined.
58AI Automatic cancellation or suspension of
approval
(1) If the relevant Council—
(a) cancels or does not renew the
registration of a premises on which a
breeding domestic animal business is
being conducted for which there is a
commercial dog breeder approval, the
approval is cancelled; or
(b) suspends the registration of a premises
on which a breeding domestic animal
business is being conducted for which
there is a commercial dog breeder
approval, the approval is suspended.
(2) A Council must give the Minister notice of
any suspension, cancellation or refusal to
renew to which subsection (1) applies.
58AJ Revocation of approval by Minister
(1) The Minister may revoke a commercial dog
breeder approval if—
(a) the approved commercial dog breeder
has been found guilty of—
(i)

an offence under this Act or
regulations made under this Act; or
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(ii) an offence against the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986
or regulations made under that Act;
or
(iii) an offence against a law of another
State or a Territory of the
Commonwealth that corresponds
with a law referred to in
subparagraph (i) or (ii); or
(b) the Minister reasonably believes that the
approved commercial dog breeder has
failed to comply with this Act or any
regulations made under this Act; or
(c) the Minister reasonably believes that the
approved commercial dog breeder has
not complied with a condition on the
approval under section 58AF.
(2) The Minister must give written notice of the
Minister’s decision under subsection (1) to the
holder of the approval.
(3) A decision by the Minister to revoke an
approval under subsection (1) takes effect on
the later of the following—
(a) the day the notice under subsection (2) is
given to the holder of the approval;
(b) the date specified in the notice.
58AK Notice of and submissions on proposal to
revoke a commercial dog breeder approval
(1) If the Minister proposes to revoke a
commercial dog breeder approval, before
doing so the Minister must give notice in
writing to the holder of the approval stating—
(a) the reasons for the proposal; and
(b) that the holder may make submissions to
the Minister on the proposal within the
period specified in the notice.
(2) The holder of the approval may make written
submissions to the Minister in relation to the
proposal to revoke the approval within the
period specified in the notice under
subsection (1).
(3) The Minister must consider any submission
made under subsection (2), before deciding to
revoke the approval.
58AL Council to be notified of commercial dog
breeder approval
The Minister must give notice of the grant,
renewal, revocation or cancellation of a
commercial dog breeder approval to the relevant
Council as soon as possible after it occurs.”.’.
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155. Insert the following New Clauses to follow
clause 98 and the headings proposed by
amendment number 150—

(ii) the dog or cat is the subject of
written veterinary advice under
section 10D(2) and (2A).
Penalty: In the case of a natural
person, 5 penalty units;

‘CC Amendment of definitions
Insert the following definitions in section 3(1) of
the Principal Act—

In the case of a body
corporate, 20 penalty
units.

“information register means the register
established and maintained under
section 68M;

12D Interpretation of sell

source number means a number issued under
Division 3 of Part 5C;”.
DD Repeal of section 12A(2), advertising of dogs or
cats

In section 12B and 12C a reference to selling
or sale includes a reference to giving away.”.
FF Amendments consequential to repeal of
section 12A(2) and insertion of new sections 12B
and 12C

Section 12A(2) of the Principal Act is repealed.
(1) In section 74A of the Principal Act, for
“12A(2),” substitute “12B, 12C,”.

EE New sections inserted after section 12A
After section 12A of the Principal Act insert—

(2) For section 74AB(a) of the Principal Act
substitute—

“12B Offence as to advertising dogs or cats for
sale
A person must not advertise a dog or cat for
sale, or cause a dog or cat to be advertised for
sale, unless—
(a) the advertisement includes the source
number of the person who is selling the
dog or cat; and
(b) one of the following applies—
(i)

the advertisement includes the
unique number contained in the
microchip contained in the
prescribed permanent identification
device implanted in the dog or cat;

(ii) the dog or cat is the subject of
written veterinary advice under
section 10D(2) and (2A).
Penalty: 5 penalty units.
12C Offence as to publication of advertisements
for dogs or cats for sale
A person must not publish an advertisement
of a dog or cat for sale, or cause the
publication of an advertisement of a dog or
cat for sale, unless—
(a) the advertisement includes the source
number of the person who is selling the
dog or cat; and
(b) one of the following applies—
(i)

the advertisement includes the
unique number contained in the
microchip contained in the
prescribed permanent identification
device implanted in the dog or cat;

“(a) section 12A(1), 12B, 12C, 13(1) or
13(2);”.
GG

New Part inserted after Part 5B
After Part 5B of the Principal Act insert—

“Part 5C—Information register and source
numbers
Division 1—Definition
68L Definition
(1) In this Part—
inspect, in relation to the information register,
includes the obtaining of information kept on
the register either orally or in writing.
(2) In this Part, a reference to sell or selling
includes a reference to give away or giving
away, and a reference to sale includes a
reference to giving away.
Division 2—Information register
68M Secretary to keep information register
(1) The Secretary must establish and maintain a
register—
(a) of information relating to—
(i)

domestic animal businesses; and

(ii) registered foster carers; and
(iii) recreational breeders; and
(iv) microbreeders and others who sell
dogs or cats; and
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(b) of source numbers issued under Division
3 and related matters; and
(c) of information relating to the keeping
and breeding of dogs or cats.
(2) The register must contain—
(a) the source numbers issued by the
Secretary under Division 3 and related
information; and
(b) the information given to the Secretary
under this Part; and
(c) any other prescribed information.
68N Information as to domestic animal
businesses to be given to Secretary
(1) For the purpose of keeping and maintaining
the information register, a Council must give
to the Secretary the information set out in
section 68Q(1) and (2) relating to each
registration of a premises by the Council
under Part 4.
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the information set out in section 68Q(1)(a),
(c)(ii) and (iii), (h), (i) and (j), relating to the
person or body, to the Secretary with the
application for the source number.
68Q Information to be given under section 68N,
68O or 68P
(1) For the purpose of this Division, the following
information relating to the proprietor of a
domestic animal business, a registered foster
carer, a recreational breeder, a microbreeder
or a person or body (relevant person or body)
is set out—
(a) the name of the relevant person or body;
(b) if the relevant person or body is a body
corporate, the names of the
office-holders of the body corporate;
(c) the following details about the relevant
person or body—
(i)

the address;

(ii) the telephone number;
(2) The Council must give the information to the
Secretary under subsection (1) within 7 days
after making a decision under Part 4 to grant
the registration or renew or transfer the
registration under that Part.

(iii) the email address;
(d) the address of the premises at which a
relevant person or body—

68O Information as to registered foster carers
to be given to Secretary

(i)

(1) For the purpose of keeping and maintaining
the information register, a Council must give
to the Secretary the information set out in
section 68Q(1)(a), (c)(ii) and (iii), (d)(ii), (h),
(i) and (j), relating to each registration of a
foster carer by the Council under Part 5B.

(ii) who is a registered foster carer,
keeps the animals;

(2) The Council must give the information to the
Secretary under subsection (1) within 7 days
after making a decision under Part 5B to grant
or renew the registration.

who carries out breeding of dogs or
cats, carries out that breeding; or

(e) for a relevant person or body who carries
out breeding of dogs or cats, the number
of registered dogs and cats kept at the
premises, and for each registered dog
and cat—
(i)

68P Information to be given to Secretary for
source number applications

the unique number contained in the
microchip contained in the
prescribed permanent identification
device implanted in the dog or cat;
and

(1) A recreational breeder who is applying for a
source number under Division 3 must give the
information set out in section 68Q(1)(a), (c),
(d)(i), (e), (f), (g), (h), (i), and (j) and (3)
relating to the recreational breeder, to the
Secretary with the application for the source
number.

(ii) any name and the breed, sex, age
and colour of the dog or cat; and

(2) A microbreeder who is applying for a source
number under Division 3 must give the
information set out in section 68Q(1)(a), (c),
(e), (h), (i) and (j), relating to the
microbreeder, to the Secretary with the
application for the source number.

(iv) if the dog or cat has been desexed;

(iii) for a female dog or cat, the number
of litters the animal has had and the
date on which the dog or cat had
the litter; and

(f)

the details of any conviction or finding
of guilt of the relevant person or body
for—
(i)

(3) Any other person or body who is applying for
a source number under Division 3 must give

an offence against this Act or
regulations made under this Act; or
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(ii) an offence against the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986
or regulations made under that Act;
or
(iii) an offence against a law of another
State or a Territory of the
Commonwealth that corresponds to
a law referred to in
subparagraph (i) or (ii);
(g) the details of—
(i)

any order under section 84WA or
84XA to which a relevant person
or body has been subject; or

(ii) any order under a law of another
State or a Territory of the
Commonwealth that corresponds to
one of those orders;
(h) the source number of the relevant person
or body;
(i)

the name of the Council of the
municipality in which the premises is
located at which a relevant person or
body who does so—
(i)

carries on business; or

(ii) carries out the breeding of dogs or
cats;
(j)
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(b) the membership number of the
applicable organisation of which the
recreational breeder is a member;
(c) the date of the most recent inspection of
the premises by the applicable
organisation (if known).
68R Secretary to be given information as to
refusal etc. of registration
(1) For the purpose of keeping and maintaining
the information register, a Council—
(a) must give the information set out in
subsection (2) to the Secretary within
7 days after making a decision under
Part 4—
(i)

to refuse to grant, renew or transfer
a registration under that Part; or

(ii) to suspend or revoke a registration
under that Part; and
(b) must give the information set out in
subsection (3) to the Secretary within
7 days of making a decision under
Part 5B—
(i)

not to grant or renew a registration
under that Part; or

(ii) to suspend or cancel a registration
under that Part.

any other prescribed matter.

(2) For the purpose of this Division, the following
additional information is set out for domestic
animal businesses—
(a) the registration number of the premises
on which the domestic animal business
is being conducted;

(2) For the purpose of subsection (1)(a), the
following information is set out—
(a) the name of the domestic animal
business or proposed domestic animal
business;

(c) the name of the owner of the land on
which the premises is situated;

(b) the name of the applicant for registration
or the proprietor of the domestic animal
business or proposed domestic animal
business and, if the applicant or
proprietor is a body corporate, the names
of the office-holders of the body
corporate;

(d) the date on which the premises was
registered, or the registration of the
premises was renewed or transferred;

(c) the following details for the domestic
animal business or proposed domestic
animal business—

(b) the type of domestic animal business
that is being conducted;

(e) the date of the most recent inspection of
the premises by a Council authorised
officer.
(3) For the purpose of this Division, the following
additional information is set out for
recreational breeders—
(a) the name of the applicable organisation
of which the recreational breeder is a
member;

(i)

the address;

(ii) the telephone number;
(iii) the email address;
(d) for registered premises, the registration
number of the premises;
(e) for registered premises, the date on
which the premises was first registered;
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the type of domestic animal business or
proposed domestic animal business;
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(f)

(g) for the land on which the premises is
situated—
(i)

the name of the owner of the land;
and

(ii) the address of the land; and
(iii) a description of the land and
premises, including whether the
premises is an original or
transferred premises;
(h) the reason for deciding to refuse to
register or renew or transfer registration
or suspend or revoke registration,
including the relevant provision of this
Act under which the decision was made;
(i)

(j)

for revocation of registration, the date of
revocation;
any details, within the knowledge of the
Council, of any conviction or finding of
guilt of the applicant or proprietor of the
domestic animal business for—

the reason for deciding to refuse to grant
or renew registration or to suspend or
cancel registration, including the
relevant provision of this Act under
which the decision was made;

(g) any other prescribed matter.
68S Applicable organisation to give
information as to cessation of membership
of recreational breeder to Secretary
(1) For the purpose of keeping and maintaining
the information register, an applicable
organisation must give the information set out
in subsection (2) to the Secretary within
7 days after—
(a) the organisation makes a decision to
disqualify, cancel, suspend or not renew
the membership of a recreational
breeder; or
(b) the recreational breeder resigns from the
organisation.
(2) The following information is set out for the
purpose of subsection (1)—
(a) the name of the recreational breeder;

(i)

an offence against this Act or
regulations made under this Act; or

(ii) an offence against the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986
or regulations made under that Act;
(k) the source number of the business;
(l)

for a refusal to renew registration or
revocation of registration of premises on
which a breeding domestic animal
business is conducted by an approved
commercial dog breeder, the date of the
refusal to renew or revocation;

(m) any other prescribed matter.
(3) For the purposes of subsection (1)(b), the
following information is set out—
(a) the name of the foster carer;
(b) the address where the foster carer keeps
the animals being cared for;
(c) the following details for the foster
carer—
(i)

the telephone number;

(ii) the email address (if known);

(b) the membership number of the
recreational breeder;
(c) if the recreational breeder’s membership
was disqualified, cancelled, suspended
or not renewed, the date on which that
happened;
(d) if the recreational breeder resigned from
the applicable organisation, the date on
which that happened;
(e) the name of the Council of the
municipality in which the premises is
located at which the recreational breeder
carried out recreational breeding;
(f)

the name of the applicable organisation.

68T Other information to be included on the
information register
If the Minister has granted or refused an
application by the proprietor of a breeding
domestic animal business for a commercial
dog breeder approval, the Secretary must
insert that information in the information
register within 7 days of the Minister’s
decision.
68U Persons who may inspect the information
register

(d) the source number of the foster carer;
(e) for cancellation of registration, the date
of cancellation;

(1) In accordance with the regulations (if any),
the following persons may inspect
information in the information register—
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(a) the Secretary or a person employed by
the Department acting in the course of
the person’s duties under this Act;
(b) a Council authorised officer, restricted
authorised officer or Departmental
authorised officer acting in the course of
the officer’s duties under this Act.
(2) In accordance with the regulations (if any), a
member of the public who is proposing to
purchase or obtain an animal may inspect the
following information in the information
register—
(a) for purchasing or obtaining from a
domestic animal business—
(i)

the information referred to in
section 68Q(1)(h) and (i) and
(2)(a); and

(ii) if the proprietor of the domestic
animal business has consented to
the giving of all or any of the
information referred to in
section 68Q(1)(a) and (c)(ii) and
(iii), the information consented to;
(b) for purchasing or obtaining from a
registered foster carer—
(i)

the information referred to in
section 68Q(1)(h) and (i); and

(ii) if the registered foster carer has
consented to the giving of all or
any of the information referred to
in section 68Q(1)(a), (c)(ii) and
(iii), the information consented to;
(c) for purchasing or obtaining from a
recreational breeder—
(i)

the information referred to in
section 68Q(1)(h) and (i) and (3)(a)
and (b); and

(ii) if the recreational breeder has
consented to the giving of all or
any of the information referred to
in section 68Q(1)(a), (c)(ii) and
(iii), the information consented to;
(d) for purchasing or obtaining from a
microbreeder or other person or body,
the information referred to in
section 68Q(1)(h) and (i).
(3) For the purposes of subsection (2)(a)(ii),
(b)(ii) and (c)(ii), the consent must be given at
any time before the information is inspected.
68V Inspections by police officers and public
sector bodies
(1) On application to the Secretary, a police
officer or a member, officer or employee of a
public sector body (within the meaning of the
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Public Administration Act 2004), who is
investigating a relevant offence, may inspect
the information register for the purpose of the
investigation.
(2) The Secretary may grant an application under
subsection (1), if the Secretary is satisfied, on
the information given in the application, that
the inspection is necessary for the purposes of
the investigation.
(3) In this section—
relevant offence means—
(a) an offence against this Act or
regulations made under this Act; or
(b) an offence against the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986
or regulations made under that Act;
or
(c) an offence against Division 9AA of
Part I of the Crimes Act 1958.
68W Offences as to information register
A person must not inspect or attempt to
inspect all or any part of the information
register unless the person does so in
accordance with this Part.
Penalty:

10 penalty units.

Division 3—Source numbers
68X Secretary may issue source numbers
For the purposes of this Part, the Secretary, in
accordance with this Division, may issue
source numbers to persons or bodies.
68Y Issue of source numbers to domestic
animal businesses
(1) The Secretary must issue a source number to
the proprietor of a domestic animal business
on receiving the information from the Council
under section 68Q that the Council has
registered the premises on which the business
is being conducted.
(2) The Secretary must renew the issue of a
source number to the proprietor of a domestic
animal business on receiving the information
from the Council under section 68Q that the
Council has renewed the registration of the
premises on which the business is being
conducted.
(3) The Secretary must notify the Council and the
proprietor of the domestic animal business of
the source number issued under this section.
(4) If the Council suspends or revokes the
registration of a premises on which a
domestic animal business is being conducted,
any source number issued under this section is
also suspended or revoked on the same terms
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that apply to the suspension or revocation of
the registration.
68Z Issue of source numbers to registered
foster carers
(1) The Secretary must issue a source number to
a registered foster carer on receiving the
information from the Council under
section 68Q that the Council has registered
the foster carer.
(2) The Secretary must renew the issue of a
source number to a registered foster carer on
receiving the information from the Council
under section 68Q that the Council has
renewed the registration of the foster carer.
(3) The Secretary must notify the Council and the
registered foster carer of the source number
issued under this section.
(4) If the Council suspends or cancels the
registration of a foster carer, any source
number issued under this section is also
suspended or cancelled on the same terms that
apply to the suspension or cancellation of the
registration.
68ZA Issue of source numbers to recreational
breeders
The Secretary may issue or renew the issue of
a source number to a recreational breeder,
who may apply for the issue or renewal under
section 68ZD, on receiving an application
from the recreational breeder under
section 68ZD that—
(a) sets out the information required by
section 68P(1); and
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(3) To avoid doubt, this section does not apply to
the proprietor of a domestic animal business,
a foster carer or a recreational breeder.
68ZC Period for which source numbers
remains in force
A source number issued by the Secretary
under section 68ZA or 68ZB remains in force
for 12 months from the date of issue.
68ZD Application for source numbers or
renewal of source numbers
(1) For the purposes of section 68ZA or 68ZB, a
recreational breeder, a microbreeder or a
person or body who is selling or who
proposes to sell dogs or cats by advertising or
proposing to advertise the dogs or cats for sale
may apply to the Secretary for the issue of a
source number.
(2) A person or body who has a source number
may apply for the renewal of the source
number before the source number ceases to be
in force.
(3) An application under this section—
(a) must be in the form approved by the
Secretary; and
(b) must be accompanied by—
(i)

the prescribed fee; and

(ii) any other prescribed information
and any information or documents
required by the Secretary.
68ZE Secretary’s decision on application to
issue or renew

(b) complies with this Division.
68ZB Issue of source numbers to other persons
or bodies
(1) The Secretary may issue or renew the issue of
a source number to a microbreeder, who may
apply for the issue or renewal under
section 68ZD, on receiving an application
from the microbreeder that—
(a) sets out the information required by
section 68P(2); and
(b) complies with this Division.
(2) The Secretary may issue or renew the issue of
a source number to a person or body who is
not a microbreeder, who may apply for the
issue or renewal under section 68ZD, on
receiving an application from the person or
body that—
(a) sets out the information required by
section 68P(3); and
(b) complies with this Division.

(1) The Secretary must decide whether or not to
issue or renew a source number within
21 days of receiving an application for the
issue or renewal of the number under this
Division.
(2) As soon as possible after making a decision
under subsection (1), the Secretary must give
written notice to the applicant—
(a) of the decision; and
(b) of the number, if the decision is to issue
or renew the issue of a source number.
68ZF Grounds for refusal to issue or
suspension or revocation
The Secretary may decide not to issue or
renew the issue of a source number or to
suspend or to revoke a source number—
(a) if the applicant has been convicted or
found guilty of—
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(i)

an offence against section 9(1),
10(1), 12AF, 12A(8) or 15C(1) or
(2) the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals Act 1986; or

(ii) an offence against a law of another
State or a Territory of the
Commonwealth that corresponds
with a law referred to in
subparagraph (i); or
(b) if the applicant has ever been subject
to—
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(d) in Column 2 opposite the reference to Council
contracted authorised officer in Column 1, for
“12A(1), 12A(2),” substitute “12A, 12B,
12C,”.
KK Regulations
After section 100(1)(d) of the Principal Act
insert—
“(da) matters relating to the information register
including—
(i)

(i)

an order under section 84WA or
84XA; or

(ii) an order under a law of another
State or a Territory of the
Commonwealth that corresponds to
one of those orders; or
(c) if the person has given false or misleading
information on or with the application; or

(iii) the information that any particular
person or class of person may obtain
from the register; and

(d) for any other prescribed reason.
68ZG Notice of cessation of source number

(v) any other relevant matters; and

(2) A notice under subsection (1) must set out the
day on which the source number ceases to be
in force.”.’.
HH Powers of Council contracted authorised
officers
In section 74A of the Principal Act, for “13”
substitute “12B, 12C, 13”.
Definition, relevant provision
In section 74AB of the Principal Act, in paragraph
(a) of the definition of relevant provision, for
“12A(1) or (2)” substitute “12A(1), 12B, 12C”.
JJ

(ii) the manner in which the information
may be inspected; and

(iv) information to be given to the Secretary
for the Secretary to include in the
information register; and

(1) At least 28 days before a source number
ceases to be in force, the Secretary must give
written notice of that fact to the person or
body to whom the number was issued.

II

circumstances in which the information
register may be inspected; and

Power to serve infringement notices
In the Table at the foot of section 85(1) of the
Principal Act—
(a) in Column 2 opposite the reference to
Departmental authorised officer in Column 1,
for “12A(1), 12A(2),” substitute “12A, 12B,
12C,”;
(b) in Column 2 opposite the reference to
Restricted authorised officer in Column 1, for
“12A(1), 12A(2),” substitute “12A, 12B,
12C,”;
(c) in Column 2 opposite the reference to Council
authorised officer in Column 1, for “12A(1),
12A(2),” substitute “12A, 12B, 12C,”;

(db) matters relating to the issue of source
numbers, including—
(i)

fees for the issue or renewal of numbers;
and

(ii) information to be included in
applications for the issue or renewal of
numbers; and
(iii) reasons for the cancellation, suspension
or non-renewal of numbers; and”.
LL New section 105A inserted
After section 105 of the Principal Act insert—
“105A Transitional provision— Domestic Animals
Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops)
Act 2017
(1) In this section—
commencement day means the day on which
section 104 of the Domestic Animals
Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet
Shops) Act 2017 comes into operation;
relevant information means any information
in relation to a domestic animal business
or foster carer that the Council would, if
section 104 of the Domestic Animals
Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet
Shops) Act 2017 were in operation, be
required to give to the Secretary under
Division 2 of Part 5C, as proposed to be
inserted by that section.
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(2) For the purpose of establishing the
information register, under Part 5C, as
proposed to be inserted by section 104 of the
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy
Farms and Pet Shops) Act 2017, a Council
must, if so requested by the Secretary before
the commencement day, give any relevant
information to the Secretary relating to any
domestic animal business in respect of which
the Council has registered premises under
Part 4 or in relation to any foster carer
registered by the Council under Part 5B.”.’.
156. Insert the following New Clauses to follow the heading
proposed by amendment number 151—
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ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER — The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, in
relation to adjournment matter 13 154, the response
from the Minister for Health was due on 21 October
2017. Also a response from the Minister for Public
Transport to adjournment matter 13 346 was due on
18 November 2017. I ask if you could prompt both
those ministers for an immediate response to those
adjournment matters.

‘MM Seizure of dogs or cats for certain offences
In section 82B(2)(b) of the Principal Act, for
“45A” substitute “44B(1), 45A”.
NN Prosecution of suspected persons
In section 84Q(2A) of the Principal Act, for “45A”
substitute “44B(1), 45A”.
OO Orders prohibiting ownership of dogs or cats
In section 84WA(1) of the Principal Act, for
“section 45” substitute “section 44B(1), 45”.
PP Power to serve infringement notice
In the Table at the foot of section 85(1) of the
Principal Act, in Column 2 opposite the reference
to Council authorised officer in Column 1, for
“41I” substitute “41I, 44B(1)”.’.

Bill agreed to with amendments.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT
(AUTOMATED VEHICLES) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

The SPEAKER — I will follow those matters up
for the member.

Caulfield Junior College
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (17:17) — (13 752)
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education. The action I seek from the Minister for
Education is that he investigate reopening the school
grounds at Caulfield Junior College after hours so that
the community can benefit from them. Caulfield Junior
College has always been a great community school. It
is a school that welcomes participation by parents and
children in a whole range of different activities.
Recently the school has had a whole lot of issues as a
result of the former principal changing a number of
rules and regulations within the school. The latest issue
was back in July when high fences were erected around
the school grounds, replacing the low fences, initially,
as is my understanding, because of security issues.
Since then the grounds have been locked up, and now
none of the parents or children have access to those
grounds after school.
Eva Dodwell, a parent at the school who is also
involved with the Caulfield Junior College school
grounds access subcommittee parent advisory group,
has been very active in working with the parent
committee and has sent a very comprehensive briefing
paper to me. She approached the principal at the time,
now the former principal, and tried to get the grounds
open. That principal has now left. There is now an
acting principal, Chris Chant, who is from Gardenvale
Primary School. I know the parents at Gardenvale were
very disappointed in him leaving, because he is a very
highly regarded principal, and I am sure he will do a
fantastic job acting at Caulfield Junior College.
The key issue that the minister needs to address is to
work out how we can open up those school grounds to
get more participation and to allow the school
community to use them after hours. As I have said on
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many occasions, the City of Glen Eira has the lowest
amount of open space of any municipality. We are
desperate to ensure that the school grounds are used after
school hours by parents and kids. We want the minister
to intervene to ensure those grounds are reopened.

Yuroke Youth Advisory Council
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) (17:20) — (13 753) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Mental
Health, and the action I seek is that the minister meet
with the Yuroke Youth Advisory Council to discuss their
work throughout this year raising awareness of mental
health issues facing young people in the Yuroke
electorate. As the minister knows, I established the
Yuroke Youth Advisory Council to give young people in
my electorate the opportunity to represent the interests of
their peers. This year council members have researched
mental health challenges that young people face, the
availability of local support services and the importance
of awareness campaigns. Recently they held a very
successful information stall at the Craigieburn Central
shopping centre during Mental Health Week. I am sure
that council members would find the opportunity to
discuss their work with the minister greatly valuable, and
I look forward to hearing from him.

Chemical crop contamination
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (17:21) — (13 754)
My adjournment matter is to the Minister for
Agriculture in the other place. The action that I seek is
that she immediately launch an investigation into the
chemical contamination of vegetable farms in Victoria.
Some of those farms are in my electorate in northern
Victoria, and there are genuine concerns for food
security to Victorians and the export market and also
major concerns for the growers themselves. I have one
grower who tells me they have lost nearly $40 million
and are facing financial ruin.
The minister’s spokesperson was quoted in the Weekly
Times as saying:
Neither of the two active constituents listed have been
detected in the routine produce monitoring …

by Agriculture Victoria. This means that the minister is
either saying the consultant who confirmed the
presence of propazine and simetryn of telling untruths,
or she is refusing to have her staff do the research and
hoping the problem goes away. Ignorance is no excuse,
and I ask the minister to launch an investigation
immediately before any further damage is done to the
reputation of Victoria’s vegetable industry or the
financial position of farming families, who are
screaming out for her assistance.
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Generation Victoria and postcodes of hope
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (17:22) —
(13 755) My adjournment request is to the Minister for
Health. The action I seek is a collaboration between the
Generation Victoria (Gen V) project and the postcodes
of disadvantage to help them again become postcodes
of hope. Gen V is a world-first initiative announced
today that will transform Victoria into a living
laboratory to ensure better health, development and
wellbeing for children and their families.
More than 100 000 Victorian babies will provide clues
to the factors that influence the healthy development of
children in one of the world’s largest longitudinal
studies of children. Gen V will provide comprehensive
data to help guide researchers and governments in
tackling issues including obesity, allergies, infection,
social exclusion, poor mental health, learning and
chronic health conditions such as diabetes and autism
spectrum disorder. It will follow babies born in 2020
and 2021 for five years to create a holistic picture of the
health, wellbeing and development of children,
generating broad and continuously expanding data that
can be used to inform policy and service delivery.
The modem epidemic we confront can be summed up by
this insight from the head of the Murdoch Children’s
Research Institute, Professor Kathryn North: one in
10 children have food allergies, one in five children born
in disadvantage are intellectually impaired before they
get to school and do not catch up, one in four children
have mental health problems and one in three are obese
or overweight. Social determinants of health mean the
poor and marginalised are hardest hit. The Grattan
Institute’s report of last year Perils of Place said:
Australia’s health system is consistently failing some
communities. Places such as … Broadmeadows and
Frankston in Victoria, have had appalling rates of potentially
preventable hospital admissions for at least a decade.
…
‘Place’ helps to shape people’s health experiences through
many different physical, social, economic and psychological
exposures.

The World Health Organization recognises the social
determinants of health are intimately linked to place
and are major causes of unjust and avoidable health
differences, which I reported in the strategy Creating
Opportunities: Postcodes of Hope.
As Parliamentary Secretary for Medical Research, I
appreciated the value of Gen V the first time I heard the
Murdoch institute’s big idea and have advocated for it,
so I am delighted the Minister for Health has backed it
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and that the Paul Ramsay Foundation has contributed
almost $25 million over five years. The Andrews
government has invested $2 million in the start-up,
adding to the government’s $33.3 million investment in
genomic sequencing, which is helping thousands of
Victorians with rare diseases or cancers to get the
diagnosis and treatment they need, faster. Gen V
research will be embedded in medical and education
systems. This is groundbreaking. It will change
people’s lives and it will save lives, and it will be an
outstanding collaboration for generations to come.

Sandringham railway line services
Ms ASHER (Brighton) (17:25) — (13 756) The
issue I have is for the Minister for Public Transport, and
the action I seek from her is that she provide more
services on the Sandringham train line. These trains in
peak period are absolutely packed. We are packed in
there like sardines. If one train is cancelled, the
conditions are even worse. I experience far more bodily
contact than I would like when I travel on peak-hour
services on the Sandringham line.
I refer to a letter that was published in the Age of
26 October 2016, which was written by Tony Morton
of the Public Transport Users Association (PTUA). The
PTUA has suggested a solution to the issue of the South
Yarra station, which involves the extension of services
on the Sandringham line. I quote from the letter:
Simply restore to the Sandringham line the service it had in
the evening peak in 1960, when trains ran from the city to
Brighton Beach every 5 minutes. That would be a 50 per cent
improvement on the best service the line gets today. The
off-peak and weekend frequency should also be improved
from every 15 or 20 minutes to every 10, matching what’s
now offered on the Frankston and Dandenong lines.

Again I make the point that this suggestion was made in
the context of the debate over whether the South Yarra
train station should be upgraded.
I can advise the minister that as I exited my train at
Brighton Beach station on the Thursday of the last
sitting week, I noticed Bayside City Council had a
group of people handing out material to commuters.
The council is in the process of preparing a transport
plan for the City of Bayside. They were, with a view to
relieving parking and traffic congestion, asking
commuters for our views on how they could make
better use of public transport. The council went on, in
its flyer, to ask: would we like more frequent services
and would we like better car parking? The answer is:
we would like both of those. But in the context also of
Bayside council devising a transport policy, it would
assist enormously if the minister were to avail herself of
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this excellent opportunity tonight and announce
increased services on the Sandringham line.

Melville Road, Pascoe Vale South
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) (17:27) —
(13 757) I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety. The action I seek is that the
minister provide me with an update on the inspection
conducted by VicRoads and Yarra Trams with regard
to the condition of the surface of the road and the tram
tracks on Melville Road in Pascoe Vale South in the
area adjacent to Woodlands Avenue and any associated
outcomes from that inspection.
My office was recently made aware of a number of
serious motor accidents which have occurred in this
precinct. I was very concerned to hear about this and
raised the issue directly with VicRoads. They assured
me that the area was being inspected, and I would like
to know the outcomes of that. I want to update my
constituents, and particularly the resident who informed
me of this situation and who is the owner of an
extremely popular gelati business, Miinot Gelato,
situated in this location. That constituent is very
concerned about the number of traffic accidents that are
posing a danger in particular to her customers, who are
often lined up for several blocks to buy her
award-winning ice cream. I ask the minister: what has
been the result of the inspection and what are any
associated outcomes?

Animal welfare
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (17:28) — (13 758)
Today I stand to ask the Minister for Racing to end the
cruel and barbaric practices of greyhound racing and
jumps racing in Victoria. Greyhound racing is really a
barbaric sport. It exposes greyhounds and also other
animals to cruel and abusive treatment, and it is time
that it came to an end. Animals Australia report that up
to 17 000 healthy greyhounds are killed in the
Australian greyhound racing industry each year, with
most dying before their fifth birthday. The government
claim that they have a good track record on animals, but
they still give taxpayer money to promote sexist girls’
nights out at the greyhound races. The ACT
government has just recently banned greyhound racing,
and so should we. It is an industry that, frankly, uses
cruelty to animals for entertainment and for financial
gain, an industry of gambling and also of exploitation.
It is deeply unethical.
Unfortunately it is not the only industry like this in
Victoria. As with greyhounds, many horses in the
jumps racing industry quickly become wastage. But this
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government pretend that horses will not be killed in
jumps racing if only we just improve the tracks a little
bit. Let us not even get started on duck shooting —
shooting live ducks for fun. How much more obvious
can this cruelty get, really? Many birds, including
protected species, die slow and painful deaths every
season. Yet this government keep opening up the duck
season year upon year. These so-called sports are cruel.
They must be banned, not regulated, not monitored, and
definitely not supported with taxpayer money. This
Labor government say that they have a good record
when it comes to animal welfare, but support for these
cruel sports shows otherwise. I ask the racing minister
today to immediately ban the greyhound racing
industry in Victoria, like they have in the ACT, to ban
jumps racing and to end duck shooting.

Hampton Park Primary School
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) (17:31) —
(13 759) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education and concerns Hampton Park Primary School
in my electorate. The action I seek is that the minister
visit the school to see how staff and students are
benefiting from their new state-of-the-art facilities. This
95-year-old school, the first in Hampton Park, has been
given a major upgrade by the Andrews Labor
government. The local community and I campaigned
for years to secure funding, and it was no surprise that
only Labor was willing to commit to the project. In fact
we committed to the redevelopment in 2014 and
delivered the funding in our very first budget in 2015.
We keep our promises.
The $5.7 million redevelopment includes new science,
technology, engineering and mathematics, and art
learning spaces, a resource hub for specialist programs,
eight new teaching spaces and an administration wing.
Both students and staff now have access to the very
best facilities, as they so rightly deserve. I know that the
teachers are already doing a fantastic job. Their latest
NAPLAN results demonstrate that over the past three
years students have significantly improved. They have
achieved fantastic results in the key domains of reading,
writing, spelling, grammar and punctuation, and
numeracy. There is no doubt that Hampton Park
Primary School is on the rise.
The school has changed so much since it first opened
its doors in 1922 to just 38 students. There was only
one building too. Today it is an outstanding local
school that caters for students from all around the
world, with their unique backgrounds, cultures and
languages. It celebrates our diversity and provides
each and every student with the opportunity to learn
and succeed. I can only imagine what it will
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accomplish in its brand-new facilities. I hope the
minister can come to Hampton Park Primary School
to see how our efforts to build the Education State are
changing the lives of our young people.

Eildon electorate roads
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (17:33) — (13 760) I rise to
put an adjournment to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. The action I seek is for the minister to ensure
that there are improvements made to the Maroondah
Highway at Woodfield, near Bonnie Doon, so that the
risk of accidents is reduced and safety is improved for
the people living in this rural part of Victoria.
Specifically I call for the construction of sealed,
dedicated left-turn lanes at Ancona Road, Coles Road
and Woolshed Road. These are not big jobs but they
will have a big impact. In the scheme of things these
sorts of roadworks are quick and easy. They will make
life safer for the locals who use these roads on a daily
basis, allowing them to easily pull off the main
carriageway to make a left turn rather than hold up the
lines of traffic behind them at the risk of being hit from
behind as they slow down.
Local residents are very concerned that this government
does not care about roads in the region. Its investment
in the Shire of Mansfield has been minimal. Even more
concerning for the shire and the locals is the scrapping
of the former coalition government’s country roads and
bridges scheme, which would have provided the funds
needed to upgrade other roads, including busy local
roads such as Walshs Road in Goughs Bay.
The Maroondah Highway carries traffic travelling to
Lake Eildon, the snowfields, the High Country,
Mansfield and surrounding towns. Mansfield itself is
growing. Whilst more and more tourists travel up the
Maroondah Highway to enjoy the wonderful attractions
the area has to offer, so too are more families choosing
to call this region home. The local residents and
businesses use the highway to go about their daily
tasks. That is why it is important for roads in Mansfield,
and especially the Maroondah Highway, to be upgraded
to ensure everyone using the roads is safe.
The suggested works that I have raised were put
forward by local residents. Most recently I met with a
local living on one of the roads, at the intersection of
the Maroondah Highway and Ancona Road, to look
more carefully at it. I was quite surprised at the amount
of traffic that was on the roads at 11.30 on a Tuesday
morning. The traffic was not just passing by; many
vehicles were turning left and right off the highway. It
was also pointed out that the positioning of a bus stop
opposite Woolshed Road could be examined for its
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risk. Its positioning is such that if buses pull off the road
at that point and there is traffic trying to turn left or
right into Woolshed Road, it is putting people at risk. I
urge the minister to look very favourably on this quite
simple and cost-effective solution, which will make a
big difference locally in the area in and around
Woodfield and Bonnie Doon.

Plastic pollution
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (17:35) — (13 761) My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. The action I seek is
for the minister to attend a local forum in my electorate
of Carrum to discuss plastic pollution with local
residents and local environment groups.
Ms Asher — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
have left raising this point of order, as is the convention,
to the end of all members raising their matters. I know
this has been a very exciting week for the Greens, and I
do not wish to rain on anyone’s parade. However, I think
the conventions of this house must be adhered to. I refer
you to Rulings from the Chair, December 2016, page 1,
chapter 1, where the principles of the adjournment debate
are clearly laid out. At point (6) it states:
Only one subject per member per day …

I clearly recall the member for Melbourne raising two
issues, one being duck shooting and the other one being
greyhound racing.
Ms McLeish interjected.
Ms Asher — And a third one, I am told by my
colleague, has also been raised. Rather than suggest that
you ruthlessly rule the Greens adjournment issue out of
order — I know how much the Labor Party love the
Greens party — I would invite you to ask her to
consider which issue is more important to her of the
three issues she has raised.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — What I
will do is ask the Speaker to review the transcript and
make a ruling.

Responses
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
(17:38) — There were nine matters raised by other
members, and I will refer those to the relevant ministers
for their attention and response.
It is my great pleasure to respond to the adjournment
matter that was raised by the member for Brighton. The
member for Brighton raised a matter about seeking
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more train services on the Sandringham line. She spoke
about her intimate personal experience with the train
services on the Sandringham line, and I know from
other conversations outside of this chamber how much
the member for Brighton enjoys catching the service on
the Sandringham line. She speaks to me and gives me
regular updates on the performance of the services on
the Sandringham line, which I deeply appreciate from
the member for Brighton.
I can appreciate that the member for Brighton expresses
a desire that of course many passengers across both the
metropolitan network and the regional network have,
which is to see more services and more trains added to
relieve some of the pressure from our train network. It
is certainly a desire that I also share as the Minister for
Public Transport, and that is why of course the
Andrews Labor government is getting on with
delivering the Metro Tunnel project. It is indeed the
Metro Tunnel project that will unlock the congestion,
that bottleneck at the heart of the public transport
system, which will give us the capacity to run more
trains and more services across our metropolitan lines.
That is the key that will unlock the uplift in services
that the member for Brighton and others are looking for
across our public transport network.
I could give the house a history lesson on the Metro
Tunnel project. The member for Brighton was a
member of the cabinet that scrapped this important
project — a project that the former Labor government
started, that we planned. And it did not just sit on the
shelf for four years under the former Liberal
government when the member for Brighton was the
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party and a member of
the cabinet; they scrapped it altogether, which means
that the Metro Tunnel could have been four years
ahead. The member for Brighton could have been four
years closer to getting those extra services on the
Sandringham line, but sadly we are not because of the
inaction of the member for Brighton and the former
Liberal-Nationals government. That is why —
Ms Asher — What are you going to do?
Ms ALLAN — The member for Brighton asked me
what we are going to do — well, we are doing it. We
have delivered the business case, we have delivered the
funding, we have started the early works and next year
the major works will start on the transformational
Metro Tunnel project, which will see an increase in
peak capacity on the Sandringham line by a
considerable amount.
But in the meantime, while the Metro Tunnel
construction is underway and thousands of jobs are
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created over the life of the project, we are already
looking at how we can add extra services. Of course the
biggest uplift to services that we have introduced across
the metropolitan network, including on the
Sandringham line, was the introduction of the Night
Network — 24-hour public services on Friday and
Saturday evenings. Hundreds more services have been
added to the timetable across the train, tram and bus
services as a result of the Night Network services.
It has been brought to my attention that in July 2014 the
former government was talking about extra services.
My office is still looking into whether those services
were indeed added. We will have to report back to the
member for Brighton if that commitment was indeed
delivered on, but I can assure the member for Brighton
that we take a very different approach to the former
government. We will invest in the trains, we will invest
in the services and we will invest in the infrastructure
that gets her the extra services that she is looking for for
the Sandringham line and indeed for all lines across
metropolitan Melbourne.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ward) — The
house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.42 p.m. until Tuesday,
12 December.

Thursday, 30 November 2017

MEMBERS INDEX
ASSEMBLY

MEMBERS INDEX

Road infrastructure, 4077
Vermont South Cricket Club, 4010

ALLAN, Ms (Bendigo East) (Minister for Public Transport and
Minister for Major Projects)

Petitions

Adjournment

Statements on reports

Animal welfare, 4255
Caulfield Junior College, 4255
Chemical crop contamination, 4255
Eildon electorate roads, 4255
Generation Victoria and postcodes of hope, 4255
Hampton Park Primary School, 4255
Melville Road, Pascoe Vale South, 4255
Plastic pollution, 4255
Sandringham railway line services, 4255
Yuroke Youth Advisory Council, 4255
Bills
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 3996, 4099,
4101
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 3997
Business of the house
Adjournment, 4169
Program, 4000
Standing and sessional orders, 4000
Points of order, 4061, 4094, 4189
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements
level crossings, 4189
rolling stock, 3989

Safe Schools program, 4068

Accountability and Oversight Committee: education, training and
communications initiatives of Victorian oversight agencies, 4081
ASHER, Ms (Brighton)
Adjournment
Sandringham railway line services, 4253
Members statements
Public sector employment, 4007
Points of order, 4138, 4255
Statements on reports
Electoral Matters Committee: electronic voting, 4078
BLACKWOOD, Mr (Narracan)
Adjournment
Cora Lynn Football and Netball Club, 4165
Members statements
Gippsland public transport, 4074
Timber industry, 4074
BLANDTHORN, Ms (Pascoe Vale)
Adjournment
Melville Road, Pascoe Vale South, 4253

ANDREWS, Mr (Mulgrave) (Premier)
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Bourke Street tragedy, 4185, 4186
Ministers statements
employment policy, 3986
Metro Tunnel, 4089
severe weather event, 4186
Northcote by-election, 4186, 4187, 4188
Pill testing, 3989, 3990

Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4109
Constituency questions
Pascoe Vale electorate, 3993
Members statements
Helen Zull, 4075
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Alert Digest No. 17, 3996

ANGUS, Mr (Forest Hill)
Accountability and Oversight Committee
Education, training and communications initiatives of Victorian
oversight agencies, 4069
Bills
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4053
Members statements
Forest Hill College, 4010
North-east link, 4010

BRITNELL, Ms (South-West Coast)
Adjournment
Registered training organisations, 4062
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4152
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 4029

i

MEMBERS INDEX
ii

ASSEMBLY

Members statements
Member for Northcote, 4012
South-West Coast electorate beaches, 4011
South-West Coast electorate roads, 4011

CARROLL, Mr (Niddrie) (Minister for Industry and Employment)
Bills
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017, 4161,
4177
Grievances

BULL, Mr J. (Sunbury)
Bills
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017, 4180
Constituency questions
Sunbury electorate, 4097
Members statements
Government achievements, 4073
Greg Purcell and Tony Smith, 4073
Sunbury parkrun, 4073

Employment, 4116
Members statements
Rosehill Secondary College, 4007
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements
employment initiatives, 4191
employment policy, 3987
CLARK, Mr (Box Hill)
Bills

BULL, Mr T. (Gippsland East)
Constituency questions
Gippsland East electorate, 4192
Members statements
Gippsland East electorate roads, 4170
Member for Northcote, 4170
White Ribbon Day, 4170
Points of order, 4192

Financial Management and Constitution Acts Amendment Bill
2017, 3995
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 3997, 4039
Business of the house
Program, 4001
Points of order, 3989, 3992, 4061, 4138, 4189, 4191
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Port of Melbourne, 4190, 4191

BURGESS, Mr (Hastings)

COUZENS, Ms (Geelong)

Constituency questions

Bills

Hastings electorate, 4096
Members statements
Port of Melbourne, 4171
Points of order, 4061, 4067

Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4216
Members statements
Geelong region events, 4074
Geelong West fire brigade, 4074
Harvey ‘Dick’ Riley, 4074

CARBINES, Mr (Ivanhoe)
Adjournment
West Heidelberg Community Legal Service, 4162
Bills
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 4020
Business of the house
Program, 4002
Constituency questions
Ivanhoe electorate, 4096
Members statements
Level crossing removals, 4075

CRISP, Mr (Mildura)
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4212
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017, 4178
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 3999, 4056
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 4026
Business of the house
Program, 4004
Members statements
Mildura motorsport precinct, 4008
TREE multicultural festival, 4008
When a Star Fell in Our Wheat Field, 4008
White Ribbon walk, 4008

MEMBERS INDEX
ASSEMBLY
Statements on reports
Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee: community
energy projects, 4080
D’AMBROSIO, Ms (Mill Park) (Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change and Minister for Suburban Development)
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4227
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 4025
Members statements
Hawkstowe railway station, 4172
Whittlesea Community Futures partnership project, 4172

iii

EDBROOKE, Mr (Frankston)
Adjournment
Peninsula Community Legal Centre, 4062
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4230
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4052
Constituency questions
Frankston electorate, 4194
Statements on reports
Family and Community Development Committee: services for
people with autism spectrum disorder, 4080

Questions without notice and ministers statements
Hazelwood power station, 4092

EDWARDS, Ms (Bendigo West) (The Deputy Speaker)
Bills

DIMOPOULOS, Mr (Oakleigh)
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4147
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017, 4196
Constituency questions
Oakleigh electorate, 4193
Members statements

Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4144
Constituency questions
Bendigo West electorate, 3992
Distinguished visitors, 4082
Members statements
Bendigo West electorate emergency services, 4070
Rulings, 4126, 4132

Voluntary assisted dying, 4009
DIXON, Mr (Nepean)
Adjournment
Mornington Peninsula public transport, 4163
Constituency questions
Nepean electorate, 4193
Petitions
Mornington Peninsula planning, 4068
DONNELLAN, Mr (Narre Warren North) (Minister for Roads and
Road Safety and Minister for Ports)
Aboriginal affairs
Victorian government report 2017, 3996
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Eastern Freeway, 3991
Ministers statements
north-east link, 4094, 4188
road infrastructure projects, 3991
North-east link, 3985, 3986, 3987, 3988, 4088, 4089, 4090, 4091,
4093, 4094, 4189
Port of Melbourne, 4190, 4191

EREN, Mr (Lara) (Minister for Tourism and Major Events,
Minister for Sport and Minister for Veterans)
Bills
Major Events Legislation Amendment (Ticket Scalping and Other
Matters) Bill 2017, 4013, 4015
Members statements
Geelong electorate jobs, 4071
Geelong Performing Arts Centre redevelopment, 4071
GMHBA Stadium, Geelong, 4072
FOLEY, Mr (Albert Park) (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing, Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality and
Minister for Creative Industries)
Members statements
oBikes, 4173
Simon Lewis, 4173
FYFFE, Mrs (Evelyn)
Members statements
Rochford Wines, 4007

MEMBERS INDEX
iv

ASSEMBLY

GIDLEY, Mr (Mount Waverley)
Bills
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4059
Members statements
Bus route 703, 4172
Mount Waverley electorate road infrastructure, 4171

HENNESSY, Ms (Altona) (Minister for Health and Minister for
Ambulance Services)
Bills
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 3998, 4037
Members statements
Victorian Health Promotion Foundation, 4006
Questions without notice and ministers statements

GRALEY, Ms (Narre Warren South)

Ministers statements: health services, 4091

Adjournment
Hampton Park Primary School, 4254
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4232
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4055
Constituency questions
Narre Warren South electorate, 4193
Grievances
Education, 4127

HIBBINS, Mr (Prahran)
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4137
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4047
Business of the house
Program, 4003
Members statements
Public housing, 4009

Members statements
Southern Women’s Action Network, 4173

HODGETT, Mr (Croydon)
Points of order, 3987

GREEN, Ms (Yan Yean)
Adjournment

Questions without notice and ministers statements
North-east link, 3987, 4090, 4093, 4094

Yan Yean electorate ambulance services, 4166
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4138
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4229
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017, 4197
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 4030
Constituency questions
Yan Yean electorate, 3993
Members statements
Diamond Valley sporting clubs, 4077

HOWARD, Mr (Buninyong)
Adjournment
Bonshaw Early Learning Centre, 4065
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4223
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 4033
Members statements
Ballarat Steiner School, 4175
Damascus College, 4175
St James Parish School, 4175
Woady Yaloak Primary School, 4175

GUY, Mr (Bulleen) (Leader of the Opposition)
Points of order, 3985, 3987, 3988, 4089, 4090, 4091, 4093
Questions without notice and ministers statements
North-east link, 3985, 3986, 3988, 4088, 4089, 4091, 4189
HALFPENNY, Ms (Thomastown)
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4211
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017, 4198

KAIROUZ, Ms (Kororoit) (Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming
and Liquor Regulation and Minister for Local Government)
Members statements
Growing Suburbs Fund, 4071
KATOS, Mr (South Barwon)
Members statements
AWA Alliance Bank Stadium, Belmont, 4175
Christian College Geelong, 4176

MEMBERS INDEX
ASSEMBLY
Warralily Village shopping centre, 4175
Parliamentary privilege
Member for Geelong, 4000
Points of order, 4067
KEALY, Ms (Lowan)
Adjournment
Maroona-Glenthompson Road, Willaura, 4064
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4200, 4228
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4048
Members statements
Tarrington Laternenfest, 4073
Toni Domaschenz, 4073
Western Victoria public transport, 4074
Points of order, 4229

McGUIRE, Mr (Broadmeadows)
Adjournment
Generation Victoria and postcodes of hope, 4252
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4215
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017, 4182
Business of the house
Program, 4004
Constituency questions
Broadmeadows electorate, 4096
Grievances
Broadmeadows electorate, 4122
Members statements
Broadmeadows electorate, 4008
Points of order, 4122
Statements on reports

KILKENNY, Ms (Carrum)

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: budget estimates
2016–17, 4077

Adjournment
Plastic pollution, 4255
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4219
Constituency questions
Carrum electorate, 3993
Members statements
Victoria Against Violence, 4012

McLEISH, Ms (Eildon)
Adjournment
Eildon electorate roads, 4254
Bills
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 4021
Constituency questions
Eildon electorate, 4096
Members statements

KNIGHT, Ms (Wendouree)
Members statements

Eildon electorate agricultural shows, 4075
Kangaroo Ground Pony Club, 4075
Powelltown Sawmills, 4075

Victoria Against Violence, 4174
McCURDY, Mr (Ovens Valley)

MERLINO, Mr (Monbulk) (Minister for Education and Minister
for Emergency Services)

Adjournment

Members statements

Chemical crop contamination, 4252
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4210
Constituency questions
Ovens Valley electorate, 3993

Judy Crowe, 4170
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements
inclusive education, 4090
severe weather event, 4187
TAFE system, 3990

Members statements
Daniel Herrod, 4070
Mudgegonga Country Fire Authority brigade, 4070
Sarah Hawthorn, 4070
Whitfield District Primary School, 4070

MORRIS, Mr (Mornington)
Constituency questions
Mornington electorate, 4094

v

MEMBERS INDEX
vi

ASSEMBLY

Members statements
Roy Francis, 4005
Points of order, 4126, 4132

Members statements
Gippsland South electorate employment, 4006
Great Victorian Bike Ride, 4006
Sale photographic exhibition, 4006

NARDELLA, Mr (Melton)
Members statements
Pride of Melton project, 4073
Steve Hutchins, 4073

O’BRIEN, Mr M. (Malvern)
Points of order, 3991, 4187
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Eastern Freeway, 3990, 3991

NEVILLE, Ms (Bellarine) (Minister for Police and Minister for
Water)
Members statements
Cr Tony Francis, 4171
Queenscliff Music Festival, 4170
Privileges Committee
Right of reply: Professor Peter Coombes, 3996
NOONAN, Mr (Williamstown)
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4225
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4048
Constituency questions
Williamstown electorate, 4097
Members statements
Sandie de Wolf, 4007

PAKULA, Mr (Keysborough) (Attorney-General and Minister for
Racing)
Adjournment
Cohuna District Hospital, 4167
Cora Lynn Football and Netball Club, 4167
Country Fire Authority Koo Wee Rup station, 4167
Craigieburn Road duplication, 4167
Glenferrie Road, Hawthorn, power outages, 4167
Mornington Peninsula Freeway, Bangholme, bicycle and
pedestrian crossing, 4167
Mornington Peninsula public transport, 4167
Vietnam veterans, 4167
West Heidelberg Community Legal Service, 4166
Yan Yean electorate ambulance services, 4167
Bills
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4044
Judicial College of Victoria
Report 2016–17, 4169

NORTHE, Mr (Morwell)
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4149

Supreme Court of Victoria
Reports 2015–16 and 2016–17, 4169
Victoria Law Foundation
Report 2016–17, 4169

Members statements
Barry Switzer, 4174
Latrobe Special Developmental School, 4174
Points of order, 4092
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Hazelwood power station, 4092

PALLAS, Mr (Werribee) (Treasurer and Minister for Resources)
Members statements
Karen language teaching, 4171
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Ministers statements: economy, 4093

O’BRIEN, Mr D. (Gippsland South)

PAYNTER, Mr (Bass)

Bills

Adjournment

Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4142
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4229
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017, 4184
Constituency questions
Gippsland South electorate, 4096

Country Fire Authority Koo Wee Rup station, 4165
Constituency questions
Bass electorate, 4193
Members statements
Casey Cardinia Foundation, 4076

MEMBERS INDEX
ASSEMBLY
PEARSON, Mr (Essendon)

RIORDAN, Mr (Polwarth)

Adjournment

Adjournment

Breast screening, 4062
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4141
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4222
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017, 4194
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4058
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 4023
Constituency questions
Essendon electorate, 4192

vii

Naroghid wind farm, 4064
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4146
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 4024
Constituency questions
Polwarth electorate, 3994
Members statements
Camperdown Lions Club, 4011
Colac Woodcrafters Guild, 4011

Members statements
Glenne Gilbert, 4009
John Gillam, 4008
Statements on reports
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: budget estimates
2017–18, 4079

RYALL, Ms (Ringwood)
Constituency questions
Ringwood electorate, 3993
Grievances
Government performance, 4125
Points of order, 4190, 4251

PERERA, Mr (Cranbourne)
Constituency questions
Cranbourne electorate, 3994
Members statements
Selandra Community Hub, 4076

RYAN, Ms (Euroa)
Bills
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 4016
Grievances
Regional Victoria, 4119

PESUTTO, Mr (Hawthorn)
Adjournment
Glenferrie Road, Hawthorn, power outages, 4162
Members statements

Members statements
Euroa electorate flood risk, 4172
Heathcote early childhood hub, 4172
Kilmore revitalisation project, 4173

Justices of the peace, 4176
Points of order, 4093

SANDELL, Ms (Melbourne)

Questions without notice and ministers statements

Adjournment

Bourke Street tragedy, 4185, 4186

Animal welfare, 4253
Bills

RICHARDSON, Mr (Mordialloc)
Adjournment
Mornington Peninsula Freeway, Bangholme, bicycle and
pedestrian crossing, 4163
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4218
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 4028
Members statements
Yarrabah School, 4176

Residential Tenancies Amendment (Housing Standards) Bill 2017,
3995
Members statements
Moonee Ponds Creek, 4173
Questions without notice and ministers statements
Pill testing, 3989, 3990
SCOTT, Mr (Preston) (Minister for Finance and Minister for
Multicultural Affairs)
Bills
Financial Management and Constitution Acts Amendment Bill
2017, 3995, 4097, 4098

MEMBERS INDEX
viii

ASSEMBLY

SHEED, Ms (Shepparton)

SPENCE, Ms (Yuroke)

Bills

Adjournment

Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4231
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017, 4199
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4087
Water and Catchment Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 4031
Constituency questions
Shepparton electorate, 3993
Points of order, 4067
Statements on reports
Family and Community Development Committee: services for
people with autism spectrum disorder, 4082

Craigieburn Road duplication, 4165
Yuroke Youth Advisory Council, 4252
Constituency questions
Yuroke electorate, 4095
Members statements
Remembrance Day, 4011
Petitions
Mickleham Road duplication, 4069
STAIKOS, Mr (Bentleigh)
Bills

SOUTHWICK, Mr (Caulfield)
Adjournment
Caulfield Junior College, 4251
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4155
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017, 4157

SPEAKER, The (Hon. Colin Brooks)
Acknowledgement of country, 3985
Deputy Clerk of the Legislative Assembly, 3985
Distinguished visitors, 3986, 4005, 4089, 4122, 4185

Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4220
Members statements
Government achievements, 4012
STALEY, Ms (Ripon)
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4140
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4046
Grievances
Energy policy, 4114
Western Highway duplication, 4116

Rulings, 3985, 3986, 3987, 3989, 3991, 3992, 4061, 4067, 4068,
4089, 4090, 4091, 4092, 4093, 4094, 4095, 4122, 4123, 4138,
4187, 4190, 4191, 4192, 4251

SULEYMAN, Ms (St Albans)

Rulings by the Chair

Adjournment

Questions without notice and ministers statements, 4192
Unparliamentary language, 3994
Suspension of members
Attorney-General, 3989
Member for Burwood, 4092, 4190
Member for Eltham, 4190
Member for Ferntree Gully, 4095, 4190
Member for Hawthorn, 4191
Member for Kew, 3991
Member for Mordialloc, 4191
Member for South-West Coast, 4188
Member for Warrandyte, 4191
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing, 4095
Swearing in of members
Member for Northcote, 3985

Brimbank Bicycle Education Centre, 4063
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4208
Members statements
Christian Dejanovic, 4010
Melbourne Airport rail link, 4010
Western Health Singers, 4010
THOMAS, Ms (Macedon)
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4112
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4213
Members statements
Family violence, 4072
Karen O’Sullivan, 4072

MEMBERS INDEX
ASSEMBLY
Macedon electorate agricultural shows, 4072

ix

WAKELING, Mr (Ferntree Gully)
Bills

THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
Adjournment
Sandringham electorate graffiti, 4061
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4154
Road Safety Amendment (Automated Vehicles) Bill 2017, 4181
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4057
Constituency questions

Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4156
Members statements
Glengollan Village fete, 4169
Knoxbrooke Base Camp, 4169
Premiers’ Reading Challenge, 4169
Wantirna Park caravan park, 4169
Petitions
Wantirna Park caravan park, 4068

Sandringham electorate, 4097
Members statements
Sandringham electorate planning, 4071
Vietnamese community, 4071

WALSH, Mr (Murray Plains)
Adjournment
Cohuna District Hospital, 4164
Bills

THOMSON, Ms (Footscray)
Adjournment
Footscray hospital, 4064
Bills
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4000, 4060, 4087

Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4103
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4226
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, 3996
Points of order, 4095, 4187
Questions without notice and ministers statements

THORPE, Ms (Northcote)

Northcote by-election, 4186, 4187, 4188

Constituency questions
Northcote electorate, 4193
Inaugural speech
Member for Northcote, 4135

WARD, Ms (Eltham)
Adjournment
Vietnam veterans, 4164
Bills

TILLEY, Mr (Benambra)
Adjournment
Energy prices, 4063
Constituency questions
Benambra electorate, 3992
Members statements
Student conveyance allowance, 4174
VICTORIA, Ms (Bayswater)
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4110
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4207
Members statements
Fab Nobs Theatre, 4069
Sapwell family, 4070
Tabulam and Templer Homes for the Aged, 4070

Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4150
Grievances
Education funding, 4132
Members statements
Anne Williams, 4176
Dorothy Kingston, 4176
Montmorency South Primary School, 4176
Rulings, 4255
WATT, Mr (Burwood)
Bills
Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill
2016, 4154
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 3999, 4051, 4061
Grievances
Government performance, 4129

MEMBERS INDEX
x

ASSEMBLY

Members statements
Boroondara planning scheme amendment, 4013
Burwood parliamentary bowls tournament, 4076
Craig Family Centre, 4076
Lou Bougias, 4076
Points of order, 3992, 4061, 4067, 4068, 4122, 4123
WELLS, Mr (Rowville)
Constituency questions
Rowville electorate, 4192
Members statements
Road infrastructure, 4072
WILLIAMS, Ms (Dandenong)
Bills
Health and Child Wellbeing Legislation Amendment Bill 2017,
4205
Constituency questions
Dandenong electorate, 4193
Members statements
Walk Against Family Violence, 4012
WYNNE, Mr (Richmond) (Minister for Planning)
Adjournment
Bonshaw Early Learning Centre, 4065
Breast screening, 4065
Brimbank Bicycle Education Centre, 4065
Energy prices, 4065
Footscray hospital, 4065
Maroona-Glenthompson Road, Willaura, 4065
Naroghid wind farm, 4065
Peninsula Community Legal Centre, 4065
Registered training organisations, 4065
Sandringham electorate graffiti, 4065
Bills
Voluntary Assisted Dying Bill 2017, 4049

